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_after the first cditorial article on the Pariiament a

1894,] . THE PARLIAMENT OF RELIGIONS,

891

“ We are filled with mortification when we
greeted the empty platitudes with which skilful pleaders covered the weak-
ness of their themes, and when we learn that the most pepular speaker of
the Parliament was the man whose shameless mendacity is shown up in the
article elsewhere quoted from a Chicago newspaper.  Saddest of all is the

lacid credulity with which even presumably wise men accept the state-
meat that all religions hold in common at least the two great truths of the
fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man. Will some one Please

tell us where they are to be found in the rel ions of Indiz ¢ t -
rowed from Christianity ?” $ xcept as bor-

hear of the applause that

There must be some reason for the vigorous protests which we have re-
ceived in personal letters from leading missionaries of the world.

One, a veteran whose name and fame are world-wide, wrote, immediately

i ppeared in these pages :
¢ I thank you for yonr article on the Parliament of Religions, It ex-

resses exactly my views. Itis timely, and vou have done the work well.
fnever had the least sympathy with that Parliament, and consider it 2
mischief in cvery point of view. T should deem any participation on my
part in such a parliament as treason to Jesus Christ, and would rather be
burned at the stake a thousand fimes than be guilty of it.?

Another foreign missionary writes, thanking the editor for the plain
testimony against the Parliament, and says :

““ The position taken will be criticised as narrow and exclusive, thereby
turning the attention of Christian people from the measureless mischicf
which the Parliament has already done to the cause of Christ. . .. Mis-
sionaries, I have been told frequently, are too much prejudiced against
non-Christian religions, and their opinions on this subject do not count for
mach (so it is supposed by the promoters of the Parliament) ; and this is
why many of them have reroained silent.  Besides, those who promoted
the movement were not disposed to listen to any advice from the missiona-
ries. Had they done so, the Parliament would never have taken place, or
would, at least, have assumed a very different chatacter.  Now that the ex-
periment has been tried, it is no longer possible to deny the great injury
done both at home and abroad. And it might be well once more to hear
from the missionaries, who, I think with few exceptions, will be found to
endorse every word that you have written.”?

Few missionaries have deserved a higher rank, both for intelligence and
iharity, than Dr. William Ashmore ; yet no man has written more vigorously
iaremonstrince against the Parliament.  He regards itas having surrounded
these representatives of foreign faiths with a halo of glory never investing
them in their own lands.  This veteran in the Chinese ficld deserves 1o be
beard ; and his words vindicate those who have conscientiously opposed this
Parliament and any reproduction of it. e boldly says that at Chicazo was
figaratively repeated the offence of Baal-Peor :

*“ Ministers of the faith of God’s elect flirted with the daughters of
Noab. Istael danced with Baal. If this had been because that historic
besd of 2 pagan system had uttered some sentiment in unison with the
great esseatials of our faith, or had spoken some of those * inexpressible
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