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to investigate obscure phenomena in which
an intense personal interest, Even a dodtor
thinks it is unwisc to prescribe for himsclt,

they have

a often

[f we are not mistaken in the identity of #* Asmodens,”
the writer of those netes on social and other matters
headed “ Round the Corners,” in the paper quoted
from above, thore is a cause for his dislike to T'ree-
thinkers who dJo not happen to he Spiritualists,
“ Enjoying the fullest liberty,” he says, © those stupil
“ Frecthought people are degencrating into license,
“ But the other day they shricked and clamoured for
“the right of private judgment, and to be permitted to
“entertain particular Now,
“these privileges, they turn round and, kicking up
¢ their heels at all and sundry, disclose the cloven hoof
tiof the severest dogmatism and utolerance, and openly
“encer at and deride all who do not think cxadily as
"“themselves, They don't consider other peopie’s feel-
*ings, not they, but deliberately say nasty things i
“advertisements, and wilfully, and of malice afore-
“thought, outrage some of the heliest feclings of their
“Hellow creatures.,”  Any wanifestation of malignity,
bigotry, or intolerance of fecling,
and does far more harm to the cause advocated than

views. having secured

is undoubtedly wrong,

Considering the example sct
by orthedoxy in all its forms, it {5 Little to he wondered
at, however much it may be regreited, if those wlho
dissent from received opinions occasionally fal. into a
similar error. It does not foilow, however, that all
modes of expression, or courses of conduu:, which
happen to hurt somz people’s feclings, are wrong,
The very existence of Freethinkers must Lurt a great
many persons’ feelings, and if no feclings
no reforms can be cffefled,  Certalnly, Christianity
has never shown the slightest tenderness to opponenis
in this respect.  The * churli

to that of its opponents.

must e hurt

ish pumt
Ophelia, expresses the attLLml [
church and its adherents with regard lo human fecl-
ing. The rule ciearly is that ne weadlss pain shall be
inflicted, but those who sulfr from it are not always
the best judges how much is required to produce the
desired eftect,
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Sydney Smith remarks: —«We are good  deal
“amused, indeed, with the extreme disrelish wlhich Mr,
# John Styles exhibits to the Inumour and pleasantry
“avith which he admits the dMethodists to have heen
“attacked ; but Mr. Jolin Styles should remcmbor tiat
it is not the practice with the destroyers of verniur o
“allow the little vidtims a #ef upon the weapons vsed
“against them.”
“people " have in some cases come to regand ¢ Asine-
¢ deus ™ and lus liles among the Spiritualists,

Sydney Smuth regarded the Metlodists, and © arccon-
“ vinced a little langhter will do ther moere Larm tha

i

Perbaps the “stupid Frecthought

i
“all the arguments in the world, The “nest of
fsanctunonious cobblers ' routel out by Sydney

Smith have their parallel in the gentlemen who form
“ harmonious circles,” and receive the revelations of
chairs and tables in a * prayerful spirit,”
strength of utterances lightly
disembodied  spirits—lor

and on the
to he those of
the facts,
there wre dozens of more rational explanitions of them

assumed
even  admilling
~—accept so much of the teaching of the Bible as ac-
cords with them, and ave in fact quite preparad to dis-
card the teachings of sctence and connuon

G0N=C

avour of worn-out superstitions patched up with new

fanaticisimn, A text and atable scom of cqual autherity,
and a futurs state of gibbering idicts afiords them the
“consolations of yeligion.”  Any altempt lo examine
the question dispassionately is discountenanced, in
view of the importance of re-establishing the dis-
credited dodivive of fmmortality. The oddest part of
the whole atfuir is that the histery of spiritism scems
almost forgolien, and its medern dupes have gaired
nothing from past expericice. An
SWestinster Roeview” for July and O
CoNpirits and Spiricrappie,” ol
CAsmodeus

siderabl

article In the
Stobor,

he
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resel by

and  his credulous friends with con-

cadvantaye,

My, Joseph Syines iman able article in the Liberalor®
on “The Originality of Jesus ™ quotes rom a leciure of
the Bishop of Mclbowrne the following pas

e which
he says @ may very woll be inken to deseribe the posi-
“tion of himsell and the
¢ Ireethinkers,” In

chiurches 1 antagonism with

reading ot substituie
“scribes,” and an Athestic leciurer lor the Galilean
peasant : — “ Aen Ieoked up o thom reverentiy,

“and thought themssives honourad by

“selves with the dust of thoir feel)

Cdusting then-
Concetve, then,
“ the startied amazement, the inefizble scorn, of such a
“learned clique as this when it found
“ prasin 14 withont ils own learning, seizing i
foof myight, ]

which with

a yvoung Galilean
1 lis hand
Ihat snered
vs of tofl they hud succoeded in
kept the way of the Zee of i
toleraliic insult Lo them. It duplied that all

rendimg oway and sceatterir

r
“

hum»‘ o
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¢ Lailding, and which

1L was 1

“their learmug was oseless, and all helr pride
“eontemptilie. The scor and Ty of the clissical
“scholar of thoe lonet contury, when we heand some
“undicions seicatist call s acking ami eas Py of

verses uscless triting, would beas »

athivg t the rage

“of the JL\‘,mn seribe,  Tor the learaing of the seribe
“ws not only Ins wisdem, but woso his rolivion, 11
*owas the bey witl whiclh he oponad ar shat the kinge.

“dem of hoaven, the

Dys Ty 3
oy i

aowlich he hound on

men's colisticnees or tnlonsud those oblivations whicl

“regulated all Joewish thoughit and dife, To deride that
Flearning, to set it at now J o cast it ont as uscless
“lumber, yea, as god-disnorouring fulscliood, was to
“confound  thought, to hroak up socivty, to let in
“heathenism, to brine on the relen of chaos and
“ancient nightc They bad nourished o serpent in
Yhelr hosom. Whenee Lad he got his mipions

thonehs, Iis citthusiasm ?

THie m

deseleting TTe st be a

madman, oo demeninc, ust cither be wereod

destroyed, The more clearly we sce that 1o be e

fecling ol the Serthes and Pharisees, e nore readily
wo shall adept the merailul judgment of St

'eniccost e |

Peter, in
l'l«:- 4
lLln rs.

seeonl =erinon aller wot

Sorarongl rnornnce ye dud i as dild alsuvou

Whon for Ll fet the
moent furnishes us with the testimony of

Chrstian

Paley's slinple New Testo-

e orioinal

“Oowltnessts of Lhe wirncles ™ who reguired
much the same amount ol evidence ws most men would
requite to prove the truth of @ miracic o the present
day, we substitate the proved historieal fad, that llke
the old, the canon of the New Testiment was o oradual
growtly, it 16 at once appirent hat we are not deading
with direct testino 113 atall, butwith Leresay ovidenee,
only taking such definile form as we have in the four
Gospels towards L];L. cind of the sccoind ceniury,
siderivg the nature of Jowish traditon, e lenrred

ignorance and gross superstition which prevailed at the

Con-



