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daily papers have published the reasons of a member for resigning
the office of 2 deacon of a Presbyterian Chureh or a lientenant of
the Salvation Army ? T doubt it. Tf, hiowever, the daily papers
arc to publish allthe letters that resigning office-bearcrs of cliurches,
associations, or lodges send, T am afraid Y leaders™ and **locals ”
may not be much i request. My sccond reason is that T am in
hapes (to use theological language) that your letter and this reply
may be * overruted 7 for the spread of truth, Who knows but that
they may help some of our fellow-colonists, who do not know what
a I'reethought  Association is, to appreciate the position of
Frecthinkers 2 And a knowledge of one another's views is one step
towards complete toleration,

Iam glad that you have placed in the {orefront of your letter the
diversity of the views of the members of our Association. We have,
as you know, Theists, Agnostics, Unitarians, Atheists, Tantheists,
Spiritualists in our ranks, and that you, a Theist and Spiritualist,
have Leen twice clected one of onr Viee-I'residents, shows that
thuse who were not Spiritualists could unite with those who were.
In fact, we have shown to the churches a modus vivendi that may
have a beneficial effect when ereed snbscription is again discussed.
And T also appreciate your stalement that in a * constructive
religious sense "’ the Assoclation is a failure, If it had beena
success our very saison J'vire would have been destroyed. We never
united to form a new theology, ora new religion.  Qur aim was,
amil is, something different.  We believe that truth is the most
important thing in this world, and that nene of the race can be
benefited by falsehood.  We have also recognised that the ducper
questions of this life will never be solved by all men alike ; and we
haae united to discuss them freed from crceds, and to tdach our
children their dutics to themselves and their fellows.  This, we
think, we can do without appealing to a Deity, or involing the
terrors of future punishment or the pleasures of future glory,

On this, as you will remember, we took our stand whenwe issued
the * Lyceum Guide.” The preface uotes a pregnant passage from
Spencer's data of Iithies, showing that morality requires no sanction
from Divine injunctions. 1f good acts conduce to human well-being,
ad bad acts to human ill-being, there isa sanction for morality
higher than Mosaie commandments or the terrovs of Hell, You say
that morals ave **a farce ” unless hased on Theizm and a future life.
Is this meant to be what logidans eall o wniversal 7 T take it that
you ean that no men can be moral who avcuot Theists and belicvers
Ina future state of existence. If you do, then one exception is
sullicient to disprove your proposition, and I need not say that there
are hundreds, perhaps millions, of Agnostics who arc moral men,
You complain of the childven at the Lyecum not DLeing tanght the
dogmas of a Personal Deity and a future state of existence. Here
again Iet me say that [ helieve the majority of the feachers are
Theists, awl as conduetor T never dictated or supervised the class
traching you and the other leaders gave.  Bug, Delieving as I do
that worality is independent of all dogmas -standing on an assured
Tunan foundation—i do not teach the chillren any dogmas. They,
however, Lad as text-hooks “ Clodd's Childhood of Leligion ™ and
“ Clodd’s Childlioord of the Workd”  From these they eould learn
all about the different religions of the world,. When they geb to
vears of diseretion they ean then choose the religion or nen-religion
they like best.

Awd now as to fwo ov three other positions in your letter :—

First—The good the chirches have done.

Recond—The attitude of reformers towards the raee,

Third—"The conllict hebween sclence and religion.

Fourth—The naturalness of religions helief,

I sclect these four poiunts, omitting many more which might e
noticed, becausc of the length to which my reply would have to
oxtend.

First: T am not aware that any moember of the Frecthoushf
Assoviation disputes that eharches have done good—nay, ave delng
some good.  Nor does any sane person wish to ignere tvadition,
Whether he so desived or not, it would not avail hin  The past
cxists. Tt is one thing to admit the good of the past and to he
guided by it now.  Ourattitude is this—

We had not walked
Butb for tradition ; we walk evermore
To Ligher path, hy brichtuing Reason’s lan.
= I ? ) bl o l

Feroxample, the admitting that the Mahommedans did good would
motmake ne hecome w follower of the Prophet, nor would the
recognition of the wreat services rendered to humanity by the
Reman Church make one join Lier connmuninn,  The question we
Juive tooask 35, Where is the truer awl fullow whitherseever we
thinkit i The truth needs no condiment, and T reprobate to the
ubinost the canting phrase 5o often used by church people, * O, we
newd refizion for the me 7 I religion is true, 1t Is veynived for
all, anel if ik ds not, 16 is needed Jor none. Recognising the good
the churches have done Is 1o arguinent for hecoming a churchman
now,

The second point is the attitude of reformers. 1 am not aware if
the Dunedin Freetheought Associabion have ever assumed the role of
reformers. You knew how careful we were uot to attempt
proselytising. Weo churged for adiission to our lectures, and we
even reeognised that to be a Freethinker something other than an
appeal to oue’s emotion had to hemide. T understand your position
to be that churehes chiange as rapidly as is necessavy, and that until
the masses ave educated 1is unwise to alter the ereeds.  Of conrse
this means that the churchies are always ruled by the ignorant.
But you go further, and say that reformers only suceeed who prescly
some positive and not w uegative creed. This is partly troe and
partly crroncous,  Kvery religious veformer that T linow has thrown
overhoard some of the positive beliefs of the chureh he attempited
to reform. Jesas Cheist did not preach all the Jewish ereed. ™ fe
thought morality was safe without o belicf inall the varied belicfs
of the Jews of his day. Martin Luther also was negative as well as
positive. Al so with the Feglishand Seoteh reformers. And if I
mention Darclay, Theodore Pavker, and others, it will be seen that
these yeformers thought the world could get aleny with less faith

than the churchies they loft required. The whole history of the
evolution of religion shows a throwing off of Lclicfs. Phe creeds
have been pared dow, and, as T understand you, you wish them
still further lossencd.  Hell fire is to go.

Then, the conflict hetween seience and religion. Yon say some
scientists lave opposed new discoveries and new inventions. I
admit it. But 1 am not aware of any seientific socicty having
burned anyone for a diseovery, nor putting a fellow-sgientist in
prison for an invention.  Beeause some scientists have denounced
new discoveries it doos not prove that the attitude of seientists and
theologians is the same to now traths.  We need not go to the past,
Let us take the attitude of Clivistians of the presentday, and in our
own town.  The most vital Christian oreanisation, the V. M. C. A
refused to admit the Tev, A, R. Fitehett as a memher becanse he
was an evelutionist, and they selected the Rev. A, C. Gillies as the
champion of the popular evced, Tam not aware that the Otazo
Tnstitute ever declined a member beeause his views on biclegy did
did not aceord with Darwins or Muxley's. And the reason of the
difforent attibude is not ditlicult to naderstand. Lo the Christian,
Divine revelation has closed. The question then is whenever any
new scicutific theory is promulgated, what saith the Chwrel ? or what
saith the Seriptwre? The scientific men have no closed record nnd
no authoritative guide by which to test a discovery or an invention,

Then yeu say cortain beliels are natural to men. ~ As T understand.
you include belief in Deity and in o futnre Hie, and vewards and
punishments in that life.” T do uot understand © natural,” unless
yon mean the majority have such beliefs, T need not point oul to
yun that if Evolution Letrue, that a majority helieve anythingis no
proof of its truth, In fact, it is just as likely tobe false. Awl at
one time theve were many beliefs ** natural t0 man that ave now not
natural.”  Need T instance witeheraft 2

But my letter isalready ton long,  Were it not so, T might point
out that you have entirely misapprehemled what relativity of know-
lcdgo‘mcnns. As I gather from your letter, you have not changed
the views that to my lnowledue you have heldl for years. You are
still @ Thaoist and a Spiritualist, and still reject the dogmas of the
Trinity and some of the vther popular doctrines of the Christian
Church.  Perlaps with your views and beliefs it may he wise for
yuou fo join with other advanced Unitarians in founding a Unitarian
Chureh heve,  There are T know many in the churches here who
hold your views, and possibly, in founding a chureh, it is necessary
that all should have one creed and bo animated with ene desive,

ur Association docs not require sueh unanimity, and I am glad to
say that wewere never so vital. Weare opening aweekly debating
class, and our reading room and library thrice a week. Qur ehildren's
Lycewm lhrary can now number many hundreds of volumes, and
the attendanee on Sandays was never so great,  Knowing your
Interest in everything that tends to freedom of thonght, I mention
these details.

And now, my dear Braithwaite, let me persenally thank you for
the help you have given us in the past.  Thongh you have ceased to
be one of anr Vice-Presidents, T have no doubt bt that with more
study you will yvet see that every reform of veligion, from Jesus's
day to the present, has eome from those witheut and not from those
within the Cliurch, and thas should you join a churel aid hope to
mako its mombers Theists and Spivituslists vou will have a more
up-hill fask than you have had in your elforts to gt our Associntion
to accept such a ereed,

I am, &e.,

. LODELRT STOUT.
Dunedin, Jannary 16th, 1884,

MR. DRAITHWAITE'S SECESSION.

In reference to the foregoing correspondence, Mr,
W, Pratt, President of the Christchurel: Ifrecthonght
Arsociation, has forwarded us the following letter on the
subject, which we have much pleasure in publishing :—

TO THE EDITOR OF TUE FPREETIOCCIT REVIEW,

N, —Mr, Draithwaite has thought it neeessary to signalise his
retirement from the Freethoughs pavsy in Dunedin by 0(?C111)\,‘in" 2
column of eauh of the Otago daily papers with Lis reasons, anul the
“ Morning Herald” considered it of sutlicient inportanceas to warnaut
a sub-leader, Inacting upon his convictions he has simply exercised
the right of private judement which the TFreethousht Association with
which he has long heen connected regards as onc of its fandamental
Prineiples 5 but the most singular and vontradictory feature of his
withdrawal is the statement that he considers © the mere 1ieht to
think for ene’s sell ™ is not only of ne positive value, bt abscﬂntu]y
poworless for wood, as ellering no prineiple of union for combinel
cllont, and cites for admiration and example the grand results which
have followed the posities teaching of the Chuvel, W hether true
or [alse appears to Lim of sceondary congequence ; assume the
truth, and make belief in the assumptions imperative, and non-helicf
a crime visited with the severest penmaltics, as the Chureh did for
centurics when she possessed the power, appears to Mr. Braithwaite
to be the sine que won of o religion for ensuring luunan happiness
here and heroafter,

Holding these views, one is led to enquire how, or
left the Chwveli, or fell into the delusion that e
when merely  the right to think for oud's self ”
a poor ad powerless fuctor
with an anthoritative and
witha belief in ol

why, he ever
was a Frecthinker,
appears to hin such
for luman impeovement, as compared
dogmatic theology-—for stopping shovt
i and & {uture Lig—or swallowine the whole
formmla of the fall of nua, vicarious atonement, l’edcmpiiun, hieaven
awl hell, are merely questions of lewree s hesides, the  latter
sonstitutes the positics teachiog of the Clinedh, which he claims 1o
have produced sneh grand vesnlts,

1t the uoblest specimens of humanity have held these hieliefs, and
Lhurcby. enjoyed worldly honor and profit, in addition to, the
comforbing assurances of future Dliss, always provided they were



