By W. S thtcombe

o ’ ”The land B here gxrt wrth frlends or foes
Vo - A'man may speak the thing Ihe wrll
S e w0 mUACland of just and old renown,
ween e VW07 Where Freedom slpwly broadens down
: e Froma precedent to precedent

'_hovah’s Withessés” has beén hailed a8 a- great victory "
- for“freedom .of -the- press ‘and'-of rehgron 4n Canada afid
_’-'partlcularly n Quebéc To tHis we agree wrth certam
_' Treservations whxch will* be dlscussed later; but first ‘of
- .all>we ‘wish to remark. that mio, J-udlcxal decision- of any
B " ; human court .éan settle the’ quesftmn of hberty once and :
- for’ all “Eternal v1g11ance ig theé price’ ‘of hberty » - That.
, old AW ‘Is- almost*worn threadbare, but’it is just as.true.
N . ag’ though’1t had ‘been-coined yesterdaya Even Supieine’
R Courts change their ¢omposition .and. sometimes ' “their, *
Tl dec1s1ons 'Dhe learned ‘juidges’ Who: ‘sit “on" the bench
- robed in ermme are, notw1thstand1ng, Jbut mortal men,
N ".'"i"-' and “like: the priests-of “the ~old “dispensation, are' “not
- suffered to contlnue by réason of death”.« And somietimes
they change,theu' mmds, as, d1d one of. ‘t:he Judges m'thls

worse, ang so cancel present gams for hber’ty of speech

S The People Are the Final Court of Appeal
. Beyond and aboVe “the- Supreme Court there, rlses an
. older mst1tut1on from'’ which’ that court sprlngs. the
Houses -of - Parhament which' cliange thh ~the Ehangmg
- of ‘the people- and of their developmg' concepts If:in the

s 'hlgh love of: 11berty such ‘a8 Mllton descnbed

: “For who loves that must f1rst be‘w1se and good "

P then they will make thelr volce heard, and’ .put’. to rout
2 - fhes forces of" darkness and decay. . But qf- Canadlans are
s t mformed of _the 1ssues at stake, if. they become care

o 'less of llberty or hostxle to 1ts free. exerc;se, then our
R ) .fate will be séaled and “we sha]l “all be entangled again

A 1-" "A ‘land 'of settled: government CeR Al
s y ' 7.0 of black Romanfsm: " - LT TL e s e T

HE recent demslon-of the Supreme Court of Canada -
in“the “much;publicized .case -of ‘the: so-¢alled- “Je:"

stions. .that are beyond the understandmg of : ordmary

it-i .
“‘jasuie.  In readm over. the -reasons given- ‘by the judges:
; other time one "of the Judges mlght change "his for the - z £ 4 Jucee

andofrehgmn S L T <
T embodled in our-. hlstory and 1nst1tut10ns where

* hearts -of 'the.'great mass of ‘péople: there éxists a strong, -
hxstory ‘of ‘this, case for it ‘has already been, .reported with *

-

‘in the yoke:of- bondage, whether of red Commumsm or- 7 - Cex

. l . -
"‘Slowly comes a"hungry people, asia 'hon creepmg mgher, e
) ‘Glafxi'es at: one that nods and kas behmd a, slowly-dymg L
VL Are il e
In -the‘end. of the day, the fmal declslon 4n. the‘se great
matters does not’ rest'w1th the courts, even- 'though the -
Judgment‘of the Supreme Court ‘of Canada is> now:. flnal
Tand concluslve in, criminal: cages. - Ina democratic state,.
"the. court. of last appeal rests. with' the, people, and -we’
“tlierefore ventuge to disculs the reasons-that moved; the
learned Judges 1o make their dec1swn~ The preservataon
“of llberty is the-business. of the common' people, not only Tl
‘a8 citizeng and taxpayers, “But as; men -hade’in the 1mage AR
of God Who' endowed us ‘with. the right to govern”ours,. . .-. ..
selves A8 those ‘who: muist” g1ve an, account to Hirh for e s
_the deeds @one in:the' flégh. . The issues-of freedom, <« ' ... -
then, cannot be tied to techmcal points .on- -which lawyers
‘may bandy words. and- texts ;a8 they: debate finé dlstmc

mortals ~We owe:it to ourselves and t6 future ‘genéras:..
"tlons to appreclate at- its-true -worth. the nature of - this" = - :,

.ini.this. case; we have been deeply impressed by ‘the fact™~ =~ ... -
“that thelr decision is ‘not “based merely on texts of law L
but!- is* mspxred by - pr1nc1ples .of" ~Just1ce -and. freedom
as

Tennyson puts, 1t r'

tt

From precedent 1:o precedent "

The History of. the Case LEe
We need not .devote much space here to. rev1ewmg the -

‘a considerable de'tall in the ‘Press and has been’ referred
“'to* in thesg, pages; from -time to . time;" . Four _years ago.
~ when thé” so-called “Jehovah’s- W1tnesses” Were arrested.
foru dlstnbutmg the, French verslon of ‘a pa‘mphlet en-
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titled Quebec’'s Burning Hate, we ventured to reproduce
in these pages a facsimile of that publication, asking the
question: Is this persecution or prosecution?

Neither is it necessary for us to add that THE GOSPEL

WITNESS has as little agreement-with the religious tenets .

of the “Jehovah’s Witnesses”, falsely so-called, as we
have with the dogmas of the Church of Rome. - We are
willing to contend for their freedom of speech and of
worship in the same way we would contend for the liberty,
of Roman Catholics, were that in jeopardy. Moreover,
‘we are compelled to recogmze that their liberty is our
liberty. If Quebec is sifccessful in restricting their
rights to-day, it w111 not hesitate to attack ours to-
morrow.

The case to whlch we refer, that of a Quebec farmer
by the name of Aimé Boucher, is really a test case-that
will have an important bearing on the outcome of some
hundreds of other cases now pending in Quebec courts
against members of the “Jehovah’s Witnesses”. Mr.
Boucher -was arrested on the charge that the pamphlet
he was distributing, Quebec’s Burning Hate, contained
seditious libel. He was condemned by the first court
before which he appeared, and the Quebe¢ appeal court
sustained the judgment, with two justices dissenting on
the grounds that the trial judge had failed to direct the
jury aright.. The case then went to the Supreme Court
of Canada, and last spring this court set aside the pre-
vious judgments of the Quebec courts and ordered a new
trial. On the plea that the Supreme Court had not de-
fined seditious libel, another hearing was given and this
time the same court by a five to four vote .ordered judg-
ment of acquittal to be entered. This decision was reached.
because one Judge revised his opinion since the previous
hearing.

A Landmark in the Struggle for
Canadian Religious Liberty

We are happy to read this judgment of the Supreme
Court of Canada for it seems'to us to be a landmark in
the struggle for Canadian religious liberty, which recent
incidents in Quebec have again demonstrated is by no
means a settled question. The highest judicial authority

_in Canada can now be quoted as -having acquitted one
who was charged with seditious libel on the grounds of
" distributing a violent attack on the Roman Catholic cler-
gy and courts of Quebec. This will not alter French-Cana-
dian belief in the:papal doctrine that.error has no rights,
nor in the principle of the “Holy” Inquisition: “Believe,
or die.” But it ought to impress even the most reactionary
members of the Hierarchy that it is not convenient under
the present circumstances to press these authentic Ro-
manist principles to their logical conclusion. It should
put a damper on the intemperate zeal of organized gangs
of hoodlums such as the one responsible for the wrecking
of the Christian Brothers’ meeting place in Shawinigan
Falls, Quebec, this last year. It will serve to restrain
the enthusiasm of Town Councils and Chiefs of Police
who find particular delight in using traffic regulations
to prohibit open-air meetings of Protestant preachers,
though they allow long Corpus Christi processions full
right of way. -The Supreme Court decision, may not bear

directly on any or all of these, but it will doubtless serve®

as a warning to all and sundry that British Law holds
¢authority in Canada and not the code of Canon -;f‘a'w.

The Favourite Thesis of f‘]’ehoﬁh’s Witnesses” Upset
The J-u_dgment is all the more welcome because it upsets

‘("Ihe (féu.vqml Witness
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“] am not h

the favourite thesis of -“Jehovah’s Witnesses”, as set
forth in the very pamphlet involved, namely, that there
is no justice or liberty for them in Canada. The astute
bishops of Quebec seem to have, forgotten 'that to cast
their antagonists in the réle of martyrs is to endow
them with a reputation which may be exploited to great
advdantage by a cleverly-dlrected and determined min-
ority.

Quebec Judges Unwittingly Aid “]ehovah’s Witnesses”

On the other hand, the situation is not without its
rirony. ‘The burden of the pamphlet was that the courts
of Quebec were under the control of the clergy and there-
fore offered no protection to “Jehovah’s Witnesses”, so-
calléd. What could have proved the bitterly worded accu-
sations of ‘this sect more effectively than just the very
thing that the Quebec courts did: condemn them hy

. means of a charge to the jury that the Attorney-General

later confessed was faulty. And as if demonstration of
the “Jehovah’s Witnesses” contention were not com-
plete, the Quebec appeal court confirmed it by sustaining
the trial Judge And when the acquittal . was finally pro-
nounced by the Supreme Court, even there all the French-
‘Canadian Roman Catholic judges gave itheir voice for.a
new trial, not for acquittal. -

The Toronto Star has su'ggeéted _editorially that to
order a new trial before a French-Canadian Roman Ca-
tholic jury would be to assure a verdlct of guilty. It
ventured to say: ’

“The majority (of the Supreme Court judges) in
acting as final arbiters of this question, may have,
been motivated by the belief that a Quebec jury

‘might be biased against the defendant because of his

religion. In other words, they may have taken the

decision upon. t‘hemselves in an effort to make sure
~ that justice’was done.”

We are exceedingly loath to be11eve that there .is
no justice for non-Romanists even in the Quebec courts,
though there are some very ugly facts to be faced hefore
one-can wholeheartedly deny such a suggestion.
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The Uncertainty of Religious Freedom

The above considerstion leads us to the uncertainty of
religious freedom in Canada and especially of the ground
gained by this recent decision. It should be remembered
that-Canada has no written constitution in which freedom
of speech and religion are explicitly guaranteed. These
sacred rights are based on precedent and usage, they
are to be numbered among those things which “slowly
broaden down from precedent to precedent,” as Tenny-
son put it. Hence the judgments handed down by our
‘higher courts are of all the greater importance to us.

In this present case, the revision of the court’s order
was brought about by the fact that Mr. Justice Kerwin
confessed that he had been persuaded that the order
previously suggested by him was not the proper one to
make. If it is humiliating for ordinary mortals to con-
fess that they were not as wise yesterday as they are
to-day, it must be a much greater trial to the amour-
propre of a Supreme Court Judge thus to speak.

If court decisions can be changed by the changing
opinion of one judge, then we have an exceedingly feeble
grasp on ‘this ‘-priceless jewel of freedom.

Supreme Court Divided on Religious and Racial Lines

In the «news dispatch reporting this judgment, The
Toronto Globe and Mail asserted that “the court was not
divided on religious or racial grounds in this latest de-
cision. The new Toronto-born judge, Mr. Justice Cart-
wright, has supported the Chief Justice, joined by Mr.
Justice Tascheréau and Mr. Justice Fauteux. Those in
favour -of acquittal, in addition to Mr. Justice Kerwin,
were Justices Rand, Kellock, Estey and Locke.” It was
evidently the intention of the reporter -to point out,
without referring explicitly to the judges’ religious
affiliations, that a Toronto-born Protestant concurred
with three TFrench-Canadian Roman ‘Catholic judges
from Quebee, and ‘that on the other hand, Mr. Justice
Kerwin, English-speaking Roman Catholic, revised his
opinion of the previous hearing to associate himself with
four other judges, all of whom are English-speaking and,
if we mistake not, Protestants, or at least, non-Roman-
ists. The editorialist in the same paper, however, took
the ‘trouble to point out the obvious fact that “the di-
vision (among the judges) was almost sectional in
character....” .
In reviewing an important judgment of this sort, we
cannot refrain from asking why the opinions of the
learned judges followed with almost mgchanical accuracy,
racial, and religious lines. The .three French-Canadian
Roman Catholic judges did not vote for acquittal but
wmerely for a new trial on the grounds of the defectiveness
of 'the charge of the trial judge. As pointed out by Mr,
~ Justice Kellock in his reasons even the counsel for the At-
torney. General admitted that the charge of the trial judge

. was so defective that it could not be supported. There
was, then, no alternative but for the court unanimously
to accept this admission.

Chance or Design in Composition of Supreme Court?

“Mr. Justice Rand remarked in the opening sentence
of his reasons: “This appeal arises out of features of
what, in substance, is religious controversy, and it is
necessary that the facts be clearly appreciated.” It is

because of the - special character belon‘gin'g to the-

case that we have mentioned the religious affiliations of
the judges. If doing so is indelicate or controversial,

then the blame must fdll not upon this humble person,
but on the appointing authority, the Governor in Council,

‘which really means the cabinet, which took pains to

appoint the judges strictly in accordance with the re-
ligious, racial and linguistic divisioris_of this Dominion,
One third of the court, three out of -nine judges, are
French-Canadian Roman Catholics from Quebec; the
French-Canadian Roman Catholic population bears almost
exactly the same proportion to the whole. The fourth Ro-
man Catholic judge is -English-speaking, thus giving
Roman Catholics four out of nine judges, again approxi- .
mately the same-proportion as Roman Catholics bear to
the total population. Will anyone acquainted with the
Canadian political scene be disposed to suggest that such -
proportions of religion and race on the Supreme Court
bench happened by chance? We 'do not think they
would.

Unbiased .Roman Catholic Judges

In all fairness to Roman Catholics in general and to
Mr. Justice Kerwin in particular, let it be said that there
are many Roman Catholics both in humble walks of life
and in high places, who do not blindly follow the dictates
of Rome as laid down in its dogmas, canon laws, bulls and
encyclicals, at least when they speak on matters outside
the sphere of religion. If we could be sure that the
great ma]orlty of Roman Catholics were of this sort,
there would be no necessity for us to ‘enquire into the
religion of government appointees or for cabinetsfo give
themselves such pains to satisfy“the largest single re-

- ligious body in this Dominion.

' Non:Romanists Distinguished from Protestants

" On~the other hand, we have already mentioned that
one of the’non-Romanist -judges, a Toronto man, con-
curred with the three French and Roman ‘Catholic judges’
from Quebec in not acquitting the accused. It has been
reported to us, we think on good authority, that this
judge is a member of the Anglican Church and that his
sympathies lie with the movement in that church which
stresses that it is Catholic rather than Protestant, and
which is separated from Rome not so much on doctrinal
grounds as on matters of jurisdiction.

We must also remember that there are many persons
who call themselves Protestants who have exceedingly
little understanding of the religious principles of the
Reformation or of their political corollaries. One of the
differences between the Protestant Churches and the’
Roman Catholic Church is that the former teach religious
principles and leave their application in the realm of
politics, education and law to the individual conscience.
But it is not so in the Roman Catholic Church, which
has reduced its doctrines to rigid dogmas and its princi-
ples of government and discipline to the iron-clad Code
of Canon Law, which is binding on all its faithful under
pain of severe penalties, both here and hereafter. The
Roman Church has a system of courts and of agents

through whom the pope transmits his allegedly infallible

pronouncements upon education, politics, law, and many
other matters The Hierarchy does not hesitate, when
it belidves the interest and welfare of the ‘Church are
at stake, to tell citizens how to vote or judges how to
render their decisions. As we havé said before, so we,
repeat again, a devout Roman Catholic is obliged by his
religious profession to give his primary loyalty and obedi-
ence to the pope whom he beheves to be .infallibly
guided lby God.




We do not mean to suggest that the Romal'l Cathohc
members of the Supreme Court, were-instructed. regard-

. -~ .- . ing this, case. by thelr fathers ‘confessor. or., any others
We have read thelr opmlons targ- .., r

.agent. of. the pope
._'. 'fully and‘have been- umpressed by their’ evident, 1ntent1on -

(Y

convineing -to-.a. majority of their brethren on thié. bench;,
.appear to.us to'be reasonable. Men of thls cahbre -do not

e e, 1mpress us. as bemg facﬂe subJects who would‘ meekly e

“‘submit to. clencal d1ctat10n
dlc'tatxon were made, we 'have a feellng that these Judges, o

) schooled in Bntlsh law and’ tradltlons, "would - ;spurn..it.-
N w1th contempt,’ whatever thexr rehgxous obhgatmns might,
demand "Roman: prlests knowthi§ Well gnd: while- they

et

“.crassly d1ctator1al way over ordmary mortals, they would

_ bé restraiiied by ‘a sensé 0f expédieficy from attemptmg ~thé JUStlceS‘ of the maJorlty Opln
1t thh men “of ‘Such trammg_ and ab111ty as’ s1't ot the ;

- bench of the Supreme Court. . Perhapsr as.a- "last resort,
" in -¢éases. where the chirch’s intérésts” were-much - moré_
" seriously menaced -than they are in this: matter, the Hier-:
-archy would attémpt; direct- actlon, but it would scarcely -
. be worth running- the r1sk 1n a case of relatlvely mmor
. rmportance : o Y
~The Influence of Underlymg Phllosophxes

Though we find ourselves Tnable to accept ‘the’ sugges !
. tion-of .direct clerical interference; there - still: remains:
. - - the even more 1mportant ‘influence _of ;.the~ underlymg'
. prineiples . and -philosophy- of. government which- spring -~
" out of every rehgron, and’ partlcularly out-of Romamsm

dmﬁiculty of arfiving at a satlsfactory deﬁmtlon of what
. constitutes. “seditioiis- hbel” CA§ Mr. J ustlce Taschereau
" remarked in- the .opening sentence of h1s .reasons;: “At':
" the first. hearlng of this appea.l the Court dld ot agree
' as to ‘the 1ngred1ents ‘that ‘are: necessary to constltute
’ . ‘the- oﬁ'ence -of sedltlous llbel Y Mr. Justxce Estey also
pomts out that' ‘:A sedrtlous 1ntent1on 1s not defified;
we: must, therefore look to ~the common law ‘Now "it )
is precisely” this common law which-hag ‘beet-- moulded
and 'shapéd . by..the ; ;slowly -chang; ,-conceptlons ‘oflaw .
that have ‘developed down 'throug‘h the ages ‘of_ Brltlsh
hlstory And these . changmg. conceptuons have in turn

... ... clety-and 'in. rehglon whieh, the Anglo -Saxon: race have—
- - i-.~ undergore.- In decrdmg -what are ‘the 1ng'red1ents of:
oL egeditious libel, ‘which' is- the pivotal pomt in:the case:in

- hand, “the- learned”;udges 'were not deahng with exphclt

. théy were rather 1nterpret1ng and aprplymg “the. : génius
i of the cdommohn Jaw.” ‘And in’t
- could ot * do ‘this” other -thanin: the hght of their. own~
: T underly«‘ng phllosophy of—— government and human

... . freedom,

LT T We' make - 10 pretence of castmg our argumen into..
.2 +egal” phraseology, ‘but we wlsh 10, express ‘our: conyiétion
:+ *_ ;1 :. -that eventually the. great issues of *freedom do: not depend
~ .on “texts of Jaw' or reﬁned 1n'terpretatlons of: precedent
The conceptlon ‘we-are” trying.ito- express 'Was. admlrably
put by one:of the most;-celebrated - British -statesmen, -
Edmund Burke, ‘when he advocated conclllatlon w1'th the .

¥ _.tate agdinst ‘each” other, where ireason’. i perplexed‘

.- “tobe falr and -unbiased,“and; to mterpret “thé law. ‘with"\ . L,
"L reason and “equity ;.:their" legall drguments; “even-if ~not .,:".

. though -in* Such- ‘respectable company.

might not hesitaté; to exercise the1r full authorlty ‘in" a- ,.; :

. dnd: Protestantlsm.-. The 1mportance of thls cons1dera- -

in ‘either .sec: 138 or-in any other part of the Code and .'

.7 i’ been: motivatéd hy. the-revolutions.in commérce,..in’ so-
' .r. governmerit, ‘the, substitution of- new conoeptlons, un-’

texty of law whlch olfered preclse ‘and; deﬁmtlve rules, R

he nature of things: they We *havé already 1nd1cate=d that’ several of” “the Judges

. i8 Jour democrat1c way . of, hfe the. common. people rare

“These are- deep ques'tmns, where greatl ames nnl

.and an appeal..to autlorities - only thickéns. the, con-
. fusiof. -For. high . and. reverend- authontles lift.. -up : %
‘thelr heads-on both sidés; -and. there is no sure footmg S oEh s
(.m the mlddle Th15 pomt is the great . .

: ' .3Serbon1an rbog )
‘Betvmxt lDamlata “andr. Mount -
Where armles whol_e have sunk’ Bt

: I'~do no’t* mtend to lbe overwhehned

“+The questlon.,
with me- is," ‘not whether .you: have .a. mght to. render-_,'
. your: -'pecple: mlserable,_but whether it i8S, "not-' ur, ¢ .-
nterest to make them happy.” }
tells me I‘may do, but what 'humamt
», Justxce tell me I ought to do

. .]udges Argue on “Fundamental Concefmons”’., '
'his appeal to. genelal pr1nc1ples, lto ‘the underlymg
phllosophy of government and .of*, freedom*ls ‘tnade- by”
M ustlce 'Kel

lock. says A '-_"-5-'._-

SAS ,ls frequently mentloned in’ the authontles, prob-
--ably :no crirhevhas beén_left in siich’ vagueriess of defi- -
- nitien a8 that: with whlch «ye are here-concerned; :and: .
-1ts: legal _Hieaning: ‘has changed- w1t’h the "years.’ It i
'relevant therefore, to refer to some extent_ to —1ts'

brated Enghsh ]ur1st puts the matter adrmlrably ln .the ot
followmg words - DL

' “The~ crlme of sed1t10us hbel is. welll known to the =
.~Common [Law... "Tts- -history “has. béen. .thoroughly: -ex:
_amined and traced ‘by~Stephen; 'Holdsworth and other™
e'fnnnent legal scholars-.and .they * are in- agreement
. Both.in what. it-originaily- consxsted -and .in- the'.social >
assumptlons underlymg it.~‘Up'to’ ‘the"end-:of the, 18th
century. it was; .in, éssence; - a - contempt in§ words 'of .
: poht1ca1 authority’or . the actions-of authonty If we -
concejve of. the’ governors -of socxety a§".superior: be:
ngs; “exercising* a diting mandate, by w'hom laws, .
- institutions -and:’ admmlstrat'lons are- given 'to men. to
.obe obeyed,~who are, “in shert; beyond -criticism, reflec-
- ition .or. censure upon them-.or what they-"do implies, ..
e1ther an equahty “with them or ‘an accountablhty by :
- them, both .equally offensive. "In that lay, sedltron by
. words' and the, libel avas its: written form. .- :
.. “But. const1tut10na1 conceptxons of<a d1ﬁerenvt order
makmg rapid:progréss in the 19th century have neces- -
.. sitated -a. modlﬁcatlon -of ‘the. legal yView- of public.criti
cism, and the ‘administrators of’ what-we- call: demo
" eratic® "government hdve comieto be locked: upon’- gs -
* Iservants,. bound to*carry- out: their ‘dirties: accountably.
., té-the public:: -The basic natiure of-the: Common. Law-
hes -in. its » flexible: - process "ofy*traditional~ reasonmg'-
upon significdnt; soéial. and: polltlcal ‘matter;;‘and" just..
las in “thé. 17th century. the ¢rime.,of. sedmous libél
" was - a-deduction “from- fundamental .conceptions ‘of |

der -tlie -same’ principle ““of  reasoning,- call ‘for-1 new- -’
-Jural conclusxons, Bourne Y. Keane, (1919)/ C..‘81§:‘.:,_. :

Rome Is Hostnle to. Democratxc Prmcrples e

-baggd their- argument on~the; underlymg ph1losophy of*
government -80, admlrably sgtated’ above 5-In-a: WorFd it

no ‘longer- regarded as the:servafits. of- kings and«gover
. fiors -who ‘eek to. justify ‘arbitrary. rule by. an appeal to
T¢divine’ rxght” +thé divine right: has been : vested dn. theé’
people, and this not: by.virtue of .an -ecclesiastical sacra:-
yment ubut dlrectly by, the. - Maker: and Creator of: all ‘men
‘Now,: we ‘are-aware-that'in Protestant Jands, the Roman

Church lays c1a1m 10, be the source an'd 1nsp1ra't10n of
democracy, but her real theory of government xs only'-




- N l
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"_too v1v1dly 1llustrated 1n RomanhCathohc countnes such
) Portugal Spam, ~dnd: gome, Latm Amencan Aands,
1" ~Democracy~1s ahen to the- gemus of-the’” papacy Wh1c

seen “Wee. do- -not wonder that we. find th1s pmncrple\ 80
clearly Htated’ and “S0. cogently argued bthhe non—Roman-

n-.,

.-A Puntan Sentenced 10. Deat.h for Cl'l cx 'ng Blshops

,- 'place the 1nterest1ng references .gLven |by~ Mr~ Justlce
Locke o - Lo

B -

‘Repor,ts, P 254 ~the:reason. for. Sir ‘Edward: Cokes'
-+ opinion: that a’ hbel agamst a- *maglstrate -or pubhc -
.+ 'person- is 3 greater offence’ than one“-agamst a pr1-
~vate person is thus stated ——-(p. 255). X _"
<.
for it concer,ns not only the 'breac'h-of the .
peace, but:“also.: the scandal -of government for..
- .what greater scandal.‘of government can ‘there be -
_*“"than“to haye. corrupt..or - -wicked- maglstrates ‘to be -
", -appointéd- and constltuted by gthe ng to govem =
:_'hls subJects under 'hlm" PR . :

."Coke used “the three express1ons ‘the ng ‘the .
governmeént’.-and “the"state’; and at.a-time when the -
Judges held .office- at 'the: ngs pleasure This" view .
““of the law:appears to have" ‘been’ adopted in-the ‘case
‘of l1bellous stdtements, upon,. -thoge” holding -.other -

L

~(1590)..1: St.: Tr: 1271, where & Puritah>Minister- was -
P i charged w1th"havmg ,pubhshed a .libel -upen’ .certain
of the, ‘bishops:"the report. ‘shows ‘that the judges ;con-.
+.'gidéred that publishing *a Tibél: with’. a malicious mtent
. agamst the bishops-- reg.ardmg -the' exercise .of - powers
-‘vested in ‘them.by the Queen-was a seditious libél ~
+supon. Her' MaJesty .and -the state and. 'Udall was -con-. -
;. _.demneds to,. death " The . court- apparently - proceeded
... ‘upon-thé same’ ground in-Rex. #%. Darby, .(1688) .3 ‘Mod. .
-+ 139. | At this-time. it 'is ‘clear, that, -at’ lleast in. the tnind -~
.of ng -James .IT,” the ‘judges were:: -his. nominees. ex- .

- =trial ‘of The Seven Bishops(1688).12 St. Tr. 183, at 431,
it" appedrs 'that following the acqulttal of the Ib1shops
....the king:dismissed Holloway ‘dnd - Powell JJ.,-edch of '

llbe e

L 1\ .
Medleval Conceptlons of Church: and State (

-" _It w1ll be ushockmg to- most of our realders to - fearn. -
- Cthat a Puritan. minister- -was -tondemned. o' death -for
e havmg publlshed a llbel upon ceftain- bishops;. and» this,
1n Merry England in the time of the Good Queen ‘Bess:
| - But almost a century later, a certam Puritah lay-fpreach-
‘er was sentenced to. . langulsh in,a: foul den through
twelve long years for no greater oﬁ'ense than that of hav-
. ing ] dared to .open: thé,Bible. and, pray- w1th a few s1mp1e
folk .in"a remote-farm house -Our Engllsh conceptlons

s1derably in the- last few. centunes 'But we;note that
MY J ustlce Locke ha§ called attentmn 10" the death sen<
tence passed upon a Pufitan’ mlmster bécause “the’ Judges
ons1dered ‘that pubhshmg a libel: with-a mal1c10us in-:
tent agamst the’ blshops was a seditious. libel*ipon:
~ Her Majésty and the’ state Tn_the days of Queen:

*is, thetlmost und11uted absolutlsm‘lthe" world vias ever:

A8t judges: . Its:’ absence,.m thie -reagons ‘of ‘the- French-. front page- the first.-pardgraph’ ot th bee .S S
Canadlan Roman Cathohc Judges leaves all’ the grea'tefr . paragr: P e. Quebec Speech:

Together W1th the above quotatlons e should llke to.

.- “In, “the. case, of de leelhs“Famos1s (1606) -3 Cokes e

. ...mént .should’ do its utmost to assire.the. cler, \that the |
“officés in--the ‘gift of the. Queen 8s in Udall's® case _; gy ’

.pected. to, do:his ‘bidding: Th a ‘note. to the report of, the .
2 PO 2 ~. expedlency, and that few, only by 'the severest mtellectual

- ‘whom - had expressed the: opnnlon that there was no

managedf to throw off. ‘what: .we regard a8 the incubusg”-

‘of. hberty of. speech “and of - rel1g10n have grown, con- -

S Ellzabeth ~chu¥eh and state' were 1nd1ssolubly joined 4o-.
—.:° gether as, they had ‘been in .the .diys.of her . ‘half-sister
e gl “Bloody” Mary: and 1n the days of - her royal father
Henry VHI; who was followmg 'the un1versal medleval

S

- “The Cat.hohc Provmce of Quebec” RPRPUA
. But th1s very« same’ theory of the: . proper relatlon of"--"
'church and state is-the: one ‘thatis held in- Quebec*to day.
Prlme Mmlster Duplessus delights to name Quebec “Our. - .

- Catholie-Province”. A féw.moriths ago. (Nov.. 16,:1950) - " .-
THE 'GOSPEL WITNESS prmted il - ‘large- letters -oh- its"

from the _Throne, wh1ch ‘was_in effect ‘gfic‘affirmation 6f: 7 ;-
.the' abJect submlsslon of “the; Cathohc government of
-, the; provmce of‘Quebec" to the one Who-Wwas there desag, oo
nated .as’ “Sur: Very Holy Father the Pope" Such eon=".
“fé&sdions -of" fealty to a foreign pnnce strlke the rest ofw_ L
-Canada. dumb :with” amazément, but “in Quebec- {hey -are
cegarded as @ 'matter. of course.” .In. the: 'parllament build-
" ings, of ‘the provmclal capltal a large crucifix' commands
" the. chamber- where laws are jmade; julges in- Quebec-_' .
. givé’ the1r Judgments~ under. the "hadow ‘of a-large ‘eruci-
- fix ;- miss is- héld in the- prov1nc1a1 parhament bu‘lldmgs,-‘ RN
publlc »oﬁiclals -are liable. to.instant. dismissal, as was -
Senator -Béuchard; for, md'lrect criticism: of the clerical . y
sdirection of- public™ “education; huge- grants ~of public ¥~
funds -are made 4o Roman .Catholic private “institiitions’
w1thout any' aftempt at govern'mental ‘control; heretlcs, L
esch1smat1cs .and mﬁdels, as. theyate’ 11sted in.newspaper " " -
reports ‘of. dlocesan census, -are given short shrxft-lf- they- .
.~dare.to preach -in. French -on--the’ street-'corner or eyen
hold peaceful meetmgs in. French in their. own'-halls It )
"1 matural that: in-a Catholxc provmce a Cathollc govern=_ - -

med1eva1 .union . of. church “and state StilL- holds .The, .
average French Canadaan in Quebec ‘never. 'dreams of',--'-' .
v questlonmg the necess'lty ol -.even: the approprlateness?--' L
- of " this - thoroughly Roman Cathollc conceptlon - Every :
French speakmg ‘Roman Cathollc in Quebec” sucks*in
. this “docial- assumptlon , this- underlymg philosophy. of ;
church state relations; with' thé air. that ‘he *bieathes;- o
P ~it is .ground mto him-at. home, at school in church and
inthe- press Few of them ever havé the ﬁrst stlrrmgs
of doubt as ‘to" 1ts d1v1ne a-ppomtment' its’ falrness, or. its

-effort, to understand 'the doctrme of the separa'tlon of

church and ‘state;

- -~ We do-not know - to what extent ‘the French Canadlan '; Lo

Roman Cathollc Judges “of* the- ‘Supreme:.-,Court ‘hayve .

of the Romamst .doctrine of ‘the uhioh of" church and -
state W'e can only ‘Say--that 1f they have -then. they
‘_-are not truly represen'tatlves of the general Quebeclpomt .
*of v1ew, and as _we- said’ before, We- presrume thdt_they-. '
were chosen to'sit o ‘the: ‘bénchof ‘the .Supreirie: Court- e
'to give tanglble assurance to thelr compatrlots that the T
...Quebec- pomt of’ .v1ew would not be 1gnored in that hlgh_ s
+ tribunal, - e

'The Chlef ]ustrce and the Vlchy Cardmal

“We. heardn ‘the' Chlef Justxce move a- vote of. thanks
to d French Cardmal at the..OCttawa Marian- Congress” -
several years ago.; The dlstmgulshed preldte, a Vlchylte T s
dunng the war, sought o prove the doctrme of athe As-- R

.

‘case. He d1d not quote a smgle verse of Scnpture,
though “he attempted to read ‘the 'doctrme -into; séveral i
passages, the. tradition he‘referred- to ‘was. all very- late T
‘But when thé, Chief ‘Justice . rose to-thank+him;-he re-. e s

-marked’ that,-the Cardmal Rad. proved.. hls,.case o the:..
h1lt' We trembied- as -we: hs'tened to.him,. for_jt seemed-’
to us proof ooncluslve that 1f the Hon Mr Rmfret were .

W
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ever to pass Judgment on a religious matter it would
mev1ta1bly be in agreement with the- principles and
reasoning8 which rule' the thinking of Roman Catholics.
We do not impute to the Roman Catholic judges of the
Supreme Court anything but the most conscientious
scruples to be impartial and just according .to their un-
derstanding- of the law. Nevertheless, it is impossible
for a man entirely .to lay aside his philosophy of life,
_.his “social .assumptions”, call them what you will, his
religious point: of view, by the mere act of donning his
judicial robes. Judges are not infallible or we should

not have appeal courts governed by a maJorlty who out--

. vote the mmorlty -

Licence Not Liberty
. In the next to last paragraph of his reasons the Chief
Justice says: .

“T would not like to part this- appeal, however, with-
out stating that to interpret freedom as licence is a
dangerous 'fallacy Obviously pure criticism, or ex-
pression of opinion, however severe or extreme, is,
-I might almost say, to be invited. But, as was said
elsewhere, ‘there must -be a point where restriction
on individual freedom of expression is justified and

these words when the authorities were_ attemptmg to
suppress his pamphlets, it would have detracted even
more from his argument It is true that the great
Puritan did not believe in licence, but no more did he
believe in. licencing, that is censorship of speech or of
the press: “Give me the liberty to know, to utter, and
to argue freely accordmg to conscience, above all liber-
ties,” he cries in Areopagitica, that impassioned plea
for the Liberty of Unlicenced Printing that has gone
rmglng down the centuries.

When Does Liberty Become Licence?

This leads us to the next consideration. At the head
of this article will be found a line from Tennyson which
aptly, expresses one of the crucial questions in the
case under discussion. Thére, “the land that freemen

- till”.is described as

“the land, where girt with friends or foes
¢ A man may speak the thing he will.”
Is liberty merely the privilege of saying what we be-
lieve among those of like ,mind, where every opinion
uttered falls on friendly, approving ears? Or, on the

required on grounds’ of reason, or on the ground of 4 other ‘hand,”is it to be considered vile and illegal licence

the ‘democratic process and the necessities of the
present situation’. It should not be understood from
this Court—the Court of last resort in criminal mat-
ters in Canada—that persons subject to Canadian
jurisdiction ‘can insist on their alleged unrestricted .
right to say what they please and when they please,
utterly irrespective of the evil results which are often
inevitable’. It might well be said in such-a case, in
thé words of Milton, ‘Licence they mean when they
cry liberty’, or as ekxpressed by Mr. Edouard Herriot,
iLa 1h'berte doit trouver -sa limite dans T"autorité
égale ”

‘Completing the Chief ]ustlce s Quotation

1t is curious, not to say amusing, to hear a quotation
from the great Puritan poet, John Milton, in the mouth
of a judge who is giving an opinion that seems to us
to tend strongly. toward anti-libéralism. Not that we
disagree with the Chief Justice when he condemns li-
cence. We agree with M. Herriot when he\says that
“Liberty must find ity limits within legal authority.”
The Chief Justice.could have found an infinitely higher
authority for his condemnation of licence had he given
us the inspired words of the Apostle to the Gentiles who
wrote: “For, brethren, ye have been called unto liberty;
only use not liberty for an occasion to the flesh, but by
love serve one another.” (Gal. 5:13). But the question
remains, What is licence? What ought “legal authorlty
to permit? That, as we understand it; is the crux of
this case, and the Chief Justice sheds no light upon
"the vexed problem ingthis last paragraph quoted, unless
it be by the suggestion he throws out that if there
ensue “evil results which are often inevitable . . . .”
then liberty becomes licence and silence is to be imposed.
“This "we shall discuss later, but in the meantime, we
return to Milton. The line quoted from this famous
poet is taken from the sonnet which begins:

“I did but prompt ‘the age to qult their - clogs

" 'By the known rules of ancient'liberty, .
When straight a.barbarous noise environs me
Of owls and cuckoos, asses, apes, and dogs. .

The Chief Jushce does not.appear to be well versed m
English literature, for had he quoted these words from

the poem it would have  annihilated his suggestlon If.

the, Chlef Justice had further added that Milton wrote

to speak one’s mind to those who disagree with us?
Furthermore, if the discussion of differences of opinion
is the occasion of disturbances, is the discussion to be
forbidden and free speech 'denied? Tennyson would
have agreed with Milton that 'the liberty that he cher-
ished above all liberties was “to know, to utter, to argue
freely according to conscience.”

Concrete Examples

Let us illustrate what we mean by concrete examples.
In the course of the past year, certain law-abiding
Christian Brethren commenced meetings in a rented

- store in Shawinigan Falls, Quebec. One evening an

organized mob besieged their place of meeting, which
they eventually wrecked, and then threatened the person-
al safety of the Protestant preachers and their auditors.
-The police did mot interfere. save to take the preachers
into a sort of protective custody until they could be
whisked out of town. The “militants” (a technical term
in Catholic Action) of this organized group of strong-

arm men sought to justify this violence by saying, “We'

believe that our action is legal by 'the force of circum-
stances, because these preachers attack the foundation
of our principles of life, or our faith and of our re-
ligious traditions . . .” Another paper edited by
French-Canadian-priests attempted this line of defense:

“If certain Protestant sects insist on causing trouble’
in the Catholic Province of Quebec, they will end up -

by having more of it than they wish.” This is the
same argument by which the Church- of Rome justifies
the Bloody Inquisition: it is on the heretics that the
church places the blame for it says that they were
guilty of rdiffering from the infallible church of the
great mass of the people. By the same line of reason-
ing, we could conclude that when a householder is shot
and killed when resisting a band of robbers, it was he
that was to blame and not the thieves.

Put in other words this means that the Christian

Brethren preachers were not only ‘the occasion but the
cduse of the riot. What ‘they called their undoubted
right of freedom of speech. and freedom of worshlp, the
Catholic Actionists regarded as licence, since it was

™\ o
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provocative to French-Canadian Roman *Catholics. These
latter therefore bélieved they were within their rights

in destroying their meeting-place and forcing them to .-

leave town.. .

What Constitutes Seditious Libel?

With these concrete examples in mind, we now turn
to the ‘reasens of the learned judges, who took great
pains in determining what' constitutes seditious libel
and particularly what constitutes ‘“‘seditious intention”

. to use the phrase found in the Criminal Code. Section
183A of the code reads, in part, as follows:

133A. No one shall be deemed to have a seditious
intention only because-he intends in good -faith,—
© (a) to show that His Majesty has been misled or
mistaken in ‘his mieasures; or

(b) to point out, errors or defects’'in the government
or constitution . . . or to excite His Majesty’s sub-
jects to attempt to procure, by lawfgil means, the al-
teration of any matter in the state; or,

(c) to point out, in order to’ their removal, matters
which are producmg or have a tendency to produce
feelings of hatred and 111-W111 between -different
classes of His Majesty’s subjects.” \

Following this quotation Mr. Justice Kerwin remarks
in ‘his reasons as given at the first hearing, that “sedi-
. tious intent” is nowhere. defined in our Code, but that
the definition found in Stephen’s Digest of Criminal Law
is an accurate one. He then goes on to quote Article 115
of this book which lays down the principle that “every
person must be deemed to intend the consequences which
would naturally follow from his conduct at the time
and under the circumstances in. which he so conducted
himself.”

Language Calculated to Promote Disorder

Commenting on'-t/his a't-‘the first hearing, Mr. Justice
Kerwin went on to remar

“The question of sedltmus libel is always one of great
delicacy . . . The use of strong words is not by dtself
sufff'icient nor is the likelihood that readers of the pam-
phlet in St. Joseph de Beauce would be annoyed or even
angered, but the question is,. was the language used
calculated to promote public disorder or physical force
or violence. In coming to a conclusion on ithis point, a
]ury is entitled to consider the state of society or, as
it is put by Chief Justice Wilde in his charge to the
jury in The Queen v. Fussell (1848) Reports of State
Trials (N.S.) Vol. VI, page 723 at 762:—

“ ‘You cannot, as it seems to me, form a correct
judgment of how far the evidence tends to estab-
lish the crime imputed to the defendant, without
bringing into that box with you a knowledge of
the present state of society, because the conduct of

- every individual in regard to the effect which that
conduct is calculated to produce, must depend
upon the state of the soc1e¢y in which he lives.
This may be innocent in one state of society be- -
cause it may not tend to-disturb the peace or to
interfere with the right of the community, which
at another time, and in a different state of society,
in consequence of 1ts different tendency, y be
open to ]ust censure.’

“. .. . reference might also be made to the words of
Colerldge J. in his charge to the jury in the later case
of Rex v. Aldred (1909). Cox C.C. 1 at 3:—

- ““You are entitled also to take into account the
state of public feeling. Of course there are times
when a spark will explode a powder magazine;
the effect of language may be very different at
one timé from wha't it would be at another.’

“While the jury must consider the quesmon of good
faith in accordance with section 133A of our Code, it

will be noticed that that section specifically states that
no one shall be deemed to have a seditious intention
only because he intends in good, Taith to show or point
out the matters mentioned. The jury should be
charged that if they find good faith on the part of
the accused, and if in their opinion there is nothing
more in ‘the case, the accused is entitled to an acquit-
tal; but if, in addition to that good faith, there was
an mten'tmn on the part of the accused to create public -

- disorder ‘or promote physical force, or that notwith-
standing the motives of the accused the natural ten- -
dency of the words (and ‘therefore the intention) was
to create such disturbances, then they would be en-
titled to find a verdict of guilty.”

- Mr. Justice Kerwin’s First Judgment

The above line of argument inevitably led Mr. Justice
Kerwm to the following conclusion, which was his
opinion as given at the first hearing of this case‘before
the Supreme Court:

“There was evidence in the document itself, taken,
as it must be, with all ,the other circumstances, .upon
which a jury after a proper chargé as outlined above,

" could find the accused guilty, and the conviction
should, therefore, be set ‘aside and a new trial
directed.” .

7/

As we have given such extensive extracts from the
reasons on which Mr. Justice Kerwin based his opinion
at the first hearing, - we now give in full his judgment
on the reargument of the case, to which we have
already referred: .

Mr. Justice Kerwin’s Second Judgment

Kerwin, J.:

Since the distribution of my reasons in this appeal,
there has been a reargument as a result of which I
have been persuaded that the order suggested by me is
not the proper one to make. With the exception of
the last paragraph, what I have already said may stand,
with the following additions, The intention on the part
of the accused which is necessary to constitute seditious
libel must be to incite the people to violence against
constituted authority or to create a publig disturbance
or d1sorder against such authority. To what is stated
previousl X that “the question is, was the language used
calculated to promote public disorder or physical foice
or violence”, there should be added that that public dis-
order or physwal force or violence must be against es-
tablished authority. An intention to bring the adminis-
tration of jus’ace into hatred or contempt or exert
disaffection against it is not seditious unless there is

" also the intention to incite people to violence against it.
So far as the decision in R. v. M'Hugh 2 Ir. R. 569 is in
conflict with this opinion, it should not be followed.

Whatever also might be said of the contents. of the
pamphlet, there is not in it, read “in the light of all the
surroundmg circumstances, any evidence upon which a
jury, properly instructed, could find the appellant guilty
of the crime withr which he was charged. The convic-
tion should be set aside and a2 judgment and verdict of
acquittal entered.

An Important Addition to the Judgnient

The addition made by Mr. Justice Kerwin in his
second reasons is of the utmost importance. He here
specifies that the disturbance or the incitement to vio-
lenée must be “against such (constituted) authority”.
Now, even in Quebec, we do not thin_k that the Roman
Catholic clergy could be said to be a “constituted authori-
ty”. The special -status they enjoy: springs rather from
custom and usage based on religious motives, rather
than from statutory recognition. The Puritan Udall,
therefore, were he to come back to this troubled 'eart‘h
would be free, even in Quebec, to criticize the bishops
without being sentenced to death for “seditious libel”,



oyt Who Is‘to. Blame for Pubhc Dlsorder?

tech.mcahtles as these, learnedu‘Judges,

-Al'though we may not be as thoroug‘hly versed 1n legal:.
we: will: ot take'
econd place even 6 them in- respect to our understandmg
of and devotlon to, the prmmples of true hberty these -

“h¥ i thing,t'wé' veniture, to be' eve, - :
i rpetrators woul'd'

,legal techmcallvtles are intended. to* preserve and* per-,--

petuate, therefore, ‘wé thlnk that we ~can. Jnterpre't ‘the :

slgniﬁcance of Mr: J ustlce Kerwm s addltlon 'to h1s Judg- 1§

a mént’in the hghtfof personal -experience-and’ observatlon‘
‘Of'tentlmes we: have: stood on the’ street—corner in Quebec

B “or'in Northern Ontarlo~to preach the Gospel in. Frenchf

‘to Erench Canadlan Roman’ Cathohcs Interest is" néver
5"l_ackmg nor is open: hostlhty often’ absent Oﬂtentlmes
thereé has been. -every. mdlcatlon 'tha't ihe* meetlng would
‘end 1n a dlsorder]y fashlon, foir orgamzed bands of young "

.doms has" olready,.been lost’ to us, -.-."' t

] 1n Quebec,. that has. led a6 much v1olence, and' to'the' .
,persecu_‘t_ion' oj;.Bfrote_stant;:'mindniti | 'repeat:

. ‘we. smcerely, hope ‘the Supreme Court” Judgment will' put
'n.end to thJs crynrg abuse It,may ‘he . restrrctedlm
f. sethmus hbel but as~ we

y. opportunity. to -ifitérrupt, ‘or tou-,.and we. venture o. hopegthat if orther cases of- persecutlon .

argue, and in. some 1nstances m1ss11es have ;beeii thrown.
_'We preached m one Northern On'tarlo town predoml-

: .assoc1ates 'had been warned by the’ chlef of - pohce 'that
i there was” a.dlsturbance when\ they preached they

would be put behmd the bars.."
.,I'he rtook them .to *'the “lockiup - and. showed* 'them the™
...-prison’ cells

confused thmkmg oa :the- part, of Ro'num Ca,tholzc pohce,.-.“ .-
o and render’ zt Wnposszble for them _to o,'rrest pea,oeful-;._-

Parades ofi” the Twelfth of . July and Corpus Chrlstl .

. We have already dlscussed this . prmclple in; connec- " .-' “Yet waft me from tlie. harbouramout'h

tiori_ with “the.. -Ghief Justice’s distinction - between “11-

cence” and “hberty”, “but we’ venture‘to jglve another‘_

. lllustratlon T

: ‘,'.'other day we recelved i
- an Orangema

~advised by the .Chief of Police mot- 1o.. celebrate the..
. twelfth of - July by their- traditional - parade, as it would-

# . '"Him there -would- be vrolence if thé parade ‘were“held.

The ‘ghijef - of ! pohce, therefore, ' forbade ‘the . Protestant -
‘:, s.ooxety to. march .in; theii” annual’ processron .Had: ‘they -+
. done so, "w' 'were m'formed he threatened to arrest
;them :

'r’nonths ago, a ‘Roman Cathollc soclety -of :Toronto held
a publlc demonstratron in Exhlbltxon Park and; accord-
mg to: the newspapers, the_ host . ‘Wag’ carrled ‘thither
in a car.:
Protestant hoodlums .abtacked.. “thé., Jear, profaned- the
cred elements. and . beat up - the pnests ..Would' ‘the.”
Toronbo policeé. be’ Justlﬁed in arresvtmg, not. the attack-
ers, butthe: prlests and their assoclates" -Would leading -
Protestant ‘ministers “of this city excule, not “o.’

... -for-the outrage" ~If they did 80; the- Toronto pol1ce
. would be g’ullty of a Worse ‘outrage than the lawless

1 Nova.-Scotia telhng us~ rt‘hat 1n' hls:",".'.__ o
- “town;- Whlch ‘is fargely' Romsan- Cathohc, h1s fodge - was .

"be offenslve to+ the ‘Roman, Cat'hohcs -who ‘had: mformed""

"_But now another 1nstance tha't 1s slmllar except that'
i the; relatlve posltlon of . the partles iy transposed Afew.

Now let 'us -suppose that a gang' of org’amzed X

say .
Justlfy, the: lewd fellows'. «of 'the: baser sort responsrble .

arlse, the courts w111 accept thls mterpretatlon

forms the prelude to thls ’artlcle, -y
sentlment whlch sug'gests that we have any ,1nten'tlon of

-And to enforée his pomt - seeking

No_w'. hlS complamt was not~ 'that we, the' It 4

readers, to remam lhere and contmue,the battle “for- that
greatest and dearest of all hbertres, freedom of”
rellglon o N .

‘., “Shquld banded unions persecute

it Oplmon. and mduce 8 tlme e

k]

’I‘he name. of)Brxtam trebly great———:.‘ Ty
i Tho’. every’ channel of .the. State = : )
Should ﬁll ang- choke w1th golden sand—t—_

 Wild'wind! I Seek ‘a warmer sky, . v ¢ R
. "And’‘I will see before I die - - .', .
The palms and temples of the South Y.

Last week’s 1ssue~ 1nvolved much proof-readmg, and
the fact 'that'many-extra thousands wére:to be.mailed.
necessxta‘bed its prmtmg 'a day in advance ..Thls, in turn, =
.inhvolved -much- haste : Some;of the proofs passed through
‘new ‘hands. :The’ Editor’ d1d not ‘even glance over the”
‘sermon proof ~He Would ‘Have done “so;. had ‘he- known "
-that.our’ regular reader was asslgned to other work. :The-
“'result - was's that the issue- contalned several real
“howlers e

“On. page 7 flrst column, second paragraph Mo/rsezlles
- Became Versarlles *On’ the “same:-page;. second- columny;:
—17'th lme from ‘tfop;-the’ house of Loretd - is said "to -be -

“now in Natz y In ‘thé copy “the: word' was Italy Lower’ B
in the same- column ‘Recanti should be: spelled_ Recanati.
‘On pagé’ 10, second column, thlrd paragraph the eleventh - -
line ‘should: be the:teénth; and 'the ‘tefith the eleventh. i

. Theré were Several other mindr.-errors- as.where the.- .
plural was- made lmgular, but- *these Would= readlly be«
understood as typographlcal mistakes. " ... .

- We’ express ‘our’ regret-that these érfors should have v
+“crept’in. unawares", ard our- only excuse was: unusual' ‘
haste ln proofreadmg " e




'regatlon
facln'g me, and often wondered whether the message
“that" Was in my mmd was appropr1ate>'to thelr rieeds:
.got over: that long ago The Word of 'God. is, always, ap-

.course of which it wasfa’ -part, :was dellvered by One who

Yin® man and Jt-was’ Spokeri to 4. very rellgmus man, one
who was a doctor ofthe law, and a ruler among the Jews. .
L Our ;Lord seemed- almbost- to - -express : wonder that he
R should be ih, 1gnorance of this; perfectly patent fruth;
o From then. until now this word has been approprlate
e P \to rellglous professors as well -as to .those who do not.
Tl - ~name, the name. 6f- Chrlst Tt is.a falelar verse, 'and I
o know ‘we- quote it,-and- I know we: profess to- beheve it -
Sometlmes when a.man-is gone Somecté: writes hlS
bmgraphy, and - they: Asually ‘g0 back . to ‘the 'begifining
oo < of thlngs, ind if he has accomphshed anythlng they try -
SR <. to. find: -some: reasons for his achlevements, in- his .birth-
+t ~-_-'-'-‘- © and: his early trammg It is 'well that - we - should all .
- stud'y our spiritual - bmg*raph1es and go-. back through
n our C‘hrlstlan- experlence, that ‘our falth may. be rein- .
= forced and that we may., know a 11tt1e more clearly ‘how: we
) have come ‘oo be, by the grace of 'God -what. we are

of the simple recltatmn of vthe word of 'God ‘for the Lord

s has given us . many: speclal promlses to honour and to
R make éffectual His word ‘But.it is somet'xmes well that .
we should: go. into the reason, of 'thmgs, if you“like, and
- you, are-not fr1ghtened by “the, word, - the phllosophy of
things: “the, raison d’etre for..our’ being. Chrlstlans I,
have~sa1d to yoir,.on more than one“occasion_that I- find

“my" faith. strengthened and\myself more, ‘estabhshed g,m

the 'thmgs of Godthe more clearly T see that Gods way

-+ of.’saving’, en’ had.: “to “be: what it was
n1ght “*He-rescuéd us.in’ His. own -way.” " . There wash’t
-any, ‘Other way. - The salvation’ that -is-in, Christ:. ‘is*based,
in. the very nature of things,. in .our nature, . and 1f T -
may say, specially, in- the nature of God Himself... . )
.I.-have a shrub in my ‘garden which, I value very

nurséry man bmught t_h1s along It-was a: blg ane,. -and
, " he” had’ dug around it, an'd',he brought it ‘with.a great_
VIR root +/He' said, “You m4y, have that for a- dollar if:if is

any'use, and if it’ ish’t, thiow 4t out in .the’ garbage ”

T an'ted it where it would have plenty of room - to-grow, .
~'and; 1t ‘has ‘grown glorlously, it has grown up, and: spread .

ont its- branches; aifd 1ts :Loots have gone: down mto ‘the -
soﬂ*so deeply -that I—am qu1te sure 1t ‘would rbeamposslble

N "‘Jesus anSwered‘and saad unto hlm, 'Vemly verlly, I say unto thee, Except a man . o :
_,be born agam, he -éannof, see the kmgdom of God ”—-John 88 |- . RPN

. .to trg,nsplant‘ Jt to-day

: phllosophy of thmgs- and' ﬁnd but not only what" God

s mpropriate.. ~This. verse ““which' I. read to’ you, - -and the. dis-. -
-_ purposes, why He has done 1t : N

lmew and- -who . always 'knows what was, ~and. what is |
"he ‘canriot gee the kingdom of. *Godi" ~ Multitudes- of -re-.
-llgmus peoplé- ‘do° not belleve that,~ many mock: at- the -
': idea. of conversmn, and speak of - it, ag-a "psychologlcal

i your w1fe does in . your. - hvmg room ‘sometimes. .

"is - Oxford. Groupllm——a ‘mére rearrangement of the

- 'cannot see the kmgdom of: God d Why’l S

- "{“PHAT, WHICH Is BORN OF THE FLESH I8’ FLESH," and we

We Jheard “to- -

v Some .yéars ago: I bou-ght a few shrubs, and the--

'l ‘o '.'

g, ,......:_'.," ,'_. - .‘_ '.'\'."
R

It is- well,. not only that we
should be in - Chrxst, "Bt that we should' be-‘Footéd- ifi -
'Hlm stablishedl in- Hlm, »bullt dp- in* Him.: If that is .
- %o be. so, then we . do well- t6 take t1me "to' study the:

Why then is thls true" “'Excep't a' mari be born agam, L

“upheaval" or: revolutlon a kmd of mental nreorxentatlon
for good perhaps, but stlll -Some, operatlon of our mental
machmery, like the. Oxford_aGroup, and the1r phllosophy
--of “changmg thmgs—gust a reorlentatlon of llfe ‘YAS

ou:
- come in, and. you say, :“What has happened"’" You look .
around, and" there-i isn. 't~ bitof new rfurnituze, but -Somé:
‘how. or-another, it is a:new foom.:: What- happened" “Oh,"
she ‘82YS; “T thowght I would just change thmgs around ”
It-is’ the same -old:room; ‘and: ‘the same furniture.” That %

furmture, ‘but .no -vital, radlcal change That , i8- not
" ‘Christianity:” “EXéept’ a- man be-born-:(from above) he Ty tE T

Well,‘ﬁrst of all I"OR THE V.ERY oswous REASON THAT

'are all born of. the ﬂesh we have ﬂeshly natures N
.On’that plane we are akm to. the .animal’ erea‘tlon The, .
_evolut:onlsts try to tell ug’ tha‘t we\belong {here, and are*
only. a slight’ 1mprovement upon it. " That.we.do belong~* . =™
there; and that’ we chave much in common, Wwe musgt ad-- S e
mit.~ Weareé:born.as. Athey- are born, and-we are -in: the S
flesh, whether we like-it or'nof: " These carnal natures— ~ %" -
“carnal” <] “uge that "vgord in lthe etymologlcal senge,” I ‘\
mean fleshly natures, .not in .any - 6vil serise. gt all—but - .o
_these carnal natures are eridowed: with. ﬂeshly c’haracter-
1st1cs, we!have ‘by nature ‘all the“desires ‘and- appet1tes-‘
passiong and “inclinations, capac1t1es :and tendencles cand ©
hmltatmns ‘of the ‘flesh; - They-dre- ‘there, and you: cannot MEE .
deny -it.. -That is what makes:’ you hungry.- sometlmes,, S,
that is why Jyou:are, sometlmes ‘thlrsty, that is’ w'hy you
are’ sométimes. tired. The ﬂesh hag: grown a b1t weary, . .'
and it. heeds a little:rest, in. order. that ite énergies. may .
be. replemshed So:at that point.’'we .aré:at -one w1'th o
the 1ower order- of things, the animal creation. . - :
I-supposeé your know*that- animals have souls.- Did, you :
know that?" They "have animal- souls Not; souls in ‘the "
‘sens€ lthat men have bu't you have only to study ammal
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life a little bit, and you reach that conclusion. It is that
vital thing that animates and directs the body: Yes,
animals have intelligence—sometimes more intelligence
than their masters. “The ox knoweth his owner, and
the ass his master’s crib: but Israel doth not know, my
people doth not consider.” Any of you who have ever
studied a horse will recognize that it is 4 creature of
intelligence, of great intelligence too, sometimes. Dogs
have intelligence; mine has. Mine has redson too, I

feel quite sur¢ he has. What is it the psychologxsts
call it?—ratiocination. Do you know’ that word? It
means the reasoning faculty, the ability to put two and
two together. "You may not know they. make four, but
you put them ‘together: anyhow. .
we had a dog, and we used to call him “Jet,” because

he was just as black as anything could be, a lovely pure- .

bred cocker spaniel. He and my father were inseparable.
My father was a minister, and it was his habit to spend
most of his afternoons calling upon the members of his
flock. ‘Generally before he began to get ready to leave
the house Jet had to be sought out, and put somewhere
where he couldn’t follow. But sometimes that would
be overlooked, and Jet recognized the preparations. My
father always carried a walking stick, and when he went
near that Jet knew what was coming, and he would sud-
denly disappear. He would be called, but he couldn’t
be found anywhere; he wasn’t around the place. Failing
‘to find him, my father would. start out; but several
blocks up the road, if you had been watching, you could
have seen a little black nose and two bright eyes looking
around the corner. to see if he was coming. But he would
dodge back and keep out of sight until his master was
far enough away from home to be umnable to go back
again, and then he would come out waggmg his tail,
as much as to say, “Heré I am, I'm going along.” Some-
times he would, and wait outside while the minister
went in. Don’t you ‘think he had reason? Don’t you
think he could put several - things, together, and reach a
conclusion? Of course he could.

Yes, animals know a very great deal. They have
memory too: they remember. I wonder did any of you
ever read' of the great eléphant called Jumbo? If you
are not old enough to remember when he was alive, you
have read of him. He was owned by a man called Bailey,
a circus owner, and there was another man called Bar-
num, who also had a circus. Jumbo was advertised as
the biggest elephant ever known in captivity. So Bar-
num went to Bailey and wanted to buy his elephant,
but Bailey =aid. “No.” He offered shim fifty ‘thousand
dollars, but “No.” Hé went up to sixty, seventy-five,
eighty nirety; and a hundred thousand dollars. “No,”
said Bailey. Barnum wouldn’t go any farther. Then
he saw Bailey’s posters up: “Come and see the elephant
‘that Barnum couldn’t buy for a hundred ‘thousand dol-
fars.”” Then Barnum went ‘to see Bailey, and he sald
| fthought I needed your elephant; I don’t; I need you.”
That is said to have been the origin of the Barnum and
Bailey world-famous circus.

‘In those days when a circus came to ‘town it used to
procession down-the streets, and that circus was in St.
Thomas.
elephants were crossing a.level crossing of the main
street, a New York Central train came and struck Jum-

bo, and-:killed. him, Nearly forty years later, if my.

memeory serves.me, “that circus was again in that same
city, and Jumbo’s mate was in the procession. When

\

-throtigh all the years.

In my father’s house

Cnmt., a good many years ago now. As the’

_she ca;ne to 'that crossing she stopped, raised her trunk,

and loudly trumpeted her grief. She had remembered

I hope you love animals. You can Iearn a lot from
them. I heard the great Dr. Conwell say once, “Go to
the dogs, you doctors, and learn something.” Animals
have affection; they can love. You do not need me ‘to
remind you of what a mothér bear or lion will do for
her cubs. You had better be careful when she has them
about her; she will do anything for them. She is far
more careful’of her young than mothers who leave their
chlldren at home uncared for while they go to the
movies or the beer-parlour. Yes, animals have affection,
and they have wills. Did you ever try to drive a balky

-horse? You found out that it had a will of its own. He -

puts down his feet, and just stops there. - There are
many things about the animal creation that will remind
you of some men, and a few women; we have much in
common with them.. But animals haven’'t understanding!
“Be.ye not as the horse, or;as the mule, which have no
understanding.” We have understanding; we aré able
to view the objective world, and to mterpret the things
that we see, and understand them in relation to each
other. The animal creation has no conscience, no moral
faculty. It knows what it is told to do, and what it is
told not to do, ahd perhaps will obey orders; but not
from any sense of what is right or wrong. ’

Men have an animal soul, akin to the soul of an ammal
plus some quahtles which are not found in animals. Man
has understanding, and he has conscience, that is, the
moral faculty that distinguishes between moral qualities,

between what ig right and what is wrong. Men have -

that, but all these quah'tles of ours can be debased until
they cease to exercise their proper function. I have
heard people say of a man, “He is just a beast,” and I
have felt like saying, “Apologize to the beasts, will you?
Beasts don’t do that.” No, men can descend to lower
levels than ‘the brute creation.
natural qualities. plus, as I say, understanding and

conscience, and all who are born of the flesh have these

things.

But man is dlﬁ'erentlated from the brute creation by
the fact that he has some‘r,hmg more; he is not only
body and mind or soul, but spirit; he has a three-fold
nature. There is a department, if I may so say, of his
being, specially the residence, or designed to be the
residence of Deity. But you cannot very well distinguish
in the case of men, between the mind.and the spirit—
they are so inter-related, hke Toronto and North or
East York—you don’t know when you are out of one
and into the other, they are so closely related. There
is a spiritual nature which does not belong here, which
relates man to another world than ‘this, and to other
beings than those we see and know naturally.

'Theologians speak of the “total depravity” of human
nature, by which it is not intended to say that any man
is as bad as he might be, but that all his qualities and
capacities, tendencies and functions are biased toward
evil—that it is easier for him to do evil than to do_good.
“When I would do good,” Paul complains, “evil is present
with me.” *“For the good that I would I do not: but
the evil which I would not, that I do.” There is not a
man. or woman here who does not know that that is
true, not one. You have often done eyil when you would,
momentarily at. least, have preferred to do good, and

you know that there is within that mind of the flesh,

But men have these

e n o e
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that carnal nature, there i¢ within that something that
is biased against God. The Bible says that ‘the carnal
mind, the mind of the flesh, our natural minds are “en-
mity against God.” We do not like Him; we do not

“want to be where He is; we have no affinity for His
righteousness—enmity"

holiness, nor. liking for His
against God. It is just about as unreasoning as ‘that
doggerel we have quoted—I have forgotten the —orlgm
of it:
“I do not like you Dr. Fell,
The reason why, I cannot tell;
But this I know, I know it well—
I do not like you Dr. Fell.”
That is natural to all of us.

Then the Bible gives what the accountants and book-
keepers call the “breakdown’: “The heart is deceitful
above all things, and desperately wicked.” The natural
man has “an evil heart of unbelief.” 'The affections are
alienated from God, and the affections are set upon
things on the earth, not upon things above. The will is
enfeebled and enchained, and ‘“(men) are taken captlve
by (the dev11) at his will,” and the consclence, that moral
monitor is seared, the Scripture says, as with a red-hot
iron. Do you know what that is? I wonder if any of
you are old enough to remember having seen a black-
smith? They are out of fashion now, but they were a
very useful institution once of a day.- Did you ever see
him pick up an iron, not red hot, but hot? He could
pick it up, but you wouldn’t dare try it, it would burn
yousinstantly, Why? Because he is so used to handling
hot things 'that his hands are more or less calloused,
and hé can handle hotter things than you or I could. Or

-

" here is another illustration. You see your wife washing

dighes sometimes, and you say, “Let me wash the dishes.”
You put your hands in the water, and immediately ‘jump
back. “Get away,” she says, and she takes the dish cloth
and her hands go in that hot water. .Why? She is used
to it. You ought to be used to it too:
good! I read a story somewhere, but I won’t vouch for
But it

but had always walked about in his bare feet, and of
course the soles of his feet were calloused. He driffed
into a blacksmith’s shop one day, and soon he began to
sniff, and he said, “Whose foot is that a-burning?”
“Why Sam, you have got your foot on a piece of hot
iron.” He didn’t feel it.
There are consciences like that. They “don’t function
agy more; men do not distinguish between right and
wrong. Whatever is possible is right. You will find it
in_ business. It isn’t a question of what is right or
wrong, but “What can I do?” or to use the colloquial
phrase, “What can I get away with?” You find it in
every-day life. I remember a professor who said of

another professor years ago, “He chloroformed his con-

science twenty years ago, and it has never functioned
since.” You can do that. Look abroad upon the world
to-day. ' Have you any difficulty in believing in total
human depravity in our day? I do not think you should
I have observed that the social evolutionists,
those who believe in social evolution, that “Every day in
every way, the world is getting better and better,”—they
are not 'talking very much now, are ‘they? I don’t see
it getting any better, do you? How-can it? You cannot
build a regenerated society of unregenerated men and
women, that is all.

What are we going to do about it? “Verily, verily, I

it would do you-

“Seared with a hot iron.” - 0

[

Say unto thee, Except a man be born again, he cannot’
see the kingdom of ‘God.” ‘“That which is born of the
flesh is flesh; and. that which is born of the Spirit is
gpirit. Marvel not that I said unto thee, Ye must be
born ‘again.” - “Flesh and blood cannot inherit the king-
dom of God.” Tt is a spiritual kingdom. While we are
in the flesh only, and have not ‘the Splrrt we cannot even
see the kmgdom of God.

"IL

- We need to be born again FOR OUR OWN SAKES, in order
that we may have a capacity for the enjoyment of the
felicities of salvation. What I am trying to make clear
to you is that in this requirement there is no arbitrari-
ness; it is not like somebody setting a price of admission,
when the Lord says, “Ye must be born again.” Ye
must be born again in the nature of the case. Even
God cannét save you without your being born again.
Jt is not difficult to find illustrations of that principle.
We are not all alike. There are some people who cannot
see very much, they see a few things. I remember some
years ago visiting 'the home of a certain preacher, who
was a very learned man. He had been professor of
Greek for many years in one-of the leading Universities.
He had several children, but there was one boy about
whom he Wwas rather anxious. He said to me, “If you
have an opportunity just have a word with him.” So I
made the dpportunity, and I began to tell him what a
great man his father was, a great scholar, and highly
respected. “I know,” he said. “You cannot tell me any-
thing about my Dad; I know he is a- great man, but...”
I said, “What about the ‘but’”? “Well,” he said, “he
said to me one day, ‘I want you to come with me 'to Balti-
more; it will give\you a bit of a change, and you will
enjoy the trip.! So,” he said, “we got on the train and
we went to Baltimore. Then my father headed for Johns

-Hopkins University, and when he got there he went

to-the library, and when he got to the library he hunted
out the Greek section, and he took me in. There it was,
the walls all lined with books in"the Greek language.”
He sdid, “He was in heaven.” I had learned that his
father’s Doctor’s thesis had been on the subject, “The
Genetive in Euripides.” Thdt was a nice subject, wasn’t
it? But that was the subject of his thesis, for which
he was granted, with other 'thmgs, a doctorate in Philos-
ophy. “Well,” the lad said, “my father got ‘therg, and’
he asked me to sit down, and soon he was taking down
the books, and he was buried in this Greek book, and
after a while in another, and we spént some hours
among the Greeks.” He said, “And he expected me to
enjoy- that.” I had a good deal of sympathy with the
boy! His father didn’t understand him. He was per-
fectly at home, because he had been, so to speak, born
into the Greek tongue, and he was happy in it, but his
boy didn’t want to be bothered with it at all. When
we get to heaven I suppose we shall be able to speak
Greek and every other language—*“all - nations, and
kindreds, and people, and tongues.”

That principle of capacity runs all through life. I
have told you that I have a garden. It is not much of a
garden, just some shrubs and trees, with no color, be-
cause there is so much shade. But I like it. Preaching
is my vocation; gardening my avocation.. I am not
much good at either, but 1 emoy both. I have had some
vigitors sometimes. I think'of one or two—I took them
out to the garden, and I rather liked it. In the summer




".-'to _be',bor_n agam before ‘they could see my. |garden, and

T ' aﬁ'alr, everybody put -on. thelr best clothes

Do you rem .mber Wo,rd'sworth’ "‘Peter JBell'-t’

3
. e

-D1d naturé leaduhlm as before; ol
A~piiinrose by the rivér’s-brim, -\-.
: :A=yellow 'pr1mrose was ‘to- th

of the ﬁeld “how: they grow "

.Have you,.a taste ha

oncerts ‘of:: the Mendelssohn “cho1r constltuted one of the
rmc1pal soclal events and I went

hear ‘the Mendelssohn cholr there was’ someth1ng;‘~wrong i

w1th yoi; aid in those days it; was usually quite a’ d] ess .

.I-have seen -
thei ladles there.wrth all’ thelr fine -dresses, i spec1ally

: '.:selected seats, ,w1th‘a fan, ‘and -all“'the” accompanymg—-

o ment of the- evenmg
_:f'would see- some -of them nod -afid go to’ sleep, the’ choir+ " .Heaven- could .b€ ho:; Heaven

. the mldst ‘of ‘the 'HalleluJah .€horuys:.
. -cause they dldn’t like the subJect of it, but - certamly

A

they didn’t - -enjoy- the: musxc .of: it."

muta'tlon, or :genuine’ '——Jewellery——there they were “on"
exhlbltlon In those .daystheré- Wwad o’ Toronto Sym-

(That was before I
';.;you Zkriow"’ what--'they d,ld"

) what sort of attlre"

'me

fake; y llttle pxll's as I want to w1thout -gomg to church .2

e They have rehglon, but 'they havent Chrls't. That 1s

" g -
who apparently d'1d not know _very -much’ about geog-
aphy, and they’ came m J uly to v1s1t Canada They
Ca;

Massey Hall'P andl there Were hundreds of people, not
only from; ‘the ‘deep’ South but from the South beyond
“the’ ‘déep” Sou .+ -They. came “ap to- Canada,. and™do’ .

oats, all .w,rapped up 11ke ’EsklmOs “but all 'the time- they
. were “here, I recall -that ‘the" thermometer d1d not ‘once -
-«drop. below nlne'ty-ﬁve degrees.- They had 'to -go to the
" stores and outfit, themselves, and- get somethmg, to. weat.
. Do you know what you will:need’ when you, ge‘t to Heaven,
How w1ll yo :.dress -to: keep com-.

pany W1th angels" There are a t ousandg 111us-tratlons

ho_ny Orchestra, and usually an: orchestra wouldl come o
"from ‘Néw' York of PPh1ladelpH1a “or, somewhere else, and K

: l)r Vogt would-ltand up, and the orchestra would be—-

We must b‘e made partakers of the Duvme nature

- ¥ "we.must haye: w1th1n ud; vho walk by the Sp1r1t of: God

But 1t wasn't very long before you

going, on and: smlgmg llke a company of angels, but. they
"d1d'n t: -hear *it. - Why?.' They- -had. no capacl'ty They

would Have:. 16" be. borii ‘again_.to.-enjoy:.a: Mendelssoth

ch01r ‘concert. ‘ I have “aétually - seen»people walk’ out 'in'-

B could “multiply . il

Perhaps it-was be- "

2 natural aﬂ'imty for the. 'thmgs f "God - Otherw1se e
Mr Spurgeon: .when: he™”
.was a very Jyoung méah," ohce said, that if g+ plck-pocket
couldv ge‘t ‘to” Heaven thhout bemg converted he: would,
+pick -the angels ~pocke'ts - One’ dear womal. very: very;
solemnly came ‘to h'1m a erwards,nand sa1d,\“Don't you,

He said, “I am glad to bes mformed and I w 11 g1ve you

Ca rev1sed vers1on *he would pluck a feather out of th

. _";lustra'tlons indefifitely’, “Some people. need to: be born & ',
'. agam‘ in order ‘to know- how to dress; they ‘do not- ‘even:, . O]

- Well, she looked
. ..,-,ﬁne, and ‘as’ lon

2.+ fo: e .80. -

vhadwa great. meetmg last night, ‘and
we “didn’t waiit ‘to” Teave. Bu’t I have seen people co'me:

'. % mfto at re11g1ous méeting;:they .
RO and then 1n a llttle whlle they got

know -what suits them Sometlmes I $ee.people, and. I
say, (to myself of. course) “What in-the’ world possessed-
. that. woman to. get, that ugly thm- ,-especlally thé hat""'-
_.t_he Airror’ dnd: she t'hought 1t was
g. ag : she' thmks §0>T . suppose that,is
enough ‘ What dlfferent taste' .e-;.have, haven’t we"

L “Except t man be born ‘again, -he’ cannot see ithe kmg
dom- of- God 2 Have you everitailked to people’ about the:i.
“things" of’ God wh.o ‘had.n‘t been born agam" They didn’s. -

-‘5-knOW°what you were: -talkmg,about -your§ was a foreign..

language

-were..posslble ‘witho 'the new*birth to-find -admission

. - fo “the D1v1ne Presence Paradlse wguldl be'- purgatory,

~.for a: person whose nature -Wasg unchanged It is ‘bodnd’

- nights, and some’ of us: could 'stay: there all’ mght ‘We':
and- when 1t,was ‘over -

_t'down and-listenéd; -
andwen't out They~

They were, ‘utterly unacquamted with- -the - has never been to the Cross;

vidiom: of the -speech’ ‘of. Canaan .‘more famxhar withtHe -
: speech of Ashdod wer_e they Well Ty . dear: frlends, if-

We 'have angreat prayer, meet’mg on Saturday 3

- -Flrst 0 'all you need t6" “be. bom .
*-agam -then~ you: néed new clo'thes« :and.. I virill: prov1d o
you: w1th them I -will @ equxp you for ‘the heavenly estat
but you cannot come as: you are; you eannot even see

tell you what you need

the kmgdom of 'God » Wthhout that splrltual yision we.
cannot ‘sée,” wWe- do Tiot - unders'tand it “I hav talked to
m_mlsters, many of ‘them,‘and, after d:few m"muths, co
‘versation' I have said ‘to myself “There is no.use.. ,tal :
ing to. *tlns man "he doesn’t know -anything about 1t . He .
e has
emp‘ty grave " ‘he has .no. consclousness -of ~an.; ascended
nghe Prlest, ,mak'mvg mtercesslon for. llum before the
throne of "God.”” * He' hasn t- even seen the klngdom of
God: he has no eyes to See” 1 I el

So 1n the. realm of harmony, of seund or of colour, or’
of shape, wherever you: like,: ‘there must’ be a subJectlve
capaclty for an enjoyment of. the’ obJec'tlve reahty, and .
-that-éan be’ 1mparted ‘only:‘as we"\are born-from above',.
and as ‘that kingdoni above. stoops “down" and. lifts us
*iintor affinity with; 1tself and makes us one m na‘ture thh
that hlgher realm~ T : :

" The"- ladles came: with, fur' &

1gver, -seen: ~Ehé’ !

.u'p- '
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v .Ift 8 necessary “t60- BECAUSE or-' THE NATURE or GOD We
'- need _to have qur, natures: changed even- to enjoy. Heaven
~But: wha't ig‘Heaven:but e place of the Divirie -abode, "
“and weé could not. be happy in the presence ‘of God- ‘unless.”
"we have a nature, like. unto: H1s, unless we have ‘been’ so~
-radlcally-’changed that we love to be where He 1s

s et

i § nd' hlm, ‘and “he.. was out
there r,among “the. tombs, he was at. ‘home’ there, but,
when: Jesus- had dealt w_1th*1h1m ‘the. _d1sc1ples -came; and...
they saw, hrm “slttmg at the feet” “of Jebus; clothed,. and.
‘L in his. r1ght mind. " Flrstﬂ of all. 'he had “said;; “What
have we 'to do wrth thee, J esus, thou Son of God" art -thou

..........

"jcommanded the dev1ls to come out of hxm, and after -
_they had® come: 'out of . h1m somehow OF. another He-be- -
- cdme- clothed andl he’ sat at the ,fe'et'o'f\—Jesus.m h1s rlght
ni‘md' Then the Scrlptture.,says, “He“thdt had. been pos:’ :
. sessed-w1th ‘the devil: prayed h1m that he mlght be. w1th
hlm 5, -Now he wanted to, be Wwith Jesus, because the- Splrlt

| od had taken the place of the devxls, and had glven

-"thh the Chrlstlan, and’ to “be. at home, wrth
God we must be born’: of: Hls, Sp1r1t =5That wh1ch s

. < .'bornsof the flegh' is flesh; and that which is born of" the .

i Spirit-is- splrrt o So we'need to be 'bego'tten of ‘the- Holy
- Ghost. :I"said we ‘have mmd and sprrlt but ‘the:spirit-is;
alxenated ‘from-God, dead-in- trespasses and -sms, unt11 we
-, are’ qulckened» by, the vame Spmt M L
1 How? Nlcodemus ‘asked:that: "‘How can these thmgs '
be"”

=.nec’t10n that the: Lord Jesus said,” “As Moses" lifted up ',
‘-:the serpe' in. the w11d'erness, ‘everi. go. mus't the rSon of”
~“mad.-He’ 11fted ‘up:”, "People’ ‘Were'; ]
. bittén by the- burnlng ﬁery serpents, p01son 1nJected into’

put it. on A pole, :andy: put it up - Heére'* ig 4 man.a lmost -
:m' thelast, sgony of-death, but stil ‘coniscious.
* to’hiin, and -say, *“Look look lodk.” .- He ‘says;" “What is-
. the use;"I.am, dym- G1ve me soxhe- medrcme - “Ligoks,”
. loo » “What is the use of tha't?” " “Look Ty Il‘he mo—'

Ty healed Wh,-" That was:: -Goll’s, condrtmn, Ahat -is. all; ;
*. - You ook, ant 'God does the “regt.”; “Believeon the Lord:.
o ‘_ . _and -thoiu* shal‘t “be- saved “ -’Very s1mple,
o T jen’tit . T ‘canpot: explam “{t:" "I-do ‘not kiow.how.the

L Splnt of God' changed. my’ heart,, T do 'mot’ know how- He.
"' gave e 4" desire’ towardt Him, but I'know He did,.and’ I
have. never ceased to praise: Hlm from 'the day He dld
¥ it. . When we have passed from death unto life, then we-
know thatwe- are His.’ . That - is "all.:

“to churchall over: Colchester .He -couldn™ find-dny re-"

';.'mto .a little Primitive ‘Methodist: ‘chapel ,in, Colchester
#The, minister was: away, and a-lay-preacher was. in-the.,
'~ pulpit, and Mx: Spurgeon said that.he’ dl:d
much but he knew 'hls text

looked ‘gt him, ‘énd he sald “Young' Tan, -you “look’ sad
- an drweary._

“pray Thee ‘to-bless Thy.word to us-this. evening; and if thére:
. ghould .be. one. here “who has nq. personal expenence of this.-

-1 canno't “tell: you. exactly how the Sp1r1t~accom- '
phshes this change, but. I cin “fell ‘you 'the how of itwor
#« far-a§; your :part.in it ds; ‘concerned. ; Tt-was in’ this- cdn-n

by thotigandg; =

thelr velns, ‘and they Wwere: falhng by the: thousands T
. .Moses made ‘the brazen serpent 'by Dlvme du-ectlon and ..o

“We conie - ¢ .;

ment he aught srg'ht of the brazen serpen't he Was..

wh:le, and be- oontent w1th preachmg' now nd ~then. till ¥

_ You look.- Mr..
Spurgeon used "to,. say, . “Only four letters, -and two: of . g
" ‘thém alike. ™" *Look  He.. hlmself ‘tells the story' of when
’he was Just a lad ﬁfteen or srxteen ;years of age, con: |
" cerned abou't his soul’s -salvatiom, ”and going. from.¢hurch " |-

" lief; Yie never ‘Heard- the way’ of -galvition’ so ‘that - e o
.,could understaﬁd itz One-wet: Sunday morning he went -

"t-;know very.
L‘ook unto me,. and' berye T

* d

.\.:

saved all the ends of:the éarth ;- for I’ am ‘God and there %

-ik*none else - "He sald that when “he’ could.n’t think:.of *-
anythmg else to sdy he would quote hls 'text “Look, jook,
look p Spurg‘eon was sitting over -on-ithe rlght-hand
31de, and| there was.; nobedy else .on_that Bide of - the .
c‘hurch Just ‘the- youn-g lad: alone ‘At las't the preache1

8 Liogk;: look; lbok 2 ':,Spurgeon said; “B-didh’t"
ear any more, but i, looked .and I beheld- 'the Lamb of s
God “whicli taketh away the.sin of the.world;-and I. knew.. *
that my - gins- were‘takei: away.- Out of . .yourself, and R
1nto “Christ.” That is all. 0
for I-Ils Name s sake Let us pray ol S e :
'Lord we thank Thee that Thou dldst ever come to us, , ,

a:nd give us heaits - ‘to believe; that ever Thou “didst i .open ‘our”
understandmgs, that we mrght understand the Scnpture We. ¢

-vital,.radiéal ‘change; help 8uch: an one to- :look’ thls\evemng,,
- dnd. hve For Thy, Name’s sake, Amen . " Y
Let us now smg 'd hymn based n Spurgeon 8 saymg, .
“I* 1ooked bo Hlm, He 'lookedv on me, and we. were‘ one
for ever e Pl o heT e
4 I Jooked™ .to ‘Jesus -in my sih; Lo

-My" woe .and ‘want’ confegsing; ' .*" .
Undone and lost Ireame to Him-< " i 5 .00
1. sough.t and found a Iblessmg

o
L l'---

o <
I looked to Jesus on the cross, _'-_ o
- For me.I saw Him dying;’ . T

-‘God’s word heheved—that all my, sms A O

Were t}rere upon H1m llymg .o .

I looked rto Jesus there on lugh, ]
From death upraised to glory;
- I trusted in-His.power to :save;"
( -the old, .old story

He looked on=me—oh look of love'

My -heart by it ‘was; broken,

W And wrth that 160k of love He" gave
- ‘5;‘ The Holy Spmt’s token.” .-

Now one,w'rth Chrlst I find* my peace RE: ,
: . In"Him to’ be" abrdmg, .

__And in, His_love for all-my rieed,
In chlldhke *fa1th confidmg

N

'~ IGNORANT PREACHERS

Whitefleld was o' advocate #or 1gnorant unlettered
~men: settmg up «as” preachers « It has~long - -béen my:
Judgmen "-he says, “that it] would be ’besrt for many
of the, present'preachers to have a,. tutor, and retlre for.a: it

'..,. ,-.

they are a httle more 1nformed otherw' fea
who Tiow make-a’ temporary flg'ure, for want‘6f-a proper
foundatron, “will - run themsélves .~out - of . breath w111
grow weary of the, work and. leave; it N
St '——sze of Geo'rge thtefteld. B

: -'By Baron Poréolll'- " —
-"'The Graa'les'l' Fight.in. 'l'ho WOrld" by C H Spurgeon, o
, 64 pages :
-'.-f "Blal(eneys Popory m lis SOCJBI Aspecf" 312 pages -
: The. Gospel Wlfness

I30 Gerrard Sl'reet East, . Toronto« 2 :
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A GLORIOUS TESTIMONY

‘We cannot do better than publish Dr. Carl Mclntire’s
account in the Christian Beacon of the sudden home-
going of Chancellor Kok, who, without a moment’s .
warning died at his desk in Collingswood, N.J., January

- 8th, 1951. .

"We join with Dr. Melntire in the estimate that from
the human point of view, his loss is irreparable, but
God’s work must go on.—Ed. G.W.

THE funeral of Chancellor Arie Kok, held in Collings-
wood, N.J., on Friday, January 12, 1951, was a mag-
nificent testimony 'to the Gospel and to the Head of the
church. It was the largest attended funeral ever held in
the Collingswood Church. Church leaders, pastors, lay
leaders, seminary students, and young people came from
a large number of churches from New York, Pennsyl-
vania, Delaware, New Jersey, Maryland, and Ohio.

Members of the executive committee served as pall-
‘bearers. The Session of the Bible Presbyterian Church
of Collingswood served: as honorary pallbearers. The ser-
vice opened with ‘the singing of “Faith of Our Fathers”.
Chancellor Kok’s Bible was opened on the casket to the
theme text which he used in opening the First Plenary
Congress of the International Council of Christian
Churches in Amsterdam, Holland, August 11, 1948,
Isaiah 59:19: “When.the enemy shall come in like a
flood, the Spirit of the Lord shall lift up a standard
against him.”

Dr. Carl MclIntire, presid‘erif: of the Council, preéided.

and various-leaders gave testimonies. The first was by
the Rev. Boon Mark 'Gij;t‘isarn of Bangkok, Siam. Dr.
A. B. Dodd, véteran missioriary in China, told of the
formation of the native Christian churches in China in
which Chancellor Kok took a leading part.- He outlined
the struggle for the faith in the land which has now
fallen into the hands of the communists. The Rev. Wil-
liam Harllee Bordeaux, secretary of the American Coun-
cil of Christian Churches, and’ the. Rev. Raymond°F.
Hamilton, treasurer of the International “Council, also
gave testimonies with emphasis upon Chancellor Kok’s
loyalty to the Gospel cause. Another who spoke was the

Rev. A. Donald Moffat, deputation secretary of the-

Association of Baptists for World Evangelism. Dr. Har-
vey H. Springer who had come the farthest of anyone
for the funeral, flying from Denver, Colo7; spoke of Moses
and Joshua, and emphasized 'that God has a Joshua.
Dr. J. Gordon Holdcroft, president of the Independent
Board for Presbyterian Foreign Missions, who had
worked very closely with Mr. Kok on the problems of
closed ‘mission doors, also gave a testimony. As man
after man lifted his voice, there was a note of praise,
of thanksgiving, and of victory.

Dr..W. O. H. Garman, vice-president of the Council,
offered the prayer, and Dr. W. W. Breckbill, new presi-
dent of the American Council of Christian Churches, read
from the Book of Revelation, Chapters 21 and 22. One
of the hymns sung during the service ,was, “Rock of
Ages,” and the service concluded with the singing of
“A Mighty Foriress Is Our God.” The choir of the
Collingswood_Church sang, “Ivory Palaces,” and “Fight
the Good Fight”. )

Dr. T. T. Shields, vice-president of the Council and
pastor of the Jarvis Street Baptist Church, Toronto, de-
livered the sermon, using the text, “Lord, we know not
whither thou goest; and how can we know the way?”’
In a masterful manner he expounded the text in its set-
ting and emphasized ‘that it was because Christ said

" that He was the way that there was and hadto be a

movement like the International Council of Christian
Churches that would stand for that way against all the
confusion of the various ways offered today- by men
in the churches. - —From The Christian Beacon.

' "PRAYER
THE , movement represented in the International

‘Council of Christian Churches has gone forward step

by step, and in every great decision and every moment of

need by unceasing prayer. The spirit of intercession

and calling upon God, making known the thanksgiving

- and also the needs has been characteristic of the Lord’s

’

people who have committed themselves to this great’
Twentieth Century Reformation testimony. . )

The sudden taking of Chancellor Arie Kok into the
presence of the Lord was met by immediate response
from 'the hearts of God's people in literally every section
of the world.. Telegrams and megsages came, many of
which: were in hand and were read in testimony at the
funeral service. Again it was prayer, prayer. The loss
is great, the need is keen, and instinctively we turned
to 'God in prayer for guidance, wisdom, and His provision.

We believe that God has usedi the passing of Chancellor
Kok to manifest a spirit among the people of the move-
ment, revealing its depth of conviction and faith and
bond of love and its comfort from the Scriptures. .Every-
one feels his added responsibility and duty. - We believe
that God is going to lead us on out with an even extended
testimony. Young men are rising up in all sections of
the world. .

May ‘God’s people everywhere particularly remember
the International Council of Christian Churches apd its
needs. .

The battle goes on,

AMONG THE CHURCHES
By H. C. Slade

North Bay Church Doubles Membership

'With the addition of a number. recently saved
and baptized, and. other Christians who have lately
moved into the City, the membership of the Regular
Baptist Church of North Bay  has been doubled in the
past six months. Through the able feaching of the Word
of God by ‘the Pastor, ‘G. H. Stephens, for the past two
years, a solid foundation has been laid for this work
and now it is the joy of this faithful group to see some-
thing of the superstructufe emerging. '

According 'to the good hand of God upon them, in spite
of the opposition of the Sanballats .and Tobiahs, we ex-
pect soon to see the walls finished and a strong evangeli-
cal cause established in the “Gateway to the North”.
Quite a number of unsaved people who are- regularly
attending the services are beginning to show a very keen
interest in the preaching of the Gospel. Some are be-
ginning to bring others along with them to the meetings.

Mr. Stephens feels that opportunities for building up a_ |
large Bible School are unlimited. The attendance at

-/

the school is keeping up well, but if means could be pro-
vided for a bus each Sunday, in a very short time it vgou-ld‘
be tripled. ’

While the local cause is being built up, Mr. Stephens
and his people are not overlooking the needs of those in
the outlying districts. In Sturgeon Falls, a strongly
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Roman Catholic town™ where even nominal Protestants
are “scarce, a few faithful saints have been found and
are enthusiastically- responding to ‘the prayer meetings
and Bible study, which are conducted every two weeks.
Some of the most interested drive into North Bay nearly
every Sunday for the evening services. In another dis-

trict called Redbridge, fifteen miles away, similar meet-

ings are being _held with profit. One evening eighteen,
including one Roman Catholic woman, crowded into the
home where the Word of God was bemg taught. - These
outside works as well as the local work in North Bay are
as yet in their infancy, but each one is beginning to show
great promise.

Bihle Scheal Lessen Dutline

Vol. 16 First Quarter January 28, 1951

Lesson 4

OLIVE L. CLARK, Ph.D. (Tor.)

CAIN AND ABEL
Lesson Text: Genesis 4:1-16.

_Golden Text: “By faith Abel offered unto God a more ex-
cellent sacrifice than Cain, by which he obtained
witness that ‘he was righteous, God testifying of his
gifts: and by it he .being dead yet speaketh.”-—Hebrews
11:4.

I. Cain and His Sm. verses 1-8.

Adam and Eve had two sons at first, Cain and Abel. The
name of Cain, the elder son, was given to him since he had
been ‘“Acquired of-the Lord”, perhaps in answer- to prayer.
These two sons were ent1re1y unlike one another in charac-
ter, disposition, occupation and destiny. Abel was godly,
but Cain_was ungodly; the one was gentle and peaceful,
but the other wag passionate; the elder became a farnier,
the younger son a shepherd. One was destined to become
famous for his piety, for because of his sacrifice he is
still being spoken of, but his brother became infamous for
committing the first murder. It is not uncommon to see
such dissimilarity in the character and destinies of two
members of the same family. Brought up in the same home,
under similar circumstances, each followed. his own way
(Jude 11).

At the end of a definiteé period, possibly the end of the
year, or the end of the week, the Sabbath, Cain, the elder
son, brought an offering of the fruits of the ground. i
was a reasonable type  of offe;rmg for him, as a farmer, to
bring. Doubtless it was excellent in quality and appearance.
Abe}, the younger son, the shepherd, also brought an offeting,
but his sacrifice consisted of the firstlings of his flocks, the
young lambs and rams (Numb, 18:17). He remembered to

>~

- present in full .the fat of the animals, symbol of richness

(Lev. 3:14-17; Isa. 43:24), as a sign that he was giving his
best to the Lord.

In the eyes of men both offerings would..be excellent in
themselves and apparently betokened the gratitude of the
offerers for the goodness of God in giving them prosperity.
But to God, the one~was pleasing: and welcome, whereas the
other was obnoxious and insulting (Isa. 1:13, 14). We are
not told how the Lord gave witness -that He had accepted
Abel’s offering and had rejected Cain’s sacrifice, but possibly

- fire consumed the animal. sacrifice (Lev. 9:22-24). I

Wherein lay the difference? The Lord looks not on the
outward appearance of men or things or acts, but rather
upon the heart of the person concerned (1 Sam. 16:7)..
distinguishes betweén the offering wh1ch is a mere cere-
monial giff, and“the offering which is a sincere token of
devotion (1 Sam.- 15:22). Cain presented the results of
his own labour, as though he would find favour through his
own good works. But we ‘are ‘saved through the ments of
another (Tit. 8:5). Thus, there was a fatal omission in the
offering of Cain, Cain’s offering was not accepted, since
“he himself was not acceptable (Numb, 16:15), whereas Abel’s
person was received, and likewise his gift” ‘Cain was carnal,
but Abel was spmtual

We are told that Abels sacrifice was more excellent in
<

" 8;44).

that he had offered it “by faith” (Golden Text). This would
imply that Abel took God at His word and ‘trustfully obeyed
a previous revelation from the Lord as to the type of saeri-
fice to be offered by man. We have tHe record of the slaying.
of animals to provide coats of skins for Adam and Eve
(Gen. 3:21), a symbollc action to point out the Lord’s will
and 'His ordinance.' Symbolically, Abel's sacrifice was more
excellent, since it was an application of the Scriptural prin-
ciple that “without shedding of blood is no remission” (Heb.
9:22). The blood of the sacrifices in Old Testament times
was a token of the death of the Lord Jesus Christ which
ar.Ival,')xls9 f'_;)r sinners , (Lev. 17:10-14; Rom. 3:25; 5:9; Eph. 1:7;

©

Instead of humbly enquiring wherein his fault lay, Cain
remained proud, hard and sullen (Lk., 15:28-30). Instead
of rejoicing in the blessing which attended h1s brother’s wor-

" ship, he became furiously angry.

Cain made a mistake when he repudxafted the ‘message of
the-Lord which said that the:way to find favour was to do
that which was right (Heb. 12:25). The words of God (v.7)
may be interpreted as bringing him hope or warning. If
he had done wrong, 8in, or a sin-offering, was at the door;
there was yet an opportunity for making peace with God.
Or perhaps verse 7 means, “sin croucheth at the door”, ready
like a wild beast to pounce upon the one who yields even a
very little o its influence (John 8:34; Rom, 7:8, 9).

Cain would not be stopped in followmg the course of sin,
and in jealous rage slew his unsuspecting brother as they
talked together in the field. Jealousy is cruel as the grave
(Song of Sol. 8:6). Evil thoughts of hatred toward his
brother culminated in this deed of violence (Matt. 5:21, 22;
1 John 3:12). Righteous Abel was the first of the noble

-line of those who have been persecuted by the wicked unto

death for the Lord’s sake (Matt. 28:34, 35). God will avenge
all such in His own good time (Lk. 18:7; Rom. 12:19).

II. Cain and His Punishment: verses 9-16.

Doubtless Cain thought that he had been successful in
covering up his erime (Prov. 28:13), and when questioned,
denied any knowledge of his brother’s whereabouts (John
One sin had led to another, as so frequently -happens.
He also protested that he was not his brother’s keeper.
Scripture, on the other hand, firmly asserts that we are
responsible for one -another (Rom 14:13, 15, 21; 15:1, 2).
The very ground shouted out the fact and the 1nJust1ce of
Abel’s death (Heb. 12:24; Rev. 6:10).

But God knew what Gam had done and pronounced judg-
ment upon him for his sin of murder. The earth would not
yield increase for him to gain an easy living, and he would
be compelled to be a fugitive and a wanderer for that
reason, as well as for the fact that he had committed mur-
der.  Sin had driven him from his home, as it had driven
Adam and Eve from Eden (Gen. 3:24).

Cain was overcome with remorse, he reahzed his desperate
plight, for he was to be separated, not merely from his own
fellow-men, but also from the face of God (Psa. 51:11). Sin
always causes separation. Tt is eternal death to be sepa-
rated for ever from the Lord (Rev. 20:12-15).

The mark set upon Cain was probably not a token of the

-curse which was upon him, as is 80 often thought, but seems

rather to have been a token of protection, some merciful
provision of God, lest he should be slain by any one who
knew his history (Gen. 9:6; Ezek. 9:4, 6). .

Thus Cain departed from the presence of the' Lord, physi-
call as well as spiritually. It is significant that he went
well in the Jand of Nod, which means “Vagabond”. Thus

_d1d the word of the Lord begin immediately to be fulfilled.

) DAILY BIBLE READINGS
22—Cain and Abel were Alike—Sinners

~

Jan.
Rom. 5:12, 18, 19; 3:9, 10, 23,
Jan. 3——The1r Difference Lay in Heart Athtudes
Lk. 18:10-14; Eph. .2:8, 9.
Jan. 24—-—Abel’s Offering was that of the Repenbant Smner '
o Rom. 3:24-26; Heb. 9:14, 22; 10:29; 1 Pet. 1: 19
Jan. 25—Abel’s was the Way of Faith’
: Heb, 11:4; Ga1a216 3:1-9.
Jan. 26—Cain, rthe First Persecutor of the ng‘hteous
) 1 John 3:12, 13; 2 Tim. 3:12; John 15:18-21.
Jan. 27—Cain’s Acbs of Murder Began with Hatred
. 1 John 3:10-18; 2911 Matt. 52124
Jan. 28—1Let Us Walk in-Faith, as did Abel

Heb. 11: 24-27; Rom. 13:8- 10







