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being wvorlied, thougli it eimply means, as
mucli theological poison shall bc adminis-
tered as the poisoners can agree upon. Ini
these circumetances Freethinkere ehould
rally to a man round the secular flag.
1 Our duty ie,' says the same journal, ' to
ýàglt witli ail our strength against religion
in public schoole. The studente in Non-
conformiet colleges are equally (with those
of the Church) trained in scctarianiem.'

Tlia-t is the cry from the enemy's camp.
Ana will you etiil say that unity amongst
Christiane is not desirable, is not essential ?
Will you etill linger bobind in the battie
that is being fouglit for religions education
rather than bear arme along- iith us?
Nay, then, let me remind you of a certain
woman of long ago, who said, Hill the
child and dlivide it rather than let the
other woman have it. And, remember, she
was rightly judged not to bc the truc mother.

Wc Chrietians must no longer move the
ridicule of the 'world by our foolisli and
needless dissensions. What perhaps was
the natural outcome of the confusion and
distrese of: the sixteenth century lias no
place i the ninetecntli. The old Church
of our fathers is awvake and active, sym-
pathetic and compreliensive. Blie is flot
now, at loast, cold and dead and intolerant.
She is ready once more te gather back
into lier fold chidren wlio have gene out
from lier. She is the only possible raily-
ing point for English Christians. For
they vere once beneath lier vin-. United,
and acting togetlier ini love, wliat work-
should we not do? And again, as men
beheld tlie spectacle tliey would exclaim,
as in the early days of triumph, 'Sec how
these Cliristians love one another'
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LORD MACAULAY ON T~HE ESTzIRLISHRD OHURCE.

N a speech made in the ycar 18415that reat statesman and lis-
torian, Lord Macaulay - after

-saymng it was -not on behaîf of
the noble and wealthy tliat lic advocatcd
an Establislied Chnrch-continued: «The
person about wliom I am uneasy ie tlie
working man, the mani wlio would find it
diicult te pay even 5s. or 10s. a year out
of lis email earnings for the minietrations
of religion. Wliat ie to become of him
under the voluntary system? 2e ieh to go
without religioue instruction altogetlier ?
That we should ail think a great evil to
himscîf and a great evii to socîety. le lie
to pay for it out of hie siender means ?
That would be a hcavy task. le lie to bc
dependent on the liberality of Cthere ? That
je a somewhat precarious and somewhat
htnniliating dependence. I prefer, I own,
that eystem under 'whidh there is, in the
rudest and moet secludled districts, a bouse
of God, where public worehip je performed

after a manner acceptable to the great
majority of the community, and where the
pooreet may partakie of the ordinances of
religion, not as an aime, but as a riglit.'

It miglit be added that not in thc pooreet
and most secluded districts je the need of
an Established Churdli the greatest. If
anyone desires a conclusive test, let hum,
'wander througli tliat vast district of East
London-in itself a mighty city-whidh is
inliabited by the poorer claeses. Wliat ie
Dissent doing there?2 Abeolutely nothing !
'Where are the chapele ? Yen 'will not Ind
them!1 Ail that ie done Is donc by the
Churcli. The reason je plain: the pqverty
of the inhabitante je too great for volun-
tary efforts. Dissent, which je dependent
on voluntary effoît, 'would etarve i sucli a
locality. It je on behaif of the poor man
that we plead for the maintenance of a
Church, whicli-though juet as voluntary in
any sense of the word as any chapel in the
land-is for the present supported by the
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