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The Gospel Wltness Is Discussed in Parhament

Followz'ng i the oﬂ‘icwl report from Hansard, March 4, 1941:

MR. W. R. McDONALD (Pontiac): Mr. Speaker, dur-
ing the course of the debate on this resolution reference
has been made to the suppression of-certain newspapers
and pamphlets on the ground-that they were subversive
of Canada’s war effort. In speaking to the resolution I
wish to refer to a newspaper or pamphlet which, while 1
do not go so far as to say it is subversive of Canada’s
war effort, is, I do say, subversive of national unity in
Canada. I refer to a pamphlet or paper entitled THE
‘GOSPEL WITNESS edited by the Reverend T. T. Shields,
who, I understand, is pastor of a church in the city of
Toronto.

I do not know -how I come to be favoured with the -

receipt of these copies, except that, the contents of it
being of a\very insulting nature tothe Catholic faith and
the members of that church, the reverend gentleman
thought he was privileged to add injury to insult and
forward copies to the Catholic members.

It would take me all afternoon fo read all the articles
contained in these several copies that I have before me,
with itheir insulting references to the (Catholic church
and its members. I will not take up the time of the
house except fo give one or two excerpts so that honour-
able members will have some conception of what is con-

‘ tained in this sheet, published by a clergyman belonging
to a religious denomination which I respect, as I respect
the members of every denomination throughout this
country. That respect which I give to the members of
other denominations and to the religious belief of every
other, I expect to be given to mine. Consequently it'is
not in anger but rather in sorrow that I shall give these
.excerpts.

In the issue of this journal of January 2, 1941, there
is an extract from a sermon preached in Jarvis Street
Baptist Church, Toronto, on Sunday evening, December
29, 1940. One clause reads:

“So is it of that religion which makes a man only a
part of a great church. That is Roman .Catholicism.

Roman Catholicism is religious totalltanamsm Salvation

is in the church. Everything is to be sacrificed for the
church; the individual does not count. That is not Chris-

tian; and that view, whether applied to the state or to
religion, is essentially pagan and anti-Christian.

In another issue the same gentleman, this time giving

a title to His sermon—‘"“The_ Protestant :Samson and the
Papal Delilah”—writes:

“I shall never advocate any degree of appeasement
anywhere at any {ime with popery. It is a religious
racket, an organization which exists to make merchandise
of the souls of men. The more I know of it the more I
am driven to the conclusion that its officers must either
be suffering from some terrible delusion or otherwise
they must be outright knaves. It seems impossible to me
to believe that any reasonable man can seriously believe
the burlesque of Christianity that calls-rtse Roman
Catholicism.

‘I know how vicious it can be. I know very well that

. its agents sometimes reckon they are doing God service
when they actually kill. ' The bloody history of the

Roman church proclaims that fact.”

Speaking in this house as a humble member of that
church, and, I believe, spedking in the namés of four
million Roman Catholics throughout this country, I pro-
test with all the vigour of my manhood against the pub-
lication and circulation of such material. Thus the rev-
erend gentleman throws his gratuitous insults into the
faces of the Catholic population of this country. This is
his conception of his duty as a religious leader to preach
the doctrines of unity amongst all classes and creeds who
so ardently desire the unity of our people during -the
most critical period in the history of our country. )

I should like to ask the members of this house and the
people of the country whether, in their opinion, such
expressions and statements as I have just cited tend to
bring about the unity which we so strongly desire in
Canada in this most critical time of our history. It is
not for me to pass judgment upon the Reverend gentle-
man, but I respectfully remind him of the words of the
Master: “A new commandment I give unto you, that
you love one another.” I would ask that he respect this
commandment and preach this doctrme of love instead
of hatred.

MR. JOHNSTON (Bow vaer)
Jehovah’s Witnesses ?

Does that apply to
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MR. McDONALD (Pontiac): I am not speaking of
Jehovah’s Witnesses. I am dealing with these -articles
which are before me at the present time. I know nothing
about Jehovah’s Witnesses and I have nothing to say
against them. -

MR. JOHNSTON (Bow River) : It should surely appl
to everyone. . .

MR. DUPUIS: They have just as much love for Cath-
olicism as. the others. .

MR. McDONALD (Pontiac) : After all, this church of
which the reverend gentleman speaks so derogatorily
has weathered the tempests and storms of two thousand

years, and not in this year of grace 1941 can this rev-

erend gentleman, doughty warrior though he may be, -

hope to make her rock upon her foundations or bring
about her destruction. Feeble indeed will be his efforts
to blast this rock of ages.

Since the beginning of this war, on divers occasions,

especially over the radio, our beloved King, the president
of the United States, the worthy Prime Minister of Can-
ada, have pointed out to the peoples of their respective
countries that in this time of crisis we need divine help,
that it is our duty to pray for divine assistance. With
that idea in mind—and these sentiments, might I say in
passing, are worthy of the men who uttered them—an
invitation to prayer on the part of the Canadian people
for themselves 'and our allies in this war was issued.
The Lieutenant-Governor of Quebec a few weeks ago
issued a proclamation setting aside-a certain Sunday as
a day of prayer throughout that province.
service in the province was held in Notre Dame cathedral
in Montreal. The worthy Minister of Justice (Mr. La-
pointe) was an invited guest there and also was invited
to recite a prayer. This prayer I have before me. The
reverend gentleman about whom I have been talKing

must even criticize that attitude on the part of the Lieu-

tenant-Governor and the clergy of the province of
-Quebec. I quote part of the prayer which the Minister
of Justice read on that occasion, and I ask honourable

The .great -

members and the people of this country if there is any- -

thing in it which might not be said by any member of
any denomination in ‘Canada to-day. The portion I read
is this: ’

“We humbly beg of Thee, O God of mercy, to have
pity on us and to give us victory. Especially give to
humanity the victory of right over might, the victory of
justice over injustice, the victory of charity over egotism,
the victory of Thy divine rights over sacrilegious usurp-
ations.” :

" That is part of the prayer recited by the Minister -of
‘Justice on behalf of the Catholic lay population of the
province of Quebec. Yet even that has been held.up to
ridicule by this distinguished clergyman in the city of
Toronto. Nothing that can be done from the Catholic
point of view but must be criticized and held up to ridi-
cule. And we, numerous body that we are in this coun-
-try, are supposed to do like the ostrich, hide our heads
in the sand and take this abuse from him.

In sermons and speeches of this kind it is also the
habit and the custom to speak of the loyalty of the prov-
ince of Quebec. That must be always brought up. It
would seem-to me that this question has been before this
house on divers occasions, speeches made and reflections
on Quebec loyalty and answers given thereto; and the
answer made was clear enough and distinet enough, that
if to-day from the flagstaff of these buildings there flies
the union jack it is because on two historic occasions the

’

-~

French-Canadian population of the province of Quebec
stood loyally by and saved Canada for the British empire”
Nevertheless the old bogey of French Canadian disloyalty
must be trotted out to serve the purpose of selfish indi-
viduals. .

Again this distinguished gentleman, in an arl'.lc.le.ap-
pearing in the ‘same paper, entitled “The Religious
Aspects of the Sirois Report”, writes as follows:--

“But the indisputable fact is that the Roman Catholic
.Church, like a malignant parasite, has fastened itself
upon the body of Quebec and is draining it of the last
drop of its bléod, reducing it to somthing little better
thah an emaciated political skeleton, if the report is to
be believed.” :

That is, the Sirois report.

And then this same malignant parasite stretches out
its tenacles, and through a ‘handful of French Canadians
led by Mr. Ernest Lapointe’ seeks to wrap itself about
the vitals of the whole dominion—including this province.

“And on what grounds does Quebec demand these ex-

ceptional favours? Her superior loyalty? Her unusual
service in peace or in war? ‘The report tells us she was
against us in the last war, and implies that-she is against
us in this. The report tells us she was against us in the
last war on religious grounds: on the same grounds she
is against us in this. In the~last war she was against
republican France because of its ‘anti-clericalism’. . . .
-She was behind in enlistment in the last war: she is
behind in this. I can only assume that French-Cana-
dians, left to themselves, would be as loyal as other
Canadians of other racial origins. ... ”

That is a gem, Mr. Speaker. “French Canadians left
to themselves would be as loyal as other Canadians of
other racial origins.” The French Canadians of this

province are as loyal as Canadians anywhere and have’

not to blush for their loyalty in comparison with any
others. The article continues:

*...and in the insistence of Premier King’s chief, Mr.
Lapointe, that this report should be considered now, there
Is an attempt, under a specious plea for national unity, _
to fasten a blanket mortgage on the whole dominion in
the interests of the church of Rome; thus to compel non-
Romanist taxpayers, whether they: like it or‘'not, in-
directly to contribute to the propagation of Romanism.

.~ We in the province of Quebec, Mr. Speaker, admit that
there is a certain element there that are probably not as
anxious.-to do their bit in connection with the war as
others. But also we know the history of these few people,
we know what brought about the increasing numbers of
that nationalist body some years back. I do not want
to go into political matters, but in order to get the back-
ground of an argument sometimes it is necessary to
bring out these things. A certain body in the province
of Quebec, whose attitude at the time Laurier was in
power was one of opposition to the naval bill, were en-
couraged by the then Conservative body in Quebec to
fight against the Liberals. In order to attain victory in
1911 the Conservatives financed these men, who were
preaching a doctrine of rather less than loyalty to the
British Empire. What happened? In the election of
1911 victory was.achieved by the Conservatives chiefly
because of the number of seats gained in the province
of Quebec, and ever since that day we have had to fight
this nationalist body. It will be recalled that only a
year ago last fall the Minister of Justice took his pol-
itical life in his hands when he went out and fought that
nationalist body in the provincial campaign. The result
is well known, the Liberal party came back to power.
Only last spring, in the federal election, the Minister of

Justice, together with the other ministers and all mem-
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bers from Quebec, fought the same fight. The result is
well known to-day; a majority of the voters in sixty-five
constituencies out of sixty-five in Quebec returned Lib-
eral members, supportmg this administration, the party
unity which is carrying on the war. That was the answer
of Quebec at that time; that is her answer to-day. I
said a majority of the voters in sixty-five constituencies
supported the Liberal party. There is a single exception,
but that does not prove my statement to be incorrect.
The gentleman who represents the nationalist body in
this house is here by virtue of a decidedly minority vote.

It was only after very serious consideration, sir, that
I decided to bring this matter to the attention of the
house, realizing as I do how difficult it is to discuss these
issues without having wrong motives imputed, as well
as the danger of causing divisions among our people.
Nevertheless in the interests of national unity I felt it
my duty to do so. No racial or religious.difference
divide§ the gallant men who are serving in our army,
our navy and our air force; and it is my humble opinion
and belief, sir, that the people of Canada desire to con-
stitute themselves a solid unit behind those gallant men
in a coordinated effort to prosecute this war to ultimate
~vietory. Could my words reach the ears of the reverend
gentleman -whom I have been discussing this afternoon
I would respectfully submit to him that in the interests
of peace and harmony in our country, and for the sake
of the cause which he claims to have at heart, he should
refrain_ from the publication of these articles. In the
event of his refusal to do so, I would suggest that the
Minister of Justice, who is charged with the enforce-
ment of the defence of Canada regulations, that THE
GOSPEL WITNESS be suppressed for the period of the
war, on the ground that the articles published therein
are subversive of national unity. .

AN OPEN LETTER TO MR. W. R.
McDONALD M. P, PONTIAC

- By the Editor

I learn from press reports that in the House of Com-
mons at Ottawa, Tuesday, March 4th, you did me the
honour of discussing THE GOSPEL WITNESS and its Edi-
tor. I have now before me the official report of the
House of Commons Debates for the date named, and the
full text of your address to the House on that occasion.
As I have not the privilege of answering you on the floor
of Parliament,; I must use the only other way open to me
and address you in the form of this open letter.

Let me first of all express my gratification that you
endeavoured, -from your point of view at least, to be
fair in your discussion of the. subject. This, I infer
from your remark in the opening paragraph which was
as follows:

*“T do not g0 80 far as to say -1t is subverswe of Can-
ada’s war effort.” ~

One feels comfortable always in dealing with an honour-

. able opponent, for it is well known that it is easily poss-

ible to win at any game by the violation of its rules.
Christian apologists are in duty bound to “contend

earnestly for the faith once for all delivered unto the’

saints”; but while they strive, they must be scrupulously
careful to “strive lawfully”. This, though I entirely dis-
agree with your conclusions, I believe you have en-
deavoured to do. -

At. the outset I would venture to lay.doWn the prin-
ciple which I endeavour always to observe in discussing
matters relating to the Roman Catholic Church, namely,

- that I have no personal quarrel with individual Roman

Catholics as such. I believe they are in error, but I am
prepared to credit them with sincerity of faith and pur-
pose. In this I distinguish sharply between the indi-
vidual Roman Catholic and the Roman Hierarchy. While
I believe the term, Roman Catholicism, .is synonymous
with the grossest superstition, and that it is itself .
utterly unsecriptural and therefore un-Christian, I have
no doubt ‘that many devout Roman Catholics have, by .
the grace of God, managed to get through the mass of
Catholic superstition to Christ; and through per-
sonal faith in Him, have been born again, and are

_genuinely Christians.

In my addresses and artlcles, my criticisms have been
levelled, not against individual Catholics, but against the
Roman Catholic Church as an organization. ‘k have re-
peatedly, with. gratitude, recognized and acknowledged
the loyalty of many Roman .Catholics, numbers of whom
are found in the armed services of Canada and the
Empire. : .

You claim to speak “in the names of four million
Roman Catholics throughout this country”. I think-it is
probable that the implication of your words, that four
million Roman Catholics would approve your objections,
would, on examination, be found fo be somewhat exag-
gerated. It is the way of the Catholic Church to claim
as Roman Catholies all who in infancy, and 'without
choice of their own, were what the Church. calls “bap-
tized” into the Catholic Church. It is.probably true that
because the Church endeavours to control the children
through its own educational institutions from infancy
forward, the majority being thus brought up within the
confines of Roman Catholic influence, of their own choice
in later life, continue in communion with the Church.
But vist numbers of people who are called Catholics by
the Church are not in any true sense Roman Catholics.

Judging from such ‘“cross sections” of the Roman
Catholic™ population as I have had opportunity to study,
I feel the utmost confidence in saying.there are hun-
dreds of thousands of people who are listed as Roman
Catholics who never attend a Catholic Church, never go -
to Confession, or to Mass; and, indeed, repudiate all con-
nection with the Church. Many such quite regularly
attend Jarvis Street Church, and scores of such people
have come to me to be married. However, the Roman
Catholic population in this country is large, and I have
little doubt that you speak for the majority of those
who are really at heart Roman Catholics. -

National Unity

I note that your contention is that my articles and
addresses are ‘“subversive of national unity in Canada”.
I am very glad that you recognize the necessity for such
unity at such a time as this. I was myself much exer-
cised over this matter at the time of the general eléction
lagt March. I gave a great deal of thought to it, and at
last delivered an address on Monday evening, March
11th, 1940, to nearly two thousand people. The address
was published in pamphlet form, and I shall 'send you a
copy with this letter.

Copies of this address were used by various com-
mittees of the Liberal party in support of Mr. King
and his régime. In that address I spoke with the utmost
sincerity when I said: '
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“I honour Mr. King and his ‘Government particularly
for this one thing, that when Aberhart in the West, and
Hepburn in Ontario, and Duplessis in' Quebec, were doing
their utmost to effect the disintegration of Confedera-
tion, and to blow this Dominion to smithereens, they
wisely held the balance, and by moderate control, secured
the unity of Canada, for this great effort in the war.”

I believed at that time that Mr. King could do more
to unite the people of Canada in a great war effort than
could Dr. Manion, and I therefore supported him. I
had no idea at the time of the price Mr. King intended
to pay for this so-called “unity”. In common with many
thousands of others who voted for the King régime in
the last election, I have been sadly disillusioned. My
eyes have been opened, and I have learned, as I shall
proceed to show, that such unity as now obtains, has

been effected only by complete submission to Quebec— .

and to Quebec as controlled by the Roman Catholic Hier-
archy. . : i
And before I follow your example by quoting from

speakers and writers on your side of the question at .

issue, allow me to say this: Protestantism is being regu-
larly and systematically attacked by the Roman Catholic
Church by the use of the radio, with the full approval
of the Canadian Broadcasting Corporation. That medium
of publicity which ought to belong to all the people is
being practically monopolized by the Roman (Catholic
Church. I have myself been attacked by at least one
Roman Catholic speaker whose broadcasts are attributed
to the “courtesy” of the Canadian Broadcasting Corpora-
tion, which 1 assume means that they do not pay for
their time. But I am not allowed to reply even though
I offer to pay full radio rates for the privilege.

Always An Appeal To Force

Through its own publications, and through the daily
press, the Roman Church is continually making veiled
attacks upon Protestantism. To this, we offer no ob-
jection. If a Roman Catholic sincerely believes what
he professes, then it is his bounden duty to do his
utmost, by means of the exposition of his principles, and
the use of persuasion, to convince others of what he
believes to be the truth. My only objection to such
propagation of Roman Catholicism is that the Roman
Church claims full liberty for herself to proselytize
others, but when others reply she never discusses the
questions at issue but immediately makes an appeal to
some form of force. )

Upon that, you yourself insist. There is no attempt
to meet the argument of THE GOSPEL WITNESS, but you
say that in the event of my refusal to refrain from the
publication of my- articles,

“I would suggest to the Minister of Justice, who is
charged with the enforcément of the Defence of Canada
regulations, that THE GosSPeL WITNESS be suppressed
for the period of the war, on the grounds that the
articles published therein are subversive of national
unity.”

It is against that principle, to quote your own words,
“I protest with all the vigour of my manhood.” A
Roman Catholic paper published in Manitoba says of
THE GOSPEL .WITNESS Editor, “He must be stopped.”
The Catholic Record of London again and again says
practically the same thing. And now on the floor of
Parliament you join the chorus by declaring that THE
GOSPEL WITNESS be ‘“suppressed”.

Suppose some of us should ask for the suppression of
all the Roman Catholic periodicals? Suppose some of us

-~
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should demand that these Roman Catholic speakers be
banned from the radio? I have no such inclination. I
believe in absolute freedom of speech; and you are wel-
come to denounce me inside of Parliament and outside,
as much as you like. The 'Catholic press may call me
nasty names, and condemn me as roundly as they please:
I shall not complain. But while there is breath in my
body, I shall demand, and shall exercise, the British
right to protest against the teachings of Rome religi-
ously, and to denounce her political machinations.

Premier Godbout in Ontario and in Quebec

So therefore let me ask, Who is it that is disturbing
national unity? Premier Godbout of Quebec gave an ad-
dress in Toronto on December 4th last, at a joint meet-
ing of the Empire and Canadian Clubs of Toronto, on
the subject of Canadian unity. I cannot review the
address: I am content to quote his closing paragraph,
in which he said: . : .

“If my visit here were to result in the closer draw-
ing together of our two provinces, which are the head-
stone of the entire edifice of Confederation, I should
thank God that he had made of me the humble instru-
ment of a great work, and I should invite you, Mr.
President, Gentlemen, to come in turn to the Province of
Quebee, to bring us your message of unity.”

. But less than a month before, November 17th, in a
speech delivered in Plessisville, Quebec, and reported in
I’Action Catholique of November 18th, Premier Godbout
spoke as follows: .

“The Mobilization Law is the most anti-imperialistic
that has ever been passed in this country. This law adds
absolutely nothing to the powers which the Federal Gov-
ernment already possessed. On the contrary, it restrains
the powers of Ottawa. The Federal Government had the
perfect right to mobilize the resources and the citizens
of this country for overseas service. The Mobilization
Law adds only one ‘clause to the previous statutes, and
that is a restrictive clause. This clause decrees that the
mobilization of able-bodied men can take place only for
the defense of the country. I defy anyone to prove that
the law adds anything to the powers of the government
of Ottawa.

“I hope that you will understand the incommensurable
importance and merits of that legislation. We are a
minority in this country. The English, who came here
after us, are more attached to England than we are, and
that is easily understood. They would like to have seen
conscription established for overseas service. But a little
handful of French-Canadians led by M. Ermnest Lapointe,
dictated its will to the country.”

(“Nous sommes itne minorité en ce pays. Les An-
glais qui sont arrivés ici, aprés nous, sont plus at-
tachés que nous & U'Angleterre et celd se comprend
parfaitement. Ils auraient voulu que la conscription
fit établie pour service outre-mer. Mais une petite
poignée de Canadiens frangais, conduite par M.
Ernest Lapointe, a dicté ses volontés au pays.”)

Let me respectfully ask you whether such a speech as

-that would be likely to minister to Canadian unity? Or,

delivered in French, was it intended to be heard only
by French-Canadians? This speech, so far as we know,
was never reported in any other English-language paper
of the Dominion; it was THE GOSPEL WITNESS that first
reported it to the country. I do not question the accuracy
of Mr. Godbout’s contention: it has long been quite evi-
dent that M. Ernest Lapointe is the real Premier of
Canada, and that the French-Canadians, holding the
balance of power, have really “dictated their will to the
country”.

In your speech to the House.you said:

“A majority of the voters in sixty-five constituencies
out of sixty-five in Quebec returned Liberal members,
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supporting this administration, the party of unity which
is carrying on the war. That was the answer of Quebec
at that time; that is her answer to-day. I said a major-
ity of the voters in sixty-five constituencies supported
the Liberal party. There is a single exception, but that
does not prove my statement to be incorrect. The gentle-
man who represents the nationalist body in this house
is here by wirtue of a decidedly minority vote.” .

-
0

What “The Party of Unity” Is Doing

You are pleased therefore to call the present adminis-
tration in Ottawa, “the party of unity”, boasting of the
practical unanimous support of the Province of Quebec.
That being true, will you be good enough to explain to
me why, according to official Ottawa figures, between
October 1st, 1939, and October 31st, 1940—

. ' Ontario enlisted 72,000 men.

. Quebec enlisted 34,000 men,
and some hundreds at least of the 34,000 credited to
Quebec were enlisted for Quebec regiments in Toronto,
and perhaps elsewhere in Ontario. Does that look as
though Quebec wera the major partner in the “party of
unity which is carrying on the war”? It would seem to
me that nothing could be more destructive of Canadian
unity than such a speech as you delivered in the House
of Commons. ’

Once more. There has been much discussion in the
press of Canada, of Canada’s war éffort, and there seems
to be wide-spread dissatisfaction with the progress {that
is being made. But it must not be supposed that the
papers—the daily press, or such insignificant journals
as THE GOSPEL WITNESS—who have ventured to express
their disappointment that the Government is not offer-
ing more energetic leadership in Canada’s war effort, by
their eriticism have any intention of promoting disunity
among the people of Canada. The Honourable C. D.
Howe charges The Financial Post with sabotaging Can-
ada’s war effort because it has dared to complain that
the minister’s department is not doing half enough.

The Prime Minister spoke somewhat warmly in con-
demnation of The Globe and Mail and the Montreal
Gozette, because of their criticisms of the Government;
and there were some veiled threats in the speech which
seemed to .imply that unless certain papers behayed
themselves, and "talked more softly, they ‘might be
brought to book. Perhaps the Government might do so
temporarily, but I am positive there-would be a sweeping
reaction to any attempt to “suppress” any of the papers
who exercised their right to criticize the actions of the
Government of the day; and especially if such “sup-
pression” were effected on religious grounds.

If a foreman, overseeing a company of workmen, were
to observe a group of men to be slackening their efforts,
and should exhort them, and even command them, to
take their place with the other workers, and pull their
full weight in the general enterprise, could such an one
reasonably be charged with jeopardizing the unity of
that working staff? I heard Mr. King, in the last
election, declare most strongly that the real rulers of
Canada were the people of Canada; that while the Gov-
ernment was responsible to Parliament, Parliament as a
whole wag_responsible to the people. And it was to the
people he was making his appeal. I sat at my radio
and applauded his sentiments, and I would respectfully
remind you, sir, as a member of Parliament—and mem-
bers of the Government and of the whole Liberal party—
that the people of Canada exercise the functions of the
foreman. It is the peoplé of Canada who are determined

to see the war through to a successful issue. And when
we call attention to the disloyalty of some elements in
Quebec—a disloyalty which you yourself acknowledge in
your speech—we are not seeking to make matters worse,
but better. .

Your speech would imply that the element in Quebec
that is not loyal is rather an insignificant one. If that
be so, why does Quebec give only 34,000 to the armed
services, while Ontario gives 72,0007 Mr. Lapointe,
yourself, and others, seem to find great pleasure in boast-
ing of your majority; and you treat the minority in Par-
liament almost with contempt, mocking at the smallness
of their numbers. Let me remind you that another elec-
tion is coming at some time, and that the present Liberal
‘party has before now been confined to the cold shades of
Opposition.

. A Majority Can Melt Like A Snowdrift

I remind you that in an emergéncy, a Premier with a
great majority in England, right in the midst of war,
was forced to resign, and the Government was recon-
stituted without an election. If only there were a suit-
able leader, sufficiently vigorous to press the battle to
the gate, the Liberal party might find a still more vigor-

* ous expression of dissatisfaction on the part of the peo-

ple of Canada. In the last election hundreds of people,’
I should suppose; directly and indirectly, did me the
honour of sharing their problem with me, saying, “I
do not know how to vote.” It was because of that I
expressed my own views publicly. How many followed
my example, I cannot say; but this I do say, that I have
met thousands of people, literally, with great numbers
of whom the question now at issue has been .discussed,
say, during the last six months, and I have yet to meet
with the. first man or woman who is satisfied with ‘the
present Government’s achievements.

But to return to the question of forming some sort
of coalition in order to make the Government repre-
sentative of all the people, for, small ds the Opposition
is in the House numerically, it still represents forty-six
per cent. of the votes cast in the last election; and not-
withstanding the solid support received from Quebec,
the popular vote gave the King régime only four pe
cent. lead over the Opposition. .

- ' Mr. Lapointe and National Unity

Here let me cite a report from The Globe and Maail-,'
of, I think, February 25th, 1941, as follows:

“Amid roars of applause from Liberal benches in the-
House of Commons, he (Mr. Lapointe) attacked the
newspapers that have been urging a broadening of the
present cabinet, and declared:. .

“‘My Province is unanimously opposed to that pro-
posal. The mere mention of it rouses such memories
that it_is really a crime to mention the word. I don’t
think I could sit in such a national government and
claim to represent my Province, and I believe that if I
cannot nobody else can. I beseech the promoters of this
scheme to let well enough alone. I implore them not to
undermine public confidence in their freely elected
rulers.’ ' ’

“Mr. Lapointe’s declaration against any suggestion of

- natiomal government was loudly applauded by Prime
Minister Mackenzie King. The House was_crowded for
the speech and there was no doubt that the Liberal
members welcomed the stand taken for party solidarity.”

‘May I ask if that sort of thing is promotive of Can-
adian unity? Is it not becoming increasingly clear that
the price of unity is complete submission and sub- °
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ordination to the will of Quebec—a will that is the politi-
cal expression of the purpose of the Roman Catholic
Hierarchy? Will any French-Canadian dare to set Que-
bec up ds an example of how to promote Canadian unity?

. More About National Unity

In Le.Devoir of November 2nd, 1940, the Parliar_nen-t- ]
ary correspondent of that paper, Mr. Léopold Richer,
wrote as follows: . , .

“French .Canada -has suffered, in silence .and submis-
sion to duly constituted authority, the principle of par-
ticipation in ‘the European War. Mr, Mackenzie King
will be the first one to admit that this was an extra-
ordinary concession to Canadian unity on the part of

French Canada.” . . i

(“Le Canada frangais a subi, dans le silence et Pobé-

“issance & Vautorité diment constituée, le principe de

la participation d la guerre d’Europe. M. Mackenzie

King sera le premier 4 admetire que c'était ld, une

concession extraordinaire & DPunité canadienne, de la -

part du Canade francais.”) .

This correspondent expresses—and his paper _pufb-
lishes—the view that French-Canada “suffered in silence
and submission to duly constituted authority” — for
what ?—"“the principle of participation in the European
War.”

No matter which way one turns, every French-Cana-
dian speaker, it appears, both inside Parliament and
outside Parliament, insists that the only way to have
a united Canada is for the majority to submit to the
minority, aiid to allow—

. “A little handful of French-Canadians, led by M.

Ernest Lapointe, (to) dictate its will to the country.”

Catholic Laity Uninformed

Before I proceed further, I should like to remark here
that in no religious body I know of, are the laity so
ignorant of the genius of the body fo which they pro-
fess to belong as the laity of the Roman Catholic Church,
And in one respect, I say that to their credit; for it is,
the only reasonable explanation of their loyalty. Roman
Catholicism is a religion of proxy; and if people can
believe that the priest stands for them in God's place,
having the full power of absolution, it is not difficult to
understand how people so trained should form the habit
of referring all great matters to the religious experts
they have been taught to revere. I have talked with
educated Roman Catholic laymen who were utterly ignor-
ant of the history of their Church. They knew nothing
of her bloody record, and nothing of her political aims.
To them, the Church was a religious institution. The
salvation of their souls, they had been taught to be-
lieve, depended upon their submission to the Church in
all things; and I can well believe that comparatively few
Roman Catholic laymen would be competent to discern
the casuistry of the Hierarchy's statements and per-
formances. :

Quebec’s Official Prayer

You, sir, object to my criticism of the prayer recited,
as you say, by the Minister of Justice in Notre Dame
Cathedral. My criticism of the prayer was that it did
not contain the remotest allusion to the King, or to any
of his Governments, either in Canada or throughout the
Empire; nor_did it refer to any of the armed services. .
I quote again the passage you quote:

“We humbly beg of Thee, O God of mercy, to have
pity on us and to give us victory. Especially give to

humanity the vietory of ritg}]lmt over might, the victory
of justice over injustice, the victory of charity over

egotism, the victory of Thy divine rights over sacrileg-
ious usurpations.”

Anyone familiar with the Roman Catholic position
must surely recognize that it is a prayer for the victory
of “Thy divine rights”; and it is the teaching of the
Church that God’s “divine rights” are centred in him
who. presumes to call himself the vicar of Christ. And
that, preceding the phrase, “victory over sacrilegious
usurpations”, meant nothing more nor less than a prayer
for victory in the sense of a universal recognition of the
“divine rights” of the Papacy—everything contrary
thereto being nothing more nor less than “sacrilegious
usurpations”. . .

It is true that the Cardinal himself bade the people
pray for the King and Queen: my criticism was directed
against the official prayer said to have been “composed by
the Archbishops and Bishops of Quebec”. But you seem
to be shocked because I do not- appraise this offieial
prayer at its face value. You say:

“The reverend gentleman about-whom I have been
talking must even criticize that attitude on the part of

the lieutenant-governor and the clergy of the province
of Quebec.”

How “High Clergy Lavish Their Marks of Loyalty”

Why do I do so? Let me give you another quotation,
a translation of extracts from an article in L’Actiop -
Nationale of February, 1941. These extracts were
quoted in Le Jour, March 8th, 1941.

“And the Catholic religion! Although it is-not the re-
ligion of his Majesty, all its rights are recognized every-
where in Canada—pardon, in the Province of Quebec,
because there the minority is in reality the majority—
but throughout our history, it has beem necessary for
our high clergy to lavish their marks of loyalty in order
to conciliate the civil authorities, and to hinder them
from giving ear to certain propaganda that nothing
‘disarms . . . That is what our politicians call national
unity in equality and respect of minorities, of the liberty
of thought, of speech, and of conscience. In short,~our
rights are respected because we do not claim them, be-
couse we traffic with them in order to obtain an illusory
peace. The only difference which exists between our
situation and that of the Czechs and the Poles is that
we are more cowardly than they, and do not know how
to stand up. Nevertheless, our leaders in all realms
have a great admiration for these little peoples who
refuse to purchase their tranquility at the cost of their
national rights, even when they ask us to go and defend
them. Why don’t they follow their example? . . .

“Then they will see if we are better treated than the
Czechs and the Poles in Germany, if National unity is
really possible; and they will prepare themselves as
men fo collaborate or to combat, according to the case. -

P. 159: “It is time to awake and to make the ‘Govern-
ment understand that we do not approve such a policy
of war; nor that stupid policy which consists in sending
our human capital overseas when our war effort, which
ought to be and can be, only industrial, even if we take
the viewpoint of British interests honestly understood,
requires all our hands and more. Nor, with all the more
reason, of that policy, criminal in the eyes of every
Canadian, which would consist of sending our sons to
get themselves killed in defense of a foreign country
while certain citizens of that country would escape and
come and take their place in our factories . .. If our
workmen have not the technical training required to
take immediately certain new tasks at home, then let
them be given the time that is devoted to preparing
them for a military career, and more, if it is necessary.
Any other policy would be odiously anti~Canadian and
especially disgusting to French-Canadians—dripping
with the blood of our sodiers killed over there. . . .” (The
emphasis in the above quotation is my own.)

“Throughout our history,” this Roman Catholic paper
says, *‘it has been necessary for our 'hig'h\cleigy to lavish
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their marks of loyalty in order to“conciliate the ecivil
authorities.” That is precisely what Cardinal Villeneuve
did at Notre Dame. He “lavished his marks of loyalty
in order to conciliate the civil authorities.” I repect-
fully suggest that you make another speech in the House
of Commons with this article in L’Action Nationale as
your text; and if papers are to be suppressed, you might
suggest that this should be suppressed, not only on the
ground that it is inimical to Canadian unity, but that
it is subversive of our war effort.
ing of men overseas. It objects to “sending our, sons to
get themselves killed in defense of a foreign country
while certain citizens of that country would escape and
come and take their place in our factories.” It virtually
tells us there are no “Canadians” but French-Canadians.
It would be difficult to conceive of anything more likely
to discourage enlistment in his Majesty’s forces than
such talk as this. .

It is, however, because there are so many lllustratlons
of the principle here declared that “it has been necessary

for our high clergy to lavish their marks of loyalty in.

order to conciliate the civil authorities.” Because such
ecclesiastical camouflage has obtained throughout the
history of the Roman Catholic Church people who are at
all informed on the subJect are unimpressed by such
performances as took place in Notre Dame, and to which
" you refer.

“The Religious Aspect of the Sirois’ Report”

. You quote at some length from my.address entitled,
“The Religious Aspect of the Sirois Report”. All I can
say to you, sir, is that if you have not recognized that
the Roman Catholic Church, like a horseleach which
never says, “it is enough,” is draining the economic life-
blood from the Province of Quebec, and that it is that
which makes Quebec poor—I say, if you have not recog-
nized that, I can only conclude that you are not as dis-
cernmg as you ought to be.

Still Another Promoter of National Umty

Let me give you another quotation. M. Esdras Min-
ville, the President of L’Action Nationale, who wrote
one of the Studies for the Inter-provincial Commission
which produced the Sirois Report, in his pamphlet, “The
Work of Colonization”, published by L’Ecole Social
Populaire, of which the general Editor is a Jesuit priest,
Rev. Father Archam‘bault, in the last few lines says:

“A hundred years—that is not much in the life of a
people—of methodical effort, and all the arable lands
in the east of Canada, save perhaps the Ontario Penin-
‘sula, will belong to men of our blood. Then depressions
can come, a8 hard as can be imagined: the France of
America, with the help of ‘God, will be assured of its
future »

Does that sort of thing make for Canadian umty—
when objection is raised to sending their men overseas
to get killed, and thus to make room for others, and then
we are told that in a hundred years, with the possible
_exception of the Ontario Peninsula, all eastern Canada
“will belong to men of our blood”, and will be “the
France of America”. 3

You are deeply concerned lest THE GOSPEL WITNESS
should militate against the highest degree of Canadian
unity. Here is a translation of an extract from an article
by Jean-Charles Harvey in Le Jour, March 8th, 1941.

“The most nefarious organ of this sect is a little review

known by the name L’Action Nationale. It is the prin-
cipal vehicle of all the nationalistic stupidities . . .”

It criticizes the send-’

3

I assume that this review known as L’Action Na-
tionale is perhaps the organ of that element which you
describe as “probably not as anxious to-do their bit in
connection with the war as others.” That surely is a
very mild description of them. But I would call your
attention ‘to the fact that M. Minville, whom Jean-
Charles Harvey describes as “protagonist of corporatism,
and anti-democrat”, is the author.of “A Study Pre-
pared for the'Royal Commission on Dominion-Provincial
Relations”, entitled, “Labour Legislation and Social Ser-
vices in the Province of Quebec”, and, among the supple-
ments to the Sirois Report, designated as “Appendix
5”. The thesis of this “Study”
Esdras Minville, that Quebec is different from all

other Provinces, and that the noblest and most charit-.

able thing in Quebec is the Roman Catholic Church, is
also the thesis of the Sirois Report. If Mr. Jean-Charles
Harvey be correct in his appraisal of M. Minville, one
cannot help wondering why such a sectarian and sepa-
ratist should have been selectéd for such an important
“study”.

I beg to assure you that I withdraw nothing of what
I have written. The Sirois Report recommended mea-
sures which- would have mortgaged the whole Dominion
of Canada in the interest of the Roman Catholic Church
I repeat, my quarrel is not with Roman (Catholics as
individuals, nor.with French-Canadians as a race, nor
with Quebec as a Province: if it were not for the blight-
ing influence of the Roman Catholic Hierarchy, Quebec,
that Province, with its people, would be standing as
wholeheartedly as the rest of Canada is now standing
for the righteous cause in which Britain is engaged.

In the last war, my own congregation gave two
hundred and ninety-eight men to the armed services;
and in this war, it has given all that have been allowed
to enter. I have been asked by scores-of men if I could
do anything to assist them to get into the army. Que-
bec has made a bogey of conseription. The possibility
of its being needed in Canada in this war is quite re-
mote. All that is needed is strong leadership on the
part of the Government, and I am sure there would be as
many volunteers as the army, navy, and air force, could
absorb.

" Advocate Keeping Our Soldiers at Home

Let me conclude this letter with this special gef from
another member of Parliament. In a recent speech at
Ottawa, Mr. Pouliot—who is, I understand, with one
exception, senior to every other member in the Domin-
ion House outside the Cabinet—referring to the Cana-
dian troops already in Britain, said: -

“I believe they should be here to protect our famiilies
in Canada, in sufficient numbers and proper]y equipped
to give us all a feeling of security.”

‘Canada’s largest Province, Quebec, furnished eleven
per cent. of the First Division; and the second largest
Province, Ontario, furnished forty-four per cent. And
now Mr. Pouliot thinks all our soldiers should be at home
“to protect our families in Canada”. I venture respect-
fully to say that as long as such sentiments are expressed
by the Province of Quebec, through its members in Par-
liament, its Premier of the Legislature, and its French-

‘language press, just so long shall we continue to call

attention to their disloyal expressions.
A copy of THE GOSPEL WITNESS containing this letter
will be sent to every member of both Houses of Parlia-

‘prepared by M.-
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ment at Ottawa, and to all members of the Quebec
Legislature.

I do not know whether I have supplied you with a text
for another speech in the House of Commons or not,
but I hope that I have at least succeeded in making my
position clearly understood. . Allow me to- subscribe
myself, : -

Sincerely yours,
- (Signed) T. T. SHIELDS.

OUR FUNNY COLUMN

without a week’s respite, the Editor of this paper grew
somewhat tired, and has been under the necessity of
taking a rest. He has been so busy earmestly endeavour-
ing to wake up Canadian Protestants that he succeeded
in making himself so wide awake as to be unable to
sleep. The Editor, however, has been steadily improv-
ing for some time, and to-day he feels so much better
that he began the day in a mood for a little fun. We
have often heard that people are getting better when they
are able to have a good laugh. By that token, this Editor
cannot be far from the crest of the hill

He is minded, therefore, to share with his readers
some of the things that have greatly amused him. One
was a report to the effect that in the headquarters of the
United Church of Canada—we believe they call it The
Bookroom—it was being quite freely and seriously said
that Dr. Shields.was absent from his pulpit, not on ac-
count of sickness, but because he was interned! He has
spent the time in his own house, and he found the
story of his internment a very happy joke indeed.

This morning the Editor turned to The Globe and
Mail, There were some good things in it, but the “morn-
ing smile” was notup to much. As a matter of fact, it
had- been misplaced—although no one in The Globe and
Mail knew it. The real morning smile was on the edi-
torial page in the form of a letter from Rev. P. K.
Dayfoot, of Port Colborne; and since—

“A little nonsense now and then
Is relished by the best of men”,
we print Dr. Dayfoot’s letter:
Getting the Baptists Straight

In your issue of March b, we were told that a mem-
ber of the House of Commons had asked that ‘The
Gospel Witness’, published by Dr. T. T. Shields, Toronto,
be banned. Lest there should be in the public mind any
confusion, let it be distinctly stated that ‘The Gospel
Witness’ is not the official organ of the Baptist conven-
tion of Ontario and Quebee. That is ‘The Canadian
Baptist’, published at 223 Church Street, Toronto. Mem-
bers of that convention have no responsibility for any

other publication.

: (Rev.) P. K. DAYFOOT.
Port Colborne.

We knew Dr. Dayfoot some years ago, but for years
have heard nothing from him, have not even thought of
him, and really had forgotten there was such a brother.
We thought it was rather amusing that Dr. Dayfoot
should ever 'suppose that anyone should confuse THE
GOSPEL WITNESS with The Canadian Baptist, or The
Canadion Baptist with THE GOSPEL WITNESS. But Dr.
Dayfoot wants it to be “distinctly stated that THE
GOSPEL WITNESS is mot the ‘official organ of the Baptist
Convention of Ontario and Quebec.” -

What Dr. Dayfoot says is, of course, true. At the
same time we are inclined to believe that the majority
of Baptists, who are Baptists indeed, irrespective of
Convention affiliations, would agree with the endeavour

¢

of THE GOSPEL WITNESS to stand for the great prin-
ciples of the Reformation and of Evangelical Christian-
ity, against the anti-Christian system of Roman Cath-
olicism.' It is just such minds as Dr. Dayfoot’s which
make it difficult for any “official organ” of any denomin-
ation to speak as’such organs very often would like to
speak. . ’

We should have thought Dr. Dayfoot might well have .
left the subject of his letter to be dealt with by the
Editor of Theé Canadian Baptist, if indeed it were neces-

_.sary to say it at all. We would very gladly share with
. L The Canadion Baptist, or any other religious paper, the
After three and a half years of continual application, .

honour of contending for the principles identified with
the Protestant Reformation. We are of the opinion that,
however our fellow-Baptists may disagree with us on
some matters, when the battle is joined as between the-
faith of Protestantism and the anti-Christian system of
Roman Catholicism, few of them would be inclined to
take the side of Dr. Dayfoot in an implied apology to
the Roman Church.

We are neither elated nor depressed by the discussion
of THE GOSPEL WITNESS on the floor of Parliament. at
Ottawa and the floor of the Provincial Legislature in -
Toronto; and we feel confident that the Editor of The
Canadian Baptist would not be ashamed to be in the
company of THE GOSPEL WITNESS in its anti-Roman
Catholic attitude. At all events, this we know, the Editor
of The Canadian Baptist has shown us many courtesies
for which we are grateful. .

. Perhaps we ought not to be surprised that Dr. Dayfoot
should have availed himself of the opportunity to take a
fling at THE GOSPEL WITNESS. We have examined our
armour, and can find no evidence of its having been -
dinted at any point. 'In fact, we are inclined to think .
that his missile, as usual, was a dud. Years ago Brother
Dayfoot did us the honour of writing critically of us
to The Toronto Globe, under date of April 7th, 1926.
We will not reproduce his letter here, nor our comments
upon it except to say this, that in our reply in THE Gos-
PEL WITNESS we referred to Brother Dayfoot as “the
writer of this vacuous epistle”. Following that, we find
in THE GOSPEL WITNESS of April 8th, 1926, this little
paragraph:

“Note: In seeking an adjective to describe Mr. Day-
foot’s letter the word ‘vacuous’ came to our mind. To
guard against any injustice we consulted the ‘Standard
Dictionary which defines the word as follows: ‘l.- Hav-
ing no contents; especially, containing no matter; being
a vacuum; empty; unfilled; void. 2. Lacking intelligence;
being without expression; blank. 8. Idle; unoccupied.’

“Having read this definition we concluded .the word
vacuous was precisely the word requ,ired.” -
From the letter reproduced above our readers will see

that Dr. Dayfoot is still running true to form.

We are glad, for our information at least, that Dr.

* Dayfoot has emerged from obscurity, that he is well, and

sufficiently vigorous to write the illuminating letter we
have printed above. -

IN THE ONTARIO LEGISLATURE

Last week the press reported a discussion of THE Gos-
PEL WITNESS on the floor of the Ontario Legislature by
the French-Canadian, Mr. A. Belanger, member for Pres-
cott. When he receives a copy of this week’s issue
of THE GOSPEL WITNESS, marked for his direction, we -
ask him please to understand that it is sent to him with
the Editor’s compliments, and the' suggestion that he
read our open letter to Mr. W. R. MacDonald, M.P., Pon-
tiae, as a reply to himself as well as to Mr. MacDonald.

~
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A Sermon by Rev. W. Gordon Brown, M.A.

- Preached in Jarvis Street Baptist Church, Toronto, Sunday Evening, March 9th, 1941.

“He saved others; hxmself he cannot save.”—Mark 15:31.

Perhaps the greatest personal loss which the Cana-
dian military forces have suffered so far in this World
War II,, is that which- occurred just over two weeks ago
through accident in the wilds of our sister Dominion of
Newfoundland. The death of our scientist who had

become world renowned through his benefactions to -

‘humanity, and who was now doing highly important
research for our army, has made our nation mourn.
Flags at half mast, with the invisible flag of death at
the head of the mast; a multitude at the service in Con-
vocation Hall; parade of representatives of our forces,
of our universities, of our legislatures, while crowds
looked on; the last salute at the grave—these honours
but poorly express the gratitude of the people, the
honour of the country. Before the funeral J. E. Middle-
ton penned these lines:
“My friend, my friend!
- --8kilful of hand and brain, radiant with youth,

Strong in devotion; taking wisps of truth,

Weaving them in and out, by day, by night,

Until a .strange, new pattern lay before his sight!

‘““My friend, my friend!

All the world ’round his cunning was acclaimed. N

Honours came fast from Schools forever famed,

From Castle Hill to timeless Oxenford,

.. Until upon his shoulders lay the Royal sword.

“My friend! Alas!
Cold on a snowy wilderness he lies.
What matter now that he was great and wise,
That his dear life was like an altar-flame?
—Save that ten thousand thousand rise to bless
his name.” ,

L

In Sir Frederick Banting, d4s in many others of like
devotion to the truth of creation and the good of
humanity, we find exemplification of the Christian
spirit.. The thoughtless, the cynical, the selfish say,
Save yourself for yourself. The Master taught that the
way to greatness is a lowly path, and he who would be
greatest must be slave of all.* . The Christian way of

life is the road of sacrifice. '-'I‘.h-ose who follow the Lamb-

may say:

“All through the world I see a ¢ross, ’
Where sons of God yield up their breath;

There is no gain except through loss,
There is no life except through death.”

There is a profound saying in the Gospels, which may
apply first to the renunciation of self for the acceptance
of the Saviour, and then to constant self-sacrifice in the

- interests of the Kingdom of God: “Whoever wishes to

save his life will lose it but whoever loses his life for
my sake and the gospel’s will save it.””

That spirit of losing oneself for the sake of others is
not found, with possible rare exceptions, in heathen

1 Mark 10:43, 44. 2 Mark 8:35.

lands; and yet I go so far as to say that even among
some who may not have made that definite Christian -
profession for which the gospel calls, there is never-
theless REFLECTION FROM the teaching of Christ
and from its supreme example in HIS CROSS, whlch
shows itself in service to others.

It is the spirit of HELPFULNESS. Think of the relief to
untold numbers of sufferers brought by Dr. Banting’s
discovery of insulin, relief not only to those who suffer
from that disease for whose conquest it was sought;
but by extengion of its use in shock, for the restoration
of what is sadder than physical disease, certain forms
of mental affliction. The disease which miners dread is
silicosis, and here our scientist was making progress
against the enemy. Flying at great heights with unbe-
lievable speed has introduced-new and baffling problems’
for medical science. It was seeking their solution that
Major Banting used every possible opportunity to fly
himself, and there was the reason he was going to the
Old Country by plane. He was seeking to do for others
what bhey could nof do for themselves. '

Now in the attempt to save others, there is often
necessary FELLOW-SUFFERING. For this our Canadian hero
was ready. For instance, there is a certain leg ailment,
common in the army, whose treatment he wished to
investigate; so ‘he gave himself the disease, and, uncom-
plaining, suffered so from its ravages. that he would be
forced to sit while lecturing to medical students in
London. His leg became so bad that some doctors said
he would lose it, but he only laughed at them. He wh0'

-would save others must suffer himself.

But whether by the helpfulness of objective research
or through the necessity of sharing human ills in order
to alleviate them, Dr. Banting sought in a physical way
to save others. Yet when the plane crashed 'and he was
conscious for eighteen hours or so, one. naturally
applied to him the words of our text, ‘He saved others;
himself he could not save.’

We have said that the Christian principle of sacrifice
for service is exemplified by many of our men of science.
(Sir Frederick himself, as a young man, seriously con-
sidered entering the Christian ministry.) But we are

- justified in saying that the principle of giving oneself

to save others finds for us a host of examples in the

.army. There is DEATH FOR OTHERS. Tt was

“In Flanders’ fields, where popples grow:
Between the crosses, row on
for those men died in the World Wiar L. t_hat we might be
saved from Kaiserism. The seven hundred and more
civilians who were killed last month in Great Britain
died for you.and me here in safe Canada. . C
But our principle is strongly exemplified in the Royal - '
Air Force. Here our finest young men give themselves
to doing what, within the memory of even the young
people here, was thought impossible. Through our Air
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Training Plan there has arisen “an 1m}nense mlgratlon

of young eagles ready for watching and pouncing upon -

their wretched prey”.* Never can we forget Mrt
Churchill’s best way of putting it: “Never in the history
.of human conflict was so much owed by so many to so
few.” They fight that we may have peace. Those who
die do so that we may live. With gratitude of heart we
may apply our text to each of our fallen eagles: ‘He
saved others; himself he could not save’.

The life and death of Dr. Banting, the work of the
R.A.F., and other examples in the world about us, should
remind us that we need not stumble over the central
truth of the atonement. In its height and depth, that
truth may be beyond reason, but it is not unreasonable.
Our illustrations of it in the life of to-day are far from
perfect, but they do show us how much the principle of
representation, and sometimes of actual substitution,
enters into human life.

But “for us men and our salvation”, in the evangelical
sense of that great word, it is necessary to turn from the
cross’ reflections, however dim, however bright, to THE
CROSS ITSELF.

. It was in mockery that the rulers,’ that is, the reli-
" gious leaders, united against the Man on the cross.
Separatist Pharisees joined worldly Sadducees in the
It was not enough to denounce Him to
the people. It was not enough to seek to catch Him in
His words. (He always managed to catch them.) It
was not enough to take swords and staves and soldiers
to arrest an unarmed young Man in a-moonlit garden.
It was not enough to force Him to condemn Himself, as
they thought. It was not enough to turn the precincts
of the High Priest into a chamber of tortures. It was
not enough to hand Him over to the civil power. It was
not enough to drive Pilate to the use of the lash and the
crown of thorns. It was not enough to follow the wa-
of sorrows and hear the women lament Him. It was not
enough to stand by and see the soldiers begin the execu-
tion. It was not enough to watch the victim’s increasing
agony. They must add supreme insult to mortal injury.
“They that passed by railed on him, wagging their
heads, and saying, . . . Save thyself, and come down from
the cross”.* The soldlers must say, “If thou be the King
of the Jews, save thyself.” One of the robbers must
say, “If thou be Christ, save thyself and us”.” Those who

stand by and, hearing His loud cry, think that He calls .

for Elijah, must say, “Let us see whether Eluah will
come to save him.” The Jewish rulers must join in the

mockery of the people whom they have misled, the.

soldiers whom they are using, the robbers with whom
they sympathize and scoff:
he cannot save.”

It was not true. There was One Who céuld save Him

from death,” and that was His Fathef. He himself had
all power. He could have blasted the rulers and their
dupes. Nojit was not true. He could have saved Him-
self, if He would. _
“Was it the nails O Saviour, ’

That bound Thee to the tree?

Nay! twas Thine everlastmg love

Thy love for me, for me."

So it was true. He had saved others. He could still
save them. He could turn that gallows into a throne,

"7 Sir Gerald Campbell, Canadian High Commissioner to Great Britain.
41 Luke 23:35..
5Ml;,tthew 27:41. The priests were Sadducees, the scribes were Pharisees.
6 Mark 16:29, 80. 7 Luke 28:87, 89.
8 Matthew 27:49. ® Hebrews b5:7.

“Others he saved, himself"

and accept the designation of king, and reply to the
penitent thief words of royal pardon, “Verily I say unto
thee, To-day shalt thou be with me in paradise.” But in
order to 'do this for him and for all of us, the mockery
‘had to be true. He could not save Himself, but must
give Himself. He must cry in the hours of darkness,
“My God, my God, why hast thou forsaken me?”

“Yet once Immanuel’s orphaned ery His universe hath shaken;
It went up single, echoless, My God, I am forsaken!

It went up from His holy lips armd His lost creation,

That no man else need ever cry that cry of desolation.”

But let us inquire from-what He saved others, from
which He could not save Himself.

He saved others from PAIN, Think of the multitude of
the sick that He healed. He said it was right to save
life on the Sabbath day," and He did it on that day and

- every other day of the week. To Bartimaeus He said,
“Receive thy sight: thy faith hath saved thee.””

But from whatever pain He saved men in His ministry,
He could not save Himself. It is said of God, “He made
him sick”® Few, if any, methods of execution have
been devised by the fiendishness of depraved human
nature, which are more painful than crucifixion. The
Roman Cicero said that no fellow Roman should even
see a crucifixion. Our Saviour endured one. He saved
others from pain; but in fulfilment of Seripture, and so
of His Father’s will, He could not save Himself.

He saved others, but He could not save Hlmself from
SHAME, physical and moral. ‘

From physical shame He saved men by Hls healing of
such cases as those of leprosy, that disease which was
esteemed a plague of God. Those who -h-ad it must stand
afar off and cry, “Unclean, unclean.” But Jesus said
to such men, “Be clean”, and the shame of their dlsease
vanished. .

He saved others from moral shame. It was not because
they cared for her reformation that the Pharisees
brought the sinful woman. Jesus said, “Let the one with-
out sin be the first to cast the stone at her.” He wrote on
the ground. 'What He wrote we do not know. One by
one, beginning with the eldest, and down to the last,
they departed. The Saviour and the shameful were left
alone. ‘“Go, and ein no more.”* He saved her from
shame. d

But from shame He could not save Himself, whether
it was shame physical or shame moral. Think of the
scarlet coat cast off by some Roman officer. Think of
the scourge by common soldiers. Think of His bearing,
as long as it was physieally possible, His own cross.
Think of the accusation written as for a rebel. Think
of the company of malefactors. Think of the place
called, in Aramaie, Golgotha; by the Latin, Calvary; in
plain English, Skull. Think of the drugged wine. Think
of the naked crucifixion. Think of the casting of lots
for His clothes. Think of the mockery of the great
names which He had taken or which had been applied to
Him: Christ, His Chosen, the King of Israel, the Son of
God. Think of the apathy of the people and the anti-
pabhy of the rulers. Shame is everywhere over that
scene, and from that shame He could not save Himself.

He saved others, He could not save Himself, from

-DEATH. Many did He heal who were near death. Of
10 Mrs. Browning on Mark 15:84. “ Mark 8:4.
13 Lyke 18:42. 12 Isaiah 58:10.
14 John 8:12.
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His own ministry He could say, “The dead are raised
up”.“ R .

But He must die, in pain, in shame, like the criminals
by Him. He had cried in trouble of soul, “Father, save
me from this hour”; and then, as it were, refused His
own petition, saying: “But for this reason I have come
to this hour. Father, glorify thy name.”™

“Under an eastern sky,
Amidst a rabble’s cry,
A man went forth to die -
For me.

“Thorn-crowned His blessed head,
Blood-stained His every tread: '
Cross-laden, on He sped

For me. -

“Pierced glow His hands and feet;
Three hours o’er Him beat
Fierce rays of noontide heat
For me." :

“Thus wert Thou made all mine;
Lord, make me wholly Thine:
. Grant grace and strength divine
To me.”

Now we come to the heart of things, the centre and

core of the crucifixion. What I have already said is true,
but it is not enough. He saved others, but He could
not save Himself, from SIN.

A certain leader of the faculty in a great university
was conducting a Bible study group when he was asked:
“Professor, what was the difference -between the death

of Socrates and the death of Jesus Chrjst?” His answer

was:

“Socrates and Jesus were both put to death unjustly.
Jesus desired to tell His people about God and righteous-
ness. So did.Socrates. Jesus was accused by the religious
leaders of corrupting the people through false doctrine.
Socrates was accused .of corrupting the youth of Athens
by his doetrines. Jesus met death through enucifixion,
Socrates through the drink of poison hemlock. Both met
their death heroically, maintaining that their teaching
was the truth. The main difference in their death was
that Socrates was an old man of seventy, who had had a
long and fruitful life; while Jesus was a young man of
about thirty, full of the fires and passions of youth.”

. Most of those words are true enough, but left there
the question is finally unanswered, and so .the answer
given becomes falsehood of the worst sort. We never can
get away from the fact that “Christ died for our sins”.”

To the paralytic He said, “Son, thy sins be forgiven
thee.” To the sinful woman who in the Pharisee’s-house
made up for Simon’s lack of common courtesy by, wash-
ing His feet with her tears, wiping them with her black
hair, kissing them and anointing them with unguent,
He said: “Thy sins be forgiven . .. Thy faith has saved

thee.” ® 8o He forgave others’ sins, for He had power to -

do s0.” ° -

And yet He died for sin. Not that He had any. sins
of His own: He “knew no sin”;® “he did no sin”;"
“in him is no.sin”;® but in a2 way which only God can
explain, but we must accept, “He made him to be sin
for us”.® “The Lord made to meet upon him the inqui-
ties of us all.”*

Here is our need. At the close of a service in German-
town,- Pa., some time ago, a stranger accosted the late
‘Dr. D. M. Stearns: “I don’t like, your preaching. I do

18 John 12:27, 28.
18 Mark 2:5; Luke 7:48, 50.
. 2 -Corinthians 5:21.
" 21 John 8:5.
. % Jgalah 53:6 Hebrew.

15 Matthew 11:5.

171 Corinthians 15:3.
19 Mark 2:10. ’
Nn1 Peter 2:22.

% 2 Corinthians 5:21.

not care for the cross. I think that instead of preaching
the death of Christ on the cross, it would be far better
to preach Jesus the Teacher and Example.” .

“Would you then be willing to follow Him if I preached
Christ the Example ?” replied Dr. Stearns.

“I would,” said the stranger, “I will follow in His
steps.” .

“Then,” said Dr. Stearns, “let us take the first step:
‘Who did no sin’. Can you take this step?” '

The stranger looked confused. “No,” he said, “I do
sin, and acknowledge it.” .

“Well then,” said Dr. Stearns, “your first need o
Christ is not as an Example, but as a Saviour.”

Do you remember the Prologue of Matthew’s Passion

. as used by Bach?

“Come, ye daughters, share my mourning;

See Him! Whom? The Bridegroom Christ.

See Him! How? A spotless Lamb.

See it! What? His patient love.

Look! Look where? ~ On our offence.

Look on Him. For love of us,

‘He Himself His Cross is bearing, .
While one part of the<choir begs us to come and see,
another hymns this prayer:

“0O Lamb of God most holy,

Who on the Cross didst languish;

0O Saviour, meek and lowly,

‘Who sufferedst bitter anguish;

,The sins of man Thou bearest,

Our every grief Thou sharest.

Have mercy on us, O Jesu.”

“He was wounded for our transgressions, he was
bruised for our iniduities: the chastisement of our peace
was upon him; and with his stripes’we are healed.”™

So is Jesus Christ alone the Saviour of the world.™

. His name means Saviour.” He came to save.® He spoke

that we might be saved.”

" ‘He did save others. Think of Mary Magdalene, think
of Peter, think of Nicodemus. .

"He does save others. Hundreds here can testify to
that.

He will save others. He came to save sinners.® So
you must admit that is what you are. He saves those
who believe.™ .

' “I sought Thee, weeping, high and low,
I found Thee not; I did not know
I was a sinner—even so,
I missed Thee for my Saviour.

“] saw Thee sweetly condescend

. Of humble men to be the Friend,

I chose Thee for my way, my end,
But found Thee not my Saviour;

“Until upon the cross I saw
My God, Who died to meet the law
That man had broken; then I saw. 7
My sin, and then my Saviour.

“What seek I longer? Let me be

‘A sinner all my days_to Thee, v

Yet more and more, and Thee to me o
Yet more and more my Saviour. . .

. *“Be Thou to me my Lord, my Guide,
My Friend, yea, everything beside;
. But first, last, best, whate’er betide,
- Be Thou to me my Saviour!”

% Isaiah 53 :5. 2 John 4:42; 1 John 4:14.
27 Matthew 1:21. % Matthew 18:11, éte.
2 John 5:84. % 1 Timothy 1:15.

- 811 Corinthians 1:21. i ~
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HITLER’S FIGHT AGAINST THE
CHURCHES

( Nm,th of a Series on the Relationship of Catholicism to
to Nazi-Fascism)

By L. H. LEHMANN

The full stori' of the rise of Nazi-Fascism has still to
be ‘written. When it appears it will surprise most
Americans to discover the part played in it by the
Christian churches—Protestant as well as Catholic. For
Nazi-Fascism is as much a product of the churches as of
the state, and is a movement towards religious as well
as political and social authoritarianism. European
Catholic historians have long pointed out that it is the
final act in the Jesuit plan of counter-Reformation insti-
tuted exactly four hundred years ago this year. It is
for this ‘reason that the articles of this series have-

. stressed from the beginning the ideological background
of Nazi-Fascism in the counter-Reformation activities-
of the Jesuit Order.

Americans will never fully understand the real aims
and activities of the church of Rome so long as they
‘continue to look at Catholicism from our American point
of view. On this side of the Atlantic attention has been
focussed mainly on attempts of a few “liberal” Catholic
spokesmen to integrate their church with the American
way of life. These are sincere in thinking that Catholic
authoritarianism can be reconciled with the liberal,
tolerant principles of American democracy.’ But the
Church of Rome has its roots-in Europe; there its meta-
physic was first established. It is therefore to its back-~
ground and activities in Europe we must look if we want
to judge what its real nature is. It is the policy de-
termined upon “beyond the Alps” in Europe that directs
and guides the church even in America. Well-meaning
Catholic spokesmen in the democracies are permitted
to voice their liberal views, but their wishful thinking
has never had any effect in really bringing the Catholic
Church into line with our American way of life.

This issue has been bitterly fought out in Europe be-
tween Nazi-Fascism and the Christian churches. As
far as Europe is concerned the fight is ended—with
victory on the side of Nazi-Fascism and Catholic ultra-
montanism. In Italy, Spain, Austria, Poland, Portugal,
France and Belgium, Catholicism alone was involved.
In Germany, however, both the Protestant and Catholic
churches have played their respective parts. There
the struggles were as bitter, and purges as bloody, within
the churches as within the state. They were more
severe and bloody within Protestantism than Catholic-
ism; many more liberal Protestant leaders than Catholic
were liquidated or put out of the way in concentration
camps. By refusing to make any concessions to Nazi-
ism, the evangelical Protestant churches are said to
have actually paved the way.for the success of the
“German Christian” movement. These “German Chris-
tians”—Protestant fascists—professed {o consider it .
necessary to submit to a spiritual leader in order fo
free Protestantism of liberalism and rationalism. They
thus became one with the Catholic fascists who, in
keeping with the Catholic Action crusade 6f Pope Pius
X1, were purging every taint of liberalism and demo-
cracy out of the Catholic clergy and were bringing the

! Cf., for example. the article of Rev. John F. Cronin, S.S., Rome—Ally
of Dcmacmcy? in the magazine Common Sewse for October, 1940.

can absolutism.

Catholic Church in- Germany into line with pure Vati-
Gonzague de Reynold, ardent Jesuit
Catholic reformer, in his book L’Europe Tragique
states:

“A real fight has been waged within Protestantism.
The Evangelical Protestants refused to make any conces-
sions and established a confessional church in opposition
to that set up by the state . . . We are on the threshold

of a religious schism. These a,'re the final repercussions of

the Reformation. We are witnessing a phase of
dissolution [of Protestantism]. Many German Protest-
antg believe that to reject a purely religious authority
like the Papacy, 'umuld constitute a danger to the church
and to Christiamity.”

Professor Karl Barth, the famous Protestant his-
torian, also realized this when he said that National
Socialism’s campaign against the churches in Germany
had for its aim to make Protestantism “ripe for Rome”.

In order to understand what happened to the Catholic
Church in Germany, it is necessary to go back to the
time of Pope Leo XIII, well known for his unrelenting
antagonism to the liberal constitutions of states.’ In
order to- counteract the increasing influence of 19th
century liberalism on Catholic countries, Pope Leo XIII
urged on Catholic leaders throughout the world the
formation of Catholic political parties. He thought that
if such Catholic parties took an active part in parlia-
mentary politics they would, by securing the balance of

power, succeed in obtaining victory for the church. He'

even hoped that these Catholic political parties would
eventually obtain a large enough majority, by demo-
cratic means, to enable them to seize complete control
of governments. What actually happened, however,
was the very opposite, The Catholic parties gradually
came under the influerice of their liberal opponents and
copied many of their ideas. Thus in Italy the Catholic
party became the “popular” liberal party headed by the
now-exiled priest Don Sturzo; in Germany it became
the liberal “Centre” party.

This liberal influence of Catholic parties became so
great that the Holy See began to regard Catholiec poli-
tical trends as a grave danger which threatened the
juridical and political unity of the church itself. These
Catholic parties became infiltrated with the liberal
spirit of the French Revolution of 1789. The ideas of

. the rights of man, of religious tolerance, of freedom

of conscience, of speech and press, were adopted by a
great number of Catholic politicians and by many of
the lower clergy.

So pronounced had this trend of popular Catholic
politics become in the United States, for instance, that
when Alfred E. Smith was nominated for the Presi-
dency in 1927, the Vatican and Catholic bishops in
Europe were shocked to hear that Mr. Smith had been
prompted by priests to proclaim these principles to be,
not a mere matter of “favour”. (as he first stated) but
also a matter of “innate right”. This was rank heresy,
and, after Mr. Smith’s defeat at the polls in 1928, the
Vatican rebuked those who had ddvised the former
Governor of New York to proclaim doctrines so con-
trary to official Catholic teachings.

By the end of the last war, the Catholic political
parties had begun to lose the importance which they had

P, 829,

aCt. Great lyuuuclwal Letters of Leo, XUl also The Converted Catholic
for October, 1940,

¢ Cf. Alfred E. Smlth's reply to the Open Letter of the late Charles C.
Marshall in Forum Magazine, March, 1928: also Mr. Marshall's able work,
The Roman Catholic Church in the Modern State.
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in the eyes of the Vatican ‘when it first brought them
into being. They became so integrated with democratic
states, founded as they were on political compromise,
on tolerance and the idea of equality, that it was con-
fusing to note the alliances made by some Catholic
parties with bourgeois groups and by others with so-
cialist groups. It had become apparent that the con-
trol of Catholic politics was being lost by the Holy See
in Rome. Pope Leo XIII's plani ‘had miscarried, and
had proved a boomerang against the real aims of the
church as he had proclaimed them. Catholic political
action had acquired an independence that made it a
menace to, rather than a docile instrument of, the Vati-
can. Liberal Catholicism, in fact, which, to all appear-
ance, had received its dedath-blow by the decree of papal
infallibility towards the end of the 19th century, had
‘taken on a new lease of life by means of the very
Catholic political parties which had Peen established
and sustained by Pope Leo XIII to oppose the hated
liberal constitutions of democratic states.

This is how the Vatican saw it after the world war
in 1918, and the conclusions which it drew from its
observations in the matter were the first steps towards
the rise of what we now call Fascism.

Many of the non-Jesuit religious orders in Germany,

_notably the Franciscans and the Benedictines, started
movements which displeased the Vatican. The “Liturgi-
cal Movement” of the Benedictines; their attempt to
establish contact with the Oecumenical Ewvangelical
Movement, and their effort towards a reunion of all
Christian churches; the attitude of the Patres Unionis
(“Fathers of Unity””) who were even prepared to modify
the dogmas of papal infallibility and the Immaculate
Conception in order to help their work of reunion;
their open and secret negotiations with groups in the
Anglican Church under the guidance of the late Cardi-
nal Mercier—all these liberal reform movements were
regarded as tainting the lower clergy and the intelli:
gent laity with the heresy of liberalism and Protestant-

-ism. The Vatican regarded its authority as gravely
menaced by it all, and determined to wage relentless
war against this growing liberalism in political and
spiritual matters.

It should not be surprising that Rome became dls-
turbed at the prospect of a revival of the Lutheran
Reformation. It was particularly marked in Germany.
Friedrich Heiler® has the following to say on this point:

“These recent tendencies of Catholicism have spread
to a great extent in Germany. German Catholicism is
in fact a particular kind of Catholicism, due to the fact
tha it has been subject, continually if not visibly, to
the influence of the reformed churches of Christendom,
and has constantly absorbed certain features belong-mg
to Evangelical Christianity”.

But the democratic states were the most powerful
in the world ‘at that time. The Catholic political
parties had become too strong to be stopped by mild
protests or even by encyclical letters from Rome. Re-
pressive action, carried out by the help of authoritarian
secular regimes, was necessary. .Thus the two great
opposing factions within the Catholic Church became
locked again in a gigantic stfuggle: one possessing the
liberal Catholic idea, deep-seated as of old in the hearts
of true Christian believers; the other, the coldly im-

. perial, sectarian and intransigent Roman Party, repre-

5 Professor of History in the University of Marburg, in his work, Im
Ringen um die Kirehe, p. 174 et seq.

sented by the Holy See under the dommatlon of the So-
ciety of Jesuits.

It is in the light of these facts that Hltlers “cam-
paign against the churches” must be viewed. Neither
Hitler nor the Jesuits could forgive priests and bishops
in Germany who sided with the cause of liberalism and
democracy during the Weimar Republic. It was against
them that the acts of Catholic repression were directed.
Hitler and Pope Pius XI acted in concert to destroy
every vestige of liberalism in Germany: the one in so-
cial and political life, the other in the sphere of. re-
ligion. By dissolving the Catholic Centre Party, the
Pope removed the last obstacle to Hitler’s rise to power,
and also deprived the Catholic people and clergy in
Germany of any say-so in polltxcal matters. He had
done the same for Mussolini in Italy by the d.lssolutmn
of the Partito Popolare and the exiling of its priest-
leader Don Sturzo. By his Catholic Action he concen-
trated all Catholic political power in the Holy See. .
Thenceforth, the Vatican was free to make its secret
concordats with the fascist dictatorships. -

The lower, clergy in Germany did not yield without
a struggle. Many defied both Hitler and the Pope.
Some priests were imprisoned. Even when the pristine
ardor of Cardinal Innitzer for Hitler and Nazi Socialism
showed signs of .cooling, hostility was engineered
against him. Catholic schools, mostly under the care
of liberal, non-Jesuit religious orders, were closed;
some heads of these anti-Jesuit religious orders were
punished for attempting to save their funds by smug-
gling them out of the country. In the press of
America this was. called “Hitler's persecution of
the Catholic Church”, and served to conceal the com-
mon purpose of Nazi Socialism and ultramontane
Catholicism. There were some mild protests from Rome
but no adverse action. Even the closing of Catholic
schools in Austria went almost unprotested. These
were regarded by the Vatican as but a small loss com-
pared to what was gained by the elimination of recalci-
trant clergy and their liberal views. The Nazi-Vatican
concordat continues to hold and function.

With the extinction of liberal Catholicism and the
imprisonment of liberal Protestant leaders, Vatican ab-
solutism was triumphant. Of supreme satisfaction to the
Jesuit Catholic faction is the knowledge of the dissolu-

tion of Protestantism in ‘Germany, and the fact that the -

pro-Nazi Protestant “German Christians” are forced to
realize, as Gonzague de Reynolds points out, that “to
reject a purely religious authority like the Papacy would
constitute a danger to the church and Christianity.”

Next week: NAZI-FASCISM AND CATHOLIC
ACTION.
- SUNDAY IN JARVIS STREET -

The Lord blesses His Word where people pray. Sunday
morning last two men, recently converted, followed the
Saviour in baptism. Sunday evening there was a spirit of
conviction in the gathering, and at the invitation and after-
ward there was response. Our large choir added to the
spirit of the meeting with Stainexr’s lovely setting of John
3:16, 17. They and the junior choirs are busy preparing for
our annual musieal service of praise on Good Friday.

“And the hour shall be filled with musie, -
With song and praise and prayer,

And the burdens of life be lifted,
From all who enter there.”

H e
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POOR QUEBEC!

We take the following from the Canadian Aﬁt’omotive
Trade News of February, 1941:

Quebec Leads .

There were 8,775 new passenger cars retailed for $10,-
550,425 in December, 1940, an increase of 12 per cent.
in number and 23 per cent. in value above sales in Dec.,
1939, when 7,804 new passenger cars sold for $8,668,427.
Quebec showed the greatest increase over last year with
a gain of 63 per cent.; sales in British Columbia were up
23 per cent., and in Ontario 16 per cent. All other sec-
tions of the country reported sales below the 1939 level.
Sales in the Maritime Provinces decreased 11 per cent.,
in Alberta 12 per cent., and in Manitoba 15 per cent.,
while Saskatchewan sales were 28 per cent. below last

year,®

- Trucks Up Five Per Cent.

Sales of new trucks and buses in Dec.,- 1940, numbered
2,145 units with a retail value of $2,641,772, up 6 per
cent. in. number and 11 per cent. in value compared with
Dec., 1939, when 2,040 new commercial vehicles retailed
for $2,375,828. Quebec reported the | test increase
over 1939 in this field also 'with sales of new trucks and
buses 45 per cent. above December last year., Sales in
Ontario were up 19 per cent., and in Manitoba 8 per
cent.,, while decreases were reported in all other sec-
tions of the country. . .

From the quotation above it will be seen that the
increase in new passenger cars sold in Quebec during
1940 was 68 per cent. over last year; in British Columbia,
28 per cent.; in Ontario, 16 per cent. “All other sections
of the country reported sales below the 1939 level.” Sales
of new trucks and buses increased 5 per cent. in number
and 11 per cent. in value last year; while for December
alone, the increase in Quebec was 45 per cent. above the
sales of the year before. N

We are glad to observe that Quebec is prospering. Per-
haps that prosperity is due, in large measure, to the
stimulus that comes to all branches of business during
wartime. We may hope that this prosperity will continue
in Quebec, so that it will not be necessary for the rest of
the Dominion to help it to pay its bills, as the Sirois
Report proposed. , , :

We have presumed to take the following figures on
enlistment from Protestant Action of March, 1941, They
speak for themselves:

WFO’S ENLISTING?
Ontario, 72,000 - Quebec, 34,000

Official Ottawa figures for enlistments between October
1st, 1939, and October 31st, 1940, are: '
Air Force—Ont., 9,664; Que., 2,715; Man., 2,566; Sask.,
2,413; B.C., 1,854; Alta.,, 1,755; N.B., 1,022; NS,
879; P.E.IL, 170. 4

Navy—Ont., 8,308; N.S., 2,119; Que., 1,860; B.C., 1,624,
M?ln., 871; Alta., 760; Sask., 563; N.B., 528; P.E.IL,
4117, :

. C.A.S.F.—Ont., 59,537; Que., 30,028; N.S. and P.EIL,
14,905; Sask., 8,713; Alta., 11,405; B.C., 15,078; Man.
and part of Ont., 12,963; N.B., 8,625.

This shows that Ontario gave 3 total of 72,504, as
against Quebec’s 34,608. The other provineces stand in
the following order: B.C., 18,556; N.S, and P.E.L., 18,490;
Man. (and part of Ont.), 16,400; Alta., 13,920; Sask.,
11,689; N.B., 10,175. . .

Dr. Barnardo’s Homes in Great Britain are receiving to
their hospitality an average of 5 little fugitives every day.
In the 75 years of their history they have had within their
walls 125,000 children. To-day the Homes are sheltering
8,250 boys and girls, many of whom are crippled and hun-
dreds of whom are under 5 years of age.:

—Watchman-Examiner.

THE CHURCH OF ROME
" Is It Christian or Pagan?

A book of 48 large pages, by Rev. Alexander A.
Murray, D.D., Minister of Westminster Presbyterian’
Church, Sydney, N.S,, has come to hand. The preface
of The Church of Rome: Is It Chrigtian or Pagan?
states: . :

/

“The (8) Sermons in this volume were preached to my
congregation during- the months of ‘Decembetr 1940 and
January 1941. In response to many requests for a per-
manent record of them, they are now sent forth in the
hope that they may- enlighten and help all who wish to

. know the radical difference between Protestantism and
Roman Catholicism, .

“Roman Catholicism both in doctrine and practice is not
Christianity. Indeed it is the very opposite of Christian-
ity. While it professes to be a Christian religion, it is
the negation of all that is trulﬁ' Christian.

“Its doctrines and practices have no foundation what-
soever in the Bible. They are purely of heathen origin,
and can be traced back to Babylon, ‘the Mother of har-
lots and abominations of the earth.”’ This is a strong
.:}ap:r’pent, but the sermons which follow prove the truth

it. o )
Copies of the work may be had from Dr. Murray at

265¢c each. We hope that many ‘GOSPEL WITNESS readers
will write Dr. Murray at once. ’

PRACTICAL MR. MOODY

Harold L. Lundquist tells a story of Mr. Moody that illus-
trates the practical and realistic attitude of that great man
of God. It happened at a time when Mr. Moody was deeply
interested in the political situation in Chicago. Meeting an
officer of his church, the great preacher asked lim what he
thought of the forthcoming election. Replied the man, with
a touch of rebuke for his pastor, “My dear brother Moody,
I’'m not: interested in politics; my citizenship is in heaven.”
“Yes,” Mr. Moody responded, “your citizenship is in heaven
all right, but if you intend to go on living in Chicago, you'd
better get your feet down to earth for the next sixty days.”

—Chrigt Life.

TO QUEEN ELIZABETH

London Bridge is falling down,
Falling down, falling down,
My Fair Lady.

Be it said to your renown
That you wore your gayest gown
And bravest smile
AND STAYED IN TOWN!
While London Bridge
Was falling down, falling down,
My Fair Lady.

From the Chicago I'ribune, traditi‘ona_l-l-y an isolationist-

- newspaper.

Hoping to touch hearts and pocketbooks for the buying
of war saving certificates, a Canadian woman adds:

Be it said to our renown .
That we helped her wear her go
And bravest smile, .
AND SAVED THE TOWN,
AND KEPT THE BRIDGE
FROM FALLING DOWN—
For our Fair Lady.

Libyan Nluréery Rhyme

Mussolini-miny-mo,

Caught a lion by the toe.
How you’d love to let him go,
Teeny, weeny Benito!

—Stuart Hernsley in Saturday Night.
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UNION NEWS -
Rev. W. S. Whitcombe, Secretary

- Jamaica
Rev. J. W, Knight, one of our four Seminary graduates
in Jamaica, writes of his work as follows:

“Last week here we had a great week of special meet-
ings. Without any extra effort at advertising, there were
fine congregations, great messages that were the means.of
awaking saints as well as unsaved, and times that can hon-
estly be called ‘times of refreshing’ from the presence of
the Lord. The preacher was Pastor Stanley Harris, whom
you will likely remember since the time he was with you
for a Sunday at Jarvis Street. Many have turned to the
Lord and are testifying of what He has done for them. What
precious fellowship we enjoyed!”

“Like Hot Cakes!”

One of our Home Mission Pastors writes thus about his
weekly bundles of GospPEL WITNESSES. “THE GOSPEL WIT-
NESS is widely read these days. We have had to increase
our number to eighteen and even while receiving twelve,
enough money has been coming in to pay for the eighteen.
I have had to quit announcing that they are at the door,
for they have been gone almost before I could make the
announcement.” : .

Geraldton

“Both of our Bible Schools for 1940 were up in the aver-
age attendance over all previous years. Our lantern picture
meetings continue to be of great interest to the children.
While visiting a home recently where the little girls in the
family had attended our Bible School before they moved down
east, I discovered that they were back and that during their
long train ride here they had been singing gospel choruses
- to the passengers on the train. The two little girls under
five were certainly travelling missionaries as they sang the
choruses they had learned in our Bible School. Our fiscal
year ended on January 81st, and we are happy to report that
all our obligations have been met and that there is a small
balance in the general fund and almost $200.00 in the build-
ing fund treasury. This is the Lord’s doing and it is mar-
vellous in our eyes.”—Pastor G. B. Hicks. /

Conversions in Sudbury

“The Lord continues to bless our efforts, and a few have
been saved, notable among which were two men whose inter-
est was aroused by our exposure of the evil efforts of a
Paulist Priest. They were not Catholics, but had suffered
at the hands of Catholicism, and found joy in the gospel
of a living and accessable Saviour. In challenging the
priest’s doctrines, we aroused quite.an interest, though, in
one sense, it was quite appalling when one met dozens of
people who seemed quite surprised that we should dare speak
out boldly against this notoriously evil system. Such is our
state of degeneracy among non-Catholics that Protestants
are amazed, and even alarmed, if we protest. However, we
have made many valuable contacts, and we still expect to
see more conversions as an indirect result of the meetings.
The services at -which I dealt with the issue were as well

attended as any meetings we have ever had, and have -

brought as much blessing as any effort we have ever made.
As a result of the special meeting at which the largest'num-
ber of Catholics were present, 1 received a letter from a
prominent Catholic who was present, asking me a number
i)f gtl;lestions regarding. our faith. I have replied at some
ength. .

“Our other departments of the work go on with some
difficulty. Many men, and even whole families, have gone
away to war or war work, and our outside works have suf-
fered badly from this. The radio ministry, in spite of its
heavy obligations, which get almost unbearable sometimes,
goes on with what seems to be an ever increasing evidence
of blessing. It becomes ever more obvious that hundreds look
to this message as almost the only gospel testimony they
can hear, and proof of the power in the Word thus spoken

. - is strengthened more and more each week.”—J. R. Boyd.

~

British Columbia Baptists

From the B.C. Baptist Bulletin, we rJepr-int the following
report of three of our inary men now labouring in that
Convention. ‘

Marpole - (Pastor E. V. Apps).—Splendid services, good
attendances and at least one conversion during the past
month. The recent Sunday School was the most successful
in a long time.

Salmon Arm and Sunnybrae (Pastor G. R. Dawe).—Min-
istry of the Word is well received, and there is a good spirit
in all our gatherings. We have been taking up studies on
the Tabernacle at the Sunday morning services and Baptist
Doctrine at the mid-week meetings. )

Kamloops.—Pastor F. J. Carter continues to give his
monthly gospel message over the air at Tranquille Sana-
torium, with the young people to help with the singing. We
know of some patients who. are seriously thinking of salva-
tion, and we pray that they may soon put their trust in
the Lord Jesus Christ. Some of the Sunday.School teachers
continue their house-to-house canvass for new pupils, and
at the same time give out the mimeographed church bulletins,
which contain Gospel messages and Scripture. The Lord is
blessing this work as several have been led to come and
hear the Old, Old Story through this personal visiting. -

' AMONG OURSELVES

Devoted to_Activities and Interests of Formier Students of

TORONTO BAPTIST SEMINARY

Mr. “Johnnie” Longe, as we all knew him (class ’31), is
still living in Kenora. He is now blessed with a wife and
a family of two children. He hopes to be accepted for ser-
vice in the R.C.A.F.

" We cannot but share with our readers the amusement of
the following excerpt from a recent letter from our friend,
Rev. F. 8. Cook, now of Padilla, Bolivia: .

“Besides the fleas which work havoc among us, and
which cause us a lot of irritation, we have some mice to
contend with. The other night I thought I saw one but
was too sleepy to hunt for it. The next morning I was
looking for something when I saw a thing move in a
z'ipperubaﬁ.e. I at once closed the entrance and took the
bag outsi The man of the house was in and so to-
gether we opened the bag and out jumped Master
Mouse. Then commenced a merry chase about the yard,
when the: woman .of the house jumped on her bed with
a yelling child under each arm, while she herself yelled
and the poor servant, who is deaf and dumb and lame,
was knocked over by the cat, who got so scared it jumped
at her, while Mrs, Cook, the man and.I chased the little

_fellow. Well, a quick foot did the trick and that was
the end of it. Then we bought a couple of traps and
since then we have caught some more. We seem to be
rid of them—the mice—for a while at least.” )

Russellites, that is, Rutherfordites, that is, Jehovah’s Wit~
nesses, are still selling their books in London, England.

From information recently released, it is known that there
are now no less than 100 Roman Catholic priests serving as
full-time chaplains to the Canadian force on land, sea and
air, in addition, to 50 part-time chaplains. The Protestants
total 186, of whom 15 are Baptists. .

The following propositions published in the Baptist Direc-
tory issued by Rev. E. T. Hiscox in 1859, are very much to
the point to-day: - - .

‘‘Every man has the right to hold such religious opin-
ions as he believes the Bible teaches, without harm or
hindrance from anyone on that account, so long as he
does mot intrude upon, or interfere with, the rights of
others by so doing.

“All men have the right, not only to believe, but also
to profess and openly declare, whatever religious opin-
ions ‘they may entertain,. providing they be not contrary ~
to common morality, and do no injustice to others.”—®B.
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OLIVE L. CLARK, Ph.D. (Tor.)

3 THE RICH YOUNG RULER
Lesson Text: Mark 10:1-31,

Golden Text: “Come, take up the cross, and follow me”—
Mark 10:21. :

1. Regulations—verses 1 to 12.
Parallel passage: Matt. 19:1-9.

The Pharisees had perceived that the message preached by
the Lord Jesus differed somewhat from the letter of.the law
as interpreted by the elders. His failure to obey their tradi-
tions increased their hostility to Him, and when they sought
to bring Him into disrepute with the authorities (Mk. 8:6;
8:11; Lk. 20:19, 20; John 8:6), they adopted the scheme of
exposing what they termed His violation of the law (Mk.
2:18, 20; 7:1-16; John 8:4-6). As a matter of fact, Christ
came to fulfill the law (Matt. 5:17, 18, 21-30, 33-48). He
expounded the inner spiritual principles, of which the external
ceremonies had been foregleams and illustrations.

Christ replied to their ipsinecere question by asking them
a question involving their knowledge of the matter in hand.
When people criticize the teaching of Scripture, it is some-
times a good move to find out whether they réally know the
Word. Usually they do not. - .

Our Lord expounded the principles involved in His regu-
lations regarding divorce, referring to the historical circum-
stances governing the relationship between man and wife
(Gén. 1:27; 2:20-26; Deut. 24:1-4; Eph, 5:31, 32). His com-
mands are not grievous, but reasonable (1 John 5:3), and a
knowledge of the historical background of the Word will help
us to understand and appreciate-it, as well as to obey it.

Incidentally, our Saviour gave positive evidence as to the
I\I}Ilosgic lauthorship of the Pentateuch, the first five books of
the Bible. '

When the disciples asked Him privately about the matter,
‘Christ answered them directly and definitely (Matt, 5:31, 32;
Lk. 16:18), as was His custom (Matt. 13:36; 24:3; Mk, 9:28;
Lk. 10:23). Those who abide in Him are in a position to
receive knowledge which is hidden from the worldly (Psa.
25:14; Prov. 8:32; Matt. 13:16, 17; Johm 7:17; 15:15).

II. Rebuke—verses 13 to 16.
Parallel passages: Matt. 19:13-15; Lk. 18:15-17.

While the disciples rebuked the parents of the children,
Christ rebuked the disciples themselves for their lack of un-
derstanding and consideration. They should have known I-IJs
great love for the children; He always treabed them with
tenderness and sympathy. He would teach us to do the same,
and to lzl'eco.gvnize the importance of training them in His way

-and will. :

Our Lord has a place and a plan for the children in His
"kingdom, and no one should presume to disregard or imperil
their spiritual welfare (Mk. 9:37, 42). The childlike attitude
is the very first requirement for those who would come into
His kinglt.iyom. The commencement of eternal life in the
believer by the new birth is likened to ithe 'begl'xanmng- of the
physical life by natural birth (John 3:3-7; 1 Pe
2:2). We may learn much from the children.

II1. Renunciation—verses 17' to 22, .
. Parallel passages: Matt. 19:16-22; Lk, 18:18-23. -

The question of eternal life, inasmuch as it involves one’s
future destiny as well as present li)eace, is the most important
consideration which can occupy the human mind. The young
man did well to apply to Christ, the only One Whose word
is authoritative on that matter; He came to bring us life
(John 4:10; 6:63, 67, 68). .

The Lord answered. the plea of the young ruler for light,
correctly reading, his heart, in spite of the deficiency of his
knowledge. He had called the Saviour good instead of God,
had regarded Him as a teacher instead of the Teacher, and

t. 1:22, 23; .

" had thought that eternal life could be inherited like ‘earthly

possessions (Lk. 10:25-28; 1 Pet. 1:8, 4).

Jesus loved the ruler because of his youthful enthusiasm
(Ecel. 11:9), his earnestness, the sincerity of his tribute and
his upright life.

The ten commandments may be divided into two sections;

* the first section deals with man’s relationship to God (Exod.

20:3-11), the last six with his relationship to his fellowman
(Exod. 20:12-17). It is significant that the commandments
which the young man claimed to have obsérved all come in
this second section, but he was unable to stand the test when
asked to renounce his possessions and give them to the poor.
In reality, he did not love his neighbour as himself, nor did
he love the Lord his 'God with all his heart. He was not
obeying the first commandment and the greatest one, nor
the second, which is like unto it (Exod. 20:3; Mk, 12:28-33).
He had put another god before Jehovah; he revered his gold
instead of his God. ’

The young man had made “the great refusal” (John 5:40).
It is sad to see one so promising turning away from Christ,
allowing his material possessions to stand in the way of the
eternal welfare of his soul.

IV. Riches—verses 23 to 31. l

Parallel passages: Matt. 19:23-30; Lk. 18:24-30.

It was the departure of the young ruler which opened the
way for the Master’s discourse regarding the peril of riches
(Lk. 18:24). Used for the Lord, riches may be a means of
service and blessing; but used for self, they may easily
become a snare and a stumbling-block (Jas. 5:1-5). Wealth
may mean power in some circles, but the disciples must learn
that it may easily make spiritual progress difficult, tending
to minister to pride and self-sufficiency (1 Tim, 6:9, 10, 17).

The “eye of the needle” probably refers to one of the small
postern doors in the city gate. A ‘camel could not pass
through without stooping down and being relieved of its load.
The rich man who desires to enter the kingdom must- put
:\ls.ide all trust in his riches (Psa. 62:10; Lk. 12:15).

Peter argued that if riches were a disadvantage in spiritual
progress, then poverty must provide an advantage. That does
not necessarily follow. The core of the matter is the attitude
of the individual to Christ. The sacrifice, of whatever kind,
which is made for the glory of God, will be abundantly
rewarded in God's own time.

N

Humility
Humble we must be, if to Heaven we go:
High is the roof there; but the gate is low:
Whene’er thou speak’st, look with a lowly eye:
Grace is increaséd by humility. .
—Robert Herrick

- \

ONLY 18 MORE  DAYS
to the end of our ﬁnalllcial year in the
books of Jarvis Street Church, The Gos-
pel Witness, Toronto Baptist Seminary.
Send your gift at once to:
130 Gerrard Street East,
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