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dcnying.wordly anmusenments ; or tho Socialiste disnllo%çing thoc which professes te involve luss, doprivation, perdition ; and not
appropriation of moire than a ratable or sufficient portion of miercly of tha %vi* ch dlaims to produce no sanctions, and en-
vreftltl. tail no consequonces.

The line of argument whielh 1 flrst venture to submit, is The two sets of op-nione, in other words, exist under alto-
derived, as I before said, front tho very naffire and cbtaractor gether difféent conditions. 'rhere is an atniosphere in whieh
of Christian oion.The essence of the Christian'ts faitti- tic one cet of opinions could not lire avent as opinions, which,
,as we ail know-i Gd, a future state, a revelation, sin, ta- nevertheiess, would be quite compatible with the Vitality of
demption, and a final judgmient Nov, 1 admit that, iii so far flic otitr set ef opinions. Recerenc is essential to the one,
as we dlaimt a riglit to punieh the ridicule of Chistian tonets, but it is altogether indifférent to the otîter. lVhat, thon, does
on 'ho ground ef their divino character, we dony 31r. Mill's the very liberty of opinion itself require, on whicha the objecter
thcory of the perfect cquality of opinion iii the just viow of prides himascif? It requiros that the several rival opinions
liberty, and assert or insist on the sounadncss, or the righlt to shOUld ho allowed te exist under conditions Buitable to each.
assume the soundncss, of our ownns agninst tiiose otthe intidel, It is not equality, not liberty, to dcny te tlic moiro comipiicated
though we dlaini nu right to persecute or bo intolérant. If flic opinion any other rango of' existence or of action than that
lav cannait take cognizance of the fact that Christian opinions %vhich suffies fur the balder one.
have, or claim,. Divine sanction, it cannot, on the anere ground Tîii bain- sr, tho State righitiy enough, ia callcd tapon toof their ailegedl orthodoxy, deeni the irrcvcrent aspersion or,

thos opnos0cie o upsn ht i a ol take notice of cd of theso rival sentiments, and to allow thomn
treat it, then, upon the hypothesis 1 have mentioned, it m u est y tlanthrfrtcauoocooiîa n
equaily punishi any coatumeiy of the opinions of the iritidel. the sanctions whioh it clainis fur itseif. It is cailed upon te

take care Dot to interfère unnecessarily with the propagationTitis, then, is the position of the argument :-Thero i3 Do or action of either set of opinions. Lt agreos te do this. Lt secs
attempt te proscribe freeduni of' opinion, as sncbi; and for the tlie tremendous seriousness in particular of the Christian opin-
purpose of the enjoymnent of tlint freedom, it is ngrecd te be ion, acoording te its owa description of' itseit. It at once
assumed, that the opinions commonly demcnd ortmodox flUz/ackoldcstm seeing whiat Christian opinions are, hoth,
prove îvrong, and those of tho unbeliever sound. But, whcn the ordinary liberty of opinion, and the vory nature of those
the greater licenso of derîsion and reproach is ciaimcd, those opnosiybmevs eur ta hysole~o ee
who refuse te concedo it, rciy, thougli not exciusiveiy, on the rent medium of communication with the publie. It acknow-
-somption that there is sumetbîng in tho protected creed lcdges that irrererence conflicts withi what is of their very
which tire State in ait liberty te take notice of, as entitling it essence and is fatal te thoir frco action as opinions.
to timat protection, and that in this respect the creed of the BtteSaehsamr pca uyee hnfas hinfidel cannot bie troatcd as on a leçol with it. lJndetbtodly, Buet ulc Sftte as amoru eildty aeiacontin his. entt
thon, I ain conccrncd tu show %at the sanctions of Christianity getbl ! iocmniyacl odto ho 'tte
are matters whici tlie State, ai. c. the nation nt large, znay, for them te protection on the part of the State. The great mnass
saine purposos of police, infurmi itseif ef, ivithout unduiy ia- are composed of the youny, the ignorant, and the poor. To-
fringing on wl-at ail allow te ho tire just liberty o.' opinion, wards theso classes, the position of the Stato is thisz-It in
and, therefore, of' infidciity. bound te take care that those opinions, botween wvhich thoy

1 shall desire te consider tiais question in a manner and on are to chooso, shall cone to them, or have tlic means of ranch-
grotinds strintly logical, vithout calling in nid aratters offedl- in, thern, in their truc oharacter, without any illicit interter-
inq and senliien' wvhichi, howevcr legitimate, and ovon noces- once or posonoua adulteration. Espciaiiy must this hoe se
sary in a Chiristian viow, opponent1s coulai net ho cxpeoted te 'witl regard te that particular sot ef opinions which are alleg-
share in. cd te carry in thoir train eternal consequences of good or cvii.

Now one thing, a t ail crents, it may bo expccted the objecter ShiaH those bo proventted front finding accuas te the poor, the
te our iaws agi inst binsphicmv tvill conccde:-Tiio questions ignorant, and the yeung, in their truc garb, and wvith the
invoivcd in religion 7nay ho o!' eternal moment. M3 iv rn ,ro' frcedofial purity whicit thecir own nature requires ?
position is, flint wc can nover hoe sure o!' cor opinion bcing a Now, hoir is iL consistent with tho fair and firc action ef
sound opinion, or nnother's a taIse one. Ife says, that %%,e religions opinions upon thoso who are unprotected, and not et
cannot call any proposition certain, because we are nlot tho sufficient inteliectural or social strength to oast off ail illicit ia-
judgcs ef certainty. Hoe says that crood8 fluotuate, and that fluences, te allow thosa religlous opinions te bo publioly ridi-
we find an imprevement in the character of successive creeds. culed andheld up toscorn? Wiero is the liberty et opinion?
Noir, this boing bis oivn vieiv o!' opinions goneraily, ho wiil whoe the fairness? whero the euiy? if unbridied irrever-
admit that the Christian rnay ho right, when lio doclaros that once stalks abroad te bia. ad prj ce and intimidate the
religion i3 ef etornal moment, and that Christiinnity furoishes vreak and tho unweary. Irroverence and contompt ho it
the mens et knewving- %lat are the obligations, what tho perils, obserred, involve net mercly an improper prejudice against
and what thc rewards of raligion. Christian opinions, but poison tho vory atmosphere et those

It is therefuro, a fact, vwhich no license et opinion eau dis- opios. ite spirit ot ridicule is itsolf destructive of the very
semble, tiat a mest serious, iodecd, an awfui oboice, is pro- conitons under wiîich -alonte religieusopinions oati live mereiy
aented whcn tho rival opinions are Christianity on theon as op ni .îonv. Christianity and irrovoronce are absolutely in-
liai, and infldclity on the othor. Té say that tis is a cas compatible. And yct, irreverence cannot prctornd te bo an
meroiy et opinion againsi opininn is docoptive. Granted, for OP)fi'2ofl It cannot sheior itsci!' under a dlaim te hoe troated,
tho purposo et argument, tliat cilter inay hoe trur ;.-t thora Îs itsoit, as an indopendent op)inion.
this differonco-the one offTers notiiing, entaits notia;.& ii, 31vos Periap.; te this it îaay bo answereil, that porsons nood net
ne risk o!' Iosinq anything; it iq a simple negation, and pro- ho afl'cctedi by the ridicule or tire scoffing tines tley like, and
cents ,a mocre Idatk :-the otîmer wrara, p-oises and heids eut timat tincre is ne iîarmi in loaving therm te tel and do as they
censcquence-q of ee-nim importance te ecry one te %viîoni like in this respect. But to this agnin I nawer, thattho coin-
the coice 15 tendcrcd. mion maus of the pooplo are net tîrose who knowr and under-

Noir, doos it net flowr troin this, that the treatmcnt which stand ail that oau ho said on bolt sides. It cannot ho cxpectcd
the mass ot opinion oit-lt )e rocivo, must hoe such as is suita- that they slromdd do se. The common mass aire the wcak and.
hie te the more omphicated, as wevcl as te tho simplest, er the the unprotocted, and ne suite et tue iworld oaa ho anticipated,
teo sots ot opinions-in othc.r wnrdq, ouglit te hoe moastircd by in whicb peeple gcncraiiy shalH ho able to orcot a barrier for

tire conditions of that opinion which involves repnUl ly, he:aseh'e againast irreveront influences, by îirst criticaUly ex-


