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RELIGION AND DEMOCRACY.
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of all Religions-The Claims of the Heathen-A Soulless Philosophy-How
the true God is in the Government-Nobility ©f Jesus of Nazareth-The
great Commoner and Communist-Lame | ogic ©f his Libellers-Mania of

the Bible Haters-Straining at Gnats and swallowing Vipers-Religion Char-
acterized-A Vild Beast-A Seductive Influence-A Modern Titan-Vres-

tling with the Republic-Trying te tread down Religion-Var against Rea-
son and Nature-The crowning glory ©f Manhood--Lampooning the Priest-
vhood--A Mythological Triad Preferred-Defaming the Divines-Beechel"s
Flying Artillery-Ravaging the Sheepfold-Moral Scavengers and Resurrec-
tionists-Lofty Example ©of an Artist-The Pencil in the | jght and Beauty

on the canvas.

ANY eccentric developments result from unlimited

freedom of thought and speech. The Jarge liberty
ofthe Press-claimed and exercised in this country—does not

always promote the ends of pyplic justice and morality. In
the hands of unscrupulous persons it often becomes an instru-
ment of corruption and oppression.  Ignorant and depraved

men are liable to pervert everything they are allowed to
handle. They can not meddle with a pure faith and a spiritual

Worsh|p Without reducn‘]g both to the low level of their own
lives. Perhaps they may emp|0y a Mminister to preach " malice

toward none and Charity for a||," on Sunday’ while through

the Week they USE the engines of the law to gppress the poor
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They Specu|ate in the funds of Trust CompanieS, take three
per cent. a month, and, perhap& at last run away with both

capital and deposits. ANd now it gppears that some people
who thus ~ devour widows' houses, and for a pretense Make

long prayers," are exercised about the godless character of our
Constitution. They animadvert on the jnfidelity of such men

as Washington, Jefferson, and Franklin. The " ygyng Men's
Christian Association” has discovered that the founders of

the Repub"c were ungod|y men Whose evil ways we must not
imitate. They believe that the Lord will be well pleased
to have us so amend the Constitution of the United States as
to recognize NS presence iN the Government.  They appear
to discover no such recognition iN. the fact that we hire men
to pray da”y at the opening of the sessions of both Houses of
Congress, and of all the State |ggjslative assemblies in the

country.
As a nation we are fond of novelty, and we often mistake

change for progress. The American pegple know no repose.
Not gnly "The wicked are like the troubled sea," but even
the saints fInd no permanent rest anywhere. The absurd at-
tempt to sectarianize the Constitution, and to |ggislate morality
and religion iNto men and women, show how unsatisfied and
restless they are. Every now and then they get up = mild in-
dignation meeting te subvert the laws of Nature, and to pass
resolutions ggainst the ways Of Providence. As a ryle, the
people at large are notdisturbed py these pious eccentricities;
but the recent proposal to admit God into the national Con-
stitution seems to have awakened a feeling of intense hostility
that finds emphatic expression in all directions. Many pro-
fessed Spiritualists appear t© be alarmed for the safety of our
Instltutlons In their Opposition to the proposed measure



RELIGION AND DEMOCRACY. S

they often display very little wisdom.  They usually begin
by denouncing 2all religion, and end py boldly defaming the
character of the Christian clergy. We have an examp|e of

this in the Work entitled ~ The (Clergy a source Of Danger to
the American Republic," by W- F. Jamieson. Those who
are familiar with the history of _|esuitism are quite ||ke|y to
take alarm at the first gttempt to subvert the liberties of a
people, under the pretext ©f honoring God and advancing the
interests of religion. It is well, however, to exercise a calm
judgment in the discussion of such guestions. Not only does
Mr. Jamieson make war on the measure, bUt a |arge class,
and the motives of y5ny sincere people fall under his sweep-
ing and vehement condemnation.

Here let me say, I am Opposed to so much as an |mp||ed
recognition of any man's creed-in whole or in part-either
in the fundamental law of the |gnd, or otherwise in the
statutes of republican States.  So far, at least, ! find myself
in sympathy with the author named. But we must recognize
the fact that one mgy be right in principle, and unwise in his
methods. The interests of a righteous cause are sometimes
damaged by the mistaken views and intemperate zeal of the
advocate. It is conceded that whatever q5y be the motive
of those who would have God formally recognized in the Con-
stitution, the proposal is pregnant with mischief. At least it
Would be so if the success Of the measure were pOSS|b|e The
wolf that finds his y 4, into the fold in the disguise of a lamb's
skin, Will not scruple to show his teeth when he is hungry.
So, also, = grave political heresy is not the less dangerous to
the State and to [ jperty, because it has been baptized in the
name Of jesus. To be true to itself and to the noble prin-

ciples of its founders, the Government must accord equa| free-
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dom to all classes Of hergong, and afford the same protection

to all gystems of religion. This freedom also implies the right
of the citizen to djscard, ad Zibilum, all the forms of religious

faith and worship. Among = people composed of all tribes
and nations the ideas of the Divine nature are as various and

contradictory as the phases and aspects ©f the human mind
and character. \What, then, is the true nature of this proposed
recognition of God in the Constitution P Why, it is simply
proposed te give legal sanction and guthority to the particular
conception of God entertained py the Evangelical party, Who
thus endeavor to influence and govern the legislation of the
country.

Now as strict gquality ©f rights is an essential principle n
our system ©Of government, it follows that the jew has the
same claim as the Christian to have his God enthroned in the
Constitution. It 5y, indeed, be assumed that jydajsm and
Christianity recognize the same God. This is not true if we
regard the character ascribed to him, and his assumed relation
to man. The God of Moses is an inexorable jydge; the God
of Jesus is a |loving Father. But Without inviting controversy
on this point, ! beg to remind yq that the difficulty does not
terminate here. Our people are not all believers in \Moses
and Jesus. The Pagans from the polytheistic temples of all
countries have a similar claim to rgpresentation. Who will
say that the heathen Chinese-now a large element in our
population-shall not be heard?  Where rights are equal,
Brahma may be worshiped and the religion of Fo must be
respected. Is it proper, under our jnstitutions, to have the
object of worship expressly recognized in the Constitution p
If it js, then let the Chinese \Worshiper express his god to
the National Capitol, and there burn the odoriferous gogs-
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stick under the nose ofhis idol? If there are gny Asiatic
Tartars among us, they may apply for the recognition of the
Grand Lama to finish the \ggna Charta of our liberties.
The Capitol would soon rival the ancient Pantheon. In

that assemb|y of all the gods several ancient divinities might

appear © great advantage 'n comparison With some that are
now worshiped. Amongst the most earthly and repulsive
the scientific yggernaut of the positive philosophers would
occupy 2 conspicuous place. This god-whose devotees
make one vast offering of all human souls I-has no distinct
personality, and not form enoygh to make a respectable
figure-head fora small schooner. The worshipers are a pecu-
liar people, with Whom all |ife, all thought, &l hope, 2!l love,
and all yworship are but hypergalvanic forces and functions of
matter. This rel|g|0n' so prevalent among ©ur modern scio-
lists, is a miserable hy|otheism that makes no distinction be-
tween divinity and dirtl  verily, the god of the positive phi-
losophers would neither adorn nor strengthen the national
Constitution.

It should be remembered that the gttempt t© govern us

too much mgy be as fatal to our institutions as the suspension

of rightful authority. It was the jmperative demand for rational
freedom-for (g|z|giozzs freedo/12-that gave this continent to
civilization. I am not prepared to believe that the country

will renounce the settled policy ©f a century. Our |egislators
can never so far misinterpret the national will as to forge for

us the chains of a regligious despotism. The enthusiasts of
the "Young Men's Christian Association” g, memorialize
the Lord and Congress, but they will prgy in vain. The
American people have not forgotten the traditions of their
fathers; and they are too familiar with the bitter and b|00dy
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persecutions ©f former ,ges to tolerate any |egal or illegal
interference with their religious liberty. The inalienable
right to WOl'Ship in one way ©r another, or not at g|, Will

be preserved_ We can not put re"gion iNnto a man by a con-
gressional vote; nor can it ever be eliminated from human

nature 'py any such method. God can neither be introduced
into the Constitution, ner kept out of it by the mere mention
of his name. The true God does not wait for a compliment-
ary invitation; he can neither be made to come nor go by
the passage Of a resolution ; and he can only be recognized in
any government se far as rational freedom is maintained and
equal justice administered.

Whatever belongs to morals and religion comes within the

iurisdiction of reason and conscience. We are not under

Caesar, and we propose t© keep the civil guthority, or the
law-making power, Within its noper limits.  This will' be
done, whatever may Pe the consequences to the bold and in-
sidious enernies of universal freedom. But is Mr. ]amieson's

method of dealing with this guestion best suited to promote
the pbject he has in view? Is the gweeping-denunciation of

Christianity and its clerical representatives--which makes the
staple of much of the so-called spiritual literature-calculated

to jnspire public confidence in our wisdom and moderation p
Any misstatement, or distorted representation of the views
of our gpposers, to their prejudice, indicates a want of candor,
and the jnability to form a dispassionate judgment. Nor is
this all; it imperils our chances of a popular verdict on the
right side. No matter what 1,5, be the nature of the contest,

the gpectators-who have no personal interest in the issue-
like to see "fair p|ay_" Even in the prize-ring, where men

are not presumed to be governed by a very nice sense oOf jUS"
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tice, the man who strikes a "foul blow" is ruled out of the
ring. The palm ©f victory is awarded tolhis antagonist

"Thrice armed is he who hath his quarrel just."

In a struggle se utterly unworthy ©f our manhood, the com-

batants are thus compelled te recognize = certain principle
of honor. Those who enter the h|gher arena Of po|emiCS’

and the advocates of the noblest principles should be just
and not tarnish the \yeapons ©f their warfare. IT we aim
at the triumph ©f truth, our indictment zgainst ar offending
party Will be precisely drawn, in accordance with the facts.
VVe shall neither allow the jmagination, = momentary enthu-
siasm, nor a passion for Victory t© pervert the testimony ©f
the witnesses.

In his gpening address "To the Friends of Civil and Re-

ligious Liberty,” Mr. Jamieson says:

"Christianity is not only foreign but antagonistic to "American
liberty. Either Christianity or = people's free government must fail 1~

This assumption does not indicate gny very clear or pro-
found ideas of the Christian religion, by which I mean zlie
re"gion of _Yesz6s, and not the poor bu! wel!l-dressed efﬂgy
that gppears in lke temples. There is g spiritual and sublime
phllosophy in the teach”’]gs of the Nazarene. A divine nob”'ty
is illustrated in the record of his [ife, or I have studied the
subject t© ne purpose. This profound philosophy and that
Simp|e and beautiful life must be Comprehended if we would
either correctly interpret the one or form a jyst estimate of the
other. The assumed jncompatibility ©fthe teachings of jesus
and the princip|es of a true democracy7 is neither proVed nor
rendered apparent by Mr. Jamieson er any of his class. It
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we may judge from the manifest spirit of his teachings, and
the imperfect details of the evangelical biographies, Jesus was
a bold, just man, gentle in _spirit but firm in 5, pose, Who
took independent views, and fearlessly criticised the men and

manners Of his time. He never recognized the assumed au-

thority ©f priests and princes, and he counted as pothing but
dishonor and shame

"The thrift that follows fawning."

'eSus was a comfmmiszf. He and his disciples had a com-
mon pyrse, and not one of them had exclusive property -in
anything. He was a more illustrious democrat than either
Jefferson or Garibaldi. The ggrly church was a commune.
The manly sympathies of its founder were with the common
people, who " heard him gladly." The rich and pjgys aristo-
crats of his time stigmatized him as = a friend of publicans
and sinners." So loving, indeed, was he to the inferior classes
-without reference to such distinctions as are predicated of
individual character-that he fed even those who were rgcog-
nized as following him for the " loaves and fishes "-in other
Words, from personal and selfish motives.  So gentle was
he, in speech and manner, to an abandoned \yoman, that
he was accused of consorting With harlots.  So manifestly were
his teachings at war with kingly prerogatives and priestly
rule, that he was gpenly accused of djs|oyalty te the govern-
ment, of blasphemy, and of serving the infernal purposes ©f
foul demons. It is evident from the whole history that jesus
was a pold, free thinker. He emerged suddenly from the
humble gbscurity ©f & manger @nd a carpenter's shop in a de-
spised province. He came into the temple t© argue With men
learned in the mysteries ©f the jewish law and religion-came
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to dispute with the Rabbinical masters of the Synagogues;
and he taught his disciples to "call no 54 master,” but to
recognize all men as brethren.

And this is the man Whose teachings are alleged to be sub-

versive of "a people's free government." Himself a repre-

sentative man of the people, who fed the poor, encouraged
the weak and healed the sjck; this childless man who yet

fondly folded “little children in his arms and blessed them,"
is represented as the enemy ©f popular liberty! The evi-
dence npecessary t© support this bold indictment is nowhere
to be found. It is not in the record of_his Words and deeds.
Did he not contend manfully for great moral principles and
purposes ? Did he not fegrlessly rebuke the dominant classes,
and with a calm severity criticise the criminal code of Moses
and the traditions of the people P He did all this and more.
In the interest of Humanity, he assaulted gyery "refuge of
lies." He was a devout man in the best sense, Worshlplng

silently, alone and in gpjrit. He was a pure patriot, and
wept over the doomed Capital of his country. He was sin-

cere in his friendshipS, and his tears moistenecl the grave of a
poor man whom he loved. And yet incredible as it gy
seem, thiS man is here arraigned and his teachings condemned
as dangerous to liberty | How, and why does the influence
of this teacher of men endanger the liberties of this people P
1 may rouse the lion of an irrational, profane and rampant
skepticism, but | affirm that the 0n|y possible foundation for
such an gssumption exists in the jgnorance and prejudice of
the' irreligious mind and heart.

I am not here to (ejfy the Nazarene. In al 1 ggy I am

regarding him as a mgn, endowed with remarkable natural

powers-possessed ©f rare spiritual gifts and graces, whose
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life foreshadowed the grand possibilities of the human race.

He was a Medium'

" Clothed with transcendent brightness,"

whose single presence-body, mind and gpirit-bridged the
gulf between two Worlds.. And yet many professed Spirit-
ualists are determined we shall relinquish all claim to his me-
diumship. They would make him the exclusive property of
the Christian Church. This course is at war with enlightened
reason. This is blind infatuation ! 1 tell y5, we have a large
interest in this representative ©f the humanity redeemed from
selfishness and spiritualized.  This illustrious Commoner--
whose simple virtues are yet mMatchless in authentic history-
this radical Reformer Who was so warm, tender and universal
in his sympathies for mankind, that even inthe last moments
of mortal life and agony he prayed for his persecutors--even
this man is the teacher Whose religion is said to be "gntago-
nistic to American institutions "'! Mistaken judgment, and
absurd to the last degree I Was he not as pure, 2 humane,
and as patriotic == Washington ? And is, there a Gpjritualist
here--is there an American citizen 4, Where who would
not denounce such a libel-with a righteous indignation—if
spoken against the Father of his Country? If the time shall
ever come when the American peogple, blinded py their igno-
rance, prejudice, bigotry and infidelity to all rational princi-
ples, can no |onger recognize the essential nohijlity of such a
nature and such a |ife, then we may Well despair of the Re-
Then there Will be little left of our institutions worth

public.
saving, and even the grgye Of Liberty will have been dese-

crated and forgotten.
2 But it 5y be assumed that the Bible and the hijstory of
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the Church contain mgny things that justify the use of such

language == ! have Quoted from Mr. Jamieson. ©On this point
a yery different gpinion is entertained. The Bible doubtless

contains much that is false ; a corrupt church may be pleased
to wink at njquity; and some of its ministers 5y sanction
many Vile abominations. But it does not thence follow that
lesus was an impostor. It does not even appear that he is
any meore responsib|e for these evils than any other good
man . nor indeed that the gigantic wrongs that flourish under
the shadow of our 'corrupt civilization are to be charged te
the influence of his religion. We might with equal propriety
ascribe the frauds of political rings, and the scalping of Chris-
tian Commissioners py the Modocs, t© George Washington
and the Declaration of |ndependence, merely because these
vile abominations occur in this country and under our demo-
cratic institutions.

The fanaticism of the Nineteenth Century is not all con-
fined to the churches. We have a class of people among us
who have gopne mMad about a book. Their peculiar mission
seems to be to denounce the B|b|e' to rave agan’]st lesus and
his Mother, and to caricature the Apostles. Now why
should any Spiritualist go about the country defaming the
Madonna, and [ibelling Paul, Peter and John ? What has a

mere book to do with madness
"That 1 should snarl and bjte, and play the dog"?

And 5y What is there, in the record of a worthy life and
a willing martyrdom, that should cause a sane man to rave,
rend his mantle, and beat the air? Manifestly nothing.
The Jewish and Christian Scriptures are a miscellaneous
collection of historical records, biographical sketches, mys-
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terious prophecies, spiritual communications, inspired poems,
pious proverbs, scraps ©f sermons, personal correspondence,

etc., Written by men in different ages, countries and lan-

guages--under various gystems ©f government and religion,
and with gonly very vague references to 5py idea of mutual
relation, reciprocal dependence, or essential ynjty of pur-
pose, It was by an grbitrary arrangement ©f councils, trans-
lators and publishers that these Writings were all printed and
bound together, and it is Only in this I’eSpeCt that they sus-
tain 5ny intimate relation Whatever. In the bond that unites
these incongruous elements there is nothing stronger than the
fibers of sheep, goat and calf gkins, except it may be the addi-
tion of metallic Clasps to the b|nd|ng INn such a heterogene_
ous collection of h5nerg, derived from sources so various, we
might naturally expect to find great contrarieties.  Things
good, bad and jndifferent, in the traditions of dissolute and
Wandering tribes, in national institutions and individual con-
duct, may not only be sanctioned, but, here or there, both
approved and condemned. But these incongruities neither
determine the character of Jesus nor the pnnC'pleS of his re-
||g|0n No; never! The blameless |jfe, the practica| re”g_
ion, and the gpijritual worship of that pure and profound Spir-
itualist who came to be 7 a light to the Gentiles” and "the
glory of his people,” must be separated from the cunning
depravity of false prophets, the gross materialism and disgust-
ing sensuality of cruel tyrants, hoary polygamists, and princely
debauchees who had no respect for virtue, no sense ijustice,
and no faith in immorta“ty_

It must be admitted that the Christian Church fosters the
prevailing ignorance. !t keeps up the confusion by recogniz-
ing ne proper distinctions, in respect to the characters of the
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different biblical writers, the several degrees of their illumi-
nation, and the diversified sources of their ingpiration re-
spectively. They claim the same absolute gythority for lke
whole-the Oriental Love Song of Solomon, with its sen-
suous thought and yoluptuous imagery; the passionate and
pensive lays ©f a penitent adulterer; and the g, e ethics of
Jesus and john. The obvious gphsurdity of this claim |g5(s the
minds that are not well pojgsed to reject Mmuch that is intrin-
sically good and true. Thus multitudes are driven out to
wander in the wilderness of a barren gkepticism. Because
Christians are so shamefully ignorant and so sadly Warped
by prejudice and false education, shall we jump at conclusions
founded on popular ignorance? Because a clumsy saint or

a blind Pharisee stumbles and fg||ls, shall we be excused for
going headlong after him? NoO . never. Itis for us to exer-
cise a jyst discrimination ; it is for Spjritualists to look at the
whole gupject from the high stand-point ©f our Philosophy.
While the "leaders of the blind” 4o their own way, it yet
remains for us to make proper distinctions, to recognize the
differences in men and things, and to reason to more logical
conclusions.

Mr. Jamieson and the writers of his class have exercised
considerable influence in the direction of popular thought.
But y,y observations are py no means intended for a limited
or personal application. I trust that the freedom of these
strictures will not be mjsinterpreted. They are prompted by
no disposition t© give offense; re private interest, re per-

sonal consideration, ne unfriendly feeling inspires the present
discussion. Itis the dyty of a candid reviewer to rise above

all such incentives. But I will not disguise the fact that, as

a people, we are too much disposed t© accept everything that
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comes to us in the abused name oOf Sp|r|tuallsm We have

permitted this too Iong. Our sublime philosophy has become

a packhorse-a patient beast of burden that gtaggers under a
vast load of monstrous absurdities and moral trumpery. The

public should be made to understand that we are not a mere
transportation company. W'e must get rid of our heavy
freight, or the better class of Ha5gengers Will take another line.
In this remark no personal application is intended. The evils
that lie in our gy are quite too general to admit of such
restrictions. It is time to giop the child's play of closing the
eyes, opening the mouth and swallowing; for why should the
function of deglutition in = Spiritualist embrace everything
deleterious and wunclean? We make use of sieves and
Strainers in the Kjtchen, but seldom in the library. We
"strain at a gnat" in the water and swallow an invoice of
Scorpions and a nest of adders in a bad book. We winnow
the grain‘'we eat, and filter the water we drink, and Why not
sift our literature. It may be a thankless task, but some one
must perform this labor for the spiritual household.  Many
persons Write for the paners @and pyblish books, professedly
in the interest of Spiritualism, but so far miss their aim as to
damage the \gry cause they desire to serve. Of course we
should not expect any one to do his or her work after our
method.  Let us gppreciate independent thought, and recog-
nize a gtrongly marked individuality wherever we find it. 1
cannot afford to be uncandid in yy treatment of the subject,
since unfairness toward an author is injustice to the public.
But | must also illustrate the jndependence ! so much
admire in others py a free and honest expression °f my own

convictions. 1 may speak With more freedom because we all

know that eyery strong and really enlightened man prefers
























































