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S in other countries, so also in the Netherlands did the
A Reformation destroy the unity of Church and Confession,
of views on the world and life. The new ideas found here a
long prepared and fruitful soil. The influence of ( ‘alvin made
itsell felt after the *“Evangelicals” (about 1518 —1531), and
later the Baptists (about 1531-—1560), had first formed a
nucleus of Reformers, and this influence was of importance
because it led to a turning-point in history. Indeed, in State
as well as in Church Calvinism was not content with mere
passive resignation and defenceless martyrdom, but pro-
ceeded to organization and action (alliance of Consistories,
alliance of Nobles, ereeds, rituals, synods. and field-preach-
ing). The eighty vears’ war began with the battle of Heili-
gerlee on the 2314, of May, 1568 ; and at the beginning at any
rate it was a religious war, a struggle for religion according
to the Reformed Confession. In consequence Calvinism
created here, more than :Ill)‘\\'lu-l‘v else, a ]u'('ll“;ll' ]u-u]»]t-
and State.

The Reformed Confession was the people’s religion,
permeating their entire life, and remained, during a century
at least, the great motive power in State and society. This
of course brought State and Church into close touch with
each other. They were both born, as it were, on the samne day,
and for centuries remained united. The Reformed Chureh
was the heart of the Republic, and the Republic was born
out of the struggle for the Faith. The Reformed religion was
acknowledged as early as in 1583 in all the Northern districts
of the Netherlands as the only lawful one, on condition,
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however. that each individual was entitled to his personal
belief. Yet not until the Great Convention of 1651 was this
right officially confirme d.

But this does not at all mean that all the l""'l’l" of
the Netherlands joined the Reformation. On the contrary,
according to a rough estimate, in 1587 Hlll_\ one-tenth of the
population was Reformed, and this tenth belonged mainly
to the common people. Even during four years, from April
1572, to Nov. 1576, the war against Spain was carried on by
one-tenth of the population in the Provinces of Holland and
Zeeland. But this inconsiderable portion of the people was
strong through its faith: it knew what it wanted, it wanted
what conscience illl]"i\n"l. and grew under ]n'l\i'('ll‘inll.

||u\\x~\'n‘l'.lu'~itlr.~'ll|i~~“|;1|]:‘1'-»111;ul'l(rl'nl'm"rl1-1-1i4-\'<-1'.<,
the Republic from the first numbered many citizens who
cherished entirely different convictions.

[n the first place, there were many who remained loyal
to the Roman Catholic Church, and began to organize
themselves anew, especially in the 17" century, under the
leadership of Sispovr VerMEeER, apostolic Viear of Cologne.

Moreover, there were liberals, who concerned them-
selves little about religion, and illlllllj__{'t'lll‘. who could not
;l<l_ill<l themselves to the rigid Reformed faith.

During the 161 century a few Lutheran congregations
were organized as at Woerden — at first independent of
gach other, but in 1614 forming a union.

Further, there were Baptists, who after the catastrophe
of Munster sought strength in llllivllh'*", and, ;’;lel'w]
together out of the dispersion by MENNo Stvoxs (1492 —1559),
later gained great prosperity.

Towards the end of the 16" century and during the
17t ¢century, Jews from Portugal and Germany were added,
who sought refuge particularly in Amsterdam, and there
formed two widely-differing communities.

And in the 17% and 18% centuries the number of dis-
senters was considerably increased by the Brownists, the Re-
mongstrants, the I,.’ll'it'l‘l*l*,Yll""I:»\'ll\lﬂll':"'"ll"(."H";_[i.'lll("ll”.
the Hernhutters, &e.

As in other countries, particularly in England, so the




differentiation in the realm of religion and Church madd
constant [l]'i"ﬂl"'\\ill the .\.t‘lhl'!'l:xlnl\.('ulnlv:ll‘ml with other
countries all these dissenters --Inliui\wl a great measure ol
freedom in the “r[vll]l]it'. True, they lacked the full right of
citizenship, were not eligible for publie offices, and were not
|n'|‘||1illwl to hold l-!ll-lit' l'«']i‘!iwlh‘ services, Strong edicts
were i\.\iil‘«l, n‘.~llm'i:|l|\ :lj_";lill»l the ““lll:lll Catholies The
times were not vet I'i[u' for a religious l”n'l'l‘\' such as
Winriasm, Prixce or Oranae, desired. Nevertheless, freedom
of conscience was guaranteed to all. There was no question
of inquisition. The edicts were but rarely rigidly enforced ;
services were often held in [:I‘i\‘:lh' houses with the conni-
vance of the authorities. When we compare the condition
of the dissenters in our Fatherland with that of other coun-
tries at that time, it may be called tllli!v bhearable. The
Netherlands was known as the land of liberty. The persecuted
and H]'Iil'w.\.\-'([ found a refuge amongst us, and the Press
was freer here than in any other country.

The motives for this tolerance were not :il\\'.‘l.\‘\lllllll"
most estimable kind ; [nt]ili(‘:||. commercial, and financial in-
terests played a large part in this matter. But still it existed
and grew with the changing of the times.

Although legally everything remained as of old, yet a
different spirit was oradually awakened. Reason began to
emancipate itself from faith. Natural science, jurisprudence,
philosophy, developed themselves into independence. New
t'HlN"']»li')Ih lll‘n\'l- l]l"tll-»g‘i':ll |“”l1‘l'4‘l|\'t'~ into the i»;lt‘k-
ground. The differentiation of meanings in creeds and
churches produced a longing for their underlying unity and
fellowship.

The era of tolerance synchronised with this mental
process, which ran from 1740 to 1770, and in its turn pre
pared the way for the deistic and neologic ideas, which
forced their way into this country from England, Germany
ZIH'I France 5 :lll'l were l::lilml \\illl t'll'h\hi;l-lm

These [»l'ilu'i[nlm were transformed into acts throngh the
Revolution of 1795. But on account of the disappointment
they brought with them, they were nllx:lliliwl, modified, and
pl"»!w'lwl ;lg;lilnl their own consequences and excesses,




Thus at the beginning of the 19" century a world view
came to obtain which sought itsstrength in avoiding extremes
on either the !‘if_fht or the left. One considered one's self on
the one hand, far above the positive creed that had been the
strength of the Reformation in the 16t century, and on the
other was not satisfied at all with the French and German
neology, that denied all special revelation and sometimes
considered even Christianity as a thing of the past.

The new idealistic philosophy could not find favour
here either. Criticism was acceptable only to a few in-
dependent men such as C. vax Heverr (1756—1825) and
J. Kixger (1764—1845), and SCHLEIERMACHER remained
entirely unknown for many years. People lived on compla-
cently in the Eclectic Common-sense Philosophy of vAN DE
Wyspersse, Perroncner, and vax Hamensvern, as they
also found literary enjovment in the sentimental poetry of
Ruyxvis Ferrn (1754—1824), and the cultured, passionless
prose of vax pEr Parm (1763 —1841).

The Netherlands” peculiarity and strength lay, it was
thought, in a moderate type of enlightened theology, which,
whilst not rationalistic, vet wished to remain rational. It built
a light supernatural structure on a rational foundation, and

among others was represented in a pre-eminent manner by
such men as Crarisse, Kist, MUNTINGHE, VAN HENGEL,
HeriNGa, Royaarps, and VINKE.

But this unanimity did not last long. Sweet tranquillity
soon made way for difference and strife in the realm of
Religion, Church and State. With the release from the
French yoke, the return of the House of Orange, and the
restoration of independence, there arose a national, religi-
ous, and confessional conseiousness. A Revival, called Reveil,
took place in the Catholic as well as in the Protestant
churches of this country. The 19" century has to a large
extent been one of differentiation, a reaction from the
attempt to mould every one after the same model.
Three things deserve attention in this regard :



1. On the 4% of March, 1795, liberty, equality, and
brotherhood were proclaimed, and on the 5% of Aug., 1796,
the ]H'illl'ipl"* of the State Chureh were declared abolished.

In the first Constitution of 1795 art 19 provided that
each citizen should be free to worship according to the dic-
tates of his own conscience: in this regard the community
was to provide security and protection for all

Art. 20 added that there were to be no civie privileges
or disabilities connected with any confession; and art. 21
that each Church was to provide for the support of its own
worship, ministers and institutions.

Additional articles provided that salaries and child-
arants ') were to be continued for 3 years: |n-ll.~iul|.~ for life;
and that the chureh endownments (that is, the funds for the
salaries of the ministers of the Netherlands Reformed
Church) should be declared national, on behalf of national
education and provision for the poor.

But these regulations soon proved too radical, and
therefore were mitigated considerably in the next Consti-
tution. Freedom of worship and separation of Church and
State were, it is true, maintained in theory : but much of the
old gradually returned: the compulsory observance of the
Sabbath, the public Day of Prayver, the recognition of the
theological faculty at the State Universities as training
school for the ministers of the Netherlands Reformed
Church, &c

In 1805 a Secretary of State was charged with the care
of Church poliey ;in 1808 a separate Ministry of Worship was
opganized ; and on the 16" of Sept., 1815, by Roval Decree
two departments for the administrarion of affairs of worship
were organized, which lasted until the 1%t of Jan., 1871.

Nor were the rules as to the pavment of salaries carried
out. The Constitution of 1801, as also that of 1803, declared
that each denomination should remain in possession of what
it owned at the beginning of the century.

1) “Child-grants"” refer to an arrangement by which the sum of 25
florins is annually given to parents, for the support of every child born
into the family of a clergyman during his incumbency.




By resolution of Aug 204, 1808, King Louis NAPoLEON
confiscated church properties, and payment of salaries to
preachers of the former privileged ( Thureh guaranteed out of
the Treasury. This last rule was even so far extended that
clergymen of other denominations should also be paid out of
the Treasury, if there were sufficient funds,

The Constitution of 1815 stipulated subsequently that
payment of salaries, |n-h>iul|~_:lh<]nlln-l"llu'nlnl-\nl'\\'ln:lln-\'t-l'
nature, at that time enjoyed by the various denominations
or their clergy, should remain guaranteed ; and further, that
ministers who up to this time had not received any or
insufficient salaries out of the Treasury should receive
compensations or increased salaries (art. 194).

This article was retained without modification in the
following Constitutions up to the present day. The financial
bond between Church and State continues notwithstanding
the Secession. The various denominations enjoy annual sub-
sidies from the State amounting to fully two million flovins:
even the Jewish community shares in this privilege. Only
the Reformed (Seceded) Churches?) and a few minor de-
nominations, such as the lrvingites and the Derbyites, are
deprived of this.

2. The ]»l'ilu'll»]n' of *"lb:ll':ll.lnll of Church and State, in-
volves from its very nature that the Government must not
concern itself with the internal affairs of the Church. Yet
such was done continually, even after the announcement of
the principle, not only before but also after national inde-
pendence was recovered. The ( ‘onstitution of 1815 imposed
no other duty on the King than to see that Treasury funds
allotted to the Churches were not used for any other purpose

art. 195). and in art. 196, that freedom of worship was
honored and religions sects held themselves within the pale
of obodience to the laws of the State,

But King WirLiam I was educated in foreign countries
in ideas justifving Government interference with Church

1y These Churches, whose origin is dealt with on page 32 of this
pamphlet, use the word Church for each loeal community and Churches
for their federation thronghout the nation, in accordance w ith the use
of the word ecclesia in the New Testament.
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affairs, and even making thisa duty. ( 'nllsl-\|1lt-llll_\ by decree
of Feb. 26 and June 12", 1814, he regulated the organization
of the Israclitish Church government, and by that of Jan 7',
1816, he gave the Reformed Church a government which in
origin was not only unlawful, but also in direct conflict with
its own Presbyterial-synodical form of government.

By the decree of Feb. 60 1818, he also forced a new admi-
nistration upon the Lutheran Church; and on the 19" of
Aug.., 1817, he made rules for the regulation of Walloon
Communities.

This interference with Church affairs reached its cli-

max when the King, during the Union of The Netherlands
with Belgium, established a “(Collegium l)lli]l'\"]llli('lllll“ at
Louvain in 1825, where future Catholic clergymen were to
receive a ]tllill»\ll]:]lil':ll cduecation before })l'ill;_’ .‘Ill'l\\l"l Lo
attend the seminaries. Nor was his interference less objec-
tionable when he Pt rsecuted the Seceders, who broke fellow-
ship with the Netherlands Reformed Chureh in 1834 and
following years simply in order to be able to remain true to
the old Reformed Confession and Church Order.
3. Naturally, the Reformed State School was also done
awayv with under the Eduncation Acts of 1801—1803, when
the Church was disestablished. |.i|u'l'l.\ of education did not
take its ['[:IN'. but schools \\u-l't'nl';_-.'llli['-«] l.‘\ the Government
and supported wholly or in part out of the Treasury, where
according to art. 22 of the Act of 1806, children were to be
educated in all social and Christian virtues, but where no
denominational instruction might be given by the teacher,
and no other text-books used but those mentioned on a list
prepared by the Secretary of State. And according to art. 12
no elementary school under whatever name was allowed to
exist or be established without \lu't‘i:ll license from lll"t'ulllll_\'
and municipal governmental departments concerned, who
first called upon the educational superintendent, or the local
school l“':ll"l to consider :lllll 1'¢'lml'l on the |;|‘n|.<mwl >l'll1|"]‘
These regulations had the manifest object to assist, as much
as possible, the Catholies, Jews, and Radieals in their ten-
deney to exclude the Bible from the school, and to prevent
the establishment of private Christian schools




All these laws bear the mark of the Restoration lu'l‘iwl
and were founded on the legitimacy of Rovalty. The King
considered himself in duty bound to exercise a fatherly care
over his subjects, and treated them as much as possible as
Minors,

The Constitution remained, therefore, a dead letter in
many respects. No attempts were made to apply or widen its
[ll'iln'ilrln-\. The States-General lacked ill(ll'])l‘lllli'llt'i'. The
franchise was rxll'l'lllt'l_\‘ restricted and often serviceable to
lli‘l"lti.‘lll. The power of the (‘lt'l"_f)' and local government
remained limited. The entire nation was l\'l-]nl in a condition
1'[‘ l’;l.‘“i\" ;l"(l”i".‘"(‘”"" :”l(] })”liti":ll i“l“”}'l"‘“"(',

Although in name and appearance liberal the Govern-
ment of the nation was practically conservative and re-
actionary, afraid of opposition, desirous of appeasing and
soothing, of give and take.

It goes without saying that opposition to such a condi-
tion of things was bound to come. It manifested itself first
during the Union with Belgium among the Catholicsin the
southern districts, who brought many complaints against the
Government, and later also among the Liberals of that part,
who joined them in 1828 and entered the field against the
Government equally foreibly.

When the Union with Belginm was dissolved in 1830,
the Conservative tendency of the Government became

stronger, also as a result of the illll'l'(‘*-‘i“ll made Il.\‘ the .lll]'\'

Revolution in France. But this also gave food to the reaction
which, in spite of the love for the Monarch, grew bolder, and
continually urged more and sharper demands.

During the years after 1830, therefore, self-sufficiency
and conservatism gave way in gradually widening circles to
an awakening of self-consciousness, criticism, and action.
The ten days’ campaign (Aug. 2-12,1830) and the subsequent
separation of The Netherlands and Belgium greatly favored
this, because both events aided in lifting the people of The
Netherlands out of their dejection, and renewing the con-
sciousness of their own worth and power. It seemed as if
The Netherlands had rehabilitated itself in its own eyes,
10




and in that of the nations. With greater ||l'i»h- than ever
before the people lifted up their heads, and dared
look about them. And when they began to compare
themselves with other nations, it was not any longer to once
more complacently delight in their own superiority, but to
take notice of what was happening abroad, and thereby to
enrich their own country.

A great many events gave evidence of this revival. The

E. J. PorGierer.

commercial interests of The Netherlands had been hampered
1))' conflicts with Belgian ill(lllh‘ll"\'. and this obstacle being
removed they most powerfully developed.

Abroad natural science took at this time a new and high
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flicht. This stimulated to imitation and it was soon
represented in a brilliant way by such men as F. KAIsgR,
Professor at Leiden 1837, G. J. MuLpeg, Professor at Utrecht
in 1840, DoxpErs, university leeturer at Utrecht in 1842, &e.

When in 1846 C. W. Orzoomer entered upon his

|

Mevr. A. L. G. Bosgoom—ToussAINT.

professorship, he introduced a note in philosophy entirely
different from that which had hitherto been sounded from
the rostrum. After a short period wherein he interpreted
Kravse. he followed in the track of Avcusti Comre and
Strvanrt Moy, and lllvlilllml the banner of Empiricism.
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Literature, too, 1'1lj“A\'l‘1l H |N'I'iml of revival and bloom
as had not been surpassed since VonbEeL's day.

BAKHUIZEN VAN DEN Bring first established with A.
Drost's assistance the review “De Muzen” (“The Muses”) in
1834, after that with Poraierer * De Gids” (“The Guide™)
in 1837. and vax Lexygep, Ovrmans, and Miss TovssaiNrt

Nicoraas Beers (HinprBRAND)

brought to light their first historical novels. VAN KogrsveLp,

Beers, and Hasgsroeg wrote their first works, which at one

bound attained classical heights, and were not \Hl'l'il\.\l"] I-.\‘

any of their later books; and Da Cosra’s lyre, which had
been mute since 1822, began to sound again in 1840,

In these vears art also knew how to tear itself gradually
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free from stiff' classicalism and sentimental romanticizing,
and found its wav back to the sound realism that made it
great in the Golden Age, and whicl would now once more
bring it to a period of bloom and fame. Jonx Bospoosm, born
in the Hague in 1817, exhibited his works as early as 1833,
and three years later set up his own studio,

Still more Im\\a'l‘lll”'\' did the awakened <}-il'il manifest
itself in the realm of religion and Church. In the first
]vl:lt'n- there deserves mention here the |u-!‘~‘ullztlil_\ of Wu.
BiLperpk (1756—1831). He was, even before the Revolu-
tion, an ardent Orangeman, who, refusing, in 1795, to take
the oath of loyalty to the new Government, spent a number
of vears in exile. But on his return in 1806, his entire life-
thought and poetry were one powerful protest against the
Deism, Rationalism, and Pelagianism of his age.And this
protest had the more influence becanse during his stay in
|.!‘)<|¢'Il (1817—1827) he drew, l[\' his lectures on the ]Ii.\‘f”l‘)'
of the Fatherland, a crowd of disciples around him, who
presently spread his ideas in constantly widening eireles and
taught them in various schools,

To his disciples belonged Isaac pa Cosra, who, con-
verted to Christianity by his teacher, was baptized at Ley-
den in 1822; WirLem and Digrg vax Hoocexporp, W. A.
SCHIMMELPENNINCK VAN DER OYE, W ASSENAAR VAN CATWYCK,
GROEN VAN PriNsTERER, and P. J. ELovT vAN SOETERWOUDE,
who all were to play a part in the religious and civil history
of our country, and would not let an uncertain sound be
]ll';ll‘«l.

[t hegan as early as 1823, when pa Costa published his
“Bezwaren tegen den Geest der Eeuw” (“Objections against
the Sl»il'il of the .\j_"t'”) and in it declared \\';ll':l;::li“\'l the
whole of his age. This antithetic Il'lnlvln"\' was ~Il‘~‘|1};’(l|~'ln'-l
and deepened by the religious awakening — known by the
name of the Reveil which had its origin in Scotland,
was taken from there to Switzerland by Wircox and Roserr
Harpaxg, and thence ll'.‘lll.\]ll;llllt'(l to The Netherlands
through the writings and personal visits of men like Csan
Maran, Bost, MerLe p’Avsrane, A. Moxon, GAusseN, &c.

This Revival was neither a genuine national nor a real
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“Reformed™ movement. It only found favor among a few
aristocratic cireles in the Hague, Amsterdam, Rotterdam
and Utrecht. But still it was of great significance for our
people and formed a mighty factor in its history.

First, it emphasized personal, really living piety. It did
not primarily affect orthodoxy in religion ; but heart faith,
inner soul experience.

Secondly, it united itself principally with the so-called
unalterable doctrines of the Reformation. There were and
constantly grew among its friends, all manner of confessional,
Church and political differences. But they stood together on
the same foundation of the divine authority of the Holy
Bible, the divinity of Christ, the personality of the Holy
Ghost, original sin, the atonement of Christ, justification
by faith, the necessity of regeneration, and sanctification.

Thirdly, it was moved to soul-compassion for all the
lost and wretched ones around: and took up evangelistic
and philanthropic work with youthful zeal through lectures,
meetings, pamphlets, distribution of Christian literature,
Sunday schools, charitable institutions, &e.

But however much good the Revival contained, it was
not ecclesiastical and had not much sympathy with the
Church. In consequence a movement sprang up, side by side
with it, to champion the truth and the freedom of the
Church ; and thus soon came into conflict with the govern-
ment of the Netherlands Reformed Church. This govern-
ment was instituted arbitrarily by Royal Deecree of Jan, Tth,
1816 ; it was fundamentally unlawful and in essence anti-
reformed. Art. 15 of the General Law for that government
stipulated that the legislative power in the Churel belonged
to the King! And although according to art. 9 the various
chureh rules were held rvs]n-n\'il-h- indeed for the mainten-
ance of doetrine, vet this doetrine was not cdosely defined,
and the formula of subscription for the preachers ineluded
that l||¢'_\‘ were to I<-.~'lii:\‘ to ('(Illl]lliillll‘l‘ with “the doctrine
which, in agreement with God’s Word. is implied in the ac-
cepted formulas of unity of the Netherlands Reformed
Chureh”. The expression “in agreement with God’s Word”
was ambigunons. Some iterpreted it to mean that the
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doctrine bound the members of the Church because (quia) it
wl(t'l with God’s Word, and othe rs held that it bound in
so far (quatenus) as it agreed with God’s Word. This led to
oI at contention.

With this began a Church strife about either the liberty
inteaching or llu-nlmlnl/ ation of theChurch, whic h continues

Mr. W. BiLDERDUK

the present day. Now and then secessions had already
oceurred in some communities. BILDERDIIK had written
even as early as 1818 that the conditions in the Church were
such that secession was a necessity, and re pe ated this in a
letter to pa Cosra in the vear 1825,
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But one secession was of great importance. It started in
a small congregation in Ulram (( rroningen) under the pre-
aching of H. pe Cock, and spread itself further and further
through all the Provinces. These small seceding congrega-
tions suffered much reproach and insult because they refused
unconditional obedience to the government of the Nether-

lands Reformed Church, as they wanted to live more confor-
mably to the Reformed Confession and church order, and at
the same time did not want to give up the name and rights
of the Reformed Churches. They also endured official perse-
cution — fines, billeting, imprisonment — because the Con-
stitution of 1815 in art. 191 offered protection only to already
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existing religious bodies, and because art. 201 —294 of the
Criminal Law forbade gatherings of more than 20 persons.

Nevertheless, the seceding congregations increased in
numbers and gradually, by a sort of compromise, were recog-
nized |'_\ the Government, erected a Theological Seminary at
Kampen in 1854 and in 1869 assumed the name of “Chris-
tian Reformed Church.”

Peace. however, did not return to the Netherlands Re-
formed Church (the late so-called State (hurch). On the
contrary it remained and constantly became more and more

the gcene of strife.

In matters of Theology, too, a new era dawned after
1830, 'l'lxvlnn-lvl':llr.~ll|n‘rn:lllll‘zlli\m.\\llit'llhvmlllltli~]»lllwi
sway in Church and University during the first quarter of
the century, neared its end and made room on the one hand
for orthodoxy, and the other for the Groningen and
".\I'Hl"l'll”F'“Il'“'l.

The Groningen Theology was so named after the city
and province where several professors and preachers
HorsTEDE DE (iR00T, VAN OORDT, PAREAU, VAN HERWERDEN,
AMSHOF, &e. — oreanized a society in Oct., 1835, and in
1839 began to [-II\’li\'h a l]nm-]uj_:i\':ll magazine for cultured
Christians, entitled “Truth in Charity™. This theology was
the result of the [nlli'li'.<1)|-]|it':|| ideas of Pu. W. vax Heuspe
(1778—1839), who became Professor in Utrecht in 1804.
.\I:IIII\' of the :Il'“\'l'-ll:lllll'*l “l'(lllill}_{t'll l|1('|»|l»_|_{i;lll~' had been
his pupils, and had accepted the idea already advanced by
[LEssiNG, that |1i>l|»('.\ is to be considered asa revelation of
God l:_\' which He trains hllln;lnil)' into conformity with
Himself. Revelation and Education thus became identical.
(tod educates l’.\ revelation and He reveals l).\' education.
This revelation and education has humanity as its object. 1t
proceeds by nature, history and conscience ; by persons and
facts more than by doctrine: by all great men who in the
course of time have arisen among the nations; by Socrates
and Plato, called the forerunners Ul"‘lll"l"l‘l:lllil.\'::\l\(l then
in the |1'l‘:hv\l degree “_\' Jesus Christ, ]m--r-minvml.\‘ the
divine man; and after Him by His Church, which bore the
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impress in turn of James, Peter and Paul and is now passing
more and more into the Johannine period.

With these new thoughts Groningen Theology con-
quered the old, worn-out supernaturalism, but soon became
subject itself to sharp eriticism, first, from the side of the

P. Horsrepe pe Groor.

orthodox and after that not less fiercely from the side of
“Modern”™ '[‘lu'u]ng‘_\'. It h('l'tflt_\' pvl'('ol»!ilil.\' lost ground, but
continues to exist to the present day, under the new name of
Evangelicals (named after the Electoral Society established
in Groningen in 1867) and has an organ in “Geloof en
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Vrijheid” (Faith and Liberty) published for the first time
in that same year.

Orthodoxy was by no means in unison, but moved fromn
the very beginning of its appearance in various directions
One part found its way into the Seceded ( hurches; the
other and far the greater part remained in the Netherlands
l:l'lhul‘mt"‘ "‘Illl"'lh but there exhibited a manifold appear-
ance. Bven among the friends of the Revival there existed
such a great variety of sentiments on many subjects of minor
importance that it led to a formal split, first at their Con-
vention at Amsterdam on the 25" Oct., 1854, and still
more decidedly at a conference of the Society for { 'hristian
National Education in Utrecht on May 19-20, 1862.

’l‘lll"'(‘ S('lnmls \'~1)~'\'i:1”_\ :l’»lu'm'ul. [First, there were
many, especially among the people who, feeling themselves
attracted by GROEN VAN PRINSTERER, the scholarly student
of Netherlands history and learned jurist, took their ground
on the Christian historical principle, and urged that the
Christian. Reformed character of the Church and also of the
nation and schools, the State and its institutions should be
maintained.

'I‘Ill'.\' I'I‘l)\'il“'lll.\" *\ll)lllil[w[ l)]‘u]m.\;iF Lo H‘\‘llml\'. and
the address of the so-called “seven gentlemen of the Hague™
(GrROEN VAN PRINSTERER among others) in 1842 created
an especial great stir. But all these overtures were shelved
or answered unsatisfactorily. In the course of time it became
more and more evident that the Netherlands Reformed
Church practically favored unlimited freedom in teaching,
and n|n-nwl its Irll'.lvi(> to the most divergent schools.

Others, even those of the orthodox wing, held that main-
tenance of the Confession by enforcing the law was not the
right manner to reform the Church ; that real reformation
could be effected only by moral means along so-called
healing lines.

'l‘]lis il'(-lli(‘:ll In'l#il'lnll. 1‘>‘]l1""lnH‘\' \'ill1|i<‘:l14"1 in a maga-
zine called “BErnst en Vrede” (Earnestness and Peace)
(1853—1859), was taken by the most prominent represen-
tative of this school, D. CHANTEPIE DE LA SAUSSAYE ( 1818—
1874), in harmony with his confessed ethical principle, viz.:
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that the truth of Christianity as to its religious-moral nature
could not be demonstrated scientifically but recognized only
along lines of regeneration and conversion through heart
and conscience.

3ut this principle was again questioned by the Utrecht
school of VAN OosTeERrZEE, Professor at Utrecht 1863 —1882,

D. CHANTEPIE DE LA SAUSSAYE.

and Dogbpgs, Professor there from 1859—1888 (1 1897), who
took their stand on the facts of Christianity, considering
these, after unprejudiced research, as raised above reason-
able doubt; and therefore came forward as apologists of
21



Apostolical and Historieal (‘]ll'i\fi:lllit)'. in opposition to the
(innningwn School but |'.\l)l'|‘i:|“'\’ to the “Modern” !Iu'nlu'_'.\..

This last-mentioned theology owed its origin to C. W.
Orzoomer (1821-1890), who had studied law at Leiden. under
TrorBECKE, but :lw':ll'l_\' as 1846, at the age of 25, \\:l\‘zllv[mihl-

Dr. J. J. vax QosTERzEE.

ed ]|1‘|'1"‘~‘\'-I' of l'])ilu\“]»]x_\' at Utrecht. [is change from the
idealism of Kravse, which for a short time he defended. to
the empiricism of Avcusre Cozre and Stuart Minn, marked
an important turning-point in the history of Netherlands
seience il[l'[ l'lli]-"'('llll‘\‘. For "_\‘ l'l-l'lvllllm'll']ill: lln'rlnllil‘il':ll

22




method for mental science he fundamentally and radically
parted ways with every tradition in this matter, and im-
pressed on theology (-slnmi;llli\’l|u~<|;|||ll» which characterized
it as “modern” from its first appearance to the present day,
Viz.: its anti-supernaturalism. Yet Opzooser endeavored to

Prof. 0. W. Opzoonrr

uphold mental science inits right and worth. by assuming in

man tle existence not only of experience and fn-n']illu'!]ll'ullgh
the senses, but also of a separate religious, ethical and aes-
thetic feeling. It was difficult to reconcile this with his empi-

rical starting-point, but in that way he thought he could unite
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the acknowledgement of the full right of science and its
inviolable foundation, the unbreakable law of causation, with
the belief in a personal God, moral freedomn and immortality.

This reconciliatory tendency, which kept him as far
apart from materialism as from orthodoxy, brought him a

TRy al

Dr. J. H. ScHOLTEN.

large number of followers. For years he exercised a powerful
influence upon young Netherl: nders through lmuq-twmmr
delivery, his clear style and his lucid reasoning methods.
Students of all faculties sat at his feet and drank in his wis-
dom. The strongest proof of OpzooMER’s influence is that he
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contributed not only to a very great extent to the moulding
of the mind of “Modern” theologians (more particularly of
A. P1ersox), but converted Scrorrex himself to empiricism.
He (ScrorteN) lived in the home of his uncle Vax Hevsor
during his undergradnate days in Utrecht and even then felt
a two-fold difficulty arising within him as regards the super-
naturalism of his teachers Herryea, Bovmax and Rovaarps,
viz. the insufficiency of historical apologetic evidence as basis
for religious faith, and the lack of philosophic depth. He
therefore sought another standpoint, and under the strong
impression made upon him by Senwrizer’s € Glaubenslehre”
(1844—4T7) he took his ground, first npon history and the
church creed, and, secondly, hoped to be able to argue from
that point along lines more in agreement with Hecrr’s than,
like ScawEIzER's, with ScHRLETERMACHER'S philosophy. Thus
for many yvears he was and remained a conservative and
supernaturalist, but by his own speculation he was ever dri-
ven further away from the Reformed Confession to the
Reformed principles (particularly the doctrine of God’s
sovereignty), from the historical facts to religious ideas, and
at last, in 1864, threw all supernaturalism overhoard, pro-
claiming his system to all the world as pure spiritualistic
monism. His principal book, “The Doctrine of the Reformed
Church,” ran through four editions between 1848 and 1862,
but had then as dogmatism lived its day.

With this strife of mindsin Church and Theology was
combined that in the State. Unlike other countries, political
and religious conflicts have been very closely connected in
The Netherlands since 1830. This may be explained chiefly
as resulfing from two causes:

First from the fact that the principles of freedom in
religion and separation of Church and State, although
expressed in the Constitution, were never fully applied, while
liberty of education had not even been acknowledeed and
permitted for a long time.

In the second place and chiefly, from the fact that, ana-
logous to the Reformation of the 16" century, the Revolution,
in its own way, tore the nation asunder into two parts, by
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opposing to each other two antagonistic views of the world
and life. For it was, from the very first, resisted and op-
posed by Birperowxk and his colleagues and, among his
pupils, especially by Groex vax Prinsterer. The latter
had already indeed learned from his master to question the
truth of Revolutionary ideas, but at first was conservative-
liberal, or liberal-conservative, in the spirit of Guizor.

~ ,
/:u(n D, 3 fonaes
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He came to a clear consciousness of the principles which
were to be his guides through life, first when he came in con-
tact with Merue o’ Avsiani at Brussels and became acquaint-
ed with the works of pe Boxarp, vox Havner and others,
and devoted himself to the study of history. He lifted the
banner of the Christian-historical, or Anti-revolutionary
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principles on high alongside of and in opposition to
conservatism and liberalism, as well as to reactionary and
contra-revolutionary policy. According to his own statement
his Christian-historieal education was completed in 1831, at
30 years of age, and the outlines of his principles were
formulated.

These principles amounted to this: that the Netherlands
nation in the 19" ecentury should maintain its Christian
Protestant character in every branch of its Legislation and
Government, in all its public institutions, especially in
Chureh and School : fully aceepting the spirit of the new age,
but rejecting the principles of the Revolution not in a reac-
tionary but in a historical sense, not narrow-mindedly, but
in a broad and generous spirit.

These principles came into conflict not only with the
prevalent liberal-conservatism, but also with the young
liberal party which came into existence after 1830 underthe
leadership of J. R. Trorerekr, born in 1798, three years
before GroeN vAN PRINSTERER, and who became Professorin
[eiden in 1830. Both men were and remained close friends,
appreciated each other, and at the beginning their principles
seemed to agree fu](‘r:ﬂ»l_\' well. But their difference mani-
fested itself in the letters of THorRECKE of the vears 1830 —
1832, published by Grorx vax PrINsTERER THORBECKE was
a practical statesman who did not consider the people’s
sovereignty much of an evil if but incorporated into a system
of laws and a working organism in all its divisions (Letters
p. 42), and held that a practical politics was not to be deduced
from Christian, particularly not from Protestant principles,
but should be perceived in and evolved from the State itself
with its own laws, also ordained by God (see p. 64—65).

Their first direct and personal conflict arose in 1837, in
consequence of the action taken by the Government against
the Seceders, which Groen condemned in a pamphlet, and
Trorerekr vindicated in the “Journal de la Haye”, From
that time until their death, which came to THorBECKE in
1872, and to Grorxy in 1876, they were in and out of Parlia-
ment divided by fundamental principles, although not by
personal antagonism.
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In the Church Grorx became in 1842 leader of the
Confessionals and in the State of the Christian-historical or
antirevolutionary party which was born when in 1840 Grogx
obtained a seat in the Second Chamber of the States-

_— — ——1

Mr. J. R. THORBECKE.

(General 1). And TrorBecke became the father and leader of
the liberal party, which under his influenice broke away from

1) In the Netherlands the popularly elected or Lower House is
called the Second Chamber, the First Chamber being the equivalent of
the Upper House in other countries.
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conservatism, and from the very first urged radical revision
of the Constitution, civie and individual liberty, limited
monarchical authority, independence of provincial and mu-
nicipal government, ministerial responsibility and direct
election of members of the Second Chamber by the people.

TrorBecke was the spiritual father of the revision of
the Constitution which took place in October, 18485, under
pressure of the February revolution in France, although he
was not a member of the preparatory Committee appointed
in March. One year later he was intrusted by King WiLLiam
111 with the formation of a Cabinet that took office on the first
of November, for the special purpose of enacting the organic
laws demanded by the revised Constitution, among which
the franchise, provincial and municipal Acts occupied a first
place.

L1

The establishment of a liberal State in The Netherlands
dates from 1848. There is no doubt that civie and individual
liberty took an important step forward in the forties. An
end came to the persecution of dissenters when Wirniam 1
abdicated in 1840, and was succeeded by Wirniam 11.

In 1842 the King declared himself incompetent to
regulate Church affairs, and a year later transferred the su-
preme power in the Church to the Synod.

In that same year a Royal Decree of Jan. 224 provided
that if anyone was refused permission by a Municipal Council
to start an elementary school, he had right of appeal to *Ge-
deputeerde Staten” !), and in clause 194 of the Constitution
of 1848 this principle was expressed: “Teaching is free”.
This freedom might have enjoyed more justice in practise if
Taorseckr had remained a member of the Cabinet ; for in
letters of Dec. 204, 1849, he had invited the variousauthorities
to observe the greatest liberality possible when considering
requests for the establishment of free schools. But he was

') A managing Committee chosen by the members of the Provin-
cial States from among themselves.
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compelled to resign in 1853 in consequence of the “April
movement”’, which was the result of the restoration of the
Episcopal hierarchy in The Netherlands, and it was due
only to the Roman Catholic district of Maastricht that he
had a seat in the Second Chamber at all. He became again
head of a Cabinet, first in 1862 to 1866, and after that for a
short time from Jan., 15871, to July, 1872. Freedom of religion
and education remained, in fact, limited in every way. Using
the power which the King had in 1842 restored to the Church,
the Synod in 1852 issued a new rule comprising many excel-
lent amendments, and granting more authority to the con-
gregations, so that the organisation of the whole evolved toa
greater extent out of these. But the organisation of 1816 was
practically retained.

It is true that in 1842 the Government made the organi-
zation iAlull'ln-n(l(,-lll of itself, but it did not rescind the organi-
zation itself, and the Church remained under the yoke.

Moreover, the financial bond between State and Church
remained intact, and the Theological Faculty as training
school for future pastors of the Netherlands Reformed
Church was retained by the University Education Act of
1876, although internally changed. This led to continual
conflicts between the various parties in and outside the
Netherlands Reformed Church, and confirmed the friends
of that creed more and more in their conviction that no
advantage could be expected from the Synodical Organiza-
tion and that this itself must be attacked and destroyed, to
be replaced by the old Reformed Church-government.
Hence the ery became the emancipation of the Church. And
this cry received the greater influence as it was sounded by
such a talented and powerful man as Dr. A. Kuyper, who
was born in Maassluis in 1837, became preacher at Utrecht
in 1867, and in 1870 at Amsterdam, and after he had
exchanged the Church career for the ]m]i!it';ll, still exercised
a great influence upon the people as an elder in the Church
at Amsterdam and editor of a theological church paper.

The emancipation of the Church w hich he took as his
mission appeared the more possible since in 1866 the Synod
had left to the congregations the right to appoint their own
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pastors, to elect their own elders and preachers, and to
control church property.

[f, therefore, the Synod was ignored and the congrega-
tions influenced, there was a chance for the Chureh to regain
its independence and to organize its confessional and eccle-
siastical affairs according to its own choice.

A Free University on Reformed prineiples, and whose
Theological Faculty was to educate ministers for the Re-

Dr. A. Kuyegs,

formed Congregations, was founded, therefore, in 1880 by a
private association.

In 1885 a conflict broke out in the Consistory of Am-
sterdam. It was censured and suspended, and on Dec. 16,
1886, resolved in the name of the congregation to cast off the
Synodical yoke, restore the Church government of the Synod
of Dordt, not to claim any right to buildings and property
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for the present, and to be known henceforward as
“Doleerende Kerk ).

About 20,000 members of the Church jwent out with
this Consistory. Other churches followed, entered into a
temporary union, and in 1892 united with the afore-men-
tioned Christian Reformed Church, under the new name of
“ Reformed Churches of The Netherlands™ *).

The Netherlands Reformed Church ~'11I]'|-l'<'1lj_'l'«‘;1l losses
in consequence, but soon recuperated and remained the
}nlllll'-_‘_jl'nilll'] of various Il;ll'lit‘~. Confessionals, ethicals,
evangelicals, “moderns” — each in turn having many varie-
ties — have carried on the strife over creed and organization
up 1o the l'l'tf.\vlll ll:l.\ i

The Iij_:]»l for the school was also continued after the
Constitution of 1848, and assumed a much more acrimonious
tone. For although the Constitution stipulated in clause 194
li\wl‘l.\' in I(‘Zl(’ll]“;_[, the same article directs that ]»H]-li"
education is the object of the Government’s continuous care,
that the teaching must be such as to respect l'\‘l'i‘.\"»i:-"‘ reli-
gious opinions (must be practically neutral) and that every-
where throughout the country adequate education should be
provided by the authorities. The last clause was inserted in
the Constitution of 1848 on the insistence of the conservative
party, against the wish of the State Commission and of the
Prime Minister, THORBECKE, and gave \]n't‘i;ll offence to the
friends of free Christian schools: it was “a miserable clause”
that offended freedom of conscience, was in conflict with
>|~l»;ll':|Iitnl| of Church and State, and limited the free deve-
lopment of individual powers.

In due course the Cabinet of vAN DER BRUGGHEN passed
the Education Act of 1857, and although of kindred spirit the
Ministry deeply disappointed the anti-revolutionaries, since,
while i'lu'.\' were allowed to establish [t!'i\';!ln' schools, it
nevertheless made the neutrality of public education

1) “Doleerende” is derived from the latin “dolere’ — to suffer —
and indicates that the Churches are ina “suffering’ condition becanse
they are deprived of their rights.

2) See note page 8.
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prominent and upheld the, to them, untrue assertion that this
could lead up to all social and Christian virtues. A strong,
concerted action followed throughout the country, and the
Christian School continually secured more sympathy and
power.

The various schools of thought in orthodox Protestan-
tism worked quite unanimously together in this struggle for
free education,

GROEN VAN PRINSTERER, constantly advocating general
Protestant Christian Confession, endeavoured to unite Re-
formed and Seceders, Lutherans and Baptists, Confessionals
and Bthicals in this Strugele for the School on the basis of
the “unchangeable truths which during the period of the
Reformation had in this country also revealed with blissfull
splendor their vitality in Church and school”,

But this did not do away with the fact that Grogx often
stood alone and in Parliament was deserted even by his own
sympathizers. Not for naught was he called “a General with-
out an army”’.

[for in those days the Conservative party was still great
and powerful. The difference between the principles of the
Reformation and those of the Revolution were not yet clearly
understood. Not unfrequently obliteration of boundary lines
and mixing of colors took place. This was manifested in 1857
in the VAN per BruceuneN Education Aet, in 1866 in the
Krucnexstus resolution and in 1869 at the conference of the
Society for Christian National Education.

GroEx, tired of this lack of principle, made therefore a
radical change at the general election of 1871 ; asleader of the
Anti-Revolutionary party, he nominated only three candida-
tes in the whole country : Kevenestus, Kuvyeer and O1rER-
Loo, and thus eliminated the conservative elements from it.

This was a temporary loss, but in the long run a gain.
The Anti-Revolutionary party recovered its independence
and became capable of organization. GroeN made a begin-
ning, establishing election societies evervwhere under the
name of “Netherlands and Orange”. But these societies
had no mutual bond and common program. A change came
through Dr. Kuvyper, who immediately at the beginning of
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his political career took the organization in hand. On April
15, 1872, he started editing a daily : “De Standaard” (The
Standard), made the election societies co-operatein a Central
Committee, and drew up a program of principles which he
fully elaborated and interpreted, and which was in 1878
adopted by the entire party as its program.

The growth of the Anti-Revolutionary party datesfrom
that time. It gained in votes and members of Parliament at
nearly every election.

But this progress cannot be explained by its own growth
in strength alone, but was to a large extent due to the aid
of the Roman Catholics, who had gradually assumed a dif-
ferent political attitude.

Before 1853 they usually sided with the Liberals. During
the union with Belgium they had joined them in opposing
the coercion policy of the Government, and in the first half
of the century they thought that their interests were best
served in this country by the Liberal party. Together with
the Radicals and Jews they insisted on the exclusion of the
Bible from the public schools according to the Act of 1806,
and on complete neutrality in education. By appealing to
liberal tenets they succesfully claimed liberties, granted in
principle by the Constitution of 1798, and obtained a subsidy
for their Church in the first half of the 19t century, abroga-
tion of the “placet” (see clause 170 of the Constitution of
1848); emancipation of monasteries, the right of forming
associations and holding public meetings, ete.

Thus they became more self-conscious. Their principal
organ “De T'jjd” (The Time) published seventy-two statis-
tical lists between Feb. 1 and Oct. 31#t., 1848, showing how
unfairly the Roman Catholics had been treated in The Ne-
therlands, and had been disregarded in all influential, remu-
nerative appointments,

In June, 1848, they started a movement for a general
petition insisting upon direct elections, freedom of religion
and a proper liberty of education. To the Catholics a mani-
festo was issued expressing the wish for the restoration of
the episcopal hierarchy.
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This restoration, which took place by a papal decree of
March 4th 1853, awakened among Protestants a storm of
indignation still feebly echoed by “ De Protestant”, organ of
the then established Evangelical Sc eiety, and cost the THOR-
BECKE Ministry its life.

After that time, however, the bond between the Liberals
and the Roman Catholics steadily became looser. Their
differing views concerning the revolution in Italy and the
opposition of the Encyclical of 1864 to the Liberal culture
brought to light the far-reaching differences between them
not only religiously but also politically. The school interests
drove the Catholics more and more to the side of the Anti-
Revolutionaries.

Although they were formerly well satisfied with the
neutral teaching in the public Schools, especially in the South
of the country, where they were in the majority and the
schools practically Roman Catholic, yet there grew up
amongst them a different, more fundamental tendency to con-
sider l'(‘li}:i(llls('l]ll(‘:lfiulll.il.l]l('(_’llilill't‘ll1lll:l|:>nlllh‘ll('(‘t‘.\‘.\'il_\'.

The tendency was greatly strengthened by the mandate
of the Bishops of July 28, 1868, rejecting not only all
irreligious but also non-religious or neutral teaching.

While in this matter the “right” wing parties increased
their strength in the nation and the States-General, the
Liberal party rapidly lost ground. It had passed through a
period of prosperity, as did the “modern” school in the
Church, and had brought about much good. But even the
TrorsecKE Ministry of 1862—1866 did not live up to expec-
tation; it gave rise to difference of views and also to personal
quarrels. And matters did not improve at THORBECKE's
retirement.

In matters of great importance such as Government,
suffrage, system of taxes, education, ete., it became more and
more evident that a younger faction, represented by men
like FRANSEN VAN DE PUTTE, VAN Houren, KapPEyNE
VAN DE CoPPELLO, etc., were breaking away from the old
Liberals and desired to champion a progressive reform. After
TroreeckE’s death in 1872 the last-named endeavoured to




assume the leadership and to unite the divided party. In a
remarkable address on the National Budget in 1875 he intro-
duced a complete program of reform, and called the people’s
interests the supreme aim of the State, including more parti-
cularly education, which the State has no right to leave to
others, but must take under its own care.

As Prime Minister from 1877 to 1879 he set himself to
bring about these reforms, especially by amending the
Education Aect, and thereby secure the triumph of the
Liberal principles as held by him.

But the right kind of sympathy and necessary confi-
dence from most of his followers was denied him. Many
Liberals, disappointed in their expectations, particularly
with regard to the neutral public school, were inclined to
give concessions to the private schools. Although the new
Fducation Bill was passed, it resulted in the very opposite to
what it had in view. For this law, l'('ll]'l'\'(‘ll[l'll to the pt'n]vl(' i»_\'
Dr. Kuyrer as the “Sharp Resolution” and the “Decretum
Horribile”, made competition impossible for the free schools
ll--lbl'i\'('ll of all >\lll>ill_\. i1 consequence of its nm-.\'i(l(-'lnc-ss
and excessive favouritism of the public school. But this gave
champions of the former a strong weapon with which to
fight the other.

An impressive petition signed by hundreds of thousands
(300.000 Protestants and 200,000 Roman ( ‘atholies), wherein
the King was requested to veto the Bill, did not prevent its
being placed on the Statute Book, yet the petition constituted
a powerful testimony to the spirit that was aroused in the
nation in favour of religious schools.

Catholics and Orthodox Protestants worked hand in
hand. The Catholic Professor, Dr. H. J. M. SCHAEPMAN
(1844—1903), who made his first appearance in Parliament
in] his} clerical garb, knew how to overcome the partiality of
his fellow-believers for the Liberals and their prejudice
against the Protestants, ]r:ll‘li\'lll;ll'l)’lln'( ‘alvinists. 5111)[11)|'lv«l
by Jonkheer A. F. bt SAVORNIN LonMAN and Dr. KuyPeR
on the Protestant side, he brought about the so-called “Mon-
ster Union”. viz.. the coalition of the “right” wing parties.

The election of 1888 resulted in their favour, and forthe
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first time a “right” wing Cabinet the Cabinet of MACKAY
(1888—1891) came into power.

Under this Cabinet the Elementary Education Act was
passed, by which private schools received grants under
definite conditions.

E =0
|

Dr. H. J M. SCHAEPMAN.

These grants were considerably inereased by the Prime
Minister. Mr. BorGEsius, in connection with the introduction
of the Compulsory Education Act, and again subsequently
when Dr. Kuyper (1901—1905), and when Mr. HerMSKERK
(1908 —1913) was in office, so that public and private schools

37




are now supported by the State to approximately the same
extent.

The subsidy made it possible for the free schools to
spread themselves rapidly throughout the whole land. In
1912 elementary instruction was given in 920 Roman

e ——"

i LI})!:;‘\THV;F;‘ =

Jhr. Mr. A. F. pE SavorNxiN LoumaN

Catholic schools by 5,277 teachers and to 184,907 children,
and on Jan., 1%, 1914 there were 1,116 schools with Bible
instruction, in which 177,058 children were taught by 4,147
teachers.

Events having made it so very clear that a goodly
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number of the people were set upon having religious
instruction given to their children, a desire for an armistice
on the school question arose, and Mr. Cort vAN pER LiNpEN
met this desire in December, 1913, by appointing a committee
with instructions to seek for peace on the school question,
and, if possible, to prepare resolutions to that end, on the
basis of equality in financial support.

I11.

This longing for an end to the school fight is one of the
many signs of the new times wherein, since 1880, we have
lived, and which had been prepared for in various ways.

There was, in the first place, the great change that
came over what was expected from science. The extraordi-
nary inventions and conquests which fell to the lot of
natural science in the 19" century, appeared to warrant the
hope that it had once for all solved all the mysteries of the
world and of life, and would be the panacea for all ills.
Materialism was the philosophy of the age, and the mechan-
ical explanation of the world was for many immoveably
established. But this period passed away.

The prosecution of research caused people to see that
mysteries, both in the world and in man, did not vanish, but
grew in numbers and in nature. There appeared to be more
and more enigmas of which science could not give an expla-
nation. Thus it increasingly learned its limitations, be-
came conscious of its narrowness, and saw itself surrounded
on all sides by an unknown territory, and because of this
it returned from the philosophy of HeGer and SpENCER to
that of Kanr. Even as early as 1864, the ery in Germany
was : Back to Kant, and soon found an echo here. For the
intellectual monism of ScmorLTEN awakened strong opposition
in the circles of the “Moderns”. De Gexesrer (+1861) per-
mitted faith and science to remain side by side, rather than
that “the rooster of genius should wring the neck of the roos-
terin the breast”, and was of opinion that “the life of mystery
laughs pitifully at each system.” Buskex Huer and Pregr-
soN resigned their profession as preachers, and in this were
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followed by many others. Prof. HorgsTrA, Professor at the
Baptist Seminary in 1856, and from 1877 — 1892 also in the

Theological Faculty of the University of the city of Amster-

dam (f 1898), championed in 1858, as against ScHOLTEN, a

moderate free-will, and further sought the foundation for

religious faith not with ScHOLTEN in reason, nor with

OpzooMEeR in an inborn religious feeling, but rather more in

Neo-kantian style, in man’s faith in the truth of his

own being, “in the postulates of his spiritual and moral

nature”.

After 1870 “Modern” theology divided itself also into
intellectualists, who remained loyal to Scmorrey, and ethi-
cals who joined Horksrra and through him Kaxz. The
ethicals received not a little support when RavweNmory
(b. 1828 ; Professor in Leiden 1889) took leave of the monism
of Scrorres in 1887 in his “Philosophy of Religion,” subse-
quently defending the dualistic standpoint and religious
faith ; i. e., he really did not rest his belief in the moral world-
order upon any other ground than the eategorical impera-
tive of conscience.

Just as in theology a change was made manifes' from
intellectualism and empiricism to ethical idealism, so did
an alteration in philosophy take place in this country. The
[.eiden Professor.J. P. N. Laxp (1834 — 1897) took a critical
standpoint, as philosopher, and cherished a life-long respect
for the Kantian philosophy. Prof. vax prr Wyck, who in
1863, lu‘g.‘lll a [)l’nl.(-«nl'\'lxilv in GGroningen, first trod in the
footsteps of his teacher Opzooxer, but let his empiricism
give way more and more to criticism. It was particularly the
Amsterdam Professor C. B. Seruyr (7 1903) who in his
mental philosophy took his stand close to Kant and
ScHOPENHAUER, and made upon his pupils a deep impres-
<ion of the limits of human knowledge.

Not less great was the change that :1}»‘1('111'4-«1 in the
sphere of art. Architecture had fallen into entire decline but
came to new life again, especially through P. J. H. Cuyregs 4
(b. 1827 at Roermond). In conformity to the needs of the
new age, architecture impressed its mark not only upon
churches and parsonages, but also upon Government
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buildings, Universities, Museums, Board of Trade buildings,
stations, bridges, &e.

The art of painting created for itself a certain indepen-
dence in the first half of the century, but came to prosperity
only when, in'the second half, the spirit of the people mightily

P. J. H. Coypers

revived. Agriculture, commerce and industry took a high
flight. The sciences, particularly history of the Fatherland
and of old Dutch art, were honored. And it was noticeable,
although readily explainable, that the new art of painting
moved in the same realistic and democratic path as its
predecessor in the 17% century, with this one difference
however: The art of painting of the Golden Age was happy
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and cheerful; it rejoiced in the glory of the simple peasant
life. But that which now arrived was characterized, because
of the spirit of the times, by a deep rooted melancholy; it
gives evidence of the profound feeling that lives in the heart
of the artist for the tragic in human life (especially Josern
IsrRAELS 1824—1911).

Jozer IsrAELS,

This line was soon followed by Literature, which more-
over profited by the lessons of the New Philosophy. This,
indeed, taught that reality does not exist objectively as we
see it, but that it is created by man’s mind, and thus Art does

42




not exist in studying and objectively reproducing reality,
but in expressing in his own language what the artist lives
through and experiences in his own soul as he seesreality
(impressionism).

Naturalism, it wassaid, did not stray into wanting to
become realistic, because both naturalism and symbolism
are diametrically opposed to the old rhetorici with their
conventional words and pictures. But naturalism was faul-
ty in its conception of the reality that the artist must repro-
duce and express. For that is not the true reality which can
only be measured, weighed, and counted, and is the object
of scientific research, but the true reality is Life, Will, the
Unconscious that lies behend the appearance of things, is
related to man’s deepest being, and can be understood and
enjoyed only through emotion. Art must be the “individual-
istic expression of individualistic emotion™, it must be
practiced for its own sake, 'art pour 'art (art for art’s sake).
It was under this banner that the new tendency in Literature
appeared in the year 1885 with its own organ “ De Nieuwe
Gids” (The New Guide”) edited by Fr. vay Eepex, FrANK
vAN DER Gors, W. Kroos, W. Paap, and A. Verwey, and with
the co-operation of Fr. Nerscurgr, L. vAx Deyssern (KAREL
ALBeERDINGK THYM) JAcoB van Looy, A. ALeTRINO, &e.

But as early as 1890 it became evident that this young
generation included many conflicting elements. In a few
years it separated into various schools.

There were some who exalted individualism, remained
loyal to the watchword art for art’s sake, asserted that they
wrote only because they must, and did not concern them-
selves a particle with the effect of their words upon society :
they would write as they did even if they were alone upon
earth : and they derived satisfaction in, e. g., devoting pages
to the description of a table (vAx Dryssern and Kroos).

Under the influence of Secandinavian, Russian and
especially French novels, this led with others to a pessi-
mistic and fatalistic naturalism (Coveerus, EmMans, Jon. pe
Meesrer, Cornen, vaNy Huizex, &e.) that depressed their
readers and weakened their courage and strength.

But this passion for reality led again to a close observance
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of conditions and relations among the different circles of
society, among the aristocratic and the common people.

The sadness among the laboring classes, too, awakened
pity and social sympathy (HeyERMANS, (GROENINGEN,
Brussg, and QUERIDO).

K. J. Auseroisek Taym (LODEWYK VAN DeysseL)

And thus did this naturalistic school again extend a
hand to that other group in the generation of "80 which
could not unite with Individualism, but desired to open heart
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and mind to the ideals of the new era, and wished to bring
art into contact with modern society.

There is in this group also a difference between those
who joined the political socialism (VAN DER Gors, (GORTER,
and H. Roraxp Howrst) and those who expected happiness
for society only through the use of moral and economic
means (vaN EepeN) or by entering into closer and broader
relations to the world-life and seeking a style befitting the
times (A. VERWEY).

Furthermore — as a sign of the new age — the rise of
the social movement especially attracts attention.

Preparation for this had been made in this country by
the society called *De Dageraad” (*The Dawn’) already
organized in Amsterdam in 1856 which had as object the
furtherance of free thought, and still numbers 1,200 mem-
bers in T16 branches: further by the writings of Multa-
tuli (Epuarp Dovwes Dekker) 1820-1887, who in 1860
published Max Havelaar and from that moment exercised
an extraordinary influence upon the youth of the Nether-
lands through his biting irony and sharp criticism, of which
Christianity and Church, bourgeoisie and liberalism were
favorite subjects; and later also by certain sections of the
«Internationale” that had been organized since 1869 at Am-
sterdam and other places, and had as object the enfranchise-
ment of the laboring classes.

But this social movement first became of public signifi-
cance only when some members of the Liberal party, such
as VAN Hourex, Kexpyg, and PEKELHARING, among others,
began to be zealous for social legislation, and when in 1871
the General Netherlands Labor Union, with B. H. HeLpr
(+1914) as chairman, was organized asa reaction against the
[nternationalists. This Union soon came into conflict with a
socialistic group who originated in the Union of Ironworkers
called “Volharding” (“Perseverance”), organized in 1873 at
Amsterdam, and who wanted to push the Union forward in
the direction of the socialistic program adopted at Gotha.
When this did not succeed, they formed themselves into a
Social-Democratic Union, which was the first of the kind in
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the Netherlands but was soon imitated by others, and in
1881 was united with these into a general organization.

This Social Democratic movement received great sup-
port from Freperik Domera Nievwennuis (b, 1846) who for
a number of years was a Lutheran preacher, but laid aside
this profession in 1879, and then devoted all his strength and

.

Chtrrr e s

E. Dovwrs Dexgger. (Multatuli).

time to preaching the Gospel of Socialism. He made great
progress on account of his impressive appearance, sympa-
thetic voice, religiously-tinted speeches, and also through
his publication: “Recht voor Allen™ (“Justice for All”) esta-
blished by him on April 15, 1879.
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As early as 1887 he was elected a member of the Second
Chamber by the Schoterland district. But when he met with
much disappointment in his political career, and was not re-
elected in 1891, he renounced all Parliamentary affairs. His
co-partner, VAN per Gogs, came forward at a meeting of the

F. Douera NiguweNsvis,

Union in December 1891, and on his appearance the conflict
opened between the I"ull:mlontm\ and the Revolutionary
Socialists. These latter continued to exist, retaining “Recht
voor Allen” as their organ, and DoMera NIsuwreNnuls as
leader. But they lost him in 1897, when he went over to
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Anarchism and organized the party of Free Socialists. The
Parliamentary Socialists on the other hand united with the
Social Democratic Labor Party at Zwolle on the 260 of Aug.,
1894, under the leader ship of the so-called twelve Apostles
(Mr. P. J. TrogLstra, b. 1860, and others), and from the
very beginning devoted themselves to forming organiza-
tions and to political action. In 1897 they took part for the

first time in the election of members to the Second Chamber,

Mr. P. J. TRORLSTRA.

secured at once fully 13,000 votes, and saw three of their can-
didates elected. This young party proved at every recurrent
election to have gained in votes. At the last election in 1913
they obtained nearly 144,000 votes for their candidates, and
sent eighteen members to Parliament (later this was reduced
by two).

However, the significance of the Social Moyement does
not lie exclusively or even principally in the wonderful
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growth of Social Democracy, but it lies in the extraordinary
development of society itself, of which we are witnesses at
the present time, and of which Social Democracy is one of
the many manifestations.

Society, spiritually and materially, is subject to such a
change from day to day that through the rapid progress of
the sciences (history, e. g., of races, culture, languages,
religions, morals, &c.) all security appears to be vanishing,
and no one knows whither we are drifting.

This socialism does not, therefore, affect one class, that
of laborers, but all classes, those of farmers, the industries,
merchants, teachers and clerks, and men, women, and chil-
dren in all circles of society. It concerns not one party only,
but all parties and tendencies.

For a long time, in the last century, people were able
to cherish the hope that “liberty” was the magic word to
unlock the door of happiness, and that society left to itself
would save itself and bring everything into order. But when
they began to observe and study that society itself theillusion
was soon disturbed. Culture had its advantages, but it also
had its drawbacks. Crimes did not decrease ; prisons were not
emptied ; the victims of alcohol and prostitution could be
numbered by thousands and hundreds of thousands ; selfish-
ness and violence, mammonism and excessestriumphed over
justice and mercy. Everywhere, therefore, praises gave way to
Jeremiads; and laisser faire had to make way for social poli-
tics.

In this country social legislation began in 1877 with the
abolition of the law prohibiting the ascociation of laborers.
It proceeded with the adoption of the Child Labor law of
1874; Labor laws in 1895; Chamber-of-Labor law in 1897;
Compulsory Education law in 1900; the Accident law in
1901 ; Labor Contract law of 1907 ; the Stone-cutter law of
1910; and it hopes soon to take up the formulation of a sick,
invalid, and old-age law.

It goes without saying that this remarkable change in
State affairs is by no means hailed with delight by every-
body. There are constantly in every political party increasing
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conservative and progressive elements who ean unite aslong
as fundamental subjects are touched, but who easily come
into conflict when it concerns radical modifications of policy.
And such a modification manifests itself whenever Constitu-
tional Amendment and suffrave extension, the military
question, and social legislation come under consideration.

IBven from the time of the second THORBECKE-ministry

there was friction between the Progressives and the Anti-
progressives in the Liberal Party.

This friction deyeloped into collision and conflict occa-
sioned by the suffrage extension Bill proposed by Mr: TAx
vAN Poorrviier in 1894, and led ultimately to aschism into
three groups: the conservative old or Free Liberals, the
progressive Union Liberals, and the Radical Democrats.

Various Christian-historical groups separated them-
selves from the Anti-revolutionaries to join the “right” wing,
in consequence of the varying opinions concerning the Free
University of 1880, the “Doleantie” of 1887, the co-operation
with Rome, the democratic tendency, and the suffrage ex-
tension in 1894, and for the most part united with the
Christian-historical party under the leadership of Jonkheer
A. I, pe SAvorNIN Louman, with the Nederlander (“The
Netherlander™) as organ. And it lost those who went over to
the “left” wing because for them the democracy of Dr. Kuy-
per did not go far enough, and who therefore separately
organized (Christian Democratic Party of Srasnman 1905,
Union of Christian Socialists 1907, Christian Social Party of
1913).

Great differences existed in the Catholic party also for
years after the coming of Dr. SCHAEPMAN, among those who
followed this leader on his democratic path, and others
who gathered around Mr. Bannmax, deputy for Tilburg,
to hold in honor the old traditions of the days of co-opera-
tions with the Liberals, and little esteemed the new reforms
in union with the Calvinists. Although these groups
came together again on the basis of a program formed by
Dr. ScaaerMay in May, 1897, and in a general Society of all
Roman Catholic voters under leadership of a General Union
organized in 1904; yet the old opposition continued to
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exist, and comes to light now and then on the military
question, the election, the income and property-tax, the
insurance laws, &ec.

Even the Socialists have not been able to maintain peace
among themselves, but became divided on the question of
Marxism or Revisionism Although all efforts possible were
made to arrive at a modus vivendi, and these tosome extent
succeeded, yet a little group separated themselves in 1909
from the Social Democratic Labor Party (S. D. A. P.) under
the leadership of Wyxkoor, with the organ “ 7he Tribune',
and stepped forth independently under the name of “The
Social Democratic Party” (S.D.P.)

The social efforts of the parties do not, however, confine
themselves to politics, but appear more clearly in society
itself. Here we meet with the Labor Unions: the General
Netherlands Labor Union, founded in 1871 under the chair-
manship of B. H. HerLor; “Patrimonium”, Society of Christ-
ian Workmen, organized in 1876 by K. Karer; Christian
National Labor Union, under the leadership of Dr. J. Tu. pe
Visser; Roman Catholic People’s Union, organized in 1888
by W. C. Passroors; further, the Protestant, the Roman
Catholic, and Mixed or Neutral People’s organizations, which
are continually growing; and furthermore social bureaux,
Lecture Courses and Congresses which are being organized
on all sides.

Thus there has existed in Amsterdam since 1899 a Cen-
tral Bureau for Social Advice. A Social Congress was held
in the Capital in 1891 by the Christian Protestants, which it
is hoped will ere long be followed by another one. In 1903
a Catholic Social Action was set in motion by Romanists,
who busily organized societies of this kind already existing
and placed them under the control of a Central Burean
established at Leiden. And to this must be added all benefi-
cent and charitable efforts wherein the various schools com-
pete with one another, and that afford excellent evidence
of the sympathy which the more favored members of
society have with those less blessed.

It is out of the question here to give a full account of
this labor. Just as in former centuries the work of charity
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flourished, so it has revived in the Reveil after a time of
decline in the Rationalistic and Revolutionary period, both
among Catholies and Protestants. There is scarcely a domain
left where Charity has not planted its feet. Societies of all
kind exist, and for all needs; institutions are arising over
the entire country to nurse and care for the feeble and defec-
tive. Society is constantly taking upon itself heavier respon-
sibilities for all destitutes, from their birth to their death
and burial.

Yet it is more or less clearly realized that all this benefi-
cence and charity is inadequate to remedy the evil because
society itself trembles on its foundations, and has above all
things need of principles and forms whereby it can live,
develop and be guided. What is lacking in the present
generation in all its wealth of civilization and culture is
firmness of conviction and certainty of faith. Unquestion-
ably there here lies a fine and holy mission for the Churches;
for they form in the Netherlands an often denied but never-
theless a quite respectable and blessed power.

At the last, the 9'%, census, on Dec. 31, 1908, the Church
statistics were as follow :

Adherents. Percentage.
Duteh Reformed ... ....... 2,588,261 4418
Walloon s e 9,660 0.16
Remonstrants ..oc . oo wemi, o 27.550 047
Christian Reformed . SR 55,720 0.95
Mennonites. . . — Y 64 245 1.10
Evangelical Lutheran .. ...... 81,833 1.40
Restored Lutheran .. ey 15,867 0.27
Reformed Churches . ... .. - 491,451 8.39
Roman Catholies ...... ..... 2,053,021 35.06
0Old Roman Catholics ........ 10,082 0.17
Netherlands Israelites ........ 99,785 1.70
Portuguese i s lreriate 6,624 0.11
Miscellaneous Churches ...... 63,008 1.08
Non-Church members ........ 290,960 4.97
UREDOWIL i aaais sea e sarenhraris 208 0.00

5,858,175 100




Churches have this advantage over other societies, that
they are rooted in a long past, take children from their
birth, and develop religious convictions that are the deepest
and most tenacious of all. And there is reason for joy that
the Churches have recently had a deeper appreciation of
their mission and have undertaken Evangelization, Home
Missions, philanthropic work of all kind with energy. They
are alive, and in the 19" century have come to new pros-
perity and influence. This is evident outwardly in the
number of Church buildings that were erected not only by
the Catholics, but also in particular by the Reformed who
seceded from the Netherlands Reformed Church (so-called
State Church) in the second half of the previous century, and
further in all the Mission Chapels and Charity institutions
that give evidence of a powerful religious life.

As against this it must be said that the great divisions in
the Christian, particularly in the Protestant, Churchessadly
weaken the power of their witness, lessen their influence
upon heart and conscience, and are harmed more than
benefitted by an occasional attempt at unity. Even the
Catholics have steadily declined in numbers during the last
60 years. In 1849 they constituted 38.15, and in 1909 only
35029, of the population, that is to say, a decrease of
3.13°/,. and this decline concerns not only numbers but also
inner strength. Even the Catholic Church, at least in some
places, as well as the Protestant, has occasion to complain
of decline in faith, neglect of the sacraments, mixed mar-
riages, &c

The last census brought the significant fact to light that
the number of those who declared themselves as belonging
to no Church were not less than 4.97 9, of the population.
In 1879 there were only about 12,253 non-church members.
In 1909, however, there were 290,960, an increase in 30 years
of fully from 0.31 to 4.97 9, i. e, more than 1,500 9/,

It is not improbable that these churchless people are to
an important extent found among the Jews, whofrom the
beginning manifested much sympathy for “Modernism”.

That the official community life among them after all
retained a decided orthodox character and thus prevented all
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serious divisions can without doubt be aseribed to the
excellent organization of both Church denominations (name-
ly, the Netherlands and Portuguese Israelites), who in 1870
received a separate organization, and also to the influence of
the Rabbis, but particularly to the organizing labor of Dr. J.
H. Duxner, from 1863 Rector in the Netherlands Tsraelitish
Seminary, and from 1875 also Superior Rabbi of North Hol-
land, till his death in 1911.

In order to make all local work more fruitful for the
religious and moral uplift, both of individual and family life
of the Jews, by unity and Vﬂﬂlperﬂlhln.:l'W'lerul()rQu|ﬂ-

Dr. J. DiiNskr

zation'’ was established by Mr. RupeLsmey, Superior Rabbi
of Friesland.

As regards Zionism, which found but moderate favorin
this country, it does not in reality nurse religious ideals in
its purely national endeavors. But the possibility that a
revival of the Jewish consciousness may some day pave the
way for a resumption of the religious ideas which, in fact,
constitute the soul of Judaism, cannot be entirely denied.
A person cannot in the long run live without heart faith.
If the religion of one’s youth is lost, in one way or another
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compensation is sought. The Netherlands as well as other
countries, gives strong evidence of this. Views of World and
Life flourish luxuriously, and substitutes of religion and
philosophy increase daily.

There are particularly three directions in which the
many searchers after the unpromised yet greatly-longed-for
land move:

1. In the first place, there are some who have taken
upon themselves as their life-mission to work for society.
When, for example, at the close of the last century the
socialistic movement grew and brought to light all manner
of bad conditionsand sadness, many young people, especially
students, were impressed, and put this question to them-
selves: What can we do in life for the people and their
needs? and they determined to strive in word and deed for
social righteousness, to soften class differences and work
together for the betterment of society.

In Friesland, where Socialism found a fruitful soil, a
group of preachers came forward who organized themselves
under the banner of De Blijde Wereld (“The Joyful World”)
and in 1902 joined the Social Democratic Party.

But others considered these means for improvement of
society unsatisfactory, since they did not affect the root of the
disease and left selfishnessin the heart of man untouched ;
and they, therefore, argued that, following the example of
Torsror, a simple and pure life was to be brought into
practice by each individual, and that such a pure life in-
cluded vegetarianism, total abstinence from aleoholie liquor
and tobacco: also anti-militarism, anti-vivisection, and pro-
tection of animals. Since 1897 they have propagated these
ideas through the semi-monthly publication De Vrede
(“Peace”,) under the editorship of Ferix Orrr. It was but
one step farther to an effort to leave the old, corrupted
society, and establish anew community in a small colony.

Such an effort was attempted in 1898 at Blaricum, and,
under the influence of Tuoreav’s Life in the Woods, parti-
enlarly at Walden, near Bussum, by Dr. FREDERIK VAN
Eepex, (born in 1860) who, after being disappointed in this,
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went to America in order to there propagate his reform ideas.
All these comparatively small groups were characterized
by this, that they did not consider reform of society possible
without the deepening of religious and ethical life.
These reformers, just as the above-mentioned Christian

Dr Frep. vay Egbpen

Socialists, also seek a union of Socialism and Religion ; and
thereby they meet a newly-awakened necessity in modern
life, for in every direction, since the intellectualism of the
previous period, there is to be observed a revival of religion
and mysticism.
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We find evidences of this in Literature, among othersin
Vax Egpey, Kroos, and Verwey. In art impressionism was
pushed aside by expressionism, that concerns itself but
little with reproducing reality, but desires to create a new
art produced out of the mind. (Truys Maris, b, 1835; Vin-
CENT VAN GoGH, b. 1861 : Tooror, h. 1860).

VinoenT vaN Goaa.

A correspondence to this was found in science in an
effort to understand and explain every thing psychologically.
In the realm of polities, too, a new Religious Democratic
Party, under the leadership of Prof. Konnsramm, gives evi-
dence of this feeling of a need for religion, in that, whilst it
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sets itself in strong opposition to the Coalition politics of the
“pight” wing party, it neverthelessrecognizes and establishes
a union between religion and polities.

Even Socialism served for vears as a sort of religion for
its adherents. Marx and his followers thought that they

Jax Tooror.

could dispense with religion — that opium of the people
— since Socialism would satisfy man in body and soul.
But now that this salvation tarries and is less phantas-
tically conceived of, the former scorn of religion is giving

o8




place among many Socialists in Germany and also in this
country to a higher appreciation of it.

There was a Socialist Union organized in the spring of
1912 that had as its object to combat and defend the good
in religion, and which in the autumn instituted religious
socialistic meetings at Amsterdam which were largely
attended and were repeated during the past winter.

There is a desire among many for a social Christianity,
in whose interest a Congress was to be held in September
of last year at Zurich, which, however, could not take place
ou account of the war.

2. Another path is taken by those who seek compen-
sation for Christianity in Occult Science, in Spiritualism,
Christian Science, or Theosophy, and in many instances
often in sorcery, magie, astrology, and all sorts of other
forms of superstition.

Since 1876 Spiritualism has been disseminated by Mrs.
Erise vax Carcar (1822—1904) in her periodical: “On
the Borders of Two Worlds”, and by the Dutch Reformed
preacher D. P. M. Huger (1827 —1895) in his publication
“ Eternal Life”, which was devoted to Christian Spiritualism,
and ceased to exist in 1887.

Since that time this Christian Spiritualism has found
extensive cultivation, and isat the present day recommended
as a refutation of materialism, as evidence of a spirit world,
and as support of faith in immortality, eternal reward and
the existence of God.

Of no less influence is Christian Science, which is
strongly monistic, knows only one life and life-principle,
and denies the reality of sin, sickness and death, which
according to it exist only in imagination, that is, in error of
CONSCIOUSNEess.

By far the greatest progress is made by Theosophy, that
here as elsewhere partly follows Mrs. TinGrey, and partly
Mrs. Besant, but which in both schools strives after a one,
all-comprehensive science

While science in the former period limited itself to a
knowledge of experienced phenomena, or considered all
reality as included in this, Theosophy believes that there is
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not only a visible and “diesseitige”, but also an invisible
and “jenseitige” world, and that these can be comprehended
1n one system.

Accepting what Science in the West had brought to
light concerning the material world, particularly concerning
its eternal evolution, it unites therewith the knowledge
which, as related to the spirit world, was evolved in the
Orient, and was transmitted by the wise men of India and
revealed to Mrs. BLAVATSKY, or canalso be obtained through
one’s own experience.

Thus does Theosophy, as well as Gnosticisi bear a syn-
cretistic character, and assigns to each people, each religion,
and each philosophy a place in the world process, and carries
evolution also through the eternal spirit world

3. Finally, there are also some who seek rest in one or
another philosophic system, and from it derive a world
and life view. Their number has greatly increased during
recent years. In a number of places philosophical societies
have been organized. Since 1907 there has appeared a bi-
monthly publication on Philosophy. Lectures and courses in
philosophy meet with great interest.

Although Spinozism and Neo-Kantianism alsostill have
representatives, the former especially in Dr. W. MeYER, the
soul of the society called “Spinoza House”, who had turned
Spinoza's Home in Rynsburg into a museum, and further in
K. O. MEssmaA, Dr. J. D. Bierexs e Haax and others; the
latter in Prof. Konnstamwm, Prof. OviNg, Mr. J. A. Levy, Dr.
.. Porak, &ec., yet the main stream of philosophic life flows
in a different direction, in that of the psychical monism of
Prof. HEyMmANs, Professor at Groningen since 1890, or in that
of the Hegelianism of Prof. BoLLaxp, who succeeded Prof.
Lanp at Leiden in 1896. A great difference exists between
these two ]l]lilll\“]lll\'l'.\ HEYMANS is a warm champion of
experimental methods, of psychophysical measures, statis-
tical facts, and close research

Over acainst this BorrLaxp’s object is to make HEGEL'S
philosophy understandable to the consciousness of this age,
and thus to have reason again recognized all over the world
as the true reality. The former proceeds from the multi, the
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other from the unum. Heymans is above all an Empirical
Psychologist who wants to found his philosophy upon close
observation, and, in agreement with his teacher LLAND, leaves
room for a general religious belief, but not for religion as
a cultus.

BorraND is in reality at heart a theologian who includes

Dr. G. Heymans.
Professor at the University of Groningen.

religion and Christianity in his philosophical thought, and,
like Heger, endeavors to acknowledge and appreciate them
as symbolical representations of exalted ideas.

But there is after all in the metaphysics of both more
than one point of agreement, because HevMaNs thinks the
psychical alone real, considers all psychical individuals as
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the contents of a highest, all-comprehensive consciousness
and BoLrAND sees in the entire world and all that appears
therein a realization of eternal thoughts which in reason are
one, through opposing interchangeable processes.

Both, therefore, cherish a glad hope for the future, even
though it be on different grounds. When psychology, ac-

G. J. P. J. Bourasp.
Professor at the University of Leyden.

cording to Hreymans' idea, shall have become real science,
and shall have made known to us the laws of psychical life,
it will at last bring about peace with ourselves, with our
fellow-men, and with the world, and fulfil the hope thatin the
end all will be well ; and BorLLaNp expects that the kingdom
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of mind will pave a way along the line of natural and
~}ri!'illl:|l life. According to both there is 1i"\'x‘|n[»ih;‘ in man
and in the whole world a great psychical organism, a King-
dom of truth, of liberty and of love.

And thus in the chaos of 1'\!””'1:1”1'11\ that is observable
today on all sides, illl‘l!l«iill‘_} the Netherlands, a twofold
unity is after all to be seen, viz: a unity of belief that this
dark world, after all is said and done, originated in thought
and idea, and a unity of hope that light will finally come
forth out of darkness. And this inspires man to live on from

aee Lo age.
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