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~'llE "CONTRADICTIONS or,' THE BIBLE" 

AND 

TIlE RAW AL PIND! MISSION SCHOOL. 

Having givcn l'OOlfl ill (lUI' Scptembel' nnmbpl' (see p. 304) 
to II letter from a IIilJdn corrcspondent, belonging to a Mission 
School, wllO accused Ids Superintendent" the l{evd. N-- of 
nbu~e of powel', we "ont a copy of that lIumbel' to the party 
chargcd of' the oficnce, in order ttl give him a ehunce ofl'eplying 
to the Ilccllsat.ion, We have IIOW his reply and we print it 
vel'b~.llim. At the same time, we hllve abo received Imother 
lettet' frolll the plaintift~ which \\'e Jlnulish alongside with thnt 
of: tlhe Hevtl. genllcmall, Wc rcgret OUl' inability to comply 
wIt I the I'cqncst of tile lattm'. "Ill case Lakshman sends you 
IIny Illore cock.and-uull stories, plellse fuvour me with a sight of 
them before putting them into print, as they may be improve(l 
by lin explanation frolll me"-writes to liS tbe Revd. C. B. 
Newt.oll. We alls\\,cr: We have 110 right to betray the 
confidence of a corrcspondent, even though lie lIluy be pl'oved 
to 1m va exag!,(el'lltetl the ofience. We arc glad fOI' the Revd. 
gentleman's ~"ke thll tit sllOuhl ue so, alld sorry fOl' the young 
lIIun that he should have found it, IIfwessary to exaggerate. iI' 
With all that, we eallnot remain satisfied with the cxplanations 
given by the Heyd. MI'. Newton. The main point is not whether 
he has confiscated the book-another person's propcl'ty
brutally 01' politely; but, rat.hel', whcther he had !lny right t.o 
do so Ilt all, since Lakshman Singh was lIot a CIJI'istian ; and 
the l\Iistiioll Schools, especially the .A Illel'iean, have 110 right to 
brcak the promitics of religiolls nClltrnlity given to the Hindus 
Illld Mus~allllulls uy the Goverllment t,hut gives them shelter 
und hospitality. And, if Lakshllllln Singh proves that he hilS 
been expelled from the school for 110 greatel' erillle than appeul
ing to public opinion to decide upon the legalit.y of such fOl'ced 
prosclytisllI, Ilml (ill' refu~ing to sign Ull untruthful stutement to 
sllve Ilis prospects of education from ruin, tllf.;ll, we doubt whethel' 
tho Revd. Mr. Newton will thercby strengthen much either h!s 
own cuse 01' that of' the religioll he woul(1 enforce upon IllS 

pupils by means that no olle would vcnture to call altogethel' 
filiI'. Awl dnce onr Renl. correspondent does us the hOIlOUI' 
of ncknl>wledging that we mllintuill ccrtain principles, such 118 

truthfulness lind 1I1ir-play, incuIllmoll with himself, we would fuilt 
ask him ill the name of that tl'llthfulncss, whethel' he would 
have ever cured to cOllfiscate, as promptly as he has the" i'ielf
contradictions of the Bible," SOHle of the missiollary works 
that teal' down, abu:;e, and revilo the gotls of the Hindus, Ilnd 
the othel' so-called •. heathen" religious r And if 1I0t, is it 1I0t 
forciug the p00r youths of India, who lmve 110 othel' mealls of 
being educated, to pay \'lither too dearly 1'01' thut education, 
if they huve to obtaill it at the price of their Ilncestrlll fllith, 01' 
be turned out fOI' seeking to leaI'll the truth about 1\ religion 
which they Ill'e u~ketl to prefer to tllCil' own and which 
yet is repre5ented to tllCm uut froll1 olle of its aspects, lIamely, 
the missiunary side? \Ve call it nei ther fait· nor generous; nor 
yet charitable. True charity IIcit.hel· a~ks nOI' does it 
cxpect its rcward ; and, viewed from this stllnd-point, the free 
mission schools must appeal' to every unprejudiced person no 
better thall ill-disgnised traps for the unsophistieatcd .. heathens," 
Rnd the missiollllries thelll:;clves as guilty all round of false 
ill'etences. Far 1I10re respectable uppeUl' to Ul-) eVl'1I the 
ludicrous ~lIlvlltiollists who, if' they musquemtle in Oriental 
costumes, do not lit least disguise their real uims lind objects, 
and bave, at lilly rate, the merit of siucerity, however brutally 
expressed. Therefore we maintaill what we have ~lIit! before: 
tho IlCt of which tho Hcvtl. Newton ant! tho two ~chool
musters stand accused of, is-AuUim O~' POWEH. 

1. 
TO THE EDITOR OF TlIE "THEOSOPHIST." 

t receivetl II copy of the magazino ahovellametl. (for 
~eptetnber) tilly before ye~terday, 1111,1 presume you sent It. I 
thunk you cordially for doing bO, as it gives me tile opportunity 
of replying 10 all url,icle which COllcel'lU; myself Ulltl the teachcrs 
of the Mis,..ion School ill this I'I:we, 

You and I do not agree in ollr religious beliof, hut thpre are 
certain prinei pies we maintain ill commou, ~llch as truthful
Dess and fuil' pl"y. 

I tru~t t1lercforc YOIl will have the gomlness to ~ive the samc 
puhlicity to tl,e reply I,hat you have to tho cliargcs it is de
signcd to refute. 

--------- -----
• WelI, if he I"I~, bottor let bim go lIud defeud biw5elf • 

The enclosed statement will slJOw you tlHlt you hu\'o becn 
imposed upon, anti Illlvc been mude the means of, unwittingly 
propagating a fiction founded 011 a very thin substratum of fact 
-a ~tory which is in almost every particular', as false It:> it is 
illj U1'ious. 

III your editorial denunciation of' my supposed eonduet, you 
have my full sympat.hy. The terllls "brutal abuse of power" 
Ilnt! ., robbel'Y" are a little strong, but perhaps not too stl'llng for 
tile iniquitous proceediugs described, if tltl'y !tad occurred: 
but they did not occur. 

The case as regards the lad Lakshman is aggravated by tho 
fuct that he has for some months past been ill recl'ipt of a 
scholarship from the school to enuble him to plll'~ue hi!! 
5tudies. A part of t.his ullowance be seems to huve been 
spending in the purchase of books designed to cOlltrovert the 
priuciples on which the school is establi~hed. 

I am YOUI'S fllithfully, 

C, B. NEWTON, 

SupCI'intendent, Mission School. 

Americau Missioll, Hawall'illtli, Sept. 13, 1882. 

STATEMENT. 

RAWAL PINDI MISSION SCHOOL, Sept. 13, 1882. 

This moming I nssemblpd the whole school, nll,l in the 
prcseuce of :rll, called upon Lakshmull Singb, n pupil of tho 
6th cluss, High ticllOol, t,o pay strict attention, and either contra
dict 01' corrobol'llte what I shoul,l narrato in reference to tho 
Look H Contrudictions of the Bible." 

The facts I then proceeded to nllrl'U te are as flillows :

Lllkshman Singh having ordcret! t.he book in qllest.ioll, and ex
pecting himself to be absent at t.hc t.ime of its arri \'al, relluested 
tbe ~ecolld Muster to take it from the post man, IInJ send it t.o 
him by one of his class mates. 

The Second Mastel' received the book as directed, and, when 
he fouud out its chllracter,* consulted the Head Mastm' hy whose 
advice he urollght it to me. 

The next mOl'lling J called Lakshman Singh asi,le, and tuJU: 
him I hud hid uook. I said I was ~o\'l'y he was so anxious to see' 
the Biule falsified, and would I'uthm' 1I0t have him read II book 
which, from his compllmtive ignorance of the Bibl!', might 
mislead him, but thut since he had hought the book, and it "II~ 
his property, I did not feel that I had any right. to withhold it 
from him; ant! therefore, lwollld give it to 'lim, hut, befol'o 
doing so, woult! like t.o read it with him, so that with tIle 
poison, I might supply all antidote. He a,;sellted without 
hesitation or demul', alld at my invitation came to my house, 
where we relld II few pages as agreed. It was my intention to 
tuke sevel'Ul duys to it, and go through the whole, uut he freely 
expressed himself as sati~fied that the appurent contradictions 
wero 1I0t rcal ones, and said furthcr tllllt it was "wahiyat,," 
" Ilonseuse ;" thnt he would not have sellt for the book if he hall 
knowu its character, nnd that iH} did 1I0t care 1I0W to have it at 
nil. All this ClUlle /'rom him with an ail' of perfect sincerity anll 
without any prompting Oil my part. I replied that I woultl be 
glad to keep it since he WIIS willing, IIntl would pay llim what
ever expell8c he hud incurred_ This, however, he said WIIS not 
necessary, as it wus u small sum. 

'l'he foregoing narrat.iyo was fnlly corroboratcd by Lakshman 
Singh, item by itcm, ill the presence of' the teachers and pupils 
of' the school. 

I tIl en read nloud and translated iuto Hiu,lustani, the letter 
in the TUEOSOl'lIi~T, togethel' with the comment!! of'the Editor, 
and, baving doue so, asked Lakshmall Singh wbo had wl'iUen 
the letter. He Buid he did not know. I thclI sellt fOl' writing 
milt rials lind told him to write tbat stntement down, nnd uttach 
hi~ signuture. He held back. I mid, " I do 1I0t wbh you to 
write it if it is nut true; if it is truc, why do you hesitute?" 
lIe ~tcpped lorwul'(l, took up the pell, hesitated, laid it dOIVIll 
again and cOllfessed that he had written the letter. 

1 tinnily asked him why /10 11IIt! repn·sented hilll:;elf as II 

tencller ill the school. He replied that he hut! uovcr dOlle 80 
in auy of' the letters he hud written to BombllY, and that it 
must have been a mistaken iuference. 

C. B. NEWTON, 

SltpO'illleude1d. 
-------------_._--------------

• lIow di,l tbo Second l\l,,"ter come to kllow of tho conlullts of tQQ· packot '{' 
WU" he lmtboriscd to o1'on it 'lOr is bu 1'os~~~sot.l of allY dairvoi(ll1W 
Iacul~ie~ 1-ED. pro 'em. 


