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SPIRITUALISM OR CHRISTIANITY?

way to put some people into hell because they do not 
believe certain propositions, and take others to heaven 
because of a faith in certain dogmas, is an absurdity 
that, I beg leave to suggest, is out of harmony with 
your general character.
III. Your views with regard to churches and church 

matters, I conceive, grow out of another error; that 
is, that inspiration belongs only to one age or race. If  
you could only get thoroughly into sympathy with the 
idea that God is unchangeable, and that all men are 
brethren, that every age produces the phenomena of 
previous ages, and that men will differ as to the cause 
of their production, I think you could then see that 
Spiritualism is but a reproduction of the phenomenal 
part of all former religions, and that, instead of being 
at war with other religions, it comes as an eocplanation 
of the past. While its phenomena are similar to those 
that always have existed, to a greater or less extent, in 
every part of the world, it has, by proving itself and 
all other religions fallible, thrown its adherents en
tirely out of the idea of any teaching except absolute 
demonstration being authoritative. Spiritualism puts 
Confucius, Moses, Isaiah, Jesus, Paul, Mohammed, 
Swedenborg, and Andrew Jackson Davis on the 
same basis; and instead of setting any one of them 
up as an absolute standard of authority either in 
preaching or practice, it takes them simply as helps, 
and strives to improve on their sayings and doings.
IY. Christianity has never pretended to any more 

than strive to work up to a pattern it supposes this 
world to have had many hundred years since; it is 
simply an imitation, and much that is played in the 
name'of Christianity is only a burlesque imitation at
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that. Spiritualism, while gathering aid from the sug
gestions and actions of all heroes, gods, and historic 
characters, puts “ excelsior ” at its mast-head, and does 
not propose to be content with simply an imitation of 
the life of Jesus or any other person. Discovering 
from the history of the past moral and physical world, 
that past ages have only been repeated efforts of na
ture to perfect and adjust her grand machine for mak
ing men and women, we spiritualists propose that 
we will not be content with any samples of manhood 
this world has yet produced. The world is young, 
and this age must produce a better religion and better 
men than the past has known. Weighed in the bal
ances of the present, every political, social, and re
ligious system of the past is found wanting. Let us 
have something better, larger, more potent.
Y. Indulge me now in the humble suggestion that 

your otherwise great soul is being cramped by its con
finement to the narrow systems of theology, which 
more or less bind you, a nineteenth century man, to 
the modes of thought of many hundred years in the 
past. I sometimes think that your keen perceptions, 
yrithout words from me, will soon reveal to you the 
fatal mistake you make in your effort to put nine
teenth century wine into bottles from one thousand 
to six thousand years old.
VI. In conclusion, I  have written this letter, not 

with the idea of conveying to you any new thought, 
but for the purpose of calling out a response from 
you. You are my brother: I love you as su ch o u r  
debates have only endeared us as brothers; we are 
also bound by a tie that “ the outside world” can 
know nothing of; so I feel like going to work ixi ear-
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nest to see if the gulf between ns can not be bridged, 
or at least narrowed, to the end that we may get spir
itually near enough to each other so that each can see 
and know the other as he is. Should this call out a 
response from you, it may be followed by other letters, 
which, if they do not result in our seeing “ eye to 
eye,” will at least enable each to know more perfect
ly the ground occupied by the other. Should you 
answer this by silence, I  would not take it as an of
fense, but would rather conclude that either a desire 
to avoid controversy or multitudinous cares had 
caused you to choose that which in many instances is 
the better part of valor.

I  am, my dear sir,
Your well-wishing brother,

Moses Hull-

W. F. PARKER’S FIRST RESPONSE.

Cbdab H nx , near La Grange, Kt ., > 
May 23, 1872. S

Moses Hull, Esq.

Mx PEAK B r o t h e r  : Your very kind epistle, bear
ing date 19th inst., is at hand, and its contents have 
been duly considered.
You need not ask me to “ excuse ” you for writing 

to me so kind a letter, or for calling me “ brother.” 
1 am your brother, and 1 am the brother of every man 
for whom Jesus of Nazareth died; and the longer I 
live, the more I desire to feel that spirit of universal 

tfax>4 which made Jesus sa unlike any man
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that ever lived before his time, and which has been 
but faintly repeated in the life of any person who has 
followed him. The common brotherhood of man is a 
cardinal doctrine of Christianity; and, therefore, a 
narrow-minded, selfish misanthrope can not be a 
Christian. Allow me to thank you for the fraternal 
sentiments of your letter, and to assure you that they 
are fully reciprocated. I flatter myself that I have 
learned one of Christ’s lessons, which is, to distin
guish a man from the faith he has embraced. And, 
whilst I  would assure you that I  have no sympathy 
for modem Spiritualism as a 44 doctrine,” 44 philoso
phy,” or 44 religion,” still I love you as a man, and 
desire your deliverance from the unfortunate bondage 
into which I  think you have fallen.
I  shall with pleasure read your letters, and candid

ly weigh your facts and arguments, and respond to 
.them in the true spirit of the religion I profess; and 
I  shall also seek to convince you that Christianity, 
though eighteen hundred and seventy-two years old, 
is still far better for you and me than anything mod
em Spiritualism has to offer.
You say, 441 do not believe that sects-churches are 

good for men who have grown to your (my) stature.” 
Your belief here is sound. 44 Sects,” “ churches” in 
the common acceptation of those terms, are too small 
for full-grown men. But the 44 church of God ” is so 
very spacious, that I assure you I am far from being 
of such a 44 stature ” as to find it unpleasant, un
profitable, or undesirable. I think, too, your 44 stat
ure ” could find ample space for all its possible wants 
in that ancient institution.
II. In your second item I think you show clearly
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that your dislike for the teachings of Christianity 
arises from not understanding them. 44 To believe,” 
you say,44 that God will go out of his way to put some 
people into hell because they do not believe certain 
propositions, and take others to heaven because of a 
faith in certain dogmas, is an absurdity . . . out of
harmony with your (my) general character.* *
True.
But, 1. I do not, and never did,44 believe’* the 44 ab

surdity ” to which you allude.
2. I know no Bible document that sets forth the 

absurdity which looks so horrible. I t certainly formed 
no part of the teachings of Jesus, and surely it can 
not be charged upon an apostle. Hence you are 
illogical in rejecting Christianity because you suppose 
some so-called Christians have been unfortunate in 
their expositions of Christian teachings.
III. You charge upon me another error which you 

seek kindly to correct. . . .  I have never af
firmed, either in writing or orally, th a t44 inspiration ” 
is confined 44 to one age or race.” Such a statement 
would not be historically true. I do not know what 
you mean by 44 inspiration.” But when you would 
have me believe th a t44 Coinfuciuŝ  Moses, Isaiah, Je
sus, Paul, Mohammed, Swedenborg, and ANDREW 
JACKSON DAYIS ” were equally inspired persons, 
.and occupied the same “ basis,” I beg leave to say, I 
can not do so without evidence. As this is a favorite 
dogma of the spiritualistic creed, I trust you will be 
ample here in the bestowment of reasons why these 
men are alike worthy our hearing, belief, and obedi
ence. Until the proof is forth-coming, I  shall con
sider your statement as something written 44 for ap
pearance’ sake,” only*



9f a r k k b ’s  max p jsbponbb .

I  would like to see your evidence for saying, —
1. “ That every age produces the phenomena of 

previous ages.” Whilst this is true as to some phe
nomena, it is not true as to all phenomena.
2. “ That Spiritualism is hut a reproduction of th« 

phenomenal part of all former religions.”
3. That Spiritualism “ comes as an explanation of 

the past ” (religions).
These assertions demand proof. Of course you are 

prepared to give it, or you would not ask me to be
lieve them. Let us have your proof—your proof, 
my brother.
I  am in full “ sympathy with the idea that God is 

unchangeable,” and “ that all men are brethren.” I  
could not be a Christian and deny these two truths. 
They lie at the bottom of Christ’s teachings; and 
he gave them to the world, first of all teachers, in the 
positive enunciation which makes them fruitful of 
good. At least we are not indebted to Spiritualism 
for them. And, although I  as heartily accept them 
as you do, as fundamental items, still they do not suf
fer me to see at present any good thing in modern 
Spiritualism.
That Spiritualism has proved “ itself fallible,” as 

you say, I  know; but how, in consequence of this 
fact, it has proved “ all other religions fallible,” I  
can not see. . . . That Spiritualism “ has thrown 
its adherent» entirely out of the idea of any teaching, 
except absolute demonstration, being authoritative,” 
I  have no doubt; and 1 hold this to be one of the un
pardonable crimes of Spiritualism against its. own ad
herents. I t  will never succeed in throwing any one 
but one of “ its adherents ” out of that “ idea.”
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* * Spiritualism takes “ Confucius, Moses, Isaiah, Je
sus, Paul, Mohammed, Swedenborg, and Andrew 
Jackson Davis, • . . simply as helps, and strives 
to improve on their sayings and doings.” Hence you 
would have me become a Spiritualist. Christians, 
too, can and do use all these as 44 helps.” They use 
Confucius to show the impossibility of receiving 
from the unaided human mind a religion adapted to 
human wants; they use Mohammed to show the differ
ence between a religion of force and a religion of love; 
Swedenborg to illustrate the extravagance* of human 
speculation; and Andrew Jackson Davis to illustrate 
the madness of speculative atheism. These all help 
the Christian to understand human nature, and help 
him to the conviction, that men unaided from Heaven 
—■ even men, as you may insist, that are the media 
of disembodied spirits — can not give to the world 
anything worthy the name 44 religion.”
Moses, Isaiah, Jesus, and Paul, are also, to all men, 

specially to Christians, “ AeZjtw,” safe, sure, unerr
ing, to a religion full of power and glory— a religion 
fitted to meet and fully satisfy the entire body of the 
soul’s requirements. Of course you do not believe 
this statement. I think you do not believe it, because 
you do not understand what44 Moses, Isaiah, Jesus, 
and Paul ” have given to the world for a religion. I  
hope to make this fact good before our correspondence 
closes.
Please specify some of the improvements made by 

Spiritualists 44 on their teachings.”
IV. You say 44 Christianity ” 44 is simply an im

itation.” This I  shall offset with the statement that 
44 Christianity ” is aft: imitation of nothing. •
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As to the development of humanity, Spiritualism has 
no advantage over Christianity. If it has, I ask you to 
show it.
Y. I  am a nineteenth century man; but I  have not 

yet experienced the unfitness of first century religion.
I put the first century wine in first century bottles, 

and the nineteenth century wine into bottles of the 
same period.
What is the “ wine” of the nineteenth century? 

Show us wherein it is better than the 44 wine ” of the 
first century.
In conclusion, let me ask, Is the Spiritualism which 

you advocate, and wish me to embrace,44 orderly ” or 
44 disorderly ” ? Is it a philosophy, a religion, or 
both, or neither? What is it? What does it teach for 
truth ? Is its truth of any authority ? What has it 
done toward making its 44 adherents ” better men and 
women, for the last twenty-five years ?
Let me hear from you speedily.

Affectionately yours, &c.
W. F. Pabkek.
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MOSES HULL'S SECOND LETTER.

New London, Conn., June 13, 1872.

B ro th e r P a rk e r :  Knowing your soul, I  ex
pected a response to my letter; but your promptness 
this time even beats yourself a little. I  will try to 
equal you in promptness and in the spirit of my letter, 
though I fall behind in every other particular. By 
the way, the reading of your letter only serves to 
strengthen the ever-growing bond of friendship I  enter
tain for you; and now, shall I take the advantage of 
this brotherly feeling, and ask you to agree that this 
exchange of letters shall continue to the number of 
somewhere from twelve to twenty, and that we after
ward publish them in some convenient form, for the 
benefit of the public ? By this I feel that the public 
would be the gainer. Not only would it get a little 
insight into the pros and cons of the issues between 
us, but we could manifest a spirit that would teach 
the world that people need hot be either enemies or 
bigots because of a difference of religious opinion.
II. In the first paragraph of your letter I could not 

but notice a little of the shrivelling effect of your 
religion. You are “ a brother of every man for whom 
Jesus of Nazareth died.” JJow, I do not believe Jesus 
of Nazareth died for me. Are you therefore not my 
brother? Suppose Jesus had not died at a ll; would 
you not have any brothers ? Is it the death of Jesus
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that makes you the brother of the human family ? or 
are you a brother to all beoause all are the offspring 
of God? (See Acts xvii. 28.) Come, my brother, 
let us permit our fraternal feelings to take in more 
than those who accept a dogma. Jesus did not claim 
that spirit of universal brotherhood of which you 
boast; on the contrary, he would not allow any to be 
his brethren unless they complied with certain con
ditions. Please turn to Matt, xii., and read carefully 
from verse 46 to the end of the chapter. That will 
teach you that it is your manhood, and not your Chris
tianity, that leads you to a belief in the universal 
brotherhood of man.
I thank you for your expressed desire for my de

liverance from 44 unfortunate bondage,” and shall sec
ond every movement you make to show me the better 
way. Be sure your arguments will be candidly read, 
and weighed as impartially as my ability will allow.
So you think you find ample room 44 in the church 

of God” for growth. Well, that is probable. I  
do not know where that church is ; it is just possible 
that I  am a member of it. I hope you will not confine 
it to some narrow sect. If so, please tell me what 
one; that will at least help me to know what churches 
are no t44 God’s churches.” Wouldn’t it be queer if it 
should turn out that all are God’s people, and that he 
never took much stock in any of the churches ?
I t  is possible that I do not 44 understand the teach

ings of Christianity.” I  have no knowledge on the 
subject, only what I  get from its books and teachers. 
The propositions about putting people into hell, how
ever, do belong to the Bible and Christianity; for 
proof, see Ps. ix. 17; Matt. v. 29, 80, x. 28; Rev.
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III. I think you misread the third paragraph of 
my letter. I did not intend to state that Confucius, 
Moses, A. J. Davis, et al. were equally inspired. I 
did intend to convey the idea that each was in
spired to his fullest capacity. I  would not un
dertake to state which of these great men had the 
most direct or thorough inspiration, nor yet which 
was surrounded by the more honorable or intellec
tual class of influences. I could not ask you to 
take any of these men as being “ worthy our hearing, 
belief, and obedience,” any further than what they 
said commended itself to your judgment. Brother, 
you have an inspiration as true as that of any other 
man; it is not infallible, but it is all you have; follow 
it. I hardly know what you mean by asking evidence 
“ that these men were alike worthy our hearing,” &c. 
Do you wish me to show the infallibility of Confucius, 
Swedenborg, or Andrew Jackson Davis? or the fal
libility of Moses, Isaiah, and Jesus ? As to the former, 
I  confess their liability to err ; and as to the latter, I  
can present you many pages of positive proof that they 
were only erring men. If Moses was guided by an 
unerring inspiration when he said, “ An eye for an eye 
and a tooth for a tooth," then the influence that 
prompted Jesus erred when it said, “ But I'say unto 
you, that ye resist not evil.”
IV. You ask proof of three important assertions in 

my former letter. I  will briefly answer your ques
tions, seriatim.
1. “ That every age produces the phenomena of 

previous ages.” In general you acknowledge this to 
be true; yet you say, “ It is not true of all phenomena.” 
Quite likely! Do you not see that the am* probcmdi
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is in your hand. You ought to have shown me the 
exception. I did not mean to have you understand that 
every particular phenomenon was repeated in every 
age. But I  do mean to say phenomena of the same 
class are continually repeating themselves. You re
member what Solomon said on this subject: “ The 
thing that hath been, it is that which shall be, and 
that which is (lone is that which shall be done, and 
there is nothin® new under the sun.” Ecd. i. 9.
2. “ That Spiritualism is but a reproduction of the 

phenomenal part of all former religions.” I can not 
now take up all former religions, and show the proof 
of this proposition. I will give you a few instances in 
Judaism and Christianity, and examine any excep
tions you may bring from the history of the past.
The wonderful deliverance of the children of Israel 

from bondage, and their establishment as a nation, was 
the result of the angel appearing and talking to Moses. 
I t was mediumship that enabled Joshua to do his great 
work. Elihu describes very minutely one of his clair
voyant visions. The phenomenon of the appearance 
of Samuel is paralleled by similar phenomena to-day. 
Every event connected with the various appearances 
of Jesus finds its parallel in the Spiritualism of to-day. 
The disciples, speaking as the spirit gave them utter
ance, on the day of Pentecost, finds its equal in modern 
trance speaking. For proof of this, see Ex. iii. 2 ; 
Acts vii. 30; Deut. xxxiv. 9 ; Job iv. 12-17; 1 Sam. 
xxviii. 14-20; Acts ii. 1-4.
3. “ That Spiritualism comes as an explanation of 

the past theologies.” One great proof of that lies in 
the fact that out of deference to it almost every min
ister (and I think you are not an exception) has re*
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adjusted his discourses. The “ thus saith the Lord/’ 
in the Bible, becomes thus saith a spirit; thus the 
supreme Ruler of the universe is not held responsible 
for all the nonsense following that form of expression 
in the Bible. While the ignorance of the people of 
past ages would incline them to a belief in the god
head of every spirit that communicated, the fallibility 
of communications given through prophets of old has 
taught spiritualists not to receive as authority the 
dictum of any spirit.
V. You “ can not see how Spiritualism has proved 

all other religions fallible.” Well, I may have been 
too fast in that. I think I was. Every religion has 
presented in itself all-sufficient proof of its fallibility. 
Spiritualism was not needed for that work. Yet if 
anything had been needed on that point, Spiritualism 
has proved that unless a stream can arise above its 
fountain, all religions are fallible. The spirit world 
itself, the source of religions, is fallible.
Then you do think there is authoritative teaching 

somewhere. Please tell me in your next where it is, 
and who is the teacher. On this point I think I have 
light for you.
I  am a little astonished that Christians should so 

prostitute the proper use of Confucius, Mohammed, 
Swedenborg, and A. J. Davis. Yet all goes to show 
how perverted one’s vision can become. I notice we 
can not exalt one person above what he should be 
without sinking others correspondingly low. Let me 
suggest that your admiration of the good Nazarene 
prevents your doing justice by the other persons you 
mention. Confucius’ mind was not unaided. Mo-
mmed’s religion was no more one of force than were
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Judaism and Christianity; and surely Swedenboig 
nor any one else could 44 illustrate the extravagances 
of human speculation” more than did Jesus. If you 
want proof, I will mention a few points in my next 
letter. So far as A. J. Davis’ atheism is concerned, 
you could not possibly have shot farther from the 
mark. Have you read his “ Arabula” ? I t  is the 
grandest argument against atheism that it has been 
my fortune to read.
I  join with you in the 44 hope ” that your 44 facts ” 

concerning Moses, Isaiah, Jesus, and Paul will be 
made plain before our correspondence closes. On this 
subject, brother,44 Lo, I am with you always, even 
unto the end of the world.” In this department of 
our correspondence I will bring out some of the spe
cifications you call for.
VI. You think Christianity is not an imitation; 

then it fails in its design. Jesus’ words a re ,44 Follow 
me.” Paul says, 44 As I follow Christ, so follow me.” 
Matt. viii. 22 ; 1 Cor. xi. 1.
VII. My brother, this letter is lengthening almost 

beyond what courtesy could demand of you to read; 
yet I must notice one request of yours, and I hope you 
will occupy all the space you wish in reply. You ask 
me to show the advantage of Spiritualism over Chris
tianity in the development of humanity. Please ex
amine the following twenty propositions. I will give 
j’ou more before this correspondence ceases.*
Spiritualism is better calculated to elevate man than 

Judaism or Christianity, —
* The substance of these propositions is taken from the author’s 

manuscripts of a book since published by William White & Co., and 
for sale at their store, 14 Hanover Street, Boston. The title of the 
book is “ The Contrast: Evangelicalism and Spiritualism Com
pared.4* Price $1.50; postage 16 cents.
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1. Because it recognizes the soul as being the highest 
authority. Its language is, Man has an inspiration 
which, if followed, will guide him as unerringly as the 
instincts of a bird will guide it on its wing.
2. Because it teaches that all spirit is the same, 

whether in God or man, and that thejowestf, by virtue 
of their relationship with Deity, can, by proper effort, 
develop and bring into activity the God within.
3. Because, in denying the possibility of the pardon 

of sin in any sense of the word that would permit the 
culprits to escape the penalty, it teaches them to re
frain from sin as the only means of happiness here and 
hereafter.
4. Because the evidences of its phenomena are 

more in harmony with reason, and better certified 
than those of the Bible. Its phenomena, being proved 
by living witnesses, are established by as much better 
evidence than those of the Bible as “ a living dog is 
better than a dead lion.”
5. Because it is the only religion that teaches the 

absolute equality of men. Even Jesus calls the Gen,^ 
tiles 44dogs.” and urges that “ it is not meet to take 
the children’s bread and give it to the dogs; ” and 
when he commissioned his disciples to preach, his first 
commission was,44 Into any city of the Gentiles enter 
ye not; ” the second was, to 44 begin at Jerusalem.”
6. Because it teaches that perfection never having 

been attained by any one in this life, there is room to 
live a better life than ever was lived, and urges upon 
each one to take as an example the good of all historic 
characters, and in’ themselves develop some good 
never yet illustrated in humanity.
7. Because it is the only religion that teaches that
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the standard by which ©very one is to be judged can 
not be swerved by any extraneous power, such as 
prayer, sacrifices, or the blood of the atonement.
8. Because, instead of looking to a future day of 

judgment, when an arbitrary tyrant shall reward or 
punish men for the belief, or disbelief of a dogma, it 
teaches that every man shall here and hereafter re
ceive the consequence of every act.
. 9. Because it teaches that every man must be true 
to his condition. I t  would, therefore, treat the klep
tomaniac or murderer as diseased, and find a refuge and 
proper medical treatment for him, thus elevating him 
beyond the possibility of committing crime.
10. Because it makes the practice of the virtues 

the only path to happiness here and hereafter. I t 
allows no supererogative work to step between man 
and his duty.
11. Because it places all men on the same basis, 

teaching that all are children of the same family, and 
believing that the ultimate destiny of all is to happi
ness, it, instead of saying, M Let him that is filthy be 
filthy still,” works for the elevation of those whom 
others recognize as incorrigible.
12. Because it teaches the principle of fellowship 

of the entire human family, while Christianity only 
teaches the fellowship of a certain class, urging that 
some are of their father, the devil, while others, on 
certain conditions, may become the children of our 
Father in heaven.
13. Because it is the only religion that teaches 

man that the only method of elevating himself is by 
the elevation of others, thus giving him a stimulus to 
work for others in order to help himself.
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14. Because its revelations and documents are al
ways written in the language of those for whom* it is 
written, thus saving its adherents the valuable time 
and money thrown away by others in the study of 
languages that no erudition can enable one to per
fectly understand, thus giving its adherents more 
time for the pursuit of ethical and scientific studies.
15. Because it teaches, as did ancient heathenism, 

as Paul was compelled to acknowledge, that is 
the offspring of God, a part and parcel of nature, 
and thus invites its adherents to the study of nature 
in order that they may understand themselves: thus 
time thrown away in the study of a book which 
teaches that God and nature are at war with each 
other, is by the Spiritualists spent in looking through 
science to nature’s God.
16. Because it advocates the principle of self-abne

gation here in order to perfect happiness here and 
hereafter, thus enabling its adherents to endure the 
scoffs and sneers of an infidel Christianity.
17. Because it lifts its adherents out of a cold 

church materialism, and gives them a knowledge of 
endless life.
18. Because it calls the mind away from the weak, 

revengeful, passionate, illiterate human spirit that the 
Bible calls God, and bids its adherents behold God in 
all nature.
19. Because it does not compel its adherents, by 

forms, ceremonies, and memorials, to remember that 
a Christ was once on earth, but bids them now find 
him afflicted, sick, and imprisoned, and minister unto 
his wants.
20. Because it to-day carries with it living tests
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tha t no other religion has, that the ministers Of other 
religions dare not even see, lest they should be con
verted and healed.
V III. You ask whether the Spiritualism I wish you 

to embrace is orderly or disorderly. I  answer, yes. My 
Spiritualism is both a philosophy and religion. Some 
of it is written in books, some of it is not. I t  teaches 
44 for tru th” that man, as a spiritual being, is allied to 
the world of spirits; that spirit comes en rapport with 
spirit, whether in or out of the body. Thus it puts 
the fact of spirit communion as demonstrative, and 
therefore 44 authoritative.” 44 What has it done to 
make its adherents better ? ” I answer, in the lan
guage of P au l,44 Much every way.”
Hoping to hear from you soon, and that our corre

spondence may soon develop into a pointed and con
cise presentation of the issues between us.

Permit me to subscribe myself
Your brother,

Moses Hull.

W. F. PARKER’S SECOND LETTER.

Cedab H ill, near La Grange, Kt ., > 
June 11, 1872. 5

Moses Hull, Esq.
Dear Brother : Your very long letter is at hand. 

l have plodded through it with considerable interest, 
as I  always feel pleased with your ideas  ̂ although I 
consider them totally out of the pale of truth. I  need 
not occupy space in returning to you assurances that
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your fraternal feeling toward me finds always its re
flection in me.
Your letter contains so many things said, that if I 

were to pay even a passing attention to them, my let
ter would swell into colossal proportions, greater than 
those of your last epistle. I shall, therefore, leave a 
multitude of things unnoticed, and let them “ go to the 
jury ” for what they are worth. Still, I will endeavor' 
to dig out the important matters, and consider them 
as fully as possible without being tedious.
You are at liberty to put into print anything I  may 

write; and you may continue to write me whatever 
number of letters you shall please, and if I  can find 
time from my other duties I will promptly respond.
I. Your supposition that I consider myself a broth

er only of a class of persons for whom Jesus of Naz
areth died, is quite erroneous. Jesus did not die 
for a “ class,” but “for the world ” — for humanity. 
Hence I would say, that I love all men, and esteem 
them brethren, for the following reasons: —
1. Because God “ hath made of one blood all nations 

of men.” Acts xvii. 26.
2. Because all men are the objects alike of the di

vine love and providence.
3. Because the individual growth into better things 

depends on the aggregate growth, and vice versa, God 
having made all men thus mutually dependent.
4. Because the Christ laid down his life for all men,

thus linking all men to the same individual center, 
and thus expressing the true idea of universal broth- 
erhood. ' \
Besides these reasons, which I  think are more and j 
etter than you can give/or yowr love of all men, the -
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Bible, Christianity, gives many others why I should 
be a brother to every human being on earth.
I  have examined the passage to which you refer in 

Matt. xii. 46-60. You quote it to prove that Jesus 
did not have the spirit of universal brotherhood in his 
heart. Now, to my mind, the spirit of universal broth
erhood breathes in every word of it. You say every 
man is inspired— every man does the will of God. 
Jesus says, “ Whosoever shall do the will of my Father 
which is in heaven, the same is my brother, and sis
ter, and mother.” You certainly ought not to impute 
narrowness to Jesus.
But when you contemplate Jesus growing up amidst 

the prejudices of the Jewish people, and speaking and 
acting as he does, as though those prejudices were to
tally alien from him, you must find in him an expres
sion of fraternity for man before which yours and 
mine pales into nothingness, since our education and 
training have been begun and carried on under the 
influence of a constant inculcation of that duty by 
our parents and teachers, as well as by the spirit of the 
age in which we live. Compare the spirit of Jesus 
with the spirit of the age in which he lived, and you 
will never again accuse him of narrowness.
II. In your first letter you said, “ To believe that 

God will go out of his way to put some persons into 
hell because they do not believe certain propositions, 
and take others to heaven because of a faith in cer
tain dogmas, is an absurdity that, I  beg leave to sug
gest, is out of harmony with your general character.” 
I  denied that these ideas find any support either from 
the Old or New Testament. You proceed to show 
me the Bible proof of your words. You quote four
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passages* You should have given the words, not the 
places only where the words could be found* Give 
us hereafter the language of the passages to which 
you refer; then we shall be able to see at once wheth
er your language can be found in holy writ.
In Matt. v. 29, 30, not one word is said about “ dog

mas ” or 44 propositions ” of any kind; not one word 
is said of 44 believing ” or not believing anything.
The same is true of your second passage.
The same is true of your third passage, and the 

eame is true of your fourth passage. Such proof, my 
brother, looks quite suspicious.
III. As to the 44 inspiration ” of such beings as Con

fucius, A. J. Davis, &c., the question nauseates me. 
It only shows how degraded human reason may be
come when it finds pleasure in defending so unhappy 
a theory. I do not allude to your reason, but to th6 
reason of those persons who believe in 44 inspiration,” 
and that Confucius and Davis were inspired. You do 
not believe in inspiration at all. With you there is 
no such anomaly. '
You promise me many pages of proof that Moses; 

Isaiah, &c., were 44 fallible men.” I admit that they 
were fallible men. I deny that they were fallible 
prophets. I deny that their teachings, uttered as 
teachings, are fallible. Of course the proof you prom
ise us will be forthcoming. I remember a little book 
you once published called God’s and the Devil’s Me
diums— The Contrast. In that document you at
tempt to array proof of the fallibility of God’s proph
ets. Of course you will reproduce that proof. I  de- t 
sire you to do it. When that promised evidence shall 
be adduced, you will find me ready to correct you.






































































































































































































































































































































