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“IN THE TWINKLING OF AN EYE”
A Sermon by the Pastor, Dr. T. T. Shields

Preached in Jarvis Street- Baptist Church, Toronto, Sunday Evening, Apnl 12th 1936: .
(Stenographically Reported)

“Now this I say, brethren, that flesh and blood cannot inherit the kingdom of God;
neither doth corruption inherit incorruption.

“Behold, I shew you a mystery; We shall not all sleep, but we shall all be changed,

“In a moment, in the twinkling of an eye, at the last trump: for the dead shall
be raised incorruptible, and we shall be changed.

“For this corruptible must put on incorruption, and this mortal must put on
immortality.

“So when this corruptible shall have put on incorruption; and this mortal shall
have put on immortality, then shall be brought to pass the saying' that is written,
Death is swallowed up in victory.

“Q death, where is thy sting? O grave, where is thy victory:? .

“The sting of death is sin; and the strength ofisin is-the law.

“But thanks be .to God, which giveth.us the vietory through our Lord Jesus

Christ.,”—I. Corinthians 15: 50 57.

In this familiar chapter, dealing so fully with the doc-
trine of last things, the Apostle Paul, by inspiration, lays
for his great argument a solid, historical, foundation.
He begins his argument in the realm of the visible and
ponderable. He discusses things which may be measur-
ed and appraised and certified, even by sensuous human
nature. He declares that Jesus Christ is risen. He
calls witnesses into court, and proves to a’ demonstration
that the actual resurrection of -Jesus.Christ from the
dead is an historic fact indisputably attested.

From that historic foundation he proceeds to reason
respecting the implication of that fact. He declares that
the resurrection of Christ is absolutely mdlspensable to
saving faith; for he says, “If Christ be not rlsen, then
is our preachmg vain, and your faith is also vain. Yea,
and we are found false witnesses of God; because we
have testified of God that he raised up Christ: whom he
raised not up, if so be that the dead rise not. For if
the dead rise not, then is not Christ raised: and if Chrlst
be not raised, your faith is vain; ye are yet in your sins.’
‘Then' follows the triumphant declaration, “But now. is
Christ risen from the dead, and become the firstfruits

.'of theni that slept.”

In our day there is a new emphasis, that of the value
of Christianity to the present life, without respect to
the future. Men are exhorted to live well, to do their
best, to take care of the present, and the future will take
care of itself. But.this preacher says that “if in this

life only we have hope in Christ, we are of all men most
miserable”, most to be pitied. By which he does not
mean that “the earnest of our inheritance” which be-
lievers receive here.and now, the first instalment of the
inheritance of the Christian, is of little worth; but rather
that the future. life, of . hecessity, must be the comple-
ment of the present, and that if there be no future life,
no resurrection, no completement of this segmentary,
fractional. life that we live here, in a realm beyond,
then this life itself is but.a disappointment, a delusion;
and we who have tried to relate this life to the next, and .
have viewed the things of time in the perspective of
eternity, and have made such sacrifices, and voluntarily
and cheerfully surrendered the things of time in order
that wé might be more fully prepared for eternity, then
we have been entirely mistaken. We are out of centre,
we are “of all men most miserable”.

But here we are told that “Christ is risen from the
dead, and become the firstfruits. of them that slept”. I
like to watch Brother Hutchinson when these children
are singing.
world of significance in it, the way he made these little
ones- to say, “No, never part again’”! No, never! There

'is a real emphasis to be placed on that fact only if it be

indisputably established that Jesus Christ is risen.
That’is my theme this evening, an old one, I know;

but let us go to the well again. We have nothing with

which to*draw, and the well is deep.” Let us therefore

I thought it was a fine gesture, and had a - -
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pray‘that the Spirit of God may teach us some of the
deep ‘things of God. .
L .

WHAT, THEN, Is THE RELATION OF THE RESURREC-
TION OF CHRIST T0 HIS QUALIFICATIONS AS A REDEEMER?
Just now we heard the ladies sing, “I know that my Re- .
-deemer liveth.”
a living Redeemer. But how-do we know that we have
such a Redeemer? :

His resurrection was the culmzmtwn of His testzmony
to God, and therefore a certification of His supreme
authority as the Revealer of God. Jeus Christ came
into the world to tell us who God is, and what God is. He
said even to Nicodemus, “We- speak that we do know,
and testify that we have seen; and ye receive not our
witness. If I have told you earthly things, and ye be-
lieve not, how. shall ye believe, if I tell you of heavenly
things? And no man hath ascended up to heaven, but
he that came down from heaveh, even the Son of man
which is in heaven.” Jesus Christ said in effect, “I
come from another realm, from another world into which
no man has ever entered and returned to earth. I come
to tell you of things that are not demonstrable to the
senses. They are not susceptible of proof on the ordi-
nary plane. ~ Notwithstanding I come.with an authorita-
tive message from another world, to you.” Jesus Christ
came ‘to tell us of another world, of that other land of
which the children have been ‘singing, primarily, and of
our relation thereto, and of how we may find our way
happily thither.

All that Christ taught differs from that which men
ordinarily believe. Sin has inverted the laws of order.
There was more truth than they themselves knew in the
saying of the opponents of Christianity, “These that
have turned the world upside down-are come hither also.”
That is why the teaching of Jesus Christ is directly con-
trary to everything that men of. themselves think. He

’

- said the way to be exalted is.to humble ourselves; the

way to get rich is to become poor'; the way to be mlghty
is to acknowledge our weakness the way to possess all
-the treasures of eternity is t‘o count the things of time-of
little worth. He inverted the thoughts of men, turned
thmgs upsldedown—and men could not understand Hlm
It was not merely of His eloquence, not of the music of
His language, that men spoke when they said, “Never
man gpake like this man.” His testimony was different:
“He taught then as one having authority, and not as
the seribes.” He did not say, “I think”, or, “It may be

o”, “It is probably true Nay' - He aid “Verily,
verxly, I say unto you.”

Who was He that He should be qualified thus to set

at naught all; *human reasoning, all human phllosophxes, :

and set up His own dictum as the standard by which
human life is:'to be Judged? What rlght “had He, if He
were only a man?. The life that began in mlracle ended
in mlracle, so far as.his earthly.career was concerned.'
His miraculous resurrectién was the complement of His
miraculous blrth and the attestation of His whole
miraculous . career. He was the embodiment ‘of. super-
* naturalism.” He breathed supernaturalism. ‘He wrought
- by supernatural power. He was man, but He was
clothed with powers divine, and ‘He dared to say, “I came
forth from the Father, and am come’into the. ‘world :

again, I leave the world, and go to the Father.”. What
end would you expect to'such a life as that? He died,
and they thought. that was the . .end.. .But, behéld, the

We need a Redeemer, and He must be -

.of God require, absolute perfectlon

‘likeness.”

" of death.

. resurrection proves the immortality of His life. .
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grave is empty: “He is not here, but is risen.” He
was declared “to be the Son of God with® power, accord-
ing to the spirit of holiness, by the resurrection from
the-dead.” His resurrection attested the genuineness of
every word that He had uttered, and put upon the whole
testimony of the Word that “was made flesh, and dwelt
among us” the divine imprimatur as being the -divine
ultimatum to a smful world. '

The resurrectlon of Christ was the culmination of His

.atoning work.’ What .value had the atonement? ~ Grant-

ing the sinlessness of His character, and the holiness of
His nature, assuming Him to be all that He said He was
in that respect, and standing silent in the face of His
challenge, “Which of you convinceth me of sin?”—admit-

ting, not merely His moral excellence, but His moral per- -

fection, the unity of His nature, His absolute conform-

ity to the law of God everywhere, admitting that He is .

one element at least in the universe that'is in perfect
accord with the will of the Creator—what then? He B
Now what value has -
His life? Do you not see that it attests the truth later .

died! Yea; but.He rises again.
spoken that He Who is our High Priest was not made
“after the power of a carnal commandment, but after the
power of an endless (indissoluble) life”? It was a life
that could not be dissolved. It was a life that was
everlasting in its very nature and esserice; not merely
endless, but indissoluble. *“No man taketh -(my life) .
from me, but I lay it down of myself. I have power to
lay it down, and I have power to take it agam This
commandment -have T received of my Father.” '
But how could He prove it? How is it to be proved?
Often have I said to you that, granting His moral per-
fections, yet subjecting Him to' human limitations, if

He died as a substitute for someone, then a perfect life -

might have atoned for your imperfect life,. or for mine,
but not for both of us. He could have died for you, but.
not for you and me; for not less than that did the law
When God made
man He said, “Let us make man in our image, after our
That was the divine intent. If you admlt
that fullest realization of the divine likeness in human
form, and nothing more than that, then His death on
Calvary ceases to be an atoning death; it has no value,’
But when by His resurrection He lives again, then it is
proved that it was not possible that He should be holdeh'
‘It proves that He “only hath immortality,
dwelling in the light which no man can approach unto,
whom no man hath seen, nor can see”.; Jesus Christ is"
the life as truly as He .is the light of men, and His
He was
not subject ‘unto death. ' He lives, and therefore His
death for you and.for me, and for all others, is of value.

“He is the propltlatlon of our sins”—and blessed be
God—*hot for our’s .only, but also for. the sins of .the
whole world.”

His resurrectlon was mdlspensable to the exerclse of
His_mediatorial office. Whoiis to take this blood into
the heavenly places? - .Where shall we find an hlgh priest -
who, is “an’ high priest for ever after the~order of
Melchizedek”, without beginning of.days, or end of llfe,

“abiding a prlest continually”, - to ‘take the: blood of. ‘in- .
finite value into the holy of holles, and to present it as

an atonement for the sins of the world? Who can do it?!

et e . et
N e e

Only- the risen, Son of God. But, rising through the rent & -

veil of His own, flesh, He‘ entered into,the presence of the :
Holy One, “not; ,with the blood of others”—Himself the -
Vlctxm, the Sacrlﬁce, the Pr1est the Apostle and ngh

'I

"

Pu——
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Priest of our profession—He carried His own blood into
the presence of God, “there to appear in the presence of
God for us.” And that is where He is to-night.

Do you not see how the resurrection of Christ is an
absolutely indispensable element in the Christian revel-
ation?

II.

Once again, the resurrection of Christ is INDISPENS-
ABLE T0 THE COMPLETE REDEMPTION OF THE INDIVIDUAL.
What are we? What have we to say? Did you ever try
to analyze yourself, to find out what elements there are
in that something which, for want of a better word, we
call personality? What do you mean by human person-
ality? Is it body—hands and feet, eyes and ears? No!
There is the body, for we all have seen a body from
which the Spirit has departed, just an inanimate piece of
flesh, no value to anyone. The outward form was the
same, but even the smallest child feels, “When I speak
of my father and mother, I do not mean their body: I
mean something more than that.” What do you mean?
That is difficult to answer, but there is more than the
physical in each of us.

Theologians sometimes use big words, and they talk
about a trichotomy, the theory that we are made up of
three parts. Some hold what is called the dichotomous
theory, that we are composed of two parts. I have known
many people who lend credence to the theory that we
are made up of two parts, double-minded, two-faced
people.

Some people seem to have two faces literally. Some-
one said to me the other day, “Sometimes when you walk
into the pulpit and look over the congregation with such
a stern expression, we wonder what we have done. Then
sometimes you smile at us, and everything seems differ-
ent.” I suppose we are all like that. We all have
countenances of many expressions. What makes the
difference? There is something within looking out. This
body is only the outward tabernacle, but we have a
psychic nature, the soulish nature, the soul of a man; by
which we do not mean the immortal spirit, but that
element in his nature by which he thinks—his memory,
his reason, his will, his affection, all the constituents of
the human mind. Some people are better furnished
mentally than others, some have stronger, keener
faculties than others; but normally we all have minds.

What is your mind ? It is that something that is within
you that makes you what you are. The unconverted man,
so far as his spiritual nature is concerned, is dead in
trespasses and sins; his spiritual nature makes no re-
sponse to things spiritual. But his mental nature may
be active; he is what the Bible calls a sensuous man,
one who is governed by his senses—sight, hearing, taste,
smell, touch; and his correspondence with all life is con-
fined to those senses. If he loses his sight, one sense is
cut off, one door is barred. If he loses his hearing,
another door is barred. If he loses his sense of smell,
another avenue is closed. If he loses his taste, another
avenue is closed. By and by the man becomes paralyzed—
He holds no commerce with the world about him. Yet,
when the doctor comes, he says, “He is still living.” The
lungs are corresponding with his environment without,
supplying certain vital forces to his nature, and he lives;
but so far as the man himself is concerned he is gone.
You cannot reach him. We say he is in a state of coma;

he is unconscious. Every door is barred; only the physi-
cal nature lives.

But there is a spiritual nature. The Bible says that
sin has brought that down to death: we are “dead in
trespasses and sins”. But when the Spirit of God comes
to a man, He quickens that spiritual nature; a vital spark
is put within. That is what conversion is, a new life
from God. We are quickened by the Spirit, and with
that quickening comes the illumination of the mind, the
engagement of the affections, the revivifying of the
memory, the energizing of the will; and by and by the
spirit and the mind begin to work in harmony. Then,
as the spiritual nature grows, it brings both the mind
and the body into subjection, and we say of the man’
thus changed, He is a spiritually-minded man. Without
the spirit, he may be a very learned man, but he is a
carnally-minded man. All his thinking is according to
fleshly standards.

That spiritual nature has correspondence with another
world. That is what the Bible means when it says, “Eye
hath not seen, nor ear heard, neither have entered into
the heart of man, the things which God hath prepared
for them that love him. But God hath revealed them
unto us by his Spirit: for the Spirit searcheth all things,
yea, the deep things of God.” The man who is a Christian
has a sixth sense; he has another means of communica-
tion with the outside world because his spiritual nature
is made alive, and brought into correspondence with God.
But the physical nature carries with it the disabilities
and limitations of .a material creation that “groaneth
and travaileth in pain together until now”.

I have known a great many really spiritual men who
had to limp around. ‘“What is wrong, brother?”’ “Oh,
these poor old feet of mine.” We all feel like that some-
times. Say what you will about the body, we cannot do
without it. The psychical nature and the spiritual nature
are both imprisoned within this montal flesh, so that we
cannot do the things that we would. You tell me that
the blood of Jesus Christ has washed away my sins?
Praise the Lord! I am thankful for that. He has given
me the Holy Spirit to illuminate my understanding, so
that in the reading of God’s Word I may understand
something of my inheritance as a Christian. Thank God
for that! But is this physical nature foreign to me?
Must I slough it off entirely? No!

There is nothing in the Bible to teach us to make light
of the body. The Bible says that even our bodies are
the temples of the Holy Ghost. Wonder of wonders, that
God Himself should come and dwell in these imperfect
bodies. But He does. I look over this congregation, and
see many vacant seats. Oh yes, I know someone
is sitting there, but not the person I used to know. I
have been in this pulpit twenty-six years, and as the
Easter occasion comes around, I look over the congrega-
tion and say to myself, He is in glory. She has passed
over the river. We carried their bodies out to God’s acre,
and buried them out of our sight—and how soon we shall
be carried out and buried, none of us know. “If in this
life only we have hope in Christ, we are of all men most
miserable.” If there is no continuity, if there is no
complement in the life beyond, surely we have been mis-
informed and deceived.

The Bible says, “The whole creation groaneth and
travaileth in pain together until now . . . waiting for
the adoption”—what does that mean?—“to wit, the re-
demption of our body.” And when the whole creation
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is. delivered out of the bondage of corruption, into the
glorious liberty of the children of God, then indeed the
work of .redemption will be complete.

II1.

May I call your attention also to the fact that THE-
RESURRECTION OF CHRIST IS INDISPENSABLE TO THE
FuTurRg FELICITY OF THE REDEEMED. I know that young
people, looking forward to life; seem to think that a year
is a long time. I used to feel the day after Christmas that
the next Christmas was an eternity away. Sometimes
I wish now it were! But it comes rapidly enough year

- after year. I suppose the longer we live, the more rapidly

time seems to fly. As we look back twenty or thirty
vears, it seems only yesterday. You who have gray
hairs—you cannot tell whether I have or not; I have the
advantage of you—know the truth of what I am saying.
When men get toward the eveningtime, they are inclined
to say, “Was- it worth while coming at all? Was it
worth while having been born into this world? Is there
nothing better?” .

Yes, there is. The Bible says this is only a brief
probation, that the.real life for which we were made
when God created us, is beyond; and that we can afford
to discount the things of time in order that we may
rightly appraise the things of eternity.

This chapter tells of a time when the bodies of the
saints shall rise again. Do you believe that? I do. The
Bible says so. And their resurrection synchromzes with
the coming of the Lord Jesus. Some day He is coming:
“The Lord himself shall descend from heaven with a
shout, with the voice of the archangel, and with the
trump of God: and the dead in Christ shall rise first:
then we which are alive and-remain shall be caught up
together with them in" the clouds, to meet the Lord in
the air: and so shall we ever be with the Lord.”

Nobody can explain the resurrection. If it were sus-
ceptible, of scientific explanation I would not believe it;
I would class it with a great many othér scientific deduc-
tions that turn out to be untrue. All I can say is that
the Word of God says the dead shall rise. Paul asks,
“Why should it be thought a thing incredible with you,
that God should raise the dead?” 1 would not believe
it were it anywhere else than in the Bible. It is not

possible apart from the mighty power of/God. But .

as Jesus Christ was raised, so shall we be raised: “Christ
the firstfruits; afterward they that are Christ’s at his
coming.” We shall be raised “in a moment, in the
twinkling of an'eye, at the last trump”. “We shall not
all sleep, but we shall all be changed.”

We all need to be changed. Even the best looking
among us could be improved upon! Even the healthiest
of us, could be healthier still. If with our quickened
faculties, we were in the future to have no better bodies,
life would not be worth living over yonder. There never
was but one perfect man in all the world’s history.
Language struggles to describe Him in -that Song of
Songs which is Solomon’s, as the One Whose head “is
as the most fine gold, his locks are bushy, and black as
a raven. His eyes are as the eyes of doves by the rivers
of waters, washed with milk, and fitly set. His cheeks
are as a bed of spices, as sweet flowers: his lips like
lilies, dropping sweet smelling myrrh . . . his mouth is
most sweet: yea, he is altogether lovely This is my
beloved, and this is my friend, O daughters of Jerusalem.”

What a glorious man Jesus was—no wrinkles on His
brow, no marks of disease upon His perfect body. He

“ness.” At last He made Him:

was the physical embodiment, exemplification, of the
ideal which was formed in the mind of the Eternal when
God planned to climax the creative work of the universe, '
saying, ‘“Let us make man in our image, after our like-
“Made of a woman, made
under the law.” Begotten of the Holy Ghost, He came,
the express image of the Father’s person. What a glor-
ious man Jesus Christ was in the days of His flesh, if
only the eyes of men had been open to recognize His
beauty! N

When He descended into the grave, He did not see
corruption: “Thou wilt not leave my soul in hell; neither
wilt thou suffer thine Holy One to see corruption.” He
came forth from the grave in a spiritual body. Corpor-
eal, literal, physical? Of course; yet spiritualized in
some mysterious way. When Jesus Christ showed Him-
self to His disciples He said, “Behold my hands and my

“feet, that it is I myself: handle me, and see; for a spirit

hath not flesh and bones, as ye see me have.” He did
not say.flesh and blood. I like to think that our new
bodies will be animated, not by blood, but by spirit. I
will not be dogmatic about it, but physicians will tell you
that most of our ailments come from the blood. If we
had purer blood we should be healthier. Our Lord, after
His resurrection, had flesh and bones, but His blood had
been poured out for the salvation of the world; he had
none left; His was now a spiritual body.

“Our citizenship is in heaven; from whence also we
look for the Saviour, the Lord Jesus Christ: who shall .
change our vile body”—the body of our humiliation.
What pattern shall He use?—*“that it may be fashioned
like unto his glorious body, according to the working
whereby he is able even to subdue all things unto him-
self.” So that even the angels will say, “How he reminds
us of Jesus Christ!” His image shall be in us, even as
to our bodies.

You say of the friends you have laid away, “I want
them to come back in the same body.” I do not want.my
loved to come back with bodies subject to infirmities:
but with bodies like unto His glorious body; with some
distinguishing marks by which I may recognize them.

What shall be the change? 1 have tirhe only to refer .
you to the Scripture. Paul says it is like sowing seed.
You put some tulip bulbs in the earth last fall and said,
“This is a red tulip, this is a yellow tulip, this is a white
one.” Had.the bulbs not been separated, you could.not -
have told them apart. But in the springtime they began
to grow, by and by to send up shoots, and presently
beautiful flowers, purple, scarlet, yellow, and white. There
is not a chemist living, nor horticulturist—no scientist
of any description—that could turn his microscope on
those bulbs, and: tell you why they produced flowers of
different colours. Nobody knows. Yes; Géd knows. “He
hath made everything beautiful in his time: also he hath
set the world in their heart, so that no man can find out
the work that God maketh from the' beginning to the
end.”

And the biggest job He ever had is to make us beauti-
ful. " But He is going to do that, and fashion our bodies
like unto the body of His glory. This body is sown in
corruption. Martha and Mary were afraid to have the
stone taken away from their brother’s sepulchre, when
he had been dead but four-days. We are going down to
decay; the marks of decay are upon every one of us. We
have to go to the dentist oftener now. “The keepers of
the house shall tremble, and the strong men shall bow .
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themselves, and the grinders cease because they are few,
and -those that look out of the windows be darkened, and
the doors shall be shut in the streets, when the sound
of the grinding is low, and he shall rise up at the voice
of the bird, and all the daughters of musick shall be
brought low; also when they shall be afraid of that which
is high, and fears shall be in the way, and the almond
tree.shall flourish, and the grasshopper shall be a burden,
and desire shall fail: because man goeth to his long home,
and the mourners go about the streets: or ever the silver
cord be loosed, or the golden bowl be broken, or the
pitcher be broken at the fountain, or the wheel broken
at the cistern. Then shall the dust return to the earth
as it was: and.the spirit shall .return unto God who
gave it.” . : .

“It is sown in dishonour”? Yes. You see a man proud
of his strength, an athletic figure. Some people are

" tired—he never is. Other people must be careful—he is

never careful; he is strong. He “rejoiceth as a strong
man to run a race.” But after a while he finds he is
not running as fast as he used to. -He slows down a bit.
By and by the strong man bows himself. That maghifi-

_ cent body is laid aside, and men say, “He is gone.”

Deéath is cruel. He has never been anything but an

enemy to any one of us. What have you to say when you

lay that strong man at last in the grave? “He is beaten.
He is vanquished. Death, the conqueror of us all, has
put his heel upon him.” But, hallelujah, “it is raised in
glory.” “It is sown in weakness; it is raised in power.
“So then”, says our text, “this corruptible must put on

incorruption, and this mortal must put on immortality. .

So when this corruptible shall have put on incorruption,
and this mortal shall have put on immortality”’—in every
respect that new body will be like unto the body of Jesus
Christ—"“Then shall be brought to pass the saying that
is written, Death is swallowed up in victory.” He ex-
tracted the sting of death when He put His conquering
heel upon 'it, and robbed it of its victory, for *“the sting
of death is sin; and the strength of sin is the law. But

thanks be to God, which giveth us the victory throughl

our Lord Jesus Christ.”

THE WEEK END IN JARVIS STREET

Another happy Good Friday and Easter Sunday have
come and gone. Friday evening the church was crowded
for the service of praise, and again Sunday morning and
evening there were great congregations. On all three
occasions the choir was augmented to the number of
about one hundred and fifty, including the junior choir.
Mr. W. J. Hutchinson was master of them all, and the
children- were the star singers. We have said it before
but it does us good to repeat it, that we have never known

-Mr. Hutchinson’s equal as a leader of children—whether

in singing—or teaching—or playing—at a picnic. Space
limits our speech, we can only say that the choir was
better than ever and Mr. Hutchinson was superb.

NEWS OF UNION CHURCHES

) . - Brantford o

Easter Sunday was a ‘good day at the Shenstone Me-
morial Baptist Church, Brantford, where Rev. A. C. Whit-
combe is pastor. The é
ing and evening services and added much to the enjoyment
of the services. At the Sunday school in the afternoon there
were over two hundred present, and the Children’s Choir
assisted in the afternoon broadcast.

On Monday evening a number of Young People from the.

Shenstone Church travelled by bus to join with the Galt Bap-
tist Church Young People. Rev. A. C. Whitcombe gave the
address of the evening, and a very happy and profitable
time was spent in this way., -

” -

hildren’s Choir assisted at both morn-

THE ADDRESS ON SEPARATE SCHOOLS

- We publish in this issue an address on the Separate
School question in Ontario, delivered by the Editor Tues-
day evening, April 14th, in Jarvis Street Church. We
publish it for the sake of our Canadian readers, and also
because certain matters contained therein have a much
wider interest and application than the Province of On-
tario, or even the Dominion of Canada.

Our out-of-town readers may be interested in knowing
something about the meeting. It was announced in the
papers Saturday, Monday, and Tuesday. There was no
organization, and no other effort to secure a congrega-
tion; but there were somewhere between fifteen hundred
and two thousand people. ~The church was packed in
every part. *

The first edition of five thousand copies of the address
in booklet form has already.been published, and may be ’
obtained at THE GOSPEL WITNESS office.  (See adver-
tisement on last page.)

For the information of our readers we report that The .
Evening Telegram gave two and a .third columns to a
report of the address, under large headlines. We give
the reporter’s impression of the service in the opening
paragraphs below. As the address is printed in full on
page seven it is not necessary to give more.

Our readers will not be surprised fo learn that The
Toronto Globe failed to report that a meeting had been
held. Other Toronto papers reported the meeting and
The Telegram printed the section of the address relating
to The Globe entire.

The Evening Tele'gram’s Report

“‘If I hadn’t a bigger job in hand I'd stand for the
Legislature myself and I would delight in having the
honour of meeting on the public platform the Hon.
‘Midget’ F. Hepburn himself. We have got to awaken
public opinion on this question. You know governments
with huge majorities such as that of the Hepburn Ad-
ministration are ‘short-lived—they lose their heads.

“‘If I were Premier of this province I would not in
the present state of public opinion interfere with the
Liquor Control Act, inasmuch as it is on the statute
books by popular vote. I would repeal the beverage
room law and T would repeal this iniquitous measure of
last week, and I would move immediately for the aboli-
tion of separate schools in Ontario.’

“Amid vociferous applause from an immense audience
that packed the auditorium of Jarvis Street Baptist
Church, overflowed the galleries, packed extra seats
brought to the front and even crowded on to the plat-
form, Rev. T. T. Shields, D.D., pastor of Jarvis Street
Baptist Church thus concluded an impassioned address
last night, in which he condemned the Hepburn Govern-.
ment’s amendments to the school tax laws of the prov-

-ince. , .

Applause and Cheers

“He gave his address the title, ‘The Hepburn Govern-
ment’s Betrayal of Its Public Trust by Diverting Public
School Revenue to the Support of Roman Catholic Separ-
ate Schools.’. ) '

“He was frequently interrupted by.outbursts of ap-
plause and his- reference to the possibility of his enter-
ing the political arena brought cheers from the immense
throng. .

“When referring to the beverage rooms law he re-
marked, ‘I voted for Roebuck, you know’, the crowd
roared. . After the. laughter had subsided someéwhat he
added mournfully, ‘But névef again—never ‘again.’ The
audience went‘wild with cheering at this statement.

“The 'meeting opened with prayer and the singing of
several hymns.” .

~




" the world's troubles.

.- between the frailty and :short 'duration of man’s
. on this earth, and -the steadfastness and .eternal continuity

" “And this is the word ‘which by the
.-you” (I Pet. 1:25).
" 4:12), true, wise, good, and gracious.’
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Whole Bnble Course Lesson Leaf

REV.. ALEX THOMSON 'EDITOR

Sécond Quarter Lesson 17 - April 26th, '1936

ZION COMFORTED
Lesson Text: Isaiah, chapter 40. - ;

Golden Text: “He giveth power -to the faint; and to them
" that have no might he increaseth strength. Even the

Vol. 11

youths shall faint and be weary, and the young men shall .

. utterly fall: but they that wait upon the Lord shall renew
their strength; they shall mournit up with wings as eagles;

* they. shall riin,. and not be weary; and they shall walk,
" éhd not faint.”—Isaiah 40:29-31. . S

. Blble School Readmg. Isalah 40:1-17.

* DAILY BIBLE READINGS' Monday—Deut 5:1-10; Tues- . creation, manifest in the wonders of the heavens and the

. earth (Ps. 83:4; 19:1-6).

day—Ps. 19:1-6; Wednesday—Ps. 40:1-5; Tllursday—Mal
4:1-6; Friday—Luke 8:1-9; Saturday—Acts 4:13-22,*

‘. COMFORTABLE SPEECH (vs. 1, 2)—With this cha ter' '
& the sect})lnd fpart of the book begins. In the former part
“ 'is much o

judgment affecting Israel, and certain Gentrle
In this (piart there is much of blessing, extending
future ‘Messianic times.. In

nations.
into post-exilic

hath received of the ‘Lord’s hand double for all her sins”:

- The message of these verses seems to point to a yet future-

complete fulfilment. Note the fact of divine -comfort, and
its application to the people of God in these days (2 Cor.
1:3, 4). There is a neéd for such comfort in’'the midst of
Fellowship with God is a possibility
now (I John 1:3), and a bnght prospect is before each

" child of God (I Pet. 1:3-5).

THE FORERUN NER (vs. 3-5)—In this’ sectlon there is am |
intimation . of the coming of the Messiah, and, as heralds -
preceded an eastern nmonarch, and prepared the way for their.

voyal master on his journey, so it is promised that one would
come before Him who ,would act similarly in the spiritual
sphere. The Holy Spirit applies this scripture to John the
Baptist who pre; 1\Xared the way of the Lord by leading many
to repentance (
at the present time. (Acts 17:30),:the purpose of the Lord’s
coming to this earth (Luke 19:10), and the prediction of
His return (John 14:3). Ohserve also the character of the
forerunner, and the mission of each- cluld of God to lead
others to repentance. -

"'MAN’S FRAILTY (vs. 6- 8)—A contrast is instituted here
existence

of the word of God. Peter, referring to thls seripture, says,
ospel is preached unto
od” is powerf.ul (Heb.
Obedience to it brings
blessing (Deut.. 28: 1, 2), while dlsobedlence thereto involves
Judgment and: loss (Deut 28:15). It‘is needed by men, and
18 recorded in the Bible. Note also the uncertainty of man’s

The word of

-life, and the necessity for: reparatmn for etermty The life -
of man isas a vapour ‘(Jas. 4:14).

“GOOD TIDINGS—(vs..9-11)—In this section those who

. pubhsh the good tidings respecting the return. of the exiles

to their own land are enjoined to do so with boldness. They

.are directed to' lift up the voice ‘boldly and be not afraid; -

and to “say ‘unto the cities of Judah, -Behold your God.’ "
His strength is referred to, together w1th His reward, and

- His. care over His own. His power would be manifest
- dgainst His enemies, and, in favour of His own. The mes-
sengers of God have no cause for fear at any time (Heb. .

13:6). In Old Testament times they . were 'fearless, as
Samuel (I Sam. 15), and Amos (Amos 7:10-17); and in the

. days succeeding Pentecost the members of the church were
characterized by boldness ‘(Aects 4:81).
" of this.era, as in the past;Telates to the manifestation of °

The ‘divine message

the power of God—a message of salvation (Rom. 1:186).
Note the’ description of the work of the Lord. He shall

the previous:
chapter prediction is made of the Babylonian captivity. 'In:
the chapter -of. this lesson comfort is given respecting the.,
blessing  which -would follow the restoration -of the people
"to their own land. Thé. command is given to speak com-:
. fortably to Jerusalem, and inform her of the cessation of
* her warfare, and the pardoning of her iniquity, “for she’

- worship Him in spirit and in truth (John 4:24).

att. 3:3). Note the necessity for repentance. .

' rule, reward feed, gather, carry and lead. He is referred

to as the Ruler, the Rewarder, and the Shepherd (Rev. 1:5;
22:12; . John 10:11). It was.a messainsof cheer unto Hrs
own people, and the gospel of:Jesus C

ings, for it tells of salvation from the power, penalty, and
presence of sin. !

DIVINE. WISDOM (vs 12-17)——The messengers were
directed to proclalm the message of God, and tell of His
gork and in these versés thé great wisdom and power of

od are set forth.in reldtion to the realm of nature. Due

to divine wisdom the heavens and the earth are rightly pro- .

portioned in reference to their various properties. God
created the same directly, and not by evolution (Gen, 1:1).
In contrast with Him, men 'are insignificant and helpless
“They are counted to "him less than nothing, and vanity.”
How foolish then to rebel against Him! They are dep end--
ent on Him for life, and for all that makes life worth' 11

' He is also the source of knowledge, wisdom, and understan

ing. Noteé the greatness of His wisdom and power’ in His

His works bring glory to His
name, and man is meant to do likewise,

THE GRAVEN IMAGE (vs. 19-20)—The greatness. of God

having been ‘set forth, the foolishness of making an image
of . Him is emphas1zed Two kinds of images are indicated,

. the elaborate and the s1mp1e, and both give evidence of the
Obserye in the first place the impossibil- -

sinfulness of men.
ity of making a sultable image of God. No one on earth
has ever seen Him. He.is Spirit (John 4:24), and He is
too great for man to liken Him to.anything on this earth.
It may further be noted ‘that the makin of images is for-
bidden by God (Ex. 20:4-6). Images used in worship gener-
ally receive the adoration which ought alone to be given to
God; and corruption of séme kind always accompanies such
an exercise, as well as false views of God. Images are not
required in worship. To please God in this respect, we must
When the
heart is_right with God, it will desire nothing between it
and its Lord. The ntuallsm and use of material objects in
s0 many religious services of the présent time give evidence
of a backward and backslidden'state of heart, if not, in
many cases, of a heart at enmlty -against God.

- THE GREATNESS OF GOD- (vs. 21- 27)—The folly of

* idolatry is again shown in these verses, and the fact is
- emphasized that God attends to the needs of His people.
: It 1s intimated the people should have known this, and there
.. is'no doubt they were in possession of such knowledge, but

knowledge alone will not keep people in the rli ht way.
Many persons in the present day know what to do, but do it

- not. . There must be willingness to accept of the help of

God to, give strength in life and service. Note the exalted
position of God, the form of the earth, the smallness of man,
the judgment of the leaders who had led the people astray,
the power and knowledge ‘of God, and the assurance of God’s
care-over His own. It is blessed indeed when we can say,
“This God is our, God.” And it is encouraging to meditate
on, and experlence, His almighty power. In general, we
are sadly lacking in faith in such a God. Think of what He
can do,' of what He is willing to do, and of what He has
done; and then let us see to it that we are in the place where'
He can use us.

THE EVERLASTING GOD (vs. 28-31)—In these closing,

verses of the chapter further encouragement is given to trust’ -

in God, by a statement concernin dg His nature and work.
He is the Everlasting God, ‘the Lord, the Creator of the ends
of the earth. He fainteth not, neither is weary, and there is
no searching of His understandmg He is the All-sufficient
One, ever ready to aid those who come unto Him, The help
given such persons is then mdmated

strengt » “Without Hlm, we can do nothing (John 15:5),
but in His strength.we c¢an do all things (Phil. 4:13).
that wait on Him “shall renew their strength”. They shall
find His grace sufficient’ for every circumstance of life (2
Cor. 12:9). “They shall mount up with: wings as eagles;
they shall run, and not be weary; and they shall walk, and
not faint.” Every duty is taken care of; every obstacle is
overcome. Every phase of activity is prov:ded for. Note
these phases of activity as soaring, running, and walking,
It is God’s intention that we should live wctonously, and
for this He has provided the power; but we must wait on
Hlm for the receiving of the same.

t is also good tid- -

“He' giveth power to’
the faint, and to them that have no might he increaseth’

They:
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. variable’ as the laws which regulate the vicissitudes of day
- and night, the ebb and flow of tides, and all the phenomena I need not argue the point, but merely assert the fact,

- -religious.

: _]llSt as truly a political system as it is a religious system. stance of that tract by a few plain’

" the entrance I saw a little booklet by Cardinal Mercier, of
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| Tlre Hepburn Government s Betrayal of Its Public Trust by Dlvertmg Publlc'-

_“School Revenue to the Support of Roman Catholic Separate Schools’

' : ‘ ~An Address Delivered in Jarvis St. Baptist Church, Toronto, .
X ' . Tuesday Evening, April 14th, 1936 : :

v L © ] By DR. T. T. SHIELDS o,

We live in a 'day when, in matters of - religion ‘or of Catholics”. Cardinal Mercier was very much in the
morals, in questions of rrght as against wrong, and public eye at the time, and I threw down my penny, and
truth as against error, it seems to be popular to follow took the booklet. On reading it later I discovered that
the. line of least resistance, and to drift with the tide. Mercier said it was the duty of all Catholics to encourage
Society generally, whether considered within the,garrow -their children to marry at maturity, and to produce a
compass of a small community, or as a nation, or in rela- population for ‘the church. I have never seen the dis-

" tionships that are international, is in a state of flux. tinction between Christianity in the New Testament sense,

Because this is so, it seems that anyone who ventures a and Roman Catholicism, .more clearly defined. Christian-
protest against anythirig is put on the defensive, and must ity is propagated ‘and *Christians are mulnphed by a
justify his protest. | . spiritual birth: “Ye must be born again.” Roman Catho-

I believe that principles of rlghteousness of truth of licism is propagated always by carnal, or natural, means,

’ equ:ty, are more than expressions of the opinion.of the It is essentially a carnal, or natural, religion; and the

majority. I am old-fashioned enough to’ believe -that the weapons of its warfare are always carnal weapons.

Decalogue still stands, and that the moral law is as in- - Rome’s Claim to Ternpo‘ral Power |

of nature. We shall not be disturbed therefore if to- that the Roman Catholic Church has always claimed tem-

“morrow Thé Mail and Empire should -print another poral power for its Pontiff. It is the teaching of Rome
" editorial entitled, “Dr. Shields on thé rampage again”. , that the Pope is the representative of God on earth, His

The police—that 1s, when they dg.their duty—always vicar or vicegerent; and that he is really superior to all
go “on ‘the rampage” when criminals are about. _\Nhen- earthly kings. And, indeed, that the head of any nation
ever a ﬁre alarm is sounded, the fire brigade goes “on a- ,who holds his position of rulership otherwise than by the
rampage?”. And whenever wrong is, perpetrated, honest® "sovereign Pontiff’s consent, is an usurper.

, men should go “on the rampage”, at least to_this extent:; -

they should protest with all their mlght and do their ut-- Europe’s Bloody History :
‘most to right the wrong. " 1 need only cite Europe’s bloody history for nearly a
The Separate School a Relngrous Issue " thousarid years in attestation of that fact. It is the teach-

. ing of Rome that all who are not Roman Catholics are

heretics, and that all Roman Catholics owe their primary -
- 'obedience and loyalty to the Pope; that his is the supreme
" authority on earth, and that all other authorities are
secondary and subordinate to him. It follows therefore .
that no truly loyal Roman Catholic can, in the nature of

The Separate School question is essentially a religious
question. Disguisé lt as you may, at, the foundation it is

It would be mpossrble to arrive at a correct d1agnosrs
of the case before us-without some study of its history.
Brushing aside all secondary matters, that which lies at .
the base of the present agitation is not only religion, but .. :rl::n:ase, be 2 loyal subject of any non-Catholic govern-
the Roman Catholic religion. As a matter of fact, it is '

not Dr. Shields in this instance, nor any other protesting I think no one would charge that John Wesley was an
person or body of persons, . but Roman Catholicism, -illiberal or intolerdant man. The founder of Methodism

which is once more “on the rampage”. was, indeed, the reverse. Yet this is. what John Wesley

lns to say upon this sub]ect
What Is Roman Catholicism?

"What is Roman Catholicism? As a rehgron, 1t is en-
titled to the utmost freedom of exercise. I believe in'

TOLERATION OF ROMANISM

" The following appeared in the PUBLIC ‘ADVERTISER in
1780 and now that public attention is drawn to this subject,

- absolute liberty of conscience. I beliéve that the con- in connection with Parliamentary and other matters, the

sciences of men should be subject.to no human inhibition.* letter will be read with special interest:—-

- T would contend with the utmost,earnestness for the free-s  “Sir: Some time ago a pamphlet was sent me, entitled,

dom of Roman Catholics to worship God according to the . ‘An “Appeal from the Protestant Assocratlon to the People

. of Great Britain’. A day or two since a kind. of answer
lchl;:ta.tes ;)f their own fconscmnces hS% Woﬁld I fgr }tlhe to this was put into my hand, which pronounces ‘its style
iberty of conscience of any man, whether Roman Catho- . contemptible, its reasoning futﬂe, and its object. malicious’.

lic, Mohammedan, Jew, or any and every form of reli- On the. contrary, I think the style of it clear, easy, and

glon that is called Christian. | natural; the reasoning in general strong and conclusive; the

:But Roman Cath0|1c1sm differs essentially from pure object or design kind and benevolent. And in pursuance of

Chrlstramty in that it is a rellgeo pohtrcal system It is. happy Constitution—I shall endeavou i to confirm the sub-

guments, With per-

Durmg the Great War I went into the Westminster secution I have nothing to do. . I persecute no man for, his *
Roman Catholic Church in London. On a book stall in rehgrous principles. Let there be as ‘boundless a.freedom -
in religion’ as any man can conceive. But this does.not

touch the point. I will set religion, true or false, utterly out
Belg1um T thmk the title of the booklet wa.s, ‘The Duty. of the question. Suppo:e the Blble,' if you, please, toybe a.

T A

this kind. and benevolent design—namely, to preserve' our.
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fable, and the Koran to be the Word of God. 1 consider not
whether the Romish religion be true or false; I build npthmg
on one or the other supposition. . Therefore, away with _all
common-place declamation about intolerance and persecution
for religion! Suppose every word of Pope Pius’ creed to
be true; suppose the Council of Trent to have been infallible;
yet I insist that no Government not Roman Catholic- ought
to tolerate men of the Roman Catholic persuasion. I prove
this by a plain argument (let him answer it that can). That
‘no Roman Catholic does or can give security for his alleglanqe
or peaceable behaviour, I prove thus: It is a Roman Catholic
maxim, established, not by private men, but by a public
council, that ‘No faith is to be kept with hereties’. This ha;s
béen openly avowed by the Council of Constance; but it
‘never was openly disclaimed. Whether private persons avow
or disavow it, it is a fixed maxim of the Church of Rome.
But, as long as it is so, it is plain that the members of that
Church can give no reasonable security to any government
of their allegiance or peaceable behaviour. Therefore they
ought not to be tolerated by any Government—Protestant,
Mohammedan, or Pagan. You may say, ‘Nay, but they will
take an oath of allegiance’. True, five hundred oaths; but

the maxim, ‘No faith is to be kept with heretics’, sweeps -

them all away as a spider’s web. -So that still no governors
that are not Roman Catholics can have any security of their
allegiance. Again, those who acknowledge the spiritual
power of the Pope can give no security for their allegiance
to any Government; but all Roman Catholics acknowledge
this; therefore they can give no security for their allegiance.
The power of granting pardon for all sins, past, present, and
to come, is, and has been for many centuries, one branch of
his special power. But those who acknowledge him to have
this spiritual power ¢an give no security for their allegiance,
since they believe the Pope can pardon rebellions, high
treason, and all other sins whatsoever. The power of dis-
pensing with any promise, oath, or vow, is another branch of
the spiritual power of the Pope. And all who acknowledge
his spiritual power must acknowledge this. But whoever
acknowledges the dispensing power of the Pope can give no
security for his allegiance to any Government. Oaths and
promises are none; they are light as air; a dispensation
makes them all null and void. Nay, not only the Pope, but
even a priest can forgive sins! This is an essential doetrine
of the Church of Rome. But they that acknowledge this,
cannot possibly give any security for their allegiance to any
Government. Oaths are no security at all; for the priest ean
pardon both perjury and high treason. Setting, then, re-
ligion aside, it is plain that, upon principles of reason, no
Government ought to tolerate mern who .cannot give any
security ‘to that Government for their allegiance and peace-
able behaviour. But this no Romanist can do, not only while
he holds that ‘no faith is to be kept with heretics’, but so
long as he acknowledges either priestly absolution or the
spiritual power of the Pope. ‘But the late Act’ (you say)
‘does not either tolerate or encourage Roman Catholics’. I
appeal to matter of fact. Do not the Romanists themselves
understand it as a toleration? You know they do. And does it
not already (let alone what it may do by and by) encourage
them to preach openly, to build chapels (at Bath and

elsewhere), to raise seminaries, and to make numerous con-

verts day by day to their intolerant, persecuting principles?
I can point out, if need be, several of the persons. And they
are increasing daily. ‘But nothing dangerous to English
liberty is to.be apprehended from them’. I am not certain
of that. Some time since a Romish priest came to one I
knew; and, after talking with her largely, broke out, ‘You
are no- heretic; you have the experience of a real Christian’.
‘And would you’ she asked, ‘burn me alive?’ He said, ‘God
forbid! umless it were for the good of the Church’. Now
what security could she have had for her life, if it had de-
pended on that man? The good of the Church would have
burst all ties of truth, justice, and mercy; specially when
seconded by the absolution of a priest, or (if need were) a
papal pardon. .

“If any one please to answer this, and set his name, I shall
probably reply. But_the productions of anonymous writers
I do not promise to €ake notice of. )

I am, Sir, -
Your humble servant,
. “John Wesley.”

“City Road, January 21st, 1780.”

But that was in the eighteenth century, and this is the
twentieth century. . Let me quote then from a pamphlet .
written by Sir Alexander T. Galt, one of the Fathers of {
Confederation, published only nine years after 'Con- 1
federation, 1876, and entitled, “Church and State”. He ‘

--A Father of Confedetation . }

quotes as follows from the fifth Provincial Council of
the Hierarchy held at Quebec in 1873:

"“We assert that the Chureh is a perfect Society, independ-
ent of the Civil power and Superior to it. Between the
religious authority of this Society (the fulness of which
authority resides in the Roman Pontiff) and the political (/
power of the Christian ruler there exists, from the very
nature of things, such a relation, that the latter is to the K
former not only negatively but also positively subordinate,
although indirectly so. The Civil power can do nothing.
which tends to the injury of the Church, and ought to abstain
from such acts as would clash with the laws of the Chureh,
and, indeed, should also, at the request of the Church, co-
operate toward its benefit and the attainment of its super-
natural end. This is the true doctrine of Boniface the
Eighth, in the Bull Unam Sanctem, in which he teaches that |
the material sword should be subordinate to the spiritual
sword, and should be used for the Church, but not against
the Church. The opinion of the Fathers is the same who
write that the Civil power has been instituted by God for
the protection and care of the Church.” ]

—p. 21 Church and State.
. He quotes one of the Bishops, Bourget, as saying:

“Each one of you can and ought to say in the interior of (
his soul, ‘I hear my Curé; my Curé hears the Bishop; the ‘
Bishop hears the Pope, and the Pope hears our Lord Jesus
Christ, who aids with his Holy Spirit to render them infal-

lible-on the teaching and government of His Church’.”

r

—p. 28 Church and State.

Sir Alexander Galt thus summarizes his argument :

“The extracts given prove in the most authentic manner
possible, that the Roman Catholic Church in Quebec extends
its demands— .

1. To the general assertion of the superiority of ecclesi-
astical over civil authority. '

2. To positive interference with both voters. and candi-
dates in the Elections.

3. To the exercise of proscription against the press.

4. To the condemnation of freedom of speech, in opposition
to the judgment of the Privy Council. ’

“And Lastly.—To the extraordinary proposition that. the .
Divine assistance claimed to be given to the Pope alone, when
speaking ex cathedra on ‘faith and morals’, descends with
undiminished forece to the Bishops, Priests and Curés.

—p. 24 Church and State.

But we need not go back to 1876: we can quote from
occurrences sixty years later; for, in the Province of
Quebec, ecclesiastical law has repeatedly been held,
even by the courts, to take precedence of the civil-law;
and the supreme legal authority of the Empire has
been repeatedly defied by the annulment of marriages
which, by Imperial Privy Council decision, have been
held to be valid. v

What Has Rome Done for the Nations? ) ’ |

We may reasonably ask—and to ask the question is |
to answer it—What has Roman Catholicism done for™ |
the nations which have become subject to it? There

was a time when there was scarcely a government in |
Europe which did not recognize and acknowledge the |
supremacy, and indeed the sovereignty, of the Holy o |
See. The Reformation did much to deliver Europe |

“from the domination of the Pope. It liberated Ger-

many, Switzerland, Norway, Sweden, Denmark,
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Holland, Finland, England and other countries, from
the dominance of Rome.

But there were some countrles which resisted the
prmmples of the Reformiation, and became the instru-
ments of the Roman Catholic Church in her efforts to
regain those countries of which the Reformation had
deprived her. Italy, Austria, Spain, Portugal, and
particularly France, were among those which were
ower in its endeavour to
recapture Europe. The most formidable of these was
France, the most trusted child of the church. To refer
to one conspicuous example of her. zeal, we need
only mention the .massacré of Saint Bartholemew, with

. its fifteen thousand dead in Paris, and its upward of

sixty thousand Huguenots who perished in that
bloody persecution throughout France.

The Price of Devotion™to Rome °

But what happened to those countries? They all
paid the price of their devotion to Rome, France being
the Igst so to do. And when France turned upon the
instrument of the church, at last, in terrible ven-
geance, more than a million perished in the bloody
French Revolution. But by these events the temporal
power of the Papacy in Europe was largely broken
and repudiated.

The Napoleonic wars were really a phase of the
French Revolution, and issued in the loss of Rome
itself to the Popes.

Victor Hugo on the Papacy

No nation has known more  intimately the power
and effect of the Papacy than France. Hear what
Victor Hugo said of the influence of Rome:

“And you claim the liberty of teaching. Stop! be sincere;
let us understand the liberty which you claim. It’is the liberty
of not teaching. You wish us to give you the people to in-
struct. Very well. Let us see your pupils. Let us see those
you produced. What have you done for Italy? What hayve
you done for Spain? For centuries you have kept in your
hands, at your discretion, at your school, these two great na-
tions, illustrious among the illustrious. What h#ve you done
for them? I ghall tell you. Thanks to you, Italy, whose name
no man who thinks can any longer pronounce w1thout inex-
pressible filial emotions—Italy, mother of genius and of

- nations, which has spread over fall the universe all the most

brilliant marvels of poetry and arts, Italy—which has taught
mankind to read—now knows not how to read! Yes, Italy is
of all the states of Europe, that where the smallest number
know how to read! Spain, magnificently endowed' Spain,
which received from the Romans her first civilization; from
the Arabs her second civilization; from Providence and in
spite of you, a world America—Spain, thanks to you, a yoke
of stupor, which is a. yoke of degradation and decay; Spain
has lost this secret power which it had from the Romans;
this genius of art which it had from the Arabs; this world
which it had from God, and in exchange for all you have
made it lose, it-has recewed from you the Inquisition—the
Inquisition, which certain men of the party tried to-day to
re-establish; which has burned on the funeral pile millions
of men;- -the Inquisition which disinterred the dead to burn
them as hereties; which ‘declared the children of heretics

. infamous and incapable of any public honors, excepting only
those who. shall have denounced their fathers; the IanJlSl--
' tion, which, while I speak, still holds in the Papal library
' the manuscripts of Galileo sealed under the Papal signet.

These are your masterpieces. This fire which we call Italy
you have extinguished. This colossus that we eall Spain
you have undermined—the one in ashes, the other in ruins.
This is ‘what you have done for two great nations. What
do you wish to do for France? Stop! you have just come
from Rome! I congratulate you, you have had fine success

- there. You came from gagging the Roman people, and now

you wish to gag the French people. ‘I understand. This

attempt is still more fine, but take care, it is dangerous.
France is a lion, and is still alive!”

Rome’s Attitude Toward Education

We come now to a consideration of the attitude of the
Roman Catholic Church toward education.

It is not surprising that she should always insist
upon the education of her people. The necessity for
her doing so inheres in Roman Catholicism itself.
Roman Catholicism is a paganised form of Christian-
ity. It abounds with superstitions and idolatries, and
it can survive only as it is deeply rooted in the minds
of little .children. @ The Separate School primarily
exists to inculcate in its scholars the doctrines of
Roman Catholicism. The Roman: Catholic Church is
always more concerned about the children than the
adults. She knows that if she can implant her super-
stitions in the minds of little children, if, in the forma-
tive years, they can be taught that the priest is the
representative of Christ, and has power of absolution,
and absolute authority over their souls, and if thcy
can prejudice the Joung minds, as they do, against
every other form of religion, threatening” them with
all kinds of penalties should they open their minds to
.anything contrary to the teachings of Rome, they have
secured a hold upon the children whlch it will be very
difficult in later years to break,

In the last year of the Great War I made a tour
of Ireland, and had the opportunity of discussing the
Irish probl-em with leaders of all sorts, in the North
and in the South. I need not enumerate them; but
one thing I may say.. Asked by the Provost of Tr1mty
College, Dublin, the purpose of my visit to Ireland,
and of my many enquiries, I said that I was endeavour-
illg to secure firsthand information of the Irish ques-
ti To which he said, “And what progress have
you made?” T said, “I think I have had opportunity
of conversing with some representatlve of nearly every
shade of Irish political opinion.” The old gentleman
shook his head and said, “Not unless you have inter-
viewed every individual Irishman!”

Interview With Lord Carson

But following that tour of Ireland, I had what I
then thought — and still think — the distinguished
honour of receiving an invitation from Lord Carson
to have dinner with him in London. I gladly accepted
the invitation ; and, sitting with him at his own table,
discussed the Irish question. He asked me for my

. oplmon and T expressed my reluctance to state an

opinion to such an expert. He smilingly replied, how-

ever, that he would like to hear what I thought of the’

matter. In-brief, I said to him, “Well, I believe that,
fundamentally, your Irish problem is an educational
one.” He asked the ground for that opinion. I re-
plied that T found many of the people of Ireland living
still in the days of Oliver Cromwell; that they became
furiously angry as they referred to the terrible Ollver,
and to all that he had done in Ireland. :

I then pointed out that it is unusual for people to
live two hundred and fifty- or more years behind their
time, and unnatural unless they were being taught so
to do. T said that somebody was teaching the people
of Ireland to nurse the grievances of twbo hundred and
fifty years ago, whether real or imaginary, and that it
was that fact which had led me to believe the Irish prob-
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lem was an -educational one. “Thus fir,” Lord Carson
said, “I believe.you are quite correct.,. What remedy

* would you prescribe?” - To which I replled “I would

take education out of the hands of Roman Catholics
and Protestants alike. I would arrange a system of
purely secular education, making all religions equal
under the law, and allowing all churches'to teach with
absolute freedom thexr own tenets—at their own
expense.” v

.As I paused Lord Carson sald And what else
would you propose?”’ To which I answered, “Twenty-
five years of impartial, inexorable, British rule.” To
that he answered, “If you could do .that, you could
solve the Irish pro'blem But you propose an impossi-
bility. The Roman Catholic Church will never sur-
render its control of the education of her own people;
for the reason that her very life depends wpon it.”

History of Education in Canada
That is borne out by the history of education in

Canada—not in Ontario only, but in Canada as a’

whole.

with the Roman Catholic hierarchy, from 1841 until
now. Sometimes the battle has raged fiercely, some-,
times there has been a certain quietness. for -a little
while! but ever and anon the Hierarchy has gone “on the
rampage again”, ) '

Prmcnples of Separate Schools .

. It may be appropriate at this point to consider some
of the principles involved in Separate School educa-
tion. If it be true—and I hold that it is, mdisputable
—that the" Separate School is essentially a religious
school, existing primarily for the purpose of propagat-
ing the tenefs of Rome, then it follows that under that
system the Roman Catholic Church enjoys .2 privilege
If Roman

felieved from. the support of the public schools, and
permitted to divert their school taxes to the support
of schools under the dlrectxon of their own church,

-'which shall teach the doctrines of their church, then

members of all .other religious bodies have an equal
rlght to the same privilege. The Jews have'a right
to their own schools. -People of‘no religion at all have

The history of the develSpment of our edu-,
cational system in Ontario is a record of long conflict..

. gentleman to hear..

the right fo send their children to a purely' secular -

school.

I think I am' within the truth when I say that if all
the tax-payers who belong to this church were per-
mitted to withhold the amount of their.school taxes

. from the public schools, and. pool them in an".educa-

tional fund, the members of this church: woéuld prob-
ably be able to secure money enough’ to ‘maintain a
Baptist school in_which our‘¢hildren could be taught
the principles for which we 'stand, not Sunday morn-

ing alone, but every day of the week. Bu} we, under -

the law, have no right to do so. Whether we like it
or not, we are compelled to support the pubhc school
system

" National Schools Desu:able

T would ‘not be misunderstood. Personally, T am of °

the opinion that there should be no denominational
primary schools. ‘T believe -when people .of different
nationalities congregate in this country, and families
grow up about them, that all these chlldren should be

‘disagree:’

fused into one common cxtlzenshxp in a system of
national schools.

Separauon of Church and State

I believe in the absolute separation of church and
state. I do not believe in the exemption of church .
property from taxation; for by such exemption addi-
tional burdens are placed upon the shoulders of the

to pay to the support of churches. -

This church, for a number of years, assessed and taxed
itself, and voluntanly paid about $1,200 a year to the
City Hall. It paid a total of more than $20,000 into

‘the city treasury, in the hope of setting an examiple to

other churches, and creating a public sentiment which .
would result at last in -the taxation of all church

property. .
No Part of the Smte’s Function to Teach Rellglon

.\

. péople generally, and indirectly they dre thus compelled .

Furthermore, it.is no part of the function of the

state to teach religion. The cofisciences of men should
be free, and people should not be compelled tQ- pay
taxes for the support of a system of education which
teaches religious tenets of which their ‘consciences
do ‘not approve.

At this point perhaps I may as well call attention

to the proposal of the Minister of Education, Dr.
Simpson, to introduce into the public schools of Ontario
a'system of rehglous instruction, I rece:ved only to-
day a letter from’a gentléman who said, not.unkindly, .
that he thought we should be illogical .to oppose the

principle of Separate Schools while freely accepting’
tax-exemption in respect to church property ; and that
he Had not yet heard any protest from me, or from any

‘other minister, against -the proposal to tmch rehgxon

in the schools o
N\

I am sorry I did not speak -loudly enough for the
I gave a statement to the :préss
immediately, and printed an article in my .own' paper’
last week, in which'I said that public school teachers
became, by virtue of their employment as teachers,
servants of ‘the state; and, while théy were. of sound
moral character, and educatlonally fitted” for their
positiof, they were not ngcessarily competent to teach
religion. - Theré ar¢ many preachers and teachers of
religion ;in Toronto who do not agree with me in
matters of religion, and with whose views I strongly
*To me, the Bible is the word of God from
beginning to.end. I believe in its absolute infallibility,
and therefore that it is.of supreme authority in matters
of faith and practice. But I should strongly object to
a Modernistic school teacher being paid by money
supplied out of my taxes to teach the chxldren that
the Bible is not the word of God. ~ . .

If the Minister of Education should be foolish
enough to adopt any’ such course as he ‘proposes, I
am sure he will raise such a storm as he’ has not
dreamed of. There would. be a passive resistance

movement here as in England.” ‘For myself, I would .

absolutely réfuse to pay taxes to the support of-such
schools. I would rather suffer the loss of goods, and
be deprived of Jiberty of person, and go to jail, than
that a cent of my money should be used, for the
stpport of such teaching.” ~ I respectfully warn the °
Minister of Educatlon to mind his own business, and
to leave rehglon alone. -

1 [—_— :

)

As Minister of Educatlon in
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, fought on the Separate School question;
. able Wilfred Laurier, later Sir Wilfred, of course
. accepted the Privy Council’s judgment,- but said, if he
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-Ontarlo it is none of his concern; nor is it t:he funct:on

of the state at any time to teach religion.’
.

Special Privileges to Rome f:' :
The Roman Catholic Church however, mvokes the

)
¢ .

aid of the state; and when the -Canadas, Upper and

Lower, with the Maritime Provinces, were: brought
together by the Act of! Confederation. known as the

. British North Amerlca ‘Act, education, in section 93
" of that Act, was placed- w1thm the jurisdiction-of. the
. Provinces.

Such spécial privileges as were then en-
joyed by any rehglous sect were, by that act per:

. petuated.

No Separate Schools in Maritimes or B. c.. .

Buit Separate Schools are unknown i in Nova Scotla and
New Brunswick. ‘About 1877 they wéte abolished in
Prince Edward Island.” British Columbia“has'no Separate
Schools, and, I bélieve never has had other than a system
of national schools.
kind when she was admltted to the Union three or four

years after Confederation; but, by the Mamtoba Act of -
1890, Separate Schools were abolished. ' An appeal was’

taken to the Supreme Court of .Canada, and then to the
Privy Council of the'Empire, during the .years' 1893 and
1894. In 1894 the judgment of the Judicial Committee
of the Privy Council, endorsed by the Privy Council, was

handed down. That: judgment was to the effect that’the’
Manitoba Act carried forward section 93 of the British .

North America Act into:the.Manitoba.Act, and gave'the
religious minority in Manitoba: the same, status as though
they had been parties to the Union. .

Privy Councll and Masitoba

= The Privy Council held that, under the Act of Con-
federatlon, an-appeal' would lie to the Gevernor General
in Council—which means,-of .course, the Federal Govern-

fhent—and: that the Federal Government therefore was "~

competent to adopt any remedial measure ‘it might see fit,
to redress the disabilities which the Roman Catholic
minority felt the Manitoba Act of 1890 in abolishing
Separate Schools, imposed upon them. But the Privy
Council was partrcular to say:

“The Governor General in Councﬂ has Junsd'lctlon, and
the appeal is well founded; but that the particular course
to be pursuedimust be determmed' by the authonty to
whom it has been committed by the statute.” '

That is to say, :the Pr1vy Cotincil said the Federal Govern-

- ment had the. rlght to interfere, but that no obllgatxon was'.
imposed uport it by the ‘statute, and that it was. really left -
“to the dlscretlon of the authorlty in question.

. * ‘Laurier and Provincial Rights

What was: the result? The Government af- Ottawa,
under Sif Charles Tupper, attempted to- pass remedial

legislation ; but it ‘never did pass the House, because Par-.*
, would,, by that dectsmn have the right to ask. Ottawa to

liament was talkéd to death, and a’ general election was
The. Honour-

were returned to power he would not coerce Mamtoba

“T believe in provincial rights”, he 'said. . Sir Charles Tup-

per was overwhelmingly defeated, Laurier- was elected;

and from then until now no Government at. Ottawa’ has

ever had the boldness to interfere with Manitoba. = '
It ought to be'said that Sir - Wilfred Laurjer later was

: responsrble for ‘the Autonomy Bllls by whlch the Pro-

“Manitoba had Separate Schools of a -

. from the depression. -
" 'great Catholic churches and schools and presby‘tenes are

.: ,, . ". \ . ) N ) .
v.mces of Saskatchewan and Alberta 'were -erectéd, and
that in the original draft of those bills provision was made

- for separate Roman Catholic education from the primary

schools to the University. The original draft, of course,

"was modified, but the principle of Separate Schools was
“established in the new Provinces. :

Incidentally, I may remark that when crossing to Eng-
land in 1928, I fell in with a Canadian National official
from England ‘who had been conducting a party of tour-
ists across Canada. He told me that he 'spoke as a Cana-
dian Natxonal official, and. without any political bias; but .

agked me if I could explain why the emigration: authon-.
ties at Ottawa at'that time afforded every facility for the
bringing to Canada of immigrants from ‘Southern Europe
and Roman Catholic countries, while they seemed, at the
same time, to put every possible obstacle in the way -of
getting British immigrants into Canada. They were send-
ing them. out to Saskatchewan and Alberta, establishing
them in ‘colonies of their own around the Separa:te Schools
—a little bit-of Austria, or Italy, or France, as the case
might be. "The depressmn stopped: the flow of immigration,
but beyond any doubt, ‘it was the far-seeing purposeof
the Roman Catholic:Church to build up, in Saskatchewan
and Alberta, a great Roman Catholic Empire like the
French-Canadian Roman Catholic solid block to the east;
and in due time Ontario would be at their mercy.

Separate Schools in the North

- And now they are suprernely mterested in. “this Separ-
ate: Schogl matter because ‘the mmes of.the Nortli are

. rapidly opening Northern Ontario. " I suppose it is “about °

the only part of Canada that has been measurably ekempt
"All through that -north country’

being erected; and the purpose of' this new move is,
largely, to obtam funds for these schools in.the north
country.

Separate Schools Could Be Abohshed

But my main-insistance at this point’is that Prmce Ed-
ward Island and Manitoba, subsequent to Confederation, .
abolished Separate Schools; ‘and that Manitoba at least
was held to be in a pesition analogous to that of the
original parties to the Union,' and that the schools
abolished,in 1890 have never, been re-established; and
that no Government whether ‘ Liberal. or Conservatlve,

. that has-ever taken power at Ottawa, has dared to inter-

fere with the Province’s decision. And, mark you, it
would. be possible to abolish Separate Schools in Ontario;
and I am prepared to tell Mr. Hepburn, Mr. Roebuck, or

~ any of their legal advisers, that I know: 4s much about
** the British North America Act; and am as competent to-
. interpret it, as they are;’that I have studied thé decisions . "

of the ]ud1c1a1 Committes of +the Privy Council; and I
know that if Separate Schools :were abolished i in Ontarro
by that decision, the Roman Catholic minority in Ontario

override the decision of Ontario, and to establish Separate
Schools in this Province in .opposition to the will of the
majorlty of its people. They. ‘would have the right to

ask the Ottawa Government to 'do it. The Ottawa Govern-

ment of the day. would have, indisputably, the right to do
it if they were asked, but I venture to say that'no Govern-
ment will ever take power in Ottawa, of any colour, Lib-

~eral or Conservative, who would have the timerity to
renact legislation in direct "opposition to the people of

Ontario. I therefore afﬁrm that it is wmhm the oompe-_

'I
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. “tence of the electors of Ontario to elect a Government,
and to give that Government the mandate, not only to re-

peal the recent legislation, but absolutely to abolish all sec- -

tarian schools within the Province. And, were it done,
there is no power that would re-establish them.

Schools of Other Countries

But now let us look abroad for a few minutes. What
. has been the attitude of other nations toward the insist-
ence of the'Roman Catholic Church that the education of
its people shall be under its control?

In the United States a system of common national
schools obtains. In Mexico separate Roman Catholic
Schools have been abolished. In Central America, in
Guatemala, they have a system of compulsory public
school . education for all children between the ages of
eight to fourteen. In San Salvador they have a system
of state schools and free education. In Costa Rica, a
. system of state schools and compulsory education. The

. parochial school is prohibited. The same is true of South
America, in the Argentirie, Chili, Uruguay, Venezuela,
and Brazil. Although these countries are predominantly
Roman Catholic, there are no separate schools. These
c}?untries have had enough of them, and they abolished
them.

Are Separate Schools Superior?

It is contended by our Roman Catholic friends that the:

public schools are unsafe; that as secular schools they are
godless'and dangerous to the morals of the children. So
long ago as eighteen hundred and seventy-one the then
Roman Catholic Bishop of London, said. '

' “No Catholic parent living within the legal limits of a
separate school shall send his children to mixed or common
schools, they being adjudged by the Canadian hierarchy as
dangerous to faith and morals. Should any Catholic parent
unfortunately persist in violating this ordinance, he shall be
refused the Holy Sacraments until such time as they shall
consent to obey the Church in this matter.” .

I think it might even be proved that Roman Catholic
people generally ‘do not want separate schools. Large
numbers of them send their children to the public schools
in preference. The separate schools are wanted by the
priests and officials of the Church to aid them in the
propagation of their religion, But if the contention of
the Roman Catholic Church be correct, that the public
schools are godless and dangerous to the children’s
morals, then we have a right to expect that the Roman
Catholic Separate Schools, in which the tenets of Rome
are taught, will produce superior character in those who
dttend them. . : '

Canadian Penitentiary Population

What are the facts? For the year ending September
thirtieth. eighteen hundred and ninety, the penitentiary
population of Canada was three thousand six hundred and
fifty-six. Of that number one thousand eight hundred
and ninety-six were listed as Roman Catholics,- and all

other religions and no religion at all put together made

up the other one thousand seven hundred and sixty. At
that time Roman Catholics formed two-fifths of the popu-
lation of Canada, but supplied more than half the con-
victs to the penitentiaries. In nineteen hundred and
twenty-one the census gave the population of Canada as
being eight million seven hundred and eighty-eight thou-
sand four hundred and eighty-three. Classified religious-
ly. of that number three million two hundred and eighty-
nine thousand six hundred and thirty-six were. Roman

/

Catholics, and the balance was made up of all other reli-
gions and no religion at all. The percentage of Roman
Catholics to the total population of Canada in nineteen
hundred and twenty-one was thirty-eight decimal fifty-
seven. In the samie year the penitentiary population of
Canada was two thousand one hundred and fifty, of which
one thousand ard fifty-two were classed as Roman
Catholics, or but a fraction less than fifty percent of the
penitentiary population, while only thirty-eight and a
fraction per cent. of the total population of the country
were Roman Catholics. According to the last census in
nineteen hundred and thirty-one the total population of the

Dominion was ten million three hundréd and seventy-six’

thousand seven hundred and eighty-six, of which four
million two hundred and eighty-five thousand three hun-
dred and eighty-eight were Roman Catholics, or a Roman
Catholic percentage of forty-one decimal thirty per cent.

to the whole population. For the year nineteen hundred

and thirty-one the penitentiary populatien of the Domin-
ion was three thousand seven hundred and fourteen, of
whom one thousand eight hundred and ten were Roman
Catholics. Again, but a fraction less than fifty per cent. of
the penitentiary population was Roman Catholic, while
the total Roman Catholic population of the Dominion was
only forty-one per cent. '

' Assessment Act Amendment

.We come‘now to a direct examination of  the legis-
lation which was passed in the Ontario Legislature
only last week. What is the -purpose of this legisla-

-~ tion? and what will it accomplish? The main purpose,

of course, is to secure a larger proportion of public
funds for the support of Separate Schools, and such
funds as are thus supplied to Separate Schools will
not be raised by the taxation of some virgin field, but
will be raised by diverting such funds from the
treasury of the Public Schools. That is to say, What
the Separate Schools will gain, the Public Schools
must lose. Now such funds are thus raised by tax-
ation, let it be repeated, for the propagation of the
Roman Catholic religion, not primarily for the edu-
cation of the children of Roman Catholics, for the
Public Schools are open to them all. These funds are
set aside for the propagation of Roman Catholicism
by means of Separate Schools. Without going into
details, let that broad fact be recognized.

Significance of the Title of the Act

. I would now direct your attention to the fact that
there -is special significance in the title of the Act
which has caused such discussion. It was entitled—
what? Did it bear a distinctively religious stamp?
Did its title give it a distinctively educational char-

- acter? The answer to both questions is in the nega-

tive. The Act is entitled: “An Act to Amend the
Assessment Act”. Thus, let it bé plainly stated, the
Roman Catholic hierarchy makes a raid upon the

national revenue for the propagation of Roman Cath- °

olicism. Stripped of all disguises, and of all verbiage,
that is exactly what the new act means. I do not
suppose even ten per cent. of the people have troubled
to read the text of the bill, and of those who have
attempted to do so, a still smaller number have under-
stood i{. Indeed, there is a sense in which no one
understands it, not even the men who framed it, for

the effect of no statute can be properly appraised until

it has been interpreted by the courts, and a precedent

e . T
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has been established by its“practical application. We
can, therefore, only do our best to/understand its exact
language.

I recall that in the discussion respecting. the Mani-
toba Act the lords of the Privy Council insisted they
had nothing to do with the intention of the framers
of the Act save as it was made plain by the language
employed. In general, it would appear ‘this Act aims
to. tax corporations for school purposes on the basis

~ of the shares held respectively by Protestants and

Roman Catholics. And it requires the corporations,
notified by their shareholders that they are Roman
Catholics or Public School supporters as the case may
be, shall ‘pay the taxes thus raised to the schools to
which they are assigned. But that will apply only to
those corporations able to ascertain the religion of
their various shareholders. The shares of other cor-
porations' are so widely scattered through subsidiary
companies that it would become impossible to ascer-
tain the religion of each individual shareholder. And
this will apply to the larger corporations from which
the greater proportion of the taxes will be derived.
As an illustration of that, two corpotrations are
named, the Canadian Pacific Railway and The Bell
Telephone Company. But the Premier stated that

clause would be withdrawn in committee because it

was only declaratory and did not affect the principle
of the Bill. It really set out only the real meaning

of 33b: : .

38B (8), Section 33A, shall not apply to a corporation
which may file a notice under this section; and the whole of
the assessments of a corporation governed by this section, in
a municipality or school section in or for which a separate
school exists, shall be divided for purposes of taxation be-

. tween the public schools and separate schools in the same)

ratio as the total assessments of .all the rateable property in
such municipality or school section assessed to persons who,
being individuals, are public school supporters bear to the
total assessments of all the rateable property in such muniei-
pality or schodl section assessed to persons who, being in-
dividuals, are Roman Catholics and separate school sup-
porters; -and taxation for public school purposes and separate
school purposes against the said lands,-business and income

. of the corporation shall be imposed and levied accordingly,
provided that the rates to be levied in any year upon the

assessments of such land, business and income shall in all
such cases be the rate for such year imposed and levied for

G

public school purposes.
One Clause of the Act

How, then, are the taxes to be divided? Not accord-
ing to the number of shareholders, but by the propor-
tion which Roman Catholic individuals, paying taxes
for school purposes in a given district, bear to the
non-Catholic individuals paying taxes for the support
of Public Schools. .

' A Hypothetical Case

Let us view a hypothetical case for purpose of illus-
tration. Take a mining district in the north as an
example. Suppose there is a large mining property,
and, for purposes of assessment, let us say its land,
business, and income, are assessed at five hundred
thousand dollars, and these are taxed for school purposes.
But on what principle shall the total amount of money
raised by taxation on that property be divided in the
municipality between the Public and Separate
Schools? The Act provides that it shall be divided
in the same ratio as-the total assessment of all ‘the
rateable property of such municipality or school sec-
tions. assessed to persons who, being individuals and

" Public School supporters, bear to the total assess-

ments of all the rateable property in such municipality
or school section assessed to persons who, being in-
dividuals, are Roman Catholics and Separate School
supporters. .

Now, reverting to our illustration, we have a tax-
able mining property, or other corporation property,
of five hundred thousand dollars. The total amount -
raised on that property is to be divided according. to®
the proportion which the individual Roman Catholics
taxed for school purposes bear to the individual non-
Catholics taxed for school purposes. Suppose such a
mining settlement to contain a population of one
thousand taxable individuals. Of these, suppose six
hundred are miners, Fréench Canadians, many of them;
practically all of them, in some cases, Roman Catholic.
They live in shacks of negligible taxable value per-
haps, and, truth to tell, they are kept poor by the ex-
tortions of the Church. These poor people, kept in
dire poverty by the Church’s exactions, cannot raise
enough to maintain a school, but the big mining prop-
erty is taxed, and three-fifths of it goes to Separate
Schools, and two-fifths to the Public Schools, if that
were the proportion of Roman Catholics to the whole.
And that, irrespective of the religion of the share:
holders of the, corporation under consideration! Thus

" ‘there is more than a probability that in the aggregate

millions of dollars of property held by Protestants
will be taxed for the propagation of the dogmas of
Rome. .

What is the Motive Behind the Bill?

We come now to ask the question: What is the
motive behind this Bill? So far as the Roman Catholic
Church that demands it is concerned, it is perfectly
plain, namely, to get more public money to propagate
Romanism. :

Biut how shall we explain the determination of the Hep-
burn Government to carry this measure? In some quar-
ters it is alleged that Mr. Hepburn and his followers were
under some secret compact to pass such-a Bill. This, of
course, is denied by Mr. Hepburn and others. We should
expect them to deny it. But the denial of such a company
of men affords no proof that there was no such under-
standing. In such cases direct evidence is scarcely ever
obtainable, and the only way by which the truth can be
known is through a careful examination of the circum-
stances of the case.

The fact is, the Government has passed a Bill which
will take money away from the Public School Treasury,
and put it into the Treasury of the Separate Schools. It
is beyond question that by this act non-Catholics will find
themselves compelled to support Separate Schools.”

Why did the Hepburn Government -pass this Bill? I
do not know how many members of Mr. Hepburn’s
Government are Roman Catholics, but they are certainly
not in the majority. It is impossible to believe that per-

'sonal enthusiasm for Roman Catholicism led Mr. Hep-

burn and his colleagues to pass this measure. But even:
if they were all Roman Catholics, it would be a flagrant
abuse of their trust as trustees of the public interest were
they to allow their personal religious views to dictate the
Government’s policy. . -

We may enquire further, Is Mr. Hepburn, Mr.  Roe-
b_uck, or any of their associates, especially noted for reli-
gious zeal—for religious zeal of any kind? We have not
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heard of any of them being conspicuous for their service
in any particular Christian church. Why, then, this
special zeal for the interests of the Roman Catholic
Church?

Someone may name Mr. Hepburn’s well-known friend-
ship for Senator Frank O’Connor. That is Mr. Hep-
burn’s own business. He has a right to choose his own
friends. But surely no .one will argue that the mere per-
sonal friendship obtaining between these two men so
dominated the Cabinet, and through the Premier the
whole Legislative party in the House, with three noble
exceptions, that the House was dragooned into the pas-
sage of this Bill, just for the sake of O’Connor’s friend-
ship! Can that view be held?

Why did Mr. Hepburn choose to introduce this Bill
during the week preceding Easter, when there was a
popular holiday immediately in prospect? The Bill be-
came law before even a fraction of the population. of
Ontario had had an opportunity of reading it. And with-
out even the suggestion of a mandate from the people.
Why was it thus introduced? And why was it introduced
in such a way? Mr. Hepburn said he would leave his fol-
lowers free to vote as they liked. But if the Government
were defeated, he would resign! Does he think the people
of Ontario are so foolish that they cannot interpret such
a threat as that? Suppose the individual members exer-
cised their freedom to the extent of voting by a majority
against the Government? If the Government had re-
signed, there would have been a general election. Per-
haps there are those who think that would be a good thing.
But I venture to say the majority of Mr. Hepburn’s
followers would not so believe! Not quite two years of
the present Government’s term of office has run. It is
free to sit in the seats of the mighty for three more years,
and the members of the Legislature of both parties will
have the privilege of drawing their indemnity for three
years more. But if a general election were precipitated,
they would all be at the expense and labour of going be-
fore their constituents for judgment.

The quality of the debate in the House, the sheep-
like servility of the whole party with, I repeat, three
noble exceptions, prove conclusively the character of
the men who sit in the Legislature as followers of Mr.
Hepburn. They are either lacking in intelligence, or
in moral conviction, or in both; and the house that
would pass such an iniquitous measure as that which
the Lieutenant-Governor signed last week, would pass
anything that Mr. Hepburn demands of it.

Did Mr. Hepburn and his followers pass this Act
with any conviction that it would minister to their
popularity in the Province? We venture to believe
that the reverse of the proposition is the fact. We
cannot say we admire Mr. Hepburn’s courage, but
we: cannot withhold some recognition of his daring—
a daring that borders upon foolhardiness. No one at
all conversant with the facts of the case can, for a
moment, question that the Hepburn Government is
subject to Roman Catholic direction and control.

Can it be said that Mr. Hepburn’s tender heart was
moved by the dire poverty of Roman Catholics in
general, and that he felt it would be at least a chari-
table thing to give them a larger share of public funds
for the support of their schools, and the propagation
of their faith? Surely no one in his senses would be-
lieve any such thing. The Roman Catholic Church is,
in all probability, the wealthiest corporation on earth

to-day. You will find in this city it never lacks funds
to buy any property it wants. Go to the sparsely
settled districts of this Province, and you will see
huge structures costing thousands and thousands of
dollars, rising always in the most prominent position
in the whole community. The priests are never poor;
they live in good houses. The church always has
plenty of money.

It makes merchandise of the souls of men. It taxes
them to the limit of their endurance in life, and puts
a mortgage on their souls, and pursues them through
their imaginary purgatory, compelling those who re-
main, and who, in their Separate Schools have been
taught to believe this horrible superstition, to pay to
their last dollar for the saying of masses for the dead,
that their stay in purgatory might be shortened.

The great John G. Paton, apostle to the New
Hebredes, once told me that he asked a Roman Cath-
olic priest, an acquaintance of his, how it was that, in
the most poverty-stricken districts of the earth, the
Roman Catholic Church was always able to erect
magnificent buildings, and to supply itself lavishly
with all the material equipment it needed. He said
the priest smiled and answered, “Were you to believe
and teach as we do, the doctrine of purgatory, you
could build just such churches as we.”

It could not be because of the people’s poverty that
this Bill has been passed. Surely one can only con-
clude that Mr. Hepburn and his party were under
some sort of compact to the Roman Catholic Church
to deliver the goods—and this, remember, is only the
first instalment. The circumstantial evidence in sup-
port of that assumption is overwhelmingly convincing.
I think we must conclude that the present Govern-
ment is under Roman Catholic direction and control.

Nor is the Ontario Legislature the only place where
the Roman Catholic hierarchy is exercising a tremendous
influence to-day. I cite the example of The Toronto
Globe. In re-examining the documents upon which this
address is based, I was struck by the frequency with
which The Toronto Globe was quoted, back to the days
of its founder, the Honourable George Brown; and al-
ways, in those earlier days, it was a champion of the
people’s rights. It pleaded always for equal rights for
all, and special privileges to none. It is not so many years
ago that many of us gloried in the independence of The
Toronto Globe. Not more than ten years ago, I should
say, a friend of mine in Michigan told me he was a sub-
scriber to The Toronto Globe because he found in it more
reliable news of his own country, and of the world at
large, than he could find in any American paper.

Many of us have rejoiced in time past in The Globe’s
uncompromising stand on all moral questions. But what
has happened to The Toronto Globe of recent years? At
the head of its editorial page it has a quotation from
Junius in these words: “The subject who is truly loyal to
the chief magistrate will neither advise nor submit to
arbitrary measures.” And yet The Globe has supported
not a few arbitrary measures during the last two years.
I am aware that it has occasionally given Mr. Hepburn a
little grandmotherly advice. Often as I have read the
editorials in The Globe, I have pictured to myself a dear
old lady talking to a little scamp, in- short trousers and
skull cap, and saying to him, “Now, Mitch, my dear, you
sometimes make me very anxious; and I am sometimes
seriously concerned about you. Indeed, I fear if you
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go on in your present course, you may at last develop a
character which will lead some critical people to say you
are rather a naughty boy”!

But we have not observed that the potential naughti-
ness of Mr. Hepburn has been restrained by The Globe’s
advice. And even in this measure, while it cannot be said
that The Globe has been very enthusiastic about it, it cer-
tainly has showrt no decided opposition. It spoke last
Friday rather favourably of the three Liberal members
who voted against the Government in an editorial entitled,
“The right to ‘bolt’.” It expressed the view that their
action, on the whole, was rather creditable to them, and
that they really did not deserve to be read out of the party.
We are glad The Globe has conceded to these three Lib.
eral noblemen the right to do what they did. I would
respectfully suggest to The Globe that others than mem-
bers of the Liberal party in the Legislature have the
“right to ‘bolt’ ”—including newspapers. It was a fine
time for The Globe to “bolt” on this question.

I was asked by a representative of The Globe whether
the withdrawal of Jarvis Street Church’s advertisement
from The Globe’s columns had anything to do with its
editorial attitude, and I replied something to this effect:
You will please not assume that we are foolish enough to
suppose that The Globe cares whether we advertise in its
pages or not. Our advertisement once a week is of such
little consequence, and the financial consideration involved
so insignificant, that it has never occurred to us that The
Globe troubles whether we advertise or not. The Globe
has a right to its own opinions, as we have a right to
ours. But personally, I have dissented strongly from
The Globe’s attitude upon moral questions during the last
couple of years; and since the editorial and news columns
of a paper quite generally reflect the tastes and desires
of the mass of its readers, I have concluded that if the
readers of The Globe are pleased with The Globe’s edi-
torial attitude, they could not possibly be interested in the
advertisement of a church with a positive message like
Jarvis Street Church. Large numbers of people have
told me that they have become so weary of The Globe’s
attitude of compromise, that it no longer speaks to them
with any authority on any moral question, and they no
longer bother to buy the paper.

Having these things in mind, we concluded that we
were only wasting our money by using the medium of The
Globe to invite people to come to this church. Although
I may be wrong in that; for I do not know anybody that
needs the gospel more than people with such a low sense
of public duty as can be satisfied with the milk-and-water
diet provided by The Globe.

I went further, and said to them, “If I knew a preacher
who preached like an archangel on Sunday, and lunched
with the devil every day in the week, I would not be

"bothered going to hear him. I have ceased to be im-

pressed with the evangelical sermon contained in The
Globe on Wednesday, and texts of Scripture printed at
the top right hand corner of the editorial page, while its
editorials are making every possible excuse for those who
are serving the world, the flesh, and the devil, with both
hands zealously. I think it is about time The Globe
should begin to practise the principles of evangelical
religion, or, otherwise, cease from its preaching of them.

What is the Explanation?

~ What is the explanation? I do not know. ButI do
know this, that on its editorial staff there is a Roman

Catholic, who is a member of the Knights of Colum-
bus, and who sits every day with the editorial council
at two o’clock to assist in forming the editorial policy
of the paper for the next day. What hypocrisy! while
continuing that, to pose as an advocate of evangelical
religion. .

I will go further. Last Friday morning, in the
righthand column, on the front page, there is a good
third of a column, with large headlines, given to an article
headed, “Priest Finds Three Roses in Ciborium. Con-
gregation had prayed for sign to Little Flower.” I shall
read the first three paragraphs:

“Calumet, Mich., April 9 (AP)-——Three roses, their
delicate petals exuding a blood-red fluid, were carefully
guarded in a receptacle at St. Ann's Catholic Church

to-day by the Rev. Father J. A. Paquet, pastor of the
congregation.

“The pastor in a formal statement declared he found
the flowers, April 4th, in a communion ciborium after
the congregation had prayed the night before to the
Little Flower ‘to give us a tangible proof of her power
with God and her love for us’.

“The discovery, he said, occurred while he was giving
communion. On entering the church, he had noticed a
very strong odor of roses, but saw no fresh flower.”

Think of a paper like The Globe giving prominence
to that on its first page! It is sheer superstition! A
piece of unmitigated religious humbug, as anyone of
intelligence must know.

Perhaps one would appear to be greatly daring to
suggest that some political Delilah had shorn this
Samsonian champion of the people’s rights, of its one-
time youthfully vigorous raven locks. But he has lost
them! Perhaps someone better informed than I will
be able to suggest the identity of The Globe’s barber.
All I can do is to adapt a classic lamentation and
cry, “The beauty of Canada is slain upon her high
places. How are the mighty fallen! Tell it not in
Gath ; publish it not in the streets of Askelon, lest the
daughters of the privileged rejoice; lest the daughters
of the illiberal triumph. How are the mighty fallen
in the midst of the battle! How are the mighty fallen,
and the weapons of war perished!”

The Demoralization of the Legislature -

Let us now, for a moment, think of the humiliation,
of the demoralization of the legislature which this
subtle influence has effected. 1In all the annals of
British legislation in this country, in the Old Land,
or in any of the Dominions or Colonies, does anyone
know of anything more disgraceful than the language
which characterized the debate of last week, the
temper and tone of which was precipitated and con-
stantly augmented by the Premier’s iniative? That
such a debate, ostensibly in the interests jointly of
education and religion, should he carried on in the
legislative assembly of this Province, aided and
abetted by the Head of the Government seems almost
incredible. What an example to set before the youth
of this country! I will not repeat the Premier’s vulgar-
ities. I regret that the ex-Premier should have allow-
ed the Premier's wvulgar taunts to provoke him to.
anger, and I have this against Mr. Henry, that his ex-
plosive definition of the Head of the Government as
a “contemptible cur” has made him a debtor to- the
extent of a most humble apology ‘to all the canine
kingdom.
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No Remedy in the Govemment Itself

What is the remedy for this state of things? There-

is no remedy in the Government itself, nor in any of
its followers. The entire aggregation from the Premier
down are utterly beneath the contempt of all honour-
able men. We must turn in ‘another direction.

A Third Party? No!

Does'anyo'ne suggest a third party?
least.
tical parties in Ontario mean nothing. Certainly no
act more alien to Liberal principles was ever put upon
the Statute Books than that which was passed last
week. I would remind Mr. Hepburn and his followers
not to be too sure of permarent victory. The United
Farmers’ Government was a surprise.

I'do not at

. servative Party was returned with an almost, I think,
unprecedented majority, and it seemed as though they
would last forever. But in the last election that party
was almost annihilated at the polls. I have not made
a careful analysis of it, but as a' matter of superficial
observation and estimation, it seems to me that
governments with very large majorities, are seldom
long-lived. I cannot believe that the Province of On-
tario would ever again entrust the government of its
affairs to a man responsible for the beverage rooms
and their administration, and now for this iniquitous
school law in the form of an amendment to the Assess-
mient Act.

Where Shall We Turn?

But where shall we turn? Let the Conservative
Party, if you like to call it conservative, clean its
‘house, rid ‘itself of all questionable characters and go
with clean hands to the electorate. While personally
wishing that prohibition were practicable, were I
Premier ‘I would not, in the present .state of public
opinion, interfere with the Liquor Control Act, inas-
much as it is on the Statute Books by popular vote. I

would free'it from any enactments that have weakened .

it. But let the Party proinise a sane, economical,
honest administration whichwill exercise its authority

I have no party. The party names of the poli-:

They lasted -
. but a short time, and were overwhelmed, and the Con-.

in the open, giving public opinion free play to in-
fluence its progressive policies from day to day.

A Two-Fold Proposal

And then on two matters I would suggest the Pwrfy
commit itself irrevocably: First, to the repéal of the
Beverage Room law, whatever be its exact title; and

Secondly: not only to the repeal of this 1n1qu1tous :

measure of last week, but once and for all to the aboli-
tion of Separate Schools in Ontario. ' Mr. Roebuck
himself says that no act can be finak The British
North America Act, as we have already said, does not
make Separate Schools an abiding fixture in Canadian
life. Such compact as was implied has been violated
by the Roman Catholic Church again and again. Like
the horseleach, it never says, “It is enough”. And if
the Constitution can be so amended, or ignored, as
to give the Rorfian Catholic Church more than it had
at confederation, it can be amended to give them less.
Certainly, Mr. Hepburn, himself, would be without
argument. It would be vain for Mr. Hepburn to plead
the inviolability of contracts, surely! We dé not dis-
regard them, but we believe The British North

Amerlca Act, as interpreted by the hlghest court in the

Empire, is. sufﬁclently flexible to make- it possible for
a growing country to change its educational system to
meet its need from time to time.

We believe that.a Party that would go to the country
with these three simple positive proposals, a just, economi-
cal, honest, administration in general, and in particular the
repeal of the wine and beer measure, and abolition of the
beverage rooms, and the abolition of Separate Schdols,
or at the very least, the repeal of this measure, would
sweep through Ontario to victory. We believe that meet-
ings ought to be held all over this Province, in churches,

in halls, everywhere, and the people should be instructed.

respecting the perils which lie in this Roman Catholic
domination of government and press, and "should be
aroused to action in these respects.

I ‘have spoken this evening on this subject and in this
way and in these strong terms in the hope that I may
render some service in this direction.
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