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to John. ‘This is thie mare noticcztlrh- in Matthow, for
“onc thing 1s most striking, and that is this: that the
Gospel of Alatthew, ciammed to be the first in order of
ting, and sid to have been writien Iy an apostle, so
completely ienores the divinity of Jesus that it s called
uuiversally the Semazic or Unspinituad Gespel ;5 showing
to demonstration that the divinity of jesus was a sub-
scquent development, and was oo part of the creed of
the Apostle Aatthew.”  “Thcse synoplic writings, he
thinks, consist of several Drochures, written al dilferent
times by diflerent authors, And that the menstroos
absurdity of Lracing the descent of Joseph from David
and Adam (i Jesus was the son of the [Holy Gliost)
was probablv mtrodaced into Mathew and Luke afvor
the Arian controversy =prav up in the gth contur g
and s oubject was to prove that Jesus was re dly «
“gon of man.”  Quoting from the ehapter on Like -
Lither, thercfore, Jmus was not the Messiah, not
being of the lime of David; or he was not the Son of
God, being the son of Joseph, the enrpenter, who was
of the line of David, and an of=price of Adam.  The
Trntarians would not ¢ive up the Messiadizhip of
Jesus, and, therefore, allowed the third chapler to
stand ; but, 1 order to carr_\' their point, they folsiod
i the story about s lIoly Ghost coming upon
Mary, and the Power of the [Tivhost mu\w[u\\w“
her. This sort of bivih 18 common to all nations and
all mythologice. Tiercules had a gold for his father
and @ woman for his motlier @ so had Romulus and
Remus, There are hali a scorc similar examples
Chincse history, Porstan history, and Indian history.
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Lverybody  knows about  Odin, jn Scandinavian
shistory’; Minos, in Cretan “lustory’; Manés, son of

Quranos, founder of the Lvdinn copire; and hundreds
of other examples will occur to cvery reader with even
a superiicial koowledge of history and myvihologys
so that a demigod was no startling novelty 2,000
vears ago.  Even Aexander the Great disclaimed
Philip for Ins father, and  stoutly  insisted  that
he was o fholy thing hegotien by Jupiter Ammon,
whose power overshadowed his mother Olymipias.”
In Jolm he says it 1s no lenger ¢ the Man Christ Jesus,”

bur a divine being that is presented to us—tho
mysterious Logos, ¢ To understand the first three
Gospels nothing is  required but to read  them.
To understand  the fourth  Guospel  ecclesiastical

history must be mastered, and we must be funiliar
with Gunosticism and Platonism. It is ne lonver the
simple biography ()f(LJ{,"\\-' preaching tothe Jews, but of
a hicrophant uttering myvsteries hard 1o be undarstood
—mysteries of the pre-existent stade of the earnate
Lowos ; mysteries about the Hoiy Ghost, both teacher
and comforier; mysteries about cating the fesh and
drinking the blood of the incarnale Loges; mvs-
teries  about the ity of  the  umity and  the
onvress of the ithree persons of the divine tnad.
That from imternal evidevce, and from the fact thal
Papiaz. adriend ol [1'olvearp, who dived in Asia Minor,
LN lliLu ahlizently about John, was wnorant thid
h:-a‘ Dl wrniten anyvthing 1oy be conchuded
t:'lillul.l]l_' Sourth (‘(]‘L)(l Wi Nl puned Ih
of the seeond century. ot feast tooyvenss after the death
ol Jolin the Apostie. In ihe Appendix is shewn how
Chirstinnity s based on Councils, and not on ihe
Scriptures.  Fow these Councils contradicted, and
anathomatised cach  other; how  the Council of
Loodices, aob, 3000 excluded the apocryphal wrilings
frome the canontcal scriptures 1 and the Connal of
Carthage, oo, 37 admitted them, The Chuarely of Rome
siding with the latter, and the Church ni‘ C:‘ﬂ"l'md with
the former. So o with the Arvian two
Councils condemned Aras as a dlun{uoua hc,lctic,
amd fonr mainwined he was quite righte ©In Sog
the Council of Aix-la-Chapetle condemned the Greek
Church of shocking heresy—heresy too foul to be
burnt and purged away by the puntyimg fives of purga-
tory, and 1t ouly to be submerged in the tenth pit of
Madébolgl, where Judas Iscuariot and Lueier, Pou-
phar's wie and the Greek Sinon, weep loaden toars
world witheut end. What was the deactly, unpardoen-
able sin of the Greek Chureh 20 Stply tns = it refused
fo give eredit to a recent forgery mtroduced surr -
tlLlUleIy into the creed by a king of Spain. The
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Woestern Church wanted 1o prove the Trinity, so it
shily foisted into the creed the duplex word flio-gue
{and the Son), [ belicve in the Haly Ghost .. ...

procecding  from the ather [ fidio-gie, and  the
Sonl. We  will not have i, said the Greek
Church; it is not in the bond. You must have it,
says the  Western Chorelv; aud, if it s not in
the ereed, it ought to be there, \We won't have it, say
the Grecks. You shall have it. sav  the Romans.

Scissors, knives
and the Greek Church separated,
shonting, “No interpolation ! while the Western
Church huzzacd, fle-qee fot cver! And the two
Churches hiave been cat and dog cver since.  Now,

Seissors, says she s knives says he
selssors, knives ;

this f‘r"-"?'r’—f/ff[' was folsted into the creed by Recared,
Ning ol the Spanish Visigoths, in the Council of

loh_do. m

7 5. Charlemagne made a law that any
who reje

st thu words rom thic creed ¢ saftus esse won
Leo LU, the infallible pope (717-541), sand the
vords were not 1in the cerecd, and shoubd net be there,
tf his voice was of any 'Lml rmL\ The Council of
Toludo satd /,.in giee, o1 no sadvation ) the Council of
Aele-Chapdle voted  for f7egee ;. Recared,  the

iwoth and Charlemasne the Emperor vowd for
/’:m» w. The Greck (_'Zhurv'n cricd no fligael Pope
Feo T erted, No piioge ! ;md ancicnt creeds, up to
the year 570, cuied, \uf.u gue  Three against four;
s the Sieiomgerey carried 105 and ot is (o the present
dav in *hc- LLmn and 15 ]_‘_:Nn]l creed. The Holv Ghost
“procesds from the Father and the Son 7 bécause a
Gothic l\; i reiing i Span bad the awdacity to
make the it rpolation, and Charlemague had the arm
of strengih to hsist that whoev or refused to accept the
forgery could not e saved.” \We cannot in a short
review do anything like justice to this admirable
pampiict, butw ould :,uor‘fl} rccommend our readers to
obtain it.

FREETHOUGHT IN ‘;\MERIC;\.

Charles Dickens, for a time, gave great offence to
many people in America by his © Amcrican Notes,”
and Dy sone of the scenes in “ Martin Chuzzlowit.’
J)ic;{an% however, was too magnanimoeus not to recog-
nise the rule thal the next best thing to being mf’ilhbl{,
15 to confess a mistake when vou “make one. On a
stbsequent visit to the United States, therefore, * the
master of all the great Tnglish hamourists ' confesse:d
that hie had frequentdy erred in his @ Notes,” but it all
had happencd throngh a superficial acquaintance with
the American people. And of the characters painted
m  Martn Chizzlewit,” an American lady, Nate Field,
wrote that she would as soon think of objedting to any
discovery 1n natural history as to deay the existence
of Llijah Pogram, Jeficrson Lrick, Colonel Diver, Mrs.
Homng, and Migs Codger.  But since the days of
Dickens, of courss, we arce all better '1cqnmut(,d
divedtly and 111rhud o with our Anerican cousins and
we have ceased ol n'f-h at what we call many of their
conceits and foibles.  An Lnglish ¢« 3y Lord” has
hecome quite a common place mortal In the sticets of
New York ; a trip across the  herring pond ™ is little
more thougit of than a trip to Paris ; and for a literary
or other celebrity who has visited Amm.ca to at once
disburden himself of his “ impressions” on reaching
llome, 15 considered quite the proper thing to do.
Some of these are ve ry amusing sonie arc very foolish,
wul many teo fmqm,nll} Lllsp ay that the writer hasg
ltadd more time on his hands than brains in his head.
just the oliwr day it was a prominent mewmber of the

Diritish Association, writing  to  the ¢ Unitarian
Inquirer,” that he thought that in America Free-
thought to many meant free living ; and imme-
diately dollowing it we  have the opinion of a
poct, M, I\U[JCLL Buchanan, who nveighs 1 even
more strongly expressed language than thlb. In an
ecssay cndided o8 Lu_Ll)Ll"htlll \Il](IlL.’l, he speaks of

It as e nation i which Lhc artistic sensc isalmost dead,
which is practically without a literature, which is 1m-
paticnt ob all sandtions, and mdillerent to all religions,
which is corrapt frem the highest pinnacle of its public
lite down to the lowest depths ol its primadism, which ig
at once thi-skinned under criticism, and aggressive Lo



