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than the most sober man who douhts the Mosuic authorship
of the Pentatenely, or the Evangelieal purport of Selomon's
Song.

A man s nof anod for mneh nuless there be something of
the heretic in him ; unless he hag 2 niind so independent,
Lionest, and courageons as to think for himself, and also to
choose Lis own opinions.  And to the man who woukl not
be a heretic, our advice s, Siy, give up your right of private
judgment, give up your wental freedom, give up your intel-
lect and moral marhood, shut your eyes, open your mouth,
and take and swallow whatever priests and other parsons
may giveyou, Ileresy! Why, the Apostle Panl distinetly
and delibevately commsnds us to be hereties ; for what else
is the meaning of his words when he says, * Prove all things
—hold fast that which is good 1"

We cannot prove all things, we eannot prove anything,
unless we be at perfect liberty to prove aix opinion concerning
it ; and the forming of an opinion is Leresy. Heresy is a
neutral word ; it may be the choice of what is good, it may
be choice of what is bad. We Lope that we are no less de-
strons than other meun of avoiding the evil choice, the heresy
in a bad sense ; but we believe that the best way of avoiding
it will, in the long vun, prove to be the free and honest exer-
cige of indlividual minds upon all religious questions.—Rev.
Hugh Stowell Brown.

THIELISA.

The following is a resumd of a paper on Theisn,
which was read at a meeting of the Wanganui Free-
thought Association on July 22:—

The affirmation of Theiswm is, that the ultimate cause and proper
explanation of the universe is the existence of an intelligent Being,
having attributes analogous to our own. The first arcumet in
favour of Theism is the general concensus of mankind, Whatever
men have universally aceepted as true must be true; men have
universally believed that the universe is the product of a living
mind; therefore, it must be tvne. The value of this argument is
that it throws the burden of disproof on atheists, Un'ess un-
answerable evidence for atheism and against theism can be produced,
itis more probable that the general bellef isright than that the excep-
tional disbelief is so.

The second argument is that from Caunsality. Inasmuch as
gsomething 45, something must always fave becie; and this eternal
existence must be the cause of whatever else is,  We cannet escape
the necessity of thinking an eternal First Cause,

The third argument is that {rom Design, We are obliged by the
constitution of oar mind to trace up theadaptations of means to
ends everywhere visible in nature to a mind like our own in kind,
though infinitely transcending itin the degree of wisdem and power.
The universe reveals at all points thought and forethonght,—puarpose
and plan; amd we are compelled to postulate the existerce of a
great Being, whose handiwork it is.  This necessity is not removed
by lengthening the chain of natural causcs.

The fourth argument is the metaphysical,  Theidea of the Infinite
and Absolute 15 a necessary idea of our reasen ; therefore its
existence is nmecessary, Alan himself cannot be the higlicst being
in the universe, since he can think of a higher, Our highest idual
cannot be devoid of reality.

The fifth argument is the moral or practical.  We are organisod
with the distinct purpose of becoming good, wise and blessed ;
therefore, we must be the creatures of a wise and holy Creutor.
Our nature demands an cbject of infinite love and adoration. If
there be no God our natnre is an anemaly, and we must be the
most unblessed of all creatures, 1'nrther, we ave blessed or curscd
by conscience, which marks an cternal distinction between right and
wrong, and demands obedicnce to the vight, The dictates of
conscience have a majesty and urgency which can belong only to
a supreme moral personal will.  Toregard the moral law asa mere
abstract idea would bring the moral imperative to ruins, and reduce
mankind to rational and meral despair.

The ¢combined force of these arcuments in favor of Theism is
such as to make absolute atheism all but incredible, and to give to
the belief in God the highest degree of rational probability, T view
of these arguments, wemay firmly plant our feet on this foundation
* God is, and is the rewarder of them that diligently seck Mim.”

RLEPFLY.

We have been favored with the following reply to
the above by a member of the Wanganui Ireethonght
Association :(—

The affirmation of Theism scts out by deslroying its Supreme
Deing. Man is conditioned by finite attvibutes, A Deing with
“analozous " attribules to man is therefore not infinite.

First Argument.—Neither the major nor the miner premiss of
the syllogism is true. Men at one time universally aceepted the
theory that the snnwent round the caril, Nor have men univer-
sally believed that the wniverse is the product of a living mind ;
the aborigines of Avstralia, among othors, o wit. The burden of
disproof, thaiciure, is not thrown an atheists until at Ieast the two
first propositions of the syllogisin are established. But they arc
faise.

Second Argument—The last seutence begs the whole question.
The Avgument is confused, and may mean anything, and therefore
may exclude a Tirst Cause, thus: “The universe is something,
Something must always have been. Therefore the Universe

mnst alwavs have been.”  Henee, God or the First Cause is got rid
of by the Theist’'s own argument.

Third Argument.—Design in evolution shows for one adaptation
myriads of nusses, and seldom if ever perfect adaptation. The
< CGreat Being.” therefore, is deficient in forethought or power, To
postulate such a Being need not be sericusly objected to, He
would not be of much account if he did exist,  But as the Being
himself would show * purpose and plan,” by the same argument he
wenld require another Being to make him, and so onal indaiiu.
The design argnment therefore feads to a whetr Pantheon of Gods
creating each other in an endless chain.

Fourth Argument—Ilere again we have tlie major proposition
destitnte of pronf.  The atheist does not think of a higher being.
Nor can the finite mind have any just wlea of mfinity.  ldeals
are ofien imaginary, and at best are but a shadowy substance
out of which to shapen gods.  Dat the argminent fails for want
of the universal thought; and this is sufficicnt reply.

T'ilth Arzument.—This argument appears to be more rhetorical
than logieal. If the *purpose ™ is that mankind shoald become
« good, wise,and blessed,” a  wisc and holy Crealor " cannot have
the power to fulfil the purpose whilemillions are perishing through
net being good, wise, or blessed.  And thus we have wisdom and
holiness out of all proportion to power. The attributes destroy
one another,  The existence of moral evil contradiets either the
benevolence or the omnipotence.  Couscience lias no standard of
right and wrong, but varies according to tendencv and environment,
Here it may be observed that if the Designer s reflected in the
design, he must be a componnd of good and evil vs these qualities
exist—in other words, the theistical moral arguinent leads to the
conception of a Demeon-Deity.,

Finally, “the combined foice™ of the arguments in favor of
Theism is the equivalent of several minus quantities, showing no
positive advance towards the proof of the existence of the Being
shadowed forth. It may be added that the Atheist does not deny
the existonce of Cod, > thing
expressed by the word. Itis for the Theist to demenstrate the
evistence of whaf he wants to prove. His efforts above will indicate
hew far he is from satis(ying the demand,
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Aotes & Queries,

INTRODUCTORY,

The conductors of this Jonrnal have vesolvel upon a de-
partinent urnder the above head. It is necessary for us to
explain the purposes it Is intended to serve. Tt no doubt
often happens that wany wish to e eulightened on some
peint or other, yet have not the time nov opportunity,
perhaps, to obtain the desived information.  And, on the
othier hand, 1t is alse as certain that an equal number are
nob able to give an answer at onee to any partieular inguiry.
This being the cose, the purpese intended to be served is to
bring these two classes—those whe want to know, and those
who do know——tozether, by the simple procedure of a note
with the query clearly stated, and by a note giving the re-
quired answer.  Seientific, Jiterary, and historieal questions
we expeet to be the most prominent, thoongh the lue need
not be vigidly druvwiiat these.  In loeal history, for instanee,
there is e immense amount of good Listorieal materinl
which is treasuved np by mere tradition, and which tends 1o
dic out gradually.  And vpon other subjects, many persons
not gifted with the power of doing wueh in the way of
expressing their notions may be alle, in o short pavagraph,
to put forward o really original and sciminal ke, whieh,
fulling haply on good soil, will produee abundantly,

QUERIES.

1.—Tu the eourse of his lecture before the Wanganud
Frecthought Association, anent © Thelstic and Anti-Theistic
Theevies,” Mr. G Grant quoted from 1YIfolbacl's (1)
“Hystem of Natave” to the efleet that that writer deiies the
divine cxistence. T have carcinlly vead that work—espe-
eially Chapters £and 3, Purt TL, wherein Le so ably examines
the proofs of existence of the divinity as given by Descartoes,
Malebranche, Clavk, Newton, &e.—And 1 have been unablo
te discover anylhing so unphilosophical,—Y.

2—Can any of your veaders biiofly state the distinetive
touchings of Mohammedanism respecting o future existenee ?
Lrecently vead that the Koran refuses ull liope of reaching
Licaven to the fomale portion of wankind '—Exquinnz.

J.—Bome years ago Charles Southwell eame to Now
Zealand. Thavebeeninformed (hat this onee ableand fenrless
worker iu the Freethought movewent in nglund joined ihe
Weslyans of this Colony, Leeame a proancher, wind also edited
a paper in connection with that body.,  Any pavticalurs
will greatly oblive—-A FVreerniNees,

F—What is Odylism T—Tyro.

J—Dr. Willin L. Carpenter, who has considered Mes-
mevism, Spiritwalism, ete., historieally and scientifieally,
over forty years, is said to have at Iixt acknowledged tho
truth of the plicnowena. I this is 2 fuet, can any of your
veaders give Dr, Carpenter’s reasons,—T,




