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THE HISTORY OF A STRANGE CASE.
‘ A STUDY IN OCGULTISM. o
ny l),\'v\l‘l) P, ABBOTT,

<

T 3 . ) i . .li . . t ) . )
IS spiritualism all deception and. illusion? Is there no grain of

truth to be found under the ‘great mass of fraud and trickery
.with which a vast army of charlatans have disgraced it? Are the

efforts of the Society for Psychical Rescarch to prove fruitless? |

) “When all of the fraud and deception is cleared away. will nothing

remain?  Thesc questions I have been asked time and again. \What
will the answer be?. R :

" Do no whispcrings of hope from the great bevond ever echo
‘down the infinite corridors of darkness? \Will .the pale vanished
faces of our loved ones, that haunt the shadowy mists of memory,
rever again stand before us in the bright sunlight of day?  Will we
ever again hear the dear voices that have long been stilled?  Must
we, with tottering steps supported only by blind faith, go down the
hillside of life into the infinite darkness of the etérnal valley? Is
there no turning aside—no escape? Must we face the inevitable
«annihilation of the unity of self? \When science lifts her torch and
. peers into_the surrounding darkness, is there no gleam of hape to

be seen? Will a new dawn ever break. with its countless songs of

gladness bursting from the threats~of the twittering. love-birds of
_joy? -Oh, beautiful Nature, how thy children adore thee! Oh,
infinite Power, that animates and directs the great All, why  this
insatiable longing for immortality in the hearts of thy children!

1 have been-asked again and again, if, in all of my investiagions,
I have found nothing that I.could not explain: if all has been per-
fectly simple and commonplace as soon as'I witnessed it : if all of the
mystery and romasice disappear upon investigation. T have finally

‘
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MISCELLANEOUS. .

" frauds. We hag a very clever and accnmpllish'td".lady for our mind-re;lder,

“

angd she surpassed Ruth Grey. Our: telephone was of a special design, the
receiver bring concealed in the-lady's ‘waist, with a flexible speaking-tube

~  “*attached to it which really increased: the volume of sound and als made it

D

-

-~easy-to conceal the mechanism -while tying on the blindfold. .Our tablets
were made up of separate <heéts held together by brass brads which ‘made it
“easy to take out any sheet and replice. it again without leaving any suspicious
cfew. At the speaking end was.a telegraph clicker attachment which gave a
signal of distress by lifting ene,of the lady’s heels from the nail. . The experi-
ment was successful hevond our wildest hopes, as evitlenced by the general
praise of all impartial obseryvers, and the unrestrained wrath of the spiritual-
ists, though 'we had made no direct mention of or attack upon the latter; bt
ey instincgively felt that their cause had been much damaged in this com-
nuiy. The new papers were lond in their praises of the enterprise, and the
a-humlmn-n_l' at the revelatins ,\\‘rf made was upiversal.  Altogether we had
great suecess, but the comments of some of the innocent dupe« have con-
vinced me that these framds ares ot only simple impositions upoy popslar

- creduliy, But they are poatively harmful from a peychological point of view

and ought to be fonght hy all honest men who are in a position - to. show
-them up. i ’ :

, - . o
“The next Sunday the local spiritualists,

after cimll_cnging me through thé

= press to perform some’ of my miracles under test conditiops such as are ‘al-:

ways demanded by hard-shell spiritualists” had two of their mis<ionaries from
New York here for a public lecture and demonstration of spirit return which
was advertised as an answer to the Athenians. Our exposé helped to.agtract
‘a big crowd which turned into the most disappointed and- disgusted lot of
‘people I have ever seen’- Out of fear of us—I believe—they dbandoned their
slate_mescages and confined themselves to verbal blue book tests and a lot
of general blnfling of a very crude variety. Both of the Reverend Ductors
arc extremely illitc.ra‘té. and even the believers felt ashamed and afterwards
many said so. The proceedings are hardly worth deseribing. At the conclu-
sion, the Rev. Mrs. N, ganounced that her husband was a magnetic healer and
she an expert shiumpenoer and manicuriste, and would he glad, etc.”

A LETTER FROM 'MR. PEIRCE.
To the- Editor of The Open Gourt: o .
I wish 10 express to you my full conviction that your article on modern -
theology in the April Qpen Court is really great: ‘
Your prapasition that there.is on_the one hand a Jesus legend which is to
-be valued on the same principles as. any other legend, but that Christianity
on the whole is not that, nor to any considerable degreea development from'
that, but that it isa ‘gradual common-sense evolution from a Christ- ' secms
0 me to he a very great and vital truth, which T am all the readier"to acgept
because it. <atislies my internal gonviction of the truth and dignity of Chris-
tianity. Tt at once raises our special religion to a ‘sovereign position,—by
basing it in that development of Human Reason to which all truth must be
referred, : S ‘
) It seems to me to be a magnilicent and truly great idea, to which T give
in my adhesion for what Jittle value it may have. ’

CuARLES S. Pokce.
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THE SAMARITAN PASSOVER.
s : ’
nv‘wn.l,r.\ﬁi's.' BARTON, D. D. '

o

fe . : Ry R

QOME of the characteristic instititions and ¢iistoms of the Jewish
pcoplc are now best to be observed in that sma]l and ‘once

despised scct, the Samaritans. AV onderful as is the phcnomcnonf»

~of the persistence of the Jewish people, preserving many of their
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onored tradmons in their dges-long (hspersal among the na-
 tions, that dispersion has not been without its modiiving influence.

. The Jews as we know them are far frem bLeing a homegencous and

unchanged people. Time and travel and lack of national bond. and

PROBLEMS_OF MODERN THEOLOGY.
BY THE EDITOR.

\ OD[:R\I theology is confronted with several prublems the so-\

lution of which is no casy task, for ey goto the very bottom’

_ of the rehglous question and scent to cmlangcr the vitality of the
churches, yet we may be sure that the churches will come out of the
prc:cnt crisis unharmcd and. that rehglon will thereby be purified.

LY

RELIGION BASED l:PO\' ETE R’\ AL TRUI}[ NOT O\ HISlOR-
ICAL FACTS.

Higher criticism is, m.nkmg rapid progress and its .lpp(.lrdllte
has created an unrest among the people who are anxious to know
its significance and the effect which it will have upon Christianity.
The trnlh is that theologians so far have shown a tendency, t6 hold
back, and this is _perhaps natural since it is often true that Christian
{clergvmen themselves are in a state of confusion. Their confusion

. arises partly hecause they are not yet fully familiar with the changed

situation and ‘partly because they have not been able to make up
“their minds as to the attitude they onght to take.

" To a great extent Christians are under the i impression that their
religion is based upon certain historical facts and pcrhaps ‘also th
/it depends on the truth of certain dogmas. 1f now the historicity
“of these facts becomes qucsuonablc and the dogmas become evidently

~untenable, people feel the foundation of their faith slipping away .
" from under théir feet and feat that religion will cegge to be. But
that is not so. Whatever our Church authorities }ay claim, the
churches of to-day’ exist not ‘through some incident that happened "
‘in the distant past, but because there is a definite need for them
to-day, and the need of to-day is more important_ than any. e}'cnt of
the past or doctrines formulated in past ages, even if they \)vere all
“unquestionably true. = N i
Religion (so far as it deserves that"name) is éIWays ultxmately
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" based on eternal truths and every church to be stable must be founded
. upon this rock, The churches may ignore the fact and supplant it
by somcthmg e}(se. Indeed thm arc apt to emphasize externalities
and thereby substitute the actidental for the essential. For all that
" we insist tlnt a religion is huilt-on sand lmlcs.s,lts foundation rest
“upon the rock of ages—upon vtcm:\ht\‘ i. ¢.. upon truths i‘nhich are
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Among thc cﬂ'urh to pupu]arm- the result of higher erusm
“we will mention a book avhich has appeared under.the, title T'he’l:g0-
lution of a Great Literature® and is w ritten lw Mr. Newton Mann,
a Unitarian .minister, who explains the situation as. follows:

“The unsatisfactory situation has arisen in whiclr a branch of

true’ from “the “beginning, are truc cven now, aml will renfain . so
for ever and aye world without end.
Truth is not a product of development- nor can its scopc ever be
exhausted. Though truth s distinguishable from error our com-
préhension of trath is alwayvs imperfect, incomplete,”or onesided. .
But when we have solved a problem of importance we are so clated
with the result that we helieve we have reached the end of our task
and there is no more to be learhed. - Thus it has come to pass that-
. religinus leaders have fréquently insisted on those: thingsswhich they

were afraid would: be dropped from the creed; they wanted to peér-
. petuate the (ruth as they saw ity and so they gave more prominience
to the sy mibels’ than to the trith contained therein, .

Furthermore, the conviction that they possessed the truth. made”

thém uneritical. - Looking for an unquestionable authority e the
famous leaders of the past, they ascribed . those bouks which, best
represented their dwn faith to some great prophet that had preceded

them, and so it happens that religious books are rarcl\ -written b) the

" authors whose names they» txar

) A ‘;l'\l\l-\RY OF HIGHER CRITICISM.

Biblical rcscarch i.’c.. an investigation of the Scriptures, con-

" sisting of the lower or. textual criticism and a more- general as well as
historical research. the so-called higher criticism, have revealed much
that is not true in the fabric of our traditional views, and the € hm-
tion world is bcgummg to he anxious to know something of the

results.  \We learn that certain things are not as they have been com-

-monly represented in our Sunday schools, and pious fraud (we must
frankly confess it) has played not an inconsiderable part in the de-
velopment of our religion. This is not only true with regard to thc

establishment of the Roman. authority on the basis of ‘the legend
" that Peter was thefirst hishop of Romie, but also of the establishment
~of a rigidly monatheistic’ worship at the temple d Jerusalem which
‘was accomplished by the discovery of a law book, a priestly forgery
-which henceforth determined the course of the (development of Judah

and lmprc«cd upon that little nation the pccuhar character which it .
has rctamcd ever since.

.

knowledpe confessedly ofthe-first- m\phrt‘ﬂnv——mm -daaa-b?:\
on religion, is pr'tduall\ restricted to a few, th scholarly cle en
and lav students of theologry.  This know lctlgc is mostly l«)dgcd in
ponderons and costly tomes and encumbered with an atrray of lin-
wuistic and other lore calculated to intimidate the unlearned inquirer,
who vet desires to know st mcthing of whag has been found- out. It
has seemed to me that there must be many hungry souls without
the time or the, cquipment for oxtensive researches, who would \\gcl-
come a frank “effort to tell them, in outline, the results of recent
hll;l\ml criticism— results well enough knn\sn to universiy prnfc\-
sOrs, ’nght in many divinity schools, f«mnh.xr to*many preachers
whose sermons are void of any least intimation of such a thing: He
who hoasis no Hebrew and 0. Greek has yet good right to know
what scholars are thinking about the ancient textbook of our religion,

Cand any curiosity he may have'in that direction, ‘ought to be encour-

Lagred rather than rqmmul All is well that helps to break down.
the tendeney, adlready far advanced, to separate - -refigious thinkers
Jinto the anitiated and” “the uninitiated, .m(l religions thought lutn
esoterie and exoteric divisions,”

Mr.o Mann has done his best to mee®the requirement in his book
which i nothing short of a recapitulation of what has actually been
established by a kitigd of common consent concerning the nature. of
our Liblical lu’:r':nurc the dutlmrsfnp of its books, the age in which
they were written, and other important. problems, ‘He has wisely
abstained from ml\mg hmwzlf an active’ part in the work of higher
criticism, and has taken upgn himsel the more modest but not less
lmportam task of a compildr who herg condenses the work done by

a great number of German, English, French, and some American

, sa\':mts into the compadatively small compass of four hundred pages.
A student of hlglﬁ-r criticism could find no_ better mmxlmuun

into thiy new science tJuAh is presented by Mr. Mann, Here he ﬁmh
an abstract of the histpry of the religions literature of Israel and

| Judah, the historical donditions under which Israel developed; the
rise of prophecy, the development of the law, the literary productions
under the ?(m Exilic lucrardw, the w mlnm literature and other

* Boston: Jamcs H West Company Pp. 409 Prlcc, $l 50 net, postage
ls cents extra.
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books tuch as \Talacln, Cantlclcs and also the ]c\nsh Apocrypha.
‘Mr. Mann points out ‘that there is no gap between the Old and New
Testanients, for the € )d Testament contains a number of .writings

_preparing for thowewc which l)luqqom (mt in thelr fulness with the.

appearance of Jesus. He says:™. - : -
‘;Wc therefore conclude, that the culmmatmg pmnt of religious

“development for thie Tong perin] covered by our seriptures s in the™

and the person of Jesus; that the afterevolution registered

in the New = Testament, while h.nm'x; great historical. ethical and

doctrinal significance. is not' to be regarded as a highet form of
Christianity, but as an adaptation to meet the exigencles of the time;

"a phase inferior to - that sct forth in the first Gus'pelq“ And -this-

-accords with the obvious desire of the best minds of our time to go

back, from cpistles an«l .apocalypse and mystic' Gospel written with

a dogmatic -purpose; to sit at the feet of the Master himself, the
proachcr whose words have the quality of provoking no protest.”,

pmnt but we have reached tlic. tonclusion that a frirther investiga-
tion of the Jesus problem will foree theology to abandow the.idea

that le&uc fornis the starting-point of the new muum(‘nt The ulti- -
mat!' cause of Christianity -will finally be found not m the human

Jcsus but in the beliefsin Christ'as the eternal Faogos m.ulc flesh, the

Geonl- -man who comes to carth to proclaim lhc truth and to. show the
way of salvation. ' : :

" With-reference to the New Testament Mr. Mann' 1am|hanzc~

“-his readers with the several problems of the Synoptic Gospels, the

Acts of the Apostles, the Pauline and Johannine literatures, and

shows how both the Pauline and the Johannine conceptions combined

to form the fo windation of the doctrines of the' C hurdx,
" Mr. Mann is pretty radical but he is no more sn thay his author-
“ities: who (though they are not quite so orthadox as le represents

them .in the preface) are professors of growd standing ‘in the most-

famnus Protestant theological facultics nl"'lllc -world. - They teach
their. views to theological students-in ()xﬁml .Linbrulgc. Yerlin,'

Strasshurg, Paris, Yale, etc. We truthfully can say that they.all =

have started from orthodox traditions and though they can no longer

be called orthodox in the old sense of the term they have not sev ered -

their affiliation with the churches to which they belong In C()ﬂbld‘
eration of this fact, Mr. Mann makes the following statement:
“The open use of other men’s ideas may, in conceivable situa-
“tions. have its advantages. If ever this volume brings down upon
me the charge of undue ra(luahcm of mwmg the seeds of rcvolu-

o
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tion, I can, if O dlsposed drop under cover of illustrious names, and
sa\ : ‘T have been smmg at the fcet of the foremost scholars of the _
grcat .Evangeligal chvrclu.s. their (hsclosurcs have filled ‘me with .

light and. joy. T h%wbetanCc of the hovk. 1s what they. have taught.
" me. .

P2

We will not c:'hcr into a controversy-with Mr. Maon on this',

A Chnsuan of the old stamp. will be grdath dwapponnted in
reading this book, and Mr. Mann anticipates this fecling when for -
instance he points out that the Pauline literature cannot be attribiuted
to the Apostle but.is only an exprcqsmn of Pauline lhcnlugv as de-
vclnpcd in the second century. Ile says: . o
_ "The value of the epistles as religions writings does not depend

on ‘their avthorship, any more’than does the value of the book of
Psalms.  Fhe ‘inscriptions and salutations are indeed invalidated by
criticism ; ‘bnt whatever in the epistles, under any construction put
upon them. did us any good, remains to do it still.”

Ilc gives expression to thc same senhmcnt conccmmg the whole
Ribile w hen he says: :

“The old notion, if one. has entertained it, that lhcsc writings
were miraculously communicated to the Jews, becomes. thoroughly
undermined, and their dictatorial anthority vanishes: By this change
of view the Bible itself.is nnt-changul." S )

Lllkl\ll\\' TY A CHIL l) OF PAGANISM.

If in our opinion Mr. Mann's book has a shortcoming, it is one_
which the author shares with most of his authorities.  Biblical schol-
ars approach the subject as theologians in"a theological way, taking
for granted as a rule that the development of Christianity has shaped

itself as répresented in Christian tradition, but such is not the case.
Christianity is not a product of Judaism. It is the product of a-fu- - -
“sion of all the erebds of the world.” The svnchretic character of
" Christianity- has been recognized, but the suprethacy of the Gentile

element has not yet been sufficiently appreciated.
“When the harriers between Orient and Occident broke down

Vthnmgh the conquest “of “Alexander the Great, the old naive faith
- in Jocal gods was abandoned and. people hegan to compare their own.

religious traditions with olhus They no longer believed in Athene,

‘Diana, Astarte, Adonis, Heracles. Osiris, etc. etc.  They became in-

fidels as to all particulars but they retained-a kind of composite
picture of all former beliefs. The- ideas which all religions had in.
common were rather strengthened than w eakened they were unified
and systematized under the aspect of monotheism which is already
plam]\ wfnrtl; in ‘Anaxagoras and Plato, as well as in his teacher
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Socrates, and the result of this fusion was bound to change into such
a religion as we find Christianity to bel- .~
" ‘The religion that wﬁs preparing itself in the minds of the people

"'led ‘to the establishment of many religious sects which sought for-.
o . H

a connection with the past and found it finally in Judaism. The
- main current of the new faith comes from Gentile sources, while
‘Judaism was a tributary of great importance, vet after -all metely

agributary.  But®Judaism happened to supply what the .confused |

notions of the new Gentile faith ‘were sorely lacking in. the claim
“of-a definite revelation and an imposing literature supplying "histor-
- jcal autherity. o -

... The development-of [ hristianity may therefore be compared-to

a river. like the Mississipp\ the main beil _r{f \i{l;ich shoull be traced

up to'the Missofiri while th\upper Mississippi is merely a tributary

" to the Missouri and vet claims\g be the direct and legitimate source
" of the whole river.  We shall nbt
restore. the Gentile influence to- its full right. and appreciate the
de\"elopmcn(' of its main dogmas from the débris Anf pre-Christian
pagan religions, . S .
* These expositions will also show that the Christ-ideal is older
.than the étn.ry of Jesus, Jesus is not the founder of Christianity, but
Christianity adopted Jesus ‘as.the Christ. and that was done when
the doctrinal outlines of Christianity had already been established
in their main outlines. It is possible tljxat ‘the Pauline cpistles are a
fabrication of the second century, but 'they are not for that reason
necessarily later than the gospels. Tﬁl(‘}' do not represent a later
. phase, for the gospels are/the result/of a reiterated adaptation of

c y _ o
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understand Christianity until we .

o

‘cértain reports of the life of Jesus to the views that were current

*concerning the Christ. o o . o
Pious Christians may doubt- whether it is wise to let the hight
of Biblical rescarch penetrate from the study of the scholar into th_.c'
. Sunday schools of our congregations, and we \\'nululvs;t__\‘ that it
" would certainly not e right for clefgymen to parade ostentatiously

“the negative and radical results in their sermons and Bible classes,

 but it would be decidedly wrong-to conceal the results of scicntiﬁp
. inguiry. The truth will have to be -faced sooner or later, fmd it‘ is

much better if it is proclaimed discreetly and with due consideration
. by the Church authorities themselves than to let religious progress
. he forced upon the churches from the outside and from their ene-
mies. :

3

O o

¢ither tenable or ¢ m)'lfncw'
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“  DIVERSE ATTITUDES. .

We have lately received: severil communications on the subject

of modern theology, and have in our February number published

two articles on the, subject which ¢ome from the liberal camp, (one

" by the Rev. A, Kampmeier, the other by the Rev. IL W, Foote),.: ‘

while a \hir'«l ones written by Mr. Crawley appears in the present
number, dnd itanay bic reganded as representing the current orthodox
view of Cliristianity.-; .- - e '

Mr, Foote is as “njtapian and belonys to that class of (..llriSK;'El'|IS'

. . 07 4" . .ol .. .
who discard the sulwrhn ny(,hnst and refaiy the human fesus as

P

Can ideal 'man.~ We “Hu.-"??@ﬁ’"l"‘vé that this yethod of proceilure 1s -

Now Mr. Crawley, on the cuntrary,
I . : . NET i . ol e
insists that the influence agJ¢810s upon the history of the world proves,

. Arene i A ! _
“his divinity, thus givigg predominance to the Christ-idea, and we

grant that so long ds-Christianity “exists the Christ-idea has always
been,a more potent factor in its development than the current views

" Jof the historical Jesus:, “Tmdeed we say that the latter hidy always

been treated ‘with astonishing indifference. ‘
~ The Chridt-idea has heen productive of sgveral ideals, different
in' different periods, and the story of Jesus has been interpreted dif-
ferently at different times to suit the Christ-ideal of the age. o
Mr. Foote claims that mypreference of the Christ-ideal ovr,
the historie Jesus is merely a matter of personal opinien, but [ beg
to differ. 1 do not agree with him that'the historic Jesus answers
our present needs while the theologrical Chirist does not. “He is not
aware that his coneeption” of the historical Jesus is not the true
historical Jesus. 1ds really. a the dogical Christ whoy? hu.vg'c\"c'r, 1
according to his Unitarian philosophy has heen deprived of all super- |

- natural features so as to hecome thoroughly human, and so-we‘may |
“call it an idealized Jesus. 11 the true Jesus of history would reappeéar

before his eves Mr. Foote would scarcely recognize him as his Jesus,

“and I doubt whether he would tolerate him in_his own pulpit.

- Please bear in mind that | am not upposed to reconstructing the.
figure of Jesus on the basis of the Christ-ideal.  This method—it is °
the traditional method unconsciously adhered to’ from the beginning
of the Church,—is the only practical way of making the Gospel of
Jesus cducational and fruitful.’ ’ ' . ‘

The. same is true of: religions art.  Not¢ for instance that all
the Christ pictures by the old masters are ideals and only of late -
has there appeared @ tendencey to reproduce an i(lculizcd Jesus: 1~
mean by the latter such representations of Christ's life as have been

s
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given us Iy Munkacsy and Tissot, but even this phase of religious

art-is not as it appears to the orthodox, and as liberals fondly imag-

ine, an attempt at 'lbandonmg the old principle-of representing Jesus
in the light of Chrmthbod and replacing him by a Jesus as he actu-
+ ally was: but it is'still the Christ as the present generation needs him,
‘only that according to our madern requirements we fecl the necessity
of making concessions to-our familiarity with certain historical-fea-

tures which must be woven into our (“hrict i(h-al The ('hrist-idcal

hére is humanized in the spirit of Unitarianism,

I do not wish to be misunderstood. 1 do not. blame liberal
Christians of to-day. for replacing the supernatural Christ by, an
idealized Jesus. On the contrary, they simply follow their natyral
“inclination and are justified in their procedure. I only insist that
their method.is in principle the same as that practised by the ortho-
dox churches, and that they are mistaken in thinking tlmt they are
now proclaiming the real historicial Jesas,

“Wie nmst remeiber that:in accordance with their et'\nd]mmt

the orthadox need a God-man, and to theny the God inan is as veris’

table as the ideal. Jesus is to the EUnitarians.  The Unitarians nat-

urally discard some metaphysical and perhaps also mythological no- |

tions of the (¢ Gad-man.” They have made him tirst a divine man, and
thcn merely an ideal man, thmkmg that thic corre sponds lwst tn
. actual facts, : '

- We agree with Mr. Foote and Mr. Kanfpmcier in rejecting the'
hl<t0ncm of the superhmtian features of Christ, but we agree with
Mr. Crawley that the: facts of the historical tor if vou please

‘ "human ) lt sus are isofficient to c\pl.ml <ither the «origin of Chris-
tianity ‘or the influence which Jesus exercised upon the world, dnd
as a matter of fact so lonw as Christianity exists the data of the
historical Jesus as furnished i the Gospel story have alwayvs been

subservient to the necds of the Church as they were interpreted in ’

the ]wht of the current Christ ddeal, . . 7 .

‘At different hm(s and in Uifferent countries, (hﬂ'cr(nt features

of the Christ ideal have been made prominent, and we may say that
the several churches have their own tvpicils Christ; in fact every

Christian has his own conception, and it is the Christ-ideal that has'

“made Christianity, not the historical Jesus,
“The Christ-ideal -was a living power even lxlurc thc rise of
( |lrl.~ll.lll1l\. and it is active still. The Christ- ideal was foreshadowed

n Pz sanisin with all the several mvths of god-imen, of saviours, of

- representatives of the deity on earth, such as Qsiris in Egypt, Mar-

duk n l ahtTonta, Whﬂlrus m F« Ts1a, H( raklos and other hcmu m
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Greece, and wherever we dig down ‘into folk-lore or mythology we
tind some unknown god treading the earth, workigg miracles or

~doing good in some form; or another. ‘o Among the Teutons Thor

walked abroad and no -one knew of his divinity until he was gone,
and the bliss of his presence was felt partly by a reward of the
good, partly by a punishment of evil doers. Fven the North American

Indians had their Christin the form of H\.m atha, who camlto tham

as an apostle of p(.m and the prophet’ nf a hl;Jur ‘and nobler civili-
zation.-

The Christ tdml or let us \[)t-'lk more broadly, the ldca of a
divine man who cones 4s a mediator between God-and man, begins
to assume a definite form at the beginning of the Roman Empire,
and Augustus was actually hailed by many as the 1nJm,m god .who
was born to bring peace upon earth, How widely spread these ideas:

‘were in the timejust pmulmq the Christian era is scen from a poem

written by Virgil (Eclogue TV whogreets the birth of a Saviour- '

*child in the language of a prophet, which greatly resembles the senti-

ment with which the :xti\'itv'ﬂf‘('hris‘t might have bean hailed.
The better we b(u»mc\mqnmmul with the origin of Christianity .

- the more we understand that its growth is not the result of a super-

natural interference lmt the necessary product uf hNunm] condi-

tie Mms.,
ol HFR POQ\'IBH l'l‘ll' S _

A religion such as € hnstunm was in tlu days of nmmntme ‘

was,bound to come in some fnrm or .mulhc r, and there were sdv-.

eral competitors, The TS i

2

represented by Porphy, 3 lhcn wats thc pvrfulul pa-
wanisin of  Hypatia, /G R cror Julian the Apestate tried
later on ta introduce <2y , ion of the empire. There were

some other pagan cults SuRlFa vorship of Hcrmcs' ‘Frismegistus,

L
. of the Egyvptian Set. maml\' known in its ml\lun W ith Christianity

wliich produced the famous Spott-Crucifiy “in.the Palatine: the
several gmostic sects, among them the Manichees and perhaps some
other less known religious movements of which we hn\e not enough
information to form any opinion at all.

Ome. thing is sure, the leading spmts of the age aré remarkably .
-akin‘in their philosophical conceptions. Epictetus and Marcus Aure-
- lius might pass to-day for Christian plnlosophers the story of Apol- ,

lonius of Tvana. though writttn (as has been proved by critics) in
perfect m«lc;wndcncc of the (mspels umtams‘mans remarkable par-
alicis to w |L(’ .(\\: l' § “h( -
doubtedly influenced the ritualssof Christianity. )
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\ historical consideration of all the facts indicates that certam
,1dcaq had taken a firm hold of manl\md in the first century before
-and after Christ: and they would have developed into a religion
such as Christianity nnw is. whoever might have been chosén as the
tvpe of the god-man, the saviour, the Christ. It would not have
“been impossible that some other center than Jesus would have been
established in the competition of all these religious movements sa
much alike in their spirit and (hﬂ’crvnt nn]\ in unessential features
_ of their makeup.

If some other religion than Chrmxamt\ h:ul sz'nncd thc victory,

the main outcome would have remained the same. A nm\er.\nl

"Church would have been formed and it would necessarily have be-

come a Roman Church becanse Rome was at that time the center of

the world. Tt would have laid claim to catholicity becanse the ideal
of ‘catholicity  (viz., of 'a vniversal religion) was one of the most
powerful factors of all these religions movements. The dogmas &f
the soul, of immortality, Of sin and of salvation, of a last judgment
and a restoration of the world to come, and especially of a rigid
monotheism, vep even of trinitarianism, would have been the same

under all circumstances.  Fven the most important sacraments, bap-,

tism and the Lord's Supper, scem to be the necessary prodhct of
* historlcal conditions, for we know that other religions. especially
* Mithraism, had quite similar rites. :

1 If Mithras had been raised to the (hqnm of (‘hrl:t the world
would have worshiped him instead of Jesus, Tf Mithraism had.
conguered we wounld have had a change of front towards the past
history of the world in so far as we wounld now read the Gathas and

other siered hooks of Mazdaism in place of the Hebrew Psalms and

other books of the Old Testament.  If some: Oriental personality
such as Bnddha had taken the place of Jesus, we would study the
Palt scriptures in p].uo of ‘Hehrew literature. but we may be sure
that the history of this new religion would have remained the same
inits main outlines. It would have been Romanized ; it would have
incorporated the traditions of classic antiquity in a similar manner
--as did the Roman Catholic Church; it would in a similar way have
remodeled-them in the spirit of the age, in its dualistic conception
of the soul and its admiration of asceticism. ~
In fine we might say that the Christ ideal (not the story of
Jesus) is the factor which made ("hrlﬁtmmt\ and it became centered
' arnunrl the historical figure of Jesus nwnl\ through the efforts of
lre A ficle ) , hore aw rerorate c e

snn:llv influence which one man might be supposed to have exercised.
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" Even herg ‘the necessary outcome is predetermined through social

conditions, and it appears-that the' main factor in the acceptance of
Christianity must be sought in the dispersion of the Jews.

There are other-reasons which favored Christianity in spite of
some serions drawbacks, but it seems to me that the presence of the
Jews among the Gentiles acted like a living' testimony to the truths'

of the Christian f.mh

THE DISPERSION OF THE JEWS.

The Jews-lived in the great centers of population long hefore
Jerusalem was destroved, and kept themselves aloof from the Gen-
tiles.  The Jews spoke with contempt of the gods, and since the.
my thological Cnnuplmn of paganism had:long been -discredited.

s people were dipt to look upon the Jews as representing a typically

religious nation, a natien that had come to represent the main doc-
trine of the new religion that was preparing itself in the hearts of
mankind. viz.; monotheism. The rigidity of their monotheism was
mmrall\ acknowledyed thmlmhlmt the Roman Empire, and their
very stebbornness in clinging to their traditions elicited not only

“the hatred but also the admiration of the pagan world.

The claim of the Jews as the chosen people of Gad made
deep nuprcssmn upon the Gentiles. It is true that at a cortain p(ruxl

" every. nation in the world, the Babylonians, the Egyptians, thc
Greeks, and all the rest, had looked upon themselves as “the chosen

people.” but since the amalgamation of all into a. cosmopolitan em-
pire, these claims had been forgotten, and so the, Jews appeared
truly to be set aside by providence fop some reason-or other,

It is true that the Iu\s' were-held in contempt, but their faith
~was conceded to contain a most important truth. They “'were Tooked
upon with a mysterions awe which made an effective prnp.ng.nuld
for a religion that was based upon their sacred scriptures...... .

The Jewish dispersion, frequently called by the Gru-k term
*Diaspora,” is.a peculiar phenomenon in the life of pations, and has
‘gi\en rise to much reflection which is precipitated in folk-lore and
legend -as in the story of Ahasverus, the Wandering Jew.

« The Jew had become a type at the time .of Horace long before,
Christianity had risen into prominence, for this Roman poet refers
to “the Tu\" ina popular proverb, Credat [udaus A pella, of the real .
‘meaning of which we are yio longer sure. It is a mistake to think
that the dispersion was- ﬁge 'to the deetructmn of hmsalcm which.

it antedates by miore than a century.
The presence of the Hebrews among the other n.umm is evcn
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now considered a strange phenomenon.  Wherever they had their )

‘abode they have remained strangers and it was naturally assumed

_ that soe ‘secret. doom had made them different from the rest of

~-mankind. It seems to me that the explanation of the odd peculiari-
ties of the Jewish settlements should be sought in the typical char- '
acter of the Jews which was impressed upon them by the zealous -
reform of their priests on their return from the Babylonian -exile.
The rigidity, we might almost say bigotry, of their God-conception,

. the narrowness with which they retained the idea that they were the .
chosen people of God, is (ds we <aid) natural at a certain phase of
development. Wt while other nations soon hroadened into cos-
mopolitan conceptions on the widening of their horizon, the Jews
‘remained nationalistic and only universalized their Godaconception.
‘From the mere tribal deity of former centuries Yahveh became the
omnipresent ruler of the universe, but they retained their pristine
nationalism in all other respects. . o

-, It appears mysterious indeed that the Jews should be scattered

all over the face of the carth, but we should bear in mind that all .
nations have the same tendency. There are alwavs men who leav®
their home for the sake of improving their material conditons, and
people will flock wherever there is a chance »f making a living.
This is true to an extraordinary degree to-day in the United States,
bt it has always been true of all nations and for all countries. The
population of all large cities is C¢»smnp<)1iiun. being comprised of
representatives-of all 4@ nations of the earth.” But the general rule
is that forcigners gradually become acclimatized and the third gen-

_eration is absorbed by the nation where they have fou d their new
home. ~ Not so the Jew! Keeping aloof from his Gentm

ings he remains a Jéw, and a grogp of a few Jewish familiés soon
forms-a center for new comers. IIVa.fei\",L:cncmtions this tendency,
naturally results in the presencefof Jewish congregations in all
great centers of population, and thus the strange phenomenon of
the Jewish dispersion is not duc to a peculiar tendency of the Jews
to scatter among the nations but to the sternness ¢ the Jewish re-
“ligion with its decidedly nationalistic tendency to preserve their iden-.
tity as a nation. . I
1f people of other races had shown the sameé-tendency to keep.
themselves undefiled and preserve their traditions among other na-
tions, present mankind would not be a fusion of all of them to-day
as is actually the case, but would have the appcarance of a crazy

s —eaxh n h e eSO he ﬂ‘]QQI diverse and con-_

N

trary nationalities,
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Had the posi-Exilic reforn:)ers not been so irreconcilably rigid

_in their institutions, the Jews as such would have disappeared from

the face of the earth with the conquest of Jerusalem: they ‘would -
have been blotted out from the pages of history, and their literature

.

too ‘would presumably have been lost. But since they preserved their

identity they furnished the world with Hcl'm-\\' scholars whoe could

translate their scriptures and preserved the documents which gave
a historical prestige to Christianity, T

" In addition-to the peculiar place which the Jews lield in the
Roman Empire as representatives of a monotheism with a definite
literature and “well-established historical traditions, we may say that

the ficure of Jesus had the advantage over-all his rivals in being

" sufficiently human to appeal to mankind, and Christianity was the

religion of the large masses: of the downtradden, including the
Jdinves, the common peeple whe by their overwhelming . numbers
were bound to have the final decision. T
~ Mithraism was the religion of an aristocratic minority, of sol-
diers, of officers in the army, and of the imperial magistrates, Re-
formed paganism as well as. neoplatonism was the religion of sages,
of thinkers, of professors and students, who are always few and
‘scattered, so it is'natural that their roots did not penctrate as deeply
into the life of the people as those of a more lowly faith. ‘
. s & » )
\Vhatever will be the outcome of our present religious crisis
we may be sure that in the long run the true and noble ideals of

“religion will syrvive. It scems to us unwise to found religion upon

historical facts, especially if they aré so doubtful and unreliable as
are the statements of the Gospels. The life of religion is always
rooted in the norm of the cternal, and so it scems to us that inas-
nuich as the Christ-ideal ¢xplains the enormous irfluence ‘of Jesus
on mankind we ought to cling td the Christ-ideal and need not fear
any ‘loss-if we lose the historical Jesus. ' Y

It is perhaps not accidental that the religion was called “Chris-

“tianity” after the title of the Saviour, and not after his name. Tt is
_ after all the religion of the eternal ideal of a god-man whoever he

may be, whether or not he was actualized in Jesus, or even if he was
never actualized at all. The ideal is above time and space, and
whatever may happen to our historical traditions, our main. concern

in the fi;ture'devclopmént.of Christianity should ‘be that we do not
lose the ideal that has guided us so far. We may even purify the

ideal and cleanse it of the pagan excretions which are still clinging
to the so-called orthodox Christianity. ' :




