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undérstanding, if they are so fortunate
as to be honest and intelligent, they
will be compelled to doubt. The way to
avoid it is easy and simple—teack as
trutlk only such things as are known
without doudt to be truth.

A child is taught that the Earthisa
sphere as he advances in life, every ex-
perience and every fact that he becomes
acquainted with conforms to that
truth., On the other hand, a child is
impressively taught that the Bible is the
Word of God, and is to be implicitly
believed to secure salvation; and to
admit any doubt concerning it would
be a dire calamity. The child grows
up and reads, and thinks, and what is
the result? Does every fact conform
to the teaching that the Bible is the
Word of God? Rut that is not the
worst of it ; there .; naturally a legiti-
mate inclination in the child to ques-
tion and to investigate on the one hand,
and on the other a demoralizing fear of
the threatened penalties of doubt and
unbelief, which fills the mind with
trouble and distress. Of course this
does not apply to Friends, and Friends’
children,as much as to other denomin-
ations ; but yet Friends are so apt to
makeuse of the language and expression
of the churches, that their children are
led into somewhat the same confused
state of mind. Therefore the great
need of plainer language and more cor-
rect expressions among our ministers
and others, so that the children espe-
cially may not be misled.

But I believe the subject of doubt
has a further interest for Friends. Why
is it that so many of our young people,
on growing up, leave the Society? On
passing through thi~ season of doubt,
they succeed in smothering it, and then
join the church, or they go to the other
extreme and discountenance religion
generally, with the impression that there
islittle or no difference between Friends
and others. Is this not because Friends
bave failed to teach the children the
difference between their views and the
views of the churches? Isit not be-
«use Friends have failed in two things ;

first, to give the children a definite
idea of the why and the whercfore of
the right and the reasonableness of our
principles ; and second, to teach the
why and wherefore of the unreasonable-
ness of the church doctrines which we
oppose, and the positive wrong of a
mere belief in them as able to confer
salvation. In saying this I am aware
that some Friends hold that it is not
necessary to point out the wrongs, if
we only teach the rights. But how can
our young people be expected to resist
successfully the proselyting efforts of
the churches, if they are not equipped
with a knowledge of church fallacies,
and the arguments to overcome them?
This does not imply “going into the
darkness to drive away the darkness
with its cwn spirit ; it means putting a
light on a candlestick to dispel the
darkness with the spirit of Zight”

I take the liberty of expressing these
views in oppositon to older ones, be-
cause I think they are beginning to for-
get the experiences of their younger
years.

Teach the children our principles,
and how to support them with reasons
and arguments both in and out of the
Bible. Show thewm the injury of bind-
ing creeds, and the right and the benefit
of fearless thought. Show them how
beautifully our principles accord with
the teachings of Jesus Christ, but how
inconsistent with his teachings are some
of the dogmas of the church that bears
his name. Teach them the omnipotence
of pure thoughts and kind acts. In
short,where we areright teach it,and the
reason of il,; and where the Church is
wrong, “ feach that and the reason of it

To return, then, to the present ques-
tion—*“ How can we decide between
the profitable and the unprofitable ?”

“ Teach as truth only tha: whick is
known withont dowudt to be truih”’

How much religion would that leave ?
All the #eigion there is now, the Light
Within, and obedience to it.

1 am fully aware that this seesms like
wholesale destruction of sacred things,
but it is only laying aside those notions



