‘ect in eleven short lines, and makes  end:

deal with—as to whether the world | as they are—yet do
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+ but according to its excellence as | mortem survival: and in thus do-
esthetical enfertainment. While ing | go as far as Spencer, Huxley,

al
Du Bois treats hie audience at great Haeckel, Tyndall and other scien
th 8o disquisritions the W I have the right
- § - E : :
drong nerformances f the genius « { Bpeak, have gole, 10T none O Lhess
A ! i1 | i LIk i il | 1
" . 1t A v e bz ] tesl w . i once :_'c-“' .1 . f.
l.aplace, he afterwards glides over al iutely and concliusively 1]

_— . ] 3 : axistence
the most ill.}-i'srtitllt [-:nt of his gub- firn that man’s consclong existenc

& with his body’s death, that

not the sdightest further attempt to heing an assertion which the facts

colve the main question he bas to —almost overwhelmingly
not warrant,

rtrtulg

“doubly incomprehengi-| And they do not warrant, as [
}m-_” For my oOwn }:al‘l. on the hi(ili-l], if for no other reason, be-
I have already repeat-| cause our scientific knowledge of
universe is by no

g really

contrary,
edly sought to show that the two ! man and the
limits to our knowledge of nature means co-extensive with the actu-
the fact of alities or l-i*rrilli]i{il'r of either.

Wake-

are ope and the same;
consciousness and the relation nfi
consciousness to the brain are to us

Passing now from Mr.

not less, but neither are they more | possibility of our immortality Lo

puzzling than the fact of geeing and | those on th
hearing, than the fact of Lrl\lld- verse manifests, I do not know that
tion, than the connection between | [ can add anything of value on the
*-tuhjut to what the chapters in the
| serial that have appeared since he
wrote contaii, In “The Goepel |
Evolution,” as in other recently

Power whieh the uni-

matter and energy.—[Mouism.

Caiia !
Immortality and Deity.

_puh“hht'il matter of mire on the|
BY REV. J. P. BLAND. Energy or Deity—call it what you |
wili—the all reveals. I have simply

| am grateful to our friend, Mr.ltaken the ground to popularize the
Wakeman, for his sincere and|yjews that Spencer, Huxley and |
candid criticism of some of the|those who agree with them hold.
views I have tried to express in my | [y doing this it is, of course, pos-|
“Gospel of Evolution,” and with|gible that ‘1 have
which he does not entirely agree.|copceived their teaching. It

gometimes mis- |

4

man’s

minded minister in the
Episcopal church told me
found the names Deity and God
working often as
in the

man’s strictures on my view of the church, but
school, where it was only too easy

word "‘:'Hl." with the 'L-;.f'l.t!l-llt

. y 3 s
f”fAJWIl*.}lIH.;lIUA bis,

Mv satisfaction was boundless

this morning on discovering Prof
Yakeman's articl inder ti titl

the gquestion: “Are We to Be
\\um [r pped \l\\ ays?’ Onemay

pause a long time on Prof. Wake-+

question. The expression

“word-tripped” is sugg restive and
the idea might be carried out to the

working of a gvnvr:tl reform.

[Last summer, a progressive-
Methodist

that he

.-Ii'.:nl:lil:;_r-hlnt'ki
Sunday school and the

mostly in Sunday

to inculeate idol-warship and fix a
meptal image in the mind that to
all intents and purposes was Aas
material as the anpcient idols of

brags or stone

Existence this side the grave is

the great sacred certainty for us
' before death and our lives here are
'not long enough to give this world
'the study and sincere attention it

dt'svr\'HF.

Even if there be a conscious imn-

mortality beyond the grave I be-
lieve our most sacred duty is to re-
fuse to turn our attention that way,
is | [t must be admitted that concern-

And yet, after a careful re ading of | possible, too, that both they and I | |ing a continuity of conscious exist-

his strictures, and a like C()n.‘-lldi‘r'
ation of the points they traverse,

have erred, but I really see nothing | ence there is as much ground for
in these somewhat careless, unpu».'bvin;_, “word-tripped” as there is

do not see how I could COﬂb(l(‘n"hcldl and seemingly self- confident | concerning the underlying causes of
|
|

tiously move from any of the po-|agsertions of our good friend on | thmg‘-
| this particular matter that calls lur not cause, for in spite of the asser-

gftions he attacks.
Our friend demurs because I|gerious re ply.

The subject is one | tion

Please note I say CAUSES

of science that all vlem('nts

state the scientific proofs that seem | of which the less one usually l‘bd“) of science may be’ resolved back

to clearly and certainly show that|knows, the more “absolutely ‘“'d.
man is simply and solely a Ph}"“'i‘lcuncluﬂvuly" dogmatically does one |
cal organism, and that what we  nsually speak, and nothing wvuldg
call his soul is merely one of the|delight me more than to be able to |
products of this organism’s vital gay that to this rule our well-in
action; while I decline to “abso-|ientioned friend was a conspicuous
lutely and conclusively” affirm |exception.

that this soul must forever cease
with the ceasing of the living or- |
ganism whose changes npparentlyl
cansed it. But will our good friend |
kindly name any eminent scientific
authority, living or dead, who “ab- The article by T. B. W;xkvman
solutely and conclusively” does so|in the Investigator of July 21st,
affirm? I think I am familiar with | something of the nature of an mdex-
every important line which has|hand, and it certainly had the'
been published on this theme, from | | effect of sending the present writer
the scientific side, since ‘wpulcvr |to the Investigator file to se arch‘
Bland’s arti-

Prof. Wakeman’'s Question.

BY MARIE HARROLD GARRISON,

wrote his classic and immortal|out and re-read J. P.
chapter on “The Transformation lClc of June 23rd.

and Equivalence of Forces,” and 1 Along in June, when first reading
know of no such “absolute and|the lines of Mr. Bland which state
conclusive” affirmation on lhia'that “Evolution is that system of
point from any eminent scientific| tlmught which regards all things as
man, as Mr. Wakeman calls upon PTUl‘t’t‘dln;’ from an immanent and

me to logically make. In the chap- | omnipresent Deity who eternally
ter under discussion [ try to clearly, | creates and decreates by the cease- |

strongly and completely state the less and orderly mnvmgn of his in-
scientifie grounds for the denial of ‘dwelling presence,” I wondered
the soul’s survival of the body’s whether or no some well known
death. I illustrate from the im- ‘-‘scientiﬁc evolutionist would not
possibility of producing sound in a 'take Mr. Bland up on that point,
vacuum and from the nnprul:alnllly for if there is one idea inconsistent
of a mosquito’s surviving its body’s ' with scientific evolution (as I under-
death, the seeming impossibility stand it), it is the idea that is put
ard improbability of mau’s post, forth by the word “Deity” and the

' tinct from

into one, I believe that no conscious
existences that are capable of self-
study, of self-realization and of
analysis of environments, can logic-

'ally refer back to one source only
as {0 a being taking cognizance of |

them and to which they are under
obligations to such an extent that
feelings of thankfulness and acts of
worship are a part of moral com-
pulsion.

I believe it is simply stultifying

to both heart and intellect and
s | “soul” (if you desire the poetic sym-
'bol that designates a peculiar out-
put that one’s individual ego seems
to generate from co-working of
brain and heart, as the rose puts
out an odor that is seemingly dis-
its sources—bush and
petals and color), I say I believe
it is stultifying to human growth
and right development to give way
to the hypnotism of One-Cause
idea — the Imperative-God-person
idea.

The Christians and Jews of today
think with tolerating pity of those
religious classes in India who fix
their minds’ eyes on the Deity of
their land till their intense feelings
reach the point of self-obliteration
and they faint away (if they do not
out and out die), but our church
pt'uplt' refuse to fit the shoe to their
own feet, whereas the truth 1s that

the Orthodox to a certain extent

- 220 - - ‘._...:--5 n nt havinu
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fainted away through the paralyz-
0 y pnotic condition of having
_.-L.}" " ' \ '1 | I
awav-world is of no use either te

itself or the sources from which it
cane, [ }Hfiv\%' t}rr 1“”lp1“ “}IH

have “come to” and are walking
about in their full senses are the
scientists in particular and Free-
thinkers generally, yet even they,
as Prof. Wakeman intimates, are
Hlii}' too often ‘*\wrd-trip}u-tl"’ and
are given to “tripping” their audi-
ences with “God,” “Deity,” “Omni-
present Being.”

During the three times in my life
when | hacl the honor of listening
to the celebrated Prof. Fiske, I was
struck by his almost ludicrous
fatherly condescension teward what
he evidently considered the rather
imbecile intelligence of his hearers
where he said something like this:
“Now as to these facts being as
they are, I simply cannot explain
it to you in any better way than
simply to say, God desired it
gshould be that way.” I do not be-
lieve for an instant that John
Fiske held to the old conception of
the originm of creation, yet he seemed
to feel that he must talk down that
way.

This “talking down” to an audi-
ence has come to be quite a fad,
‘has it not? This seems to be par-
ticularly the case among progress-
ive ministers. There is evidence
t()day that audiences are beginning
'to resent it, as indeed they ought.

The world is in need of men of
clear conscience and so much self-
respect that they will respeet their
audiences by giving them credit
for being on an equal mental foot-
ing with themselves.

When such men
then will cease the injurious indul-
gence in the practice or “fad” desig-
nated by Prof. T. B. Wakeman as

“word-tripping.”

predominate,

Do the Rev. J. Bland’'s “Im-
mortality and Deity”’
Really Exist?

BY T. B. WAKEMAN.

When the Investigator of Aug-
ust 4th came I was out on the
ocean and rivers, mountains and
alleys, of our wondrous Pacific
coast, and so the pleasure of read-
ing Marie Harrold Garrison’s ar-
ticle on my questions to Mr. Bland
and his reply to them in his “Im-
mortality and Deity,” was delayed.

' But such subjects are not “perish-
able goods,” and an account of
stock is always in order.

The lady’s article was simply de-
lightful. The way she paints out
those “talk down” and “faint away”
lecturers and the snob variety of
Liberals who try to gaip the favor
and pelf of Christian Pharisees by
ignoring or sneering at their less

fortunate Liberal brethren, is a
j ]




