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Well, suro enough, ho did recover, and tho pricsts—with their
usual front of brass—tock credit to themselves for having pre-

vailed with, or, to liston to the more fanatical of thom, over God,

and with, in fact, having worked a kind of miraclo. His recovery
was, any way, a lucky hit for tho saints, and they woro not slow
to mako capital ont of it. But what we want to press on them
now, is tho question, Why did you not repeat the oxperiment?
There was plenty of timo to get up the steawm, and surely the
objoct was a good and worthy one. Nothing, howover, was done.
Not a single public prayer was offered up on hev behalf.  Tho
clorgy of England—so far as wo know—rested on their oars ; the
clergy of Canada followed suit, and oven our Y.M.C.A. looked on
% with mute, irsonsate gazo”; and now, all men may sece tho end,
Ig thero not “ somothing rotten in tho state of Donmark "

The subject is not an agreenble one, und wo shall not pain

our readers by lingering on it. Wo only say, and we gay it
in all Lonour and honesty, that we cannot belicvo that the sainte
beliove 50 absolutely in the cfticacy of pruyer, as they prefess to
do, or they would not havo fuiled to usoit, in a case so interesting
and go distressing. If they really and truly Lelioved that their
prayers could avail augbt, and yet declined to offor them, wo do
not well seo how they can be acquitted, or how they can acquit
thomselves of * corstructive " Let thom think of these
things. Let them learn to amend their ways, and to mako their
practice square with their profession. Fas est ad hoste doceri ;
the ¢ Caristians” may take a friondly Lint from us, and try and

be a little more consistont.

We wish our readers the compliments of the season and wany
returns. Wo would like to hear from thom, everyone, with tho
amount of their subscriptions for tho second year of the Jovnxat
and arrears, where such exist.

Not only do Christians seem to think that sceptics have no
rights which a Christian is bound to respect, but, some of them,
at least, think that even courtesy isnot due them. Tho Rev. Mr.
Sandford, in his “ Review of Coleman,” is carcful to give himself
the titlo of “ Rov.,” but has not the common decency to give Mr.
Coleman even a modest ¢ Mr.”

The meeting in Albert Hall overy Sunday evening, under tho
auspices of the Toronto Frecthought Association, continue to ve
well attended, and are of an interesting character. Tho semi-
annual election of officers takes place on Sunday morning, the 8th
January, 1879,

Wo arc in receipt of a communication from the Rev. J. II.
Dodd, regarding an editorial of ours in last issne of Jourvar,
criticising his attempt to prove the existenco of a “God,” in the
Boston Investigater. Our space will not permit us to engage in a
long controversy with Mr. Dodd, and if wo pubiished his lotter,
and roplied, it would inovitably lerd to such a controversy.
Besidos, we aro of the opinion that our friend, Mrs. Elmina D.
Slenker, who is his opponent in tho Investigator, will bo quite
cblo to deal with him without aid from anyone.

THE REDISTRIBUTION OF WEALTH.

et

Common exporience has shown that wealth unjustly acquired
{ is not permanent. Such riches aro suid to tako wings and fly
§ oway. The fact has beon observed, ond yet the rcason assigned

has been of such a natwo as to involve the whole subject in ob-
} scurity, and oven to produce doubt and distrust as to tho reality
i of tho phenomenon. ‘The nomesis of unearned money has been,
! in all ages, attributed to tho anger of the gods. A mun lag been
unjust to his neighbour, bue incurred their anger, and the gods
avengo thomsolves by bringing somo sudden calumity, by sending
the plaguc among his cattle, burning his housg, or sinking his
ship. 'This explanation has two great disadvantages; the one,
that such calumitics are common to tho just and the unjust; the
other, that it involves tho supornatural—the work of agents with
whoso nature and wotives wan is unacquainted. Such is tho
explunation so long as mon aro in tho theological stato ; that is,
whilo phenomena are reforred tc supernatural and arbiteary
causes.  So Jong as tho fuct is thus accounted for, there can bo no
true knowledgo of right and wrong. Men aro oxhorted to refrain
from injuring their fullows, lest thoy sutfer the vengeanco of an
offonded Deity, not because tho act is by constitution of socioty
injurious to tho docr and to the injured party. At the same timo,
it is taught that there aro means by which offended Deity can bo
reconciled. But this theological sanction has another great draw-
Lack. Moralists, legislators, and religionists have alike erred in
supposing that in tho realm where all is darkness and uncertainty,
they may find a sure foundation for their teachings. The super-
natural sanction is one of the weaket and most uncetrtain, instead
of being ono of the most certain and invariable. Ho can nover
tell just how great and how real is a man’s belief in his gods.
Men who taks tho oath by that form which, according to their
supposed faith, should effectually bind the conscience, uro observed
to be very careless of tho truth, whether thoy call themsclves
Christians, Jows, Brahmins, or Mussulmans. The supomntu'ml
sanction fails. On tho contrary, the natural explanetion calling
in nothing but what is clearly understood, and fortifying each
step by daily experience, casts a flood of light upon the whole
subject, romoves it from tho unknown, and brings it within tho
known and reasonable, It is not enougl to know that injustice
is punished, wo must sco that it is punished by tho lxm: of nature.
A thief steals fifty dollars. It is folly tosay that thal tifty dotlars
will do him no good ; it will buy fifty dollars worth of any good
thing, and will most likely be used to buy food and c]othmg, or
somo other good thing, but it is raticnal to say that there is no
general prosperity to tho thief. 'Tho fifty dollars stolen is not the
first of his crimes, but is one of a series. He has_ committed a
hundred thefts, some greater and some less.  Suspicion 18 u}reud_\‘
directed to him, honest men shun him ; one day, perhaps, his long
career in crimo will close by proof oI crime being found which will
condemn him to prison. But without this, the man i8 an outcast
from the socicty of honest men; they fear him, but he fears them
ten times more, the fifty dollars gained by the™ he must divide
with a pack of hungry parasites who, if refused, can bring him t»
justice. Besides, stealing is very uncertain and precarious as &
weans of livelihood, n business that no one can over become rx.ch
or prosporous by tollowing, for the only certanty of progperity
lics in industry and cconomy, and no thicf is cithor industrious or
cconomical. \We look then for tho thief to bo punished, not b_y
bad luck, but by tho consequences of his own acts. Therois
nothing supornatural in this, no mysterious avenging pPowers,
nothing but mon acting on ordinary motives. Mlen object to
being robbed of the fruits of their lahour, and combine in every
way ugainst those who rob them ; Le who onters upon a carcer of
theft will continuo that carcer, and will finally como to grief,
cithor at the hands of honest men, or of thieves. Intho nature of
things there is somo uncertainty as to how long such a career may
bo continued, and whother it end by this or that catastrophe, or
without ono, but that tho thief will not prosper with his ill-gotten
guins, is cortain. So far we havo been talking of theft, but in
. whatever manner money is unjustly obtained, wo shall find that




