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CHRIST AND THE CORONERS.

“ P eculiar  P eo ple  ” cases are multiplying. In addition 
to the fresh one which is dealt with in our paragraphs this 
week, there is a still more recent one which serves as the 
occasion for this article. Mr. G. E. Hilleary, the West 
flam coroner, held an inquest last Monday evening on the 
'J°dy of a child named James Senior, aged four years, 
^hose death was due to cardiac failure and pulmonary 
collapse. Mary Ann Senior, the child’s mother, deposed 
that nothing was done for him beyond the “ customary 
prayers’’ and the “ laying on of hands” by the Elders 
°f the Church. James Senior, the father, decided to 
reserve any statement. Dr. Charles Saunders, Medical 
Officer of Health at West Ham, believed that a 
doctor might have saved the child’s life, but could 
not “ say positively.” Being asked by the coroner whether 
the neglect of not calling in a doctor accelerated death, he 
replied : “ I cannot quite go so far as that.” Yet in the very 
next breath he declared that he was “ quite of opinion that 
rnedical advice and necessary medicines would have pro
longed life.” Perhaps he did not see the utter incon
sistency of these two statements; and perhaps, at bottom, 
ne really meant that, while prayer alone had not saved tho 
child’s life, prayer and medicine might have done it 
together. The jury consulted in private for nearly half- 
nn-hour, and thon brought in a unanimous verdict that if 
nicdical aid had been called in the child’s life might have 
been prolonged. But this did not satisfy the coroner. He 
Yftnted to know whether the jury meant that the child’s 
death was duo te natural causes, or that the father should 
go for trial on the charge of manslaughter. The jury 
retired again, and after another absence of half-an-hour 
Jney returned a verdict of “ Manslaughter ” against the 
father, James Senior, who was accordingly committed for 
tn'al on tho coroner’s warrant.

Phis being tho second case relegated to a jury in a 
criminal court, we think tho matter is of sufficient im
portance to call for another article in the Freethinker. The 
ordinary newspapers are too cowardly to speak out, and 
bo religious journals are pursuing a policy of hypocritical 

silence.
■Let us repeat the governing facts in the consideration of 

this matter. Christianity is tho established religion of 
this country, and tho Bible is declared by law to be the 
inspired Word of God. To bring either Christianity or 
the Bible into disbelief and contempt is to commit a crime 
Pnnishablo with twelve months’ imprisonment like a 
common malefactor. Tho present writer has suffered that 
Punishment, and has therefore a moro than academic interest 
jn the subject. What wo desire to know is this. Will the 
jaw of England, and will judges and juries, while punish- 
inS a man for disbelieving the Bible, also punish him for 
relieving it 1 Are the two extremes of sincerity to be 
Awarded with imprisonment, and are the intermediate 
fnultitude of hypocrites to lock up and torture both 

'visions of the honest minority 1 
, H is not these poor Peculiar People, after all, who are 

eing sent for trial by a judge and jury in a criminal court.
w Jesus Christ. That is the point to be pressed as firmly
Possible on tho attention of Englishmen. The verdict of 

»»slaughter against these sincere Christians, if endorsed 
J} a superior court, will really bo a verdict against Jesus 

brist, who taught them to do the very thing for 
vbich they aro prosecuted. It is idle for tho “ Higher
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Critics ” to explain that the second half of the last chapter 
of Mark is not in the earliest manuscripts, and is probably 
an interpolation. It is in the English Bible, and until it is 
removed, with the sanction of parliament, every Christian 
is bound to obey it. Now it is distinctly stated by Jesus 
Christ himself, in that portion of Mark, that those who 
believed his gospel should not only be able to take up 
serpents and drink poison, but also be able to lay hands on 
the sick so as to heal them of their disease.

To keep this passage in the English Bible, to declare 
that book the word of God, and the utterer of this 
particular text to be the second person of the Christian 
godhead ; to do this, and at the same time to send a 
man to prison as a criminal for believing it, not theoreti
cally but practically, not with idle acquiescence but with 
active conviction, is a scandal that cannot bo properly 
stigmatized in decent language. To do it justice would 
require the epithets and expletives of Aristophanes and 
Rabelais. It is too gross a scandal for the more delicate 
pen of a Lucian or a Voltaire.

We quoted in our previous article the passage in Jamo3, 
which elaborates the saying of Jesus Christ in the last 
chapter of Mark. James is alleged to have been tho 
brother of Jesus, and in cases of sickness he distinctly says 
that the eldors are to be called in, that they aro to pray 
over the patient and anoint him with oil, and that this 
treatment shall ensure his recovery. James and Jesus 
ought to stand in the dock instead of these Peculiar People, 
and the sight would be worth seeing.

Furthermore, every clergyman of the Church o* 
England (at least) should be prosecuted for instigating to a 
breach of the law; for this very fifth chapter of James i3 
appointed to bo read twice a year in every church of the 
Establishment. Every time a clergyman reads it ho 
incites his congregation to do what coroners’ juries are 
pronouncing to be manslaughter.

What a pity it is that somo honest rural clergyman (wo 
hope thero is one left) does not bring this matter before tho 
Church Congress at Nottingham. Many less important 
matters are being discussed there. Archbishop Temple, 
for instance, is talking unctuously about the unity of the 
Church, which is to be brought about more or less 
miraculously, some time before the day of judgment. But 
the honesty of the Church is far more serious. In the long run, 
the Church has a good deal to lose by being found ou t; 
and it will bo found out if it goes on proaching from Christ 
and St. James, and keeps a decorous silence whilo poor men 
aro punished as criminals for doing what Christ and St. 
James plainly tell them to do. There is no limit to clerical 
hypocrisy, but there is a limit to lay hypocrisy; and when 
tho laity have had enough of it, they will turn upon tho 
Church with passionate indignation. It is roally of no uso 
to pursue tho ostrich policy. Wilful blindness to facts 
does not abolish them. Tho day of reckoning will come. 
And, as Carlyle said, tho ostrich who buries his head is 
wounded more ignominiously in the rear.

We do not intend to drop tho case of these Peculiar 
People. We shall deal with it again. It furnishes Free
thinkers with a splendid opportunity. It provides an 
object-lesson in tho superstition of tho Bible, and the 
futility of the Christian religion, and the decay of sincerity 
among the great mass of its professors. And presently, if 
it happens that ono of these Peculiar People is imprisoned, 
it will be our duty to see whether the country cannot bo 
flooded with an exposuro of tho Scripture—and Jesus 
Christ! G. W. FOOTE.
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WHEN WERE THE GOSPELS WRITTEN ?

In the last number of McClure's Magazine, of New York, is 
an article with the above title, by F. G. Kenyon, M.A., 
purporting, as the secondary title has it, to give “ The 
Evidence of Recent Discoveries, and What it has Done 
towards Answering the Question.” The paper is, perhaps, 
only the beginning of a series, for it seems a somewhat 
belated one. The really important recent discovery of the 
Logia of Jesus is not as much as mentioned, and the only 
discovery dealt with is the very debateable one of the 
Diatessaron ascribed to Tatian, which, if genuine, is not so 
very recent, since, it is said, a copy has been in the Vatican 
since 1791. This, however, like a number of other things, 
requires proof.

The first person to mention a Diatessaron is the un- 
veracious Eusebius, who (Eccles. Hist., iv. 29) tells us that 
Tatian was a heretic who said that “ Marriage was only 
corruption and fornication. And he also devised argu
ments of his own against the salvation of Adam ” 
Eusebius continues: “ Tatianus, having formed a certain 
body and collection of gospels, I know not how, has given 
this the title Diatessaron—that is, the gospel by the four, 
or the gospel formed of the four.” Baur and the author of 
Supernatural Religion, not having the ways of God before 
their wicked eyes, argued that Tatian’s Diatessaron might 
not be constructed out of the canonical Gospels. But there 
is a special providence which looks after tho interests of 
the Church, and when any ancient document is particulaily 
wanted it is pretty sure to turn up. The humble instru
ments of Providence in these matters are usually Greeks, 
Syrians, or of the chosen race ; but in this case it appears 
to have been a Catholic Copt.

“ The story of the recovery of the Diatessaron is curious,” 
says Mr. Kenyon. It is, indeed, and might be thought 
very strange had wo not studied the wondrous ways of the 
Lord. Father Ciasca, Orientalist scriptor to the Vatican, 
in 1886 chanced to show the Arabic MS.—which, by the 
way, could not be by Tatian, sinco it begins with the 
second gospel instead of thatascribed to John—to the Vicar 
Apostolic of the Catholic Copts, then on a visit to Rome; 
and this gentleman at once remarked that he had seen 
another copy of the same work in private hands in Egypt, 
and could undertake to procure it. He was as good as his 
word, and the harmony of the Gospels—or, at any rate, a 
Latin version of an Arabic version of a Syriac version of a 
Greek harmony of the Gospels—was published to the 
world, to the confutation of all unbelievers! After this, 
who can doubt the Devil setting Christ on the pinnacle of 
a temple as related by Tatian (iv. 47), or the devils going 
into the pigs (xi. 43) ? •

Tho question, When were the Gospels written ? as far as 
Mr. Kenyon’s paper is concerned, resolves itself into When 
the Diatessaron ascribed to Tatian, and introduced to the 
world by Padro Agostino Ciasca, of the Guild of Writers, 
to the Vatican, was written. On this question there is 
always a safe basis to begin upon—viz., the date of publica
tion. rlhis was in the year 1888 of human redemption, 
being the jubilee of the priesthood of His Holiness Pope 
Pecci, whom may the saints preserve. It is quite safe to 
start there. How far Mr. Kenyon can safely get beyond 
this in crossing the gulf of sixteen hundred years, I leavo 
him to decide. He may shew it conforms to the statement 
of Bar-Salibi, and to the fragments of the commentary 
ascribed to St. Ephrem. Who would produce a Tatian that 
did not ? But it does more. It conforms to orthodoxy. Dr. 
Hogg, its latest editor, says : “ If tho Diatessaron has 
been growing so as to represent tho ordinary text of tho 
canonical Gospels more completely, we have also evidence 
that suggests that it has been at some time or times purged 
of certain features that are lacking in these canonical 
Gospels.”* What, then, is the worth of its evidence l

According to “ Epiphanius ” (Hacr.,xlvi. l),the Dialessaron 
of Tatian was called the Gospel according to the Hebrews. 
But tho fragments of that Gospel, reproduced by Mr. E. B. 
Nicholson, are quite distinct from this Diatessaron. Then 
Theodoret (User., i. 20) tells us that Tatian, in his Diatessaron, 
cut out the genealogies and whatover other passages show 
that the Lord was born of the seed of David according to 
the flesh. This concoction omits the genealogies, possibly 
from the impossibility of reconciling them in one narrative,

* Ante-Nicene Christian Library, additional volume, p. 38 ; 1897.

but gives the story of Christ’s birth according to the flesh, 
and calls him the son of David, as in our Gospels. All the 
early Fathers who mention Tatian wrote of him as a heretic, 
and considered his Diatessaron heretical. Irenscus called 
him false, ignorant, and blind. Yet the Diatessaron pro
duced is orthodox, and, although Tatian condemned animal 
food and wine, gravely records that the Son of man came 
eating and drinking. It3 close conformity to our Gospels 
is curious, in view of Dr. Tischendorf’s admission : “ I have 
no doubt that very shortly after the books of the New 
Testament were written, and before they were protected 
by the authority of the Church, many arbitrary alterations 
and additions were made in them ” (Introduction to the 
Tauchnitz edition of N. T., p. xv.). Still more strange is 
its conformity to Tischendorf’s own Harmony of the Gospels, 
which is so close that it looks as if the compiler, in the 
second century, had been inspired to foreknow what 
Tischendorf would do in the nineteenth.

When the Lord takes to backing up Christian evidences 
we must look for such wonders. The sceptic asked for 
Tatian, and, lo, Tatian—or an imitation—is produced. 
Who knows but that some wandering Simonides may yet 
find the originals of the Gospels themselves; adorned, 
perhaps, with a photograph of their hero, and with Röntgen 
rays exhibiting the bones, blood, and nervous structure of 
the divinity ?

What, if genuine, does the Diatessaron prove 1 Its date, 
the very language in which it was originally written, is 
uncertain. It gives no information concerning the evange
lists, whose stories it copies; as to their personality, 
their character, or trustworthiness. Their yarns, inherently 
incredible, are no whit more worthy of credence if twisted 
together in a so-called harmony in the early days of the 
Church.

But the newly-found Logia ? Aye, there is a discovery 
indeed. Henceforth no one can take it for granted that 
any quotations found in the fathers are necessarily from 
our Gospels. They may be from some similar Logia 
which may yet turn up. For the ways of Providence aro 
very peculiar. J. M. Wheeler .

THE PRESENT LIFE.

In using tho phrase “ present life ” we do not wish it to be 
implied that we have any belief in a future state of exist
ence. Personally, we have no faith in any lifo “ beyond 
tho grave.” We rogard man as a combination of material 
parts depending for the manifestations termed life upon 
organic organization ; and it appears to us that, when the 
conditions necessary to functional activity are gone, life 
will cease. Of course we do not deny a future existence, 
for the simple reason that wo havo no means of obtaining 
any knowledge upon tho subject; and we hold that 
it would be unreasonable to cither affirm or deny that of 
which we know nothing. All the teachings which wo have 
oxamined in reference to “ another world ” seem to us 
merely speculations based upon emotional feeling, without 
any proof of their accuracy. The Agnostic position upon 
this question commends itself to us as being perfectly safe. 
With some knowledge of the present life, wo are aware of 
certain duties connected therewith; the first of which we 
think is, to seek to attain the highest possible self-improve
ment—physically, morally, and intellectually—and thus 
secure a healthy and well-regulated body ; and if wo have 
a “ soul ’’ it should be all the better for being allied with 
superior conditions. Then, if wo are to live again, that 
life will be the purer in consequence of our having realized 
a noble and exalted career on earth. We havo not tho 
slightest desire to condemn thoso who consider they havo 
evidonco to justify them in believing in another life. For 
years we have earnestly sought for that evidence, but havo 
found it not; and wo refuso to profess that to which 
our reason does not assent.

The present life, if properly regulated, is quite sufficient 
to satisfy the desires of Secularists. We do not believo 
that this world must necossarily be a “ vale of tears”; or, 
as tho Bible alleges, that wo “ were born in sin and 
sbapenod in iniquity,” and that, therefore, a person 
possesses a “ vile body.” It has been well said by a 
writer, whose name we forget for the moment: “ While 
Christians have quarrelled and fought each other on almost 
every other article of faith, they havo always agreed that
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to be worldly-minded is a sin, and that no one could be fit 
for heaven without learning to hold in light estimation the 
things of this world. But why should we despise it 1 Is 
it not our home 1 Do not the sweet memories of our child
hood cluster about its rocks and rills, woods and templed 
hills 1 Did not the very sunshine seem to bless us, as we 
roamed the fields or played upon its shores 1 With what 
delight we gathered flowers or reclined upon the sweet- 
scented grass in spring and summer, gathered fruit in 
autumn, tossed snow or skated over the ice in winter! 
As time flew on, did we not find a nobler pleasure in 
acquiring knowledge, and finding the world so much 
greater and more wonderful than we had been led to 
hope or dream 1 Are not these all made sacred by the 
remembrance of the brooding tenderness of a mother’s 
love and a father’s faithful and patient care 1 Was it not 
here that love first stirred our hearts with unspeakable 
emotion, and kindled us into heroic purpose and devotion ?” 
N o; with all life’s drawbacks we, as Secularists, do not 
despair of humanity if it can be once freed from the 
mischief and errors imposed upon it by kings and priests 
and their gloomy theology. We know that human nature is 
not wholly corrupt and abominable, incapable of good, and 
necessarily prone to wickedness. On the contrary, we are 
possessed with the inspiriting confidence that within our
selves lie the potencies that we need; that it is possible to 
devote our energies to the task of successfully removing 
evil from our midst, in the sure and certain hope of reap
ing a good harvest, providing that good sged be previously 
sown.

The fact is that for nearly two thousand year3 mankind 
have been taught a radically false and mischievous theory 
of existence. We have been told that God has bestowed 
Jt on us as a trust or a pledge ; need we wonder, therefore, 
that men have, like the man in the parable, buried their 
talents in the earth rather than wisely putting them to the 
best uses for their own welfare 1 If the old theological 
hypothesis of human life were the true one, such a life 
would, indeed, not be worth having. If the orthodox 
theory were correct; if we were environed by a subtle, 
tempting devil, by lusts and passions knocking perpetually 
at the heart, demanding admission; and if the penalty of 
yielding to those were to incur eternal damnation in hell, 
why then it would have been better ten thousand times 
that man had never been born. Upon this theory the 
Bible interrogatory of “ What shall it profit a man if he 
shall gain the whole world and loso his own soul ?” acquires 
a terrible significance. Happily, however, such teaching is 
as false as it would be fiendish. We are not human shuttle
cocks, to be bandied about between God and the Devil- 
now inclining towards hoaven, now sent spinning and 
whirling away towards the gates of hell. N o; science and 
reason have emancipated us from the rusty fotters and 
shackles of such theological figments. At last we have 
learned to recognise that we aro mon, independent of all 
supernatural powers, if such there b e; and with this 
recognition there have also come to us clearer, better, 
nobler, worthier notions respecting human existence.

The present life affords ample scope for practical works 
°f utility—a fact which concerns every Secularist whose 
aim it is to so act that the world shall be the better for the 
part he has played therein. On every side reforms are 
needed. Religion has to be divested of its priestly-invented 
preeds, its council-decreed dogmas, and its relentless teach
ing of futuro retribution. Church dignitaries have to be 
tnduced to use their ability and influence in instructing the 
People how properly to live, assuring them that such a 
course is the only safe preparation for a happy death. The 
schoolmaster must be impressed with the importance of 
aiding in tho training of the rising generation so that they 
may be enabled to master the important duties of life, and 
thus prove a credit to themselves and useful to others. 
I he moralist must be brought to acknowledge that ethical 
conduct consists in the performance of good actions apart 
from all theological considerations. The politician must 
bo convinced that his business is to labor for the extension 
°f the basis of national freedom, so that all qualified 
citizens shall share its advantages, regardless of class dis
tinctions or religious restrictions. The social reformor 
must be reminded that the laboring classes have still 
Unjust burdens imposed upon them; that the wrongs of 
Woman have to be removed, and her proper position in 
society recognised and maintained ; that the capitalist and 
laborer, having mutual responsibilities in the production

of wealth, should each have a fair share in the result of the 
alliance ; and that the working classes must be encouraged 
to rely upon themselves, and to act justly towards all with 
whom they come in contact. Finally, it should be under
stood that true social elevation can be only effectually 
secured by sound education and harmonious co-operation.

It will thu3 be seen that, if we wish to avail ourselves of 
the fullest advantages of the present life, we should do our 
best to construct a new order of things, to strive to effect 
a wide, universal change in the thought and action of 
society. In breaking down the wall of prejudice and 
superstition, upon which all supernatural religion is 
founded, consists the destructive work of Secularism ; 
while its constructive work simply means educating the 
people into accepting the great principle that all human 
improvement must be achieved by humanity alone,.without 
reference to the aid of any external Being, if such there be.

Ch a r l es  W atts.

COLOSSAL IMPUDENCE.*

A sm all band of irreconcilables professes to find external 
evidence fiom archaeology to combat the conclusions of 
the Higher Criticism. The work before us is typical of 
its class. Dr. Hommel puts forward four main proposi
tions :—

1. That the proper names contained in the Pentateuch 
agree in formation with proper names found upon Semitic 
monuments of an early date.

2. That the Minean and Sabcan inscriptions go back to 
a remote antiquity.

3. That the names of the eastern kings of tfenesis xiv. 
have been discovered upon the monuments.

4. That the Jews before the time of David spoke Arabic, 
and were ignorant of Hebrew.

It must be evident to everyone that, even if these four 
propositions were true, they would not concern the con
clusions of the Higher Criticism in the least degree ; but 
the Doctor, in the usual style of his school, flouts them all as 
if they were demonstrated facts of the highest importance 
to criticism. The truth of his propositions, however, is but 
a secondary matter, as it always is to the orthodox 
apologist.

I. —Dr. Hommel’s first assertion is not worth examina
tion ; for, of course, Semitic names must always be formed 
upon Semitic principles. Mr. G. B. Gray, in his Studies in  
Hebrew Proper Names (London ; 1896), has anticipated Dr. 
Hommel’s whole position, and he has articles in the 
Expositor and Expository Times which are well worth 
reading.

II. —The early date of the Minean and Sabean in
scriptions is a totally unproved hypothesis. When Glaser 
and Hommel have any trustworthy evidence in support of 
their theory we shall be glad to study it. These said 
inscriptions are in tho Ilimyaritic character, which was 
used in Arabia before the time of Mohammed, and which 
was the original of the modern Abyssinian, or Ethiopie, 
script. The Himyaritic alphabet is well known to scholars, 
and specimens may be seen in the British Museum. Some 
of the Himyaritic inscriptions are dated according to tho 
era of tho Scleucids ; and these dates only belong to tho 
third and fourth centuries of the Christian era. Dr. 
Halevy, Dr. Mordtmann, and Dr. Miiller, who are con
sidered tho highest authorities upon this subject, are 
totally opposed to Glaser’s suggestions of early date ; and 
it is nothing better than an imposition to throw Glaser and 
Ilommel’s tneories at the heads of the British public, which 
knows nothing of the question. Many of Dr. Glaser’s in
scriptions are not even published, and Hommel himself 
says, on page 16 of the present work : “ I earnestly hope 
that Edward Glaser will not oblige us to wait much longer
before he consents to open his treasure chambers.......He is,
however, very chary of his inscriptions, and only allows us
to examine them piecemeal.......A great benefit would be
conferred if these documents, which no one but a Glaser 
could have ferretted out and procured, were to be placed 
iu some museum where they would be available for general 
use.” (!) Dr. Glaser’s views are set forth in a work of two

*  The Ancient Hebrew Tradition, an llhvtlrated by the Monuments, 
A Protest acrainsb the Modern School of Old Testament Criticism. 
By I)r. F iitz Hommel. (S. P. C. K .; 1897.)



G28 'THE FREETHINKER. October 3, 1897.

volumes, entitled Skizze cler Geschichle und Geographie 
AraMens. The first of these volumes is unobtainable. 
The second is a thick book of 575 pages, with neither table 
of contents nor index. The inquirer, therefore, finds great 
difficulties before him. Dr. Glaser’s views on the antiquity 
of the Himyarite inscriptions are not new. They were 
anticipated in the Geography of Arabia of the notorious 
Rev. Charles Foster, upon grounds just as wild as his. 
But any crackbrained hypothesis is considered good enough 
for the purpose of combatting the Higher Critics.

III.—The pretence that the names of the kings in 
Genesis xiv. have been found upon the ‘cuneiform monu
ments can only be characterized as a gross fraud. But, 
even if they were, that would not prove Genesis xiv. to be 
historically true; nor would it affect the conclusions of 
Biblical critics. It is utterly untrue that the critics (as a 
whole) attack this chapter. On the contrary, many of 
them, from Ewald downwards, have treated this silly saga 
with the greatest respect, and have considered it as a piece 
of ancient history embedded among the Pentateuchal 
legends. In the Guardian of March 11, 1896, Canon Driver 
went into the whole question with his accustomed cautious 
deference to the views of his opponents ; and, after pointing 
out that no critic had ever contended that the names in 
Genesis xiv. 1 were unhistorical, he went on to say, very 
truly, “ That the historical character of a given person is 
in itself no guarantee of the credibility of a particular 
act”; and that the bearing of the alleged discoveries upon 
the credibility of the chapter was nil. But the whole of 
theso identifications are of such a strained and over-drawn 
character that they would be laughed at if urged in support 
of anything but a religious theory. They have only to be 
stated in order to prove their absurdity. A town in 
Babylonia was called Larsam. This is asserted to bo the 
Ellasar of Genesis. One of the kings of Larsam was named 
Kim-Agum, Kim-Sin, or Arad-Sin. These names are said 
to be the same as Arioch ! Some years ago Dr. Hommel was 
quite certain that Amraphel was a Babylonian king named 
Sin-muballit; but in 1892 ho announced that Amraphel 
was another individual named Khammurabi. So long as 
he can identify him with somebody, he is not particular 
who it is. As to Kedorlaomer, Mr. Pinches told the Victoria 
Institute in January, 1896, that he had discovered a 
Babylonian tablet, which is probably later in date than the 
Christian era; and upon this tablet was the name Ku-ku-ku- 
lit, which might possibly be an ideogram for Kedorlaomor! 
Of course it might as well be an ideogram for Dick Turpin. 
But the Dominican, Father Scheil, also discovered another 
tablet, upon which he read Ku-tur-nu-ukJi-ga-inar, as our old 
friend K., who seems to be recognised in any combination 
of cunieform characters. This latter discovery was put 
forward in an obscure Roman Catholic periodical—appar
ently without the cuneiform tex t; and it would appear 
from Dr. Hommcl’s translation that Kuturnu, etc., was a 
spirit or deity, if a name at all. As to Mr. Pinches’s paper, 
read before the Victoria Institute, it has never been printed in 
the proceedings or anywhere else; and it is impossible to 
get any information about it. Some favored individuals 
have seen a proof, marked “ Under Revision”; but 
ordinary persons havo to bo satisfied with mere hearsay. 
We are afraid that tho adherents of the Higher Criticism 
will not be converted by means of wild assertions about 
alleged discoveries whose authors keep their evidence so 
modestly in the background.

IV.—Dr. Hommel’s assertion, that tho ancient Hebrews 
spoko Arabic, is tho funniest proposition in the book. He 
does not condescend to inform us why Moses wroto his 
Laws in Hebrew, when the Jews did not understand that 
language until after the time of Joshua. It is also difficult 
to understand how this proposition is going to overthrow 
tho critical position. The difficulties are increased by our 
being told that the patriarch Jacob was an Aramean.

Orthodoxy must indeed bo in a bad case when it is con
sidered necessary so translate all this trash into English. 
The Alhenccum says that it is translated badly, and 
complains of the “ slovenly and untrustworthy character 
of the translation”; but any rendering would be good 
enough for such a work. Some of tho misrenderings are, 
however, made with a purpose; others seem to show that 
the translator was not familiar with tho subject of tho 
book. In a pretentious work like this, in which so many 
novel readings and theories are put forward, the least the 
author and translator could do would have been to give the 
Arabic, Hebrew, and cuneiform words in their native dress.

Many ’of tho assertions are unintelligible, with mere trans 
literations, except to a first-class oriental scholar (who 
would not take the trouble to read such rubbish); and they 
are evidently merely intended to throw dust into the eyes 
of the average reader by a display of much pretended 
learning. After wading through the work ourselves, how
ever, we can only offer the average reader our deepest com
miseration, should he attempt its perusal. Dr. Hommel s 
views will have to be put into a much more attractive 
shape before even the orthodox will tackle them.

ClIILPERIC.

THE GOSPEL NARRATIVES.

VIII.—The F orerunner of Christ .
It has been shown, in the first of this series of papers, 
that the Gospel accounts of the imprisonment and death 
of John the Baptist are, from beginning to end, fabrications. 
The only matter having to do with that individual which 
appears to be historical is, that a baptizer of that name 
made his appearance in Palestine during the reign of 
Herod Antipas, and was put to death by that tetrarch. It 
is very improbable indeed that the Baptist ever saw Jesus, 
and still more improbable that he bore testimony to tho 
divinity of that personage. If the writer of the primitive 
Gospel from which Matthew and Mark took their accounts 
thought it a meritorious act to fabricate the Gospel story 
of the death and imprisonment of this baptizer, he could 
have no scruples in concocting everything else now 
recorded of that individual in the Synoptics.

The Gospel used by the earliest Jewish Christians (i.e., 
the Ebionites) contained the following choice paragraph:—

“And when the people were baptized Jesus also 
came, and was baptized by John. And when he camo 
up from the water, the heavens were opened, and he 
saw tho holy Spirit of God in the form of a dove, which 
came down and came upon him. And a voice came from 
heaven saying, 1 Thou art my beloved Son; in thee I 
am well pleased.’ And agaiD, ‘ To day have I  begotten 
thee.' And immediately a great light shone round about 
the place; and John when he saw it saith to Jesus, ‘ Who 
art thou, Lord V And again a voice came from heaven 
to him : ‘ This is my beloved son, in whom I am well 
pleased.’ ”

If wo compare this paragraph with the parallol passages in 
the three Synoptical Gospels (Matt. iii. 13-17; Mark i. 
9-11; Luke iii. 21-22), wo shall see how tho original 
narrative has been altered and revised. Tho “ great 
light” which, it is stated, “ shone round about tho place,” 
and the words “ To-day have I begotten thoo,” aro omitted 
by all three. Also, Matthew records only tho second 
announcement by the voice—“ This is my beloved Son, in 
whom I am well pleased ”; whereas Mark and Luko givo 
only tho first—“ Thou art my beloved Son ; in thee 1 am 
well pleased.” Each evangelist had thus the authority of 
tho samo document for his version.

There cannot, also, bo much doubt that tho matters 
omitted by the Synoptists were in the earliest Gospel 
narratives, for Justin, who does not appear to have seen 
the canonical Gospels, says, when quoting from writings 
which ho calls the “ Memorabilia ” of the apostles (Dial. 
88) : —

“ And then, when Jesus had gone to tho river Jordan, 
where John was baptizing, and when ho had stepped 
into the water, a fire was kindled in the Jordan; and
when be came up from the water...... the Holy Spirit
alighted upon him in the shape of a dove...... and a voice
came at the same time from heaven...... ‘Thou art my
son ; this day have 1 begotten thee,’ meaning that he was 
then born to men, when their knowledge of him first 
began.'

Here, it will be seen, the “ great light ” which, in tho 
primitive Gospel, shone upon the Jordan had becomo in 
Justin’s day a “ fire” burning in the Jordan.

The passage which suggested to tho original Gospel 
writer the little fiction of the voice from heaven is found 
in tho Second Psalm (verso 7), and reads :—

“ The Lord said unto me, Thou art my son ; this day 
have I begotten thee.”

Assuming David to have been tho writer of this passage— 
as was believed by all the early Christians—he was tho 
person whom “ the Lord ” called his son. Of this there 
cannot be tho shadow of a doubt. The words wero
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certainly not addressed to one who was not born until ten 
centuries after the time of David—that is to say, Jesus; 
neither can they, with any regard to truth, be twisted into 
so doing. Yet so deeply rooted was the practice of per
version and misrepresentation among the early Christians 
that, as a matter of fact, we find it three times distinctly 
stated in the New Testament that the passage was written 
concerning Christ (Acts xiii. 33 ; Ileb. i. 5 ; v. 5). Look
ing at all the circumstances, I have no hesitation in saying 
that, had the passage in the Old Testament never been 
written, we should never have had a story of a voice repeat
ing it in the New.

In the account of the Baptist in the Fourth Gospel (i. 
32-34) that individual is represented as saying of Jesus:—

“ I have beheld the Spirit descending as a dove out of 
heaven; and it abode upon him. And I  knew him not; 
but be that sent me to baptize with water, he said unto 
me, Upon whomsoever thou shalt see the Spirit descending, 
and abiding upon him, the same is he that baptizeth with 
the Holy Spirit. And I have seen, and have borne 
witness that this is the Son of God.”

According to this statement, the Baptist did not know 
Jesus until after the alleged descent of the “ Spirit ” upon 
him ; but, if we turn to Matthew’s account, wo find it 
plainly implied that he did know him :—

“ Then cometh Jesus from Galilee to Jordan unto 
John, to be baptized of him. But John forbade him, 
saying, 1 have need to be baptized of thee, and comest 
thou to me 1”

This was before the descent of the “ Spirit,” and before 
tho grand announcement by the voice. We have, then, in 
these conflicting statements a clear indication that the 
story of the baptism is a fabrication ; and this view is con
firmed by another incident related in two of the Gospels 
(Matt. xi. 2-3; Luke vii. 18-20). In tho first of these 
passages we read :—

“Now, when John heard in the prison the works of 
Christ, ho sent two of hi.s disciples, and said unto him, 
Art thou he that should come, or look wo for another 1”

Here it is evident that had John really beheld the “ Spirit” 
descend upon Jesus, and had he heard a voice from heaven 
proclaiming Christ tho beloved Son of God, he could not 
have had a doubt upon the subject, and would not have 
found it necessary to send and ask such a cpiestion. It 
may, of course, bo said that ono of tho versions of tho 
baptism story is true, and the latter incident fictitious. 
In that case wo havo but another illustration of tho fact 
that we are dealing, not with history, but with a mass of 
Christian fabrications.

Wo come now to a matter which may assist us in 
deciding whether the other Gospel statements respecting 
tho Baptist aro fact or fiction. All four evangelists repre
sent this baptizor as tho forerunner of Christ, and they all 
stato that his coming was foretold by Isaiah (Matt. iii. 
1-3; Mark i. 3; Luke iii. 4; John i. 23). Taking tho 
first of tlicso accounts, the great perverter Matthew 
says :—

“ In those days cometli John the Baptist, preaching in 
tho wilderness of Judea, saying, Repent ye: for the 
kingdom of heaven is at hand. For this is he that was 
spoken of by Isaiah the prophet, saying, The voice of 
one crying in the wilderness, Mako yo ready tho way of 
the Lord, mako his paths straight.”

The quotation is from Isaiah xl., a chapter written towards 
the closo of the exile in Babylon—that is, about two 
hundred years after the time of tho prophet Isaiah. Tho 
Writer says (xl. 1-G):—

“ Comfort ye, comfort ye, my people, saith your God- 
Speak ye comfortingly to Jerusalem, and cry unto her 
that her time of service is accomplished, that her
iniquity is pardoned...... The voice of one that crieth,
Prepare ye in the wilderness the way of the Lord, make
level in the desert a highway for our God...... The voice of
ono saying, Cry. And I said, What shall I cry? All 
flesh is grass, and all the goodliness thereof is as the 
flower of tho field,” etc.

Here tho writer, whom for convenience wo will call Isaiah, 
speaks of himself as one “ crying.” Tho Lord (i.c., tho 
Cod Jehovah) is represented as telling his prophet to 
comfort tho people, to proclaim, or cry out to them, com- 
forting news, to declare to them that their service in 
Labylon was near its end, and their transgressions (for 
which the captivity was said to be a punishment) were 
forgiven. Two voices are mentioned—Jehovah’s and Isaiah’s 
—and they are a little mixed. First, the voice of “ the

Lord ” commands his servant to comfort the people; tho 
prophet then speaks of himself as a voico crying—but not 
“ in the wilderness,” as stated in the Gospel quotations. 
Again the voice of “ the Lord ” commands the seer to cry, 
to which that individual responds by asking, “ What shall 
I cry ?” Then he commences his cry by proclaiming, “ All 
flesh is grass,” etc. The writer may have considered this 
language comforting; but, whether he did or not, he him
self was the one crying, and that is the only point with 
which we have to do.

The reference is to the pioneer road-making which was 
often necessary before the march of an eastern army 
through a desert country. The “ highway ” which the 
prophet called upon the people to preparo was to facilitate 
the return of the Jews from exile, there being about five 
hundred miles of desert between Babylon and Judea. In 
accordance with this view we read in the same book : —

“ And there shall be an highway for the remnant of his 
people, which shall remain, from Assyria” (xi. 16). “For 
they shall see eye to eye when the Lord returneth to
Zion...... For ye shall not go out in haste, neither shall
ye go by flight: for the Lord will go before you; 
and the God of Israel will be your rearward ” (lii. 8,12).

Jehovah returned to Zion when his people returned from 
captivity; he marched invisibly at their head, and guided 
and protected them. Isaiah’s language seems to have been 
based upon the following passage :—

“ Sing unto God, sing praises to his name : cast up a 
highway for him that rideth through the desert; his name
is Jah ; and exult ye before him...... he bringeth out tho
prisoners into prosperity ; but the rebellious dwell in a 
parched land. O God, when thou wentest forth 
before thy people, when thou didst march through the
wilderness...... yon Sinai trembled at the presence of
God, the God of Israel ” (Psalm lxviii. 4-8).

Tho reference in the latter portion of this paragraph is to 
tho Exodus from Egypt. In the passage quoted in the 
Gospels Isaiah has employed precisely the same language. 
There is no prediction of an individual who should preparo 
tho way for a new teacher by preaching, baptizing, and 
directing attention to such a personage. The reference is 
simply to tho making of a road through the desert as a 
passage for tho God Jehovah and his people. Tho misrepre
sentation in this case turns upon the peg, “ tho Lord.” 
Tho Gospel-writers, in common with many other early 
Christians, considered it legitimate to apply to Jesus any
thing they found stated in the Old Testament respecting 
the God Jehovah—both personages being called by them 
“ the Lord.” Hence, in tho example under consideration, 
Isaiah is said to mean tho Baptist, and Jehovah Christ— 
another clear case of deliberate misrepresentation.

Let us now, in order to get fresh light upon the Subject, 
compare what Jesus says of himself with what tho Baptist 
says of Jesus, as recorded in the Fourth Gospel:—

Words of J esus. Words of the Baptist.
“ Iiowbeit he that sent mo 

is true; and the things which 
I  heard from him, these
speak I unto the world......
as the Father taught me, I 
speak these things” (viii. 26, 
28).

“ For the Father loveth the 
Son...... he hath given all judg
ment unto the Sod...... lie
that heareth my word, and 
believeih him that sent me, 
hath eternal life” (v. 20,22, 
24).

“ What he hath seen and 
heard, of that ho bearoth
witness...... that God is true.
For he whom God hath sent 
speaketh the words of God ” 
(iii. 32, 34).

“ The Father loveth the Son, 
and hath given all things into 
his hand, lie that believeih 
on the Son hath eternal life” 
(iii. 35, 36).

lloro, it will be observed, the Baptist uses precisely tho 
same languago as Jesus. lie  speaks of God as “ tho 
Father,” and Jesus as “ the Son.” lie  knows that Jesus 
was sent by God; that “ God is true”; that Jesus bore 
witness of what ho had seen and heard in heaven, and 
therefore spoke “ the words of God ”; that “ the Father ” 
loved “ tho Son,” and had “ given all things into his hand”; 
and that whoever believed on Jesus would obtain “ eternal 
life.” Ho knows, in fact, as much as Jesus himself, and is 
evidently in tho confidence of “ the Father.” No one in 
his senses could imagino ono who had such a full knowledge 
of God’s plans relative to “ tho Son” and to the redemp
tion of mankind sending disciples to ask, “ Art thou ho 
that should come ? or look we for another ?”

But tho words hero ascribed to the Baptist must bo set 
aside as a fabrication ; for, it is scarcely necessary to say,
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the statements put in the baptizer’s mouth belong not to 
that alleged forerunner, but to the writer of the Gospel 
himself, who, it has already been shown, manufactured the 
sayings he has placed in the mouth of Jesus. In short, 
there cannot, I think, be any reasonable doubt that all the 
circumstances related of the Baptist in the Gospels are of 
the same questionable character—that is to sav, matters 
obviously fabricated to show the superiority of Jesus.

A br ac ad abr a .

DOUBLE-PROXY; OR, VICARIOUS BELIEF IN 
VICARIOUS ATONEMENT.

“ Beliovo in the Lord Jesus Christ, and thou eh alt be saved, and 
thy home."— Messrs. P aul and S ilas.

0  P a r e n t  ! save your children 
From the doom of Christian ’Doxy ; 

Remember that a household
Can be saved from Hell by proxy.

Believe in Joseph’s step-son,
And you’ll save your house—tho’ vile as 

The best of Bible worthies—
As declared by Paul and Silas.

You never need be fearful
Of your children being roasted ;

Believe, yourself, and, Presto!
They are saved and Holy-ghosted !

Don’t heed the counter statements 
Of the Son of Joseph’s sly lass,

Nor those of James and Peter ;
But attend to Paul and Sila3.

Have faith in- Mary’s eldest,
Tho Apostlo told his keeper,

And you and yours are rescued 
From the doup-less pit, or deeper.

G. L. M a c k e n z ie .

TRUTH THE TEST OF RIDICULE.

On the Zangwillian principle of reversing trite, and ofttimas 
untruthful, aphoiisms, one occasionally arrives at curiously 
apposite conclusions. Thus, ridicule may bo discovered to 
be less frequently an effective test of truth than truth is 
an effective test of ridicule. But are we, therefore, to 
abandon ridicule as a salutary detergent—decry its powers 
in face of its results l God forbid! Is it thought that, 
because somo people are dull and prosy and commonplace, 
innocent of smiles and insusceptible to mirth, there shall 
be no more Rabelaisian fun made out of religious tom
foolery, no more wit or humor exercised in the scarifying 
of sanctimonious cant and shams ? Are we ever to treat 
Superstition with ceremonious respoct, bowing to tho 
convicted culprit as he descends from tho dock, and 
shedding crocodile tears because hi3 villainy has been dis
covered and exposed ?

Let us consider—to whom are we asked to speak with 
bated breath and whispering humbleness ? Who are they, 
and how many of them ? So few, indeed, as to be abso
lutely inconsiderable. The saintly seraph-creatures, who 
live in a transcendental atmosphere of ecstatic fervor quito 
beyond the range of rude and ugly facts, and who are to 
be approached in the upper storey only by Freethinking 
burglars wiih dark lanterns and rubber shoes—where are 
they ? As a man of the world, living and moving in the 
world, I knock against but few of them, and thoy are such 
that one would, instinctively on contact, be glad to leavo 
alone. I begin, indeed, to think that this crowd of super
sensitive souls, who are fashioned so slenderly, and who are 
to be handled with so much care, exist more in the 
imagination of Christian strategists than in real life.

In real life what do I find 1 A general indifference to 
theological teachings—a dull and dead feeling which the 
clergy themselves deplore. To the bulk of work-a-day 
people, who give a nominal assent to the prevalent super
stition, a Freethought discourse—modelled as the enemy 
would wish it—would be caviare as are the present pulpit 
pratings. One must be severe and satirical—if not 
sensational—to be understood. The great reformers of tho

world were never mealy-mouthed—meanly apologetic to 
the abuses which they meant to sweep away. They 
painted with a big brush and in lurid colors, and their 
methods were justified by tho success achieved.

If ridicule be one of the weapons employed, it is well to 
remember that, when used as a test of truth, it must itself 
be tested by truth and good taste, and that, as a discreet 
smile differs from a grin through a horse-collar, so an 
ineffective exercise of wit may, in Falstaffian phrase, be 
simply “ the cause of wit in others.” X.

JONAH AND THE WHALE.

Most modern Christians are rather shy of the story of 
Jonah being swallowed by a whale, and are inclined to 
think it is one of those divine revelations about which the 
less said the better. Dr. Lyman Abbott has been bold 
enough to say that it is without any historical foundation, 
although the story and the whale are certified to by our 
Blessed Lord and Savior, Jesus Christ. Indeed, Christ puts 
his own resurrection, after three days’ burial, on a parallel 
with the three days' immurement of Jonah in the whale’s 
belly, and the inference is that, if Jonah did not actually 
live in the whale and come safe to land, neither did Jesus 
resurrect. But Dr. Lyman Abbott finds a beautiful allegory 
in the legend of Jonah, and so may one find another allegory 
in the fable of the resurrection. The trouble is, that when 
you say a tale is an allegory, everyone may put on it his 
own interpretation. One person may say Jonah represents 
the sun swallowed up by the sea monster at night, and re- 
emerging at dawn. Another rationalizer will find he was a 
sailor, who spent three days and nights in a tavern with the 
sign of “ The Whale.”

According to the Rabbins, Jonah was the son of tho 
widow of Zarephath (1 Kings xvii.), whom Elijah restored 
to life (the son, not the widow) by stretching himself upon 
him three times. This would date him about 000 b c. 
Most critics incline to put him considerably later. The 
Rabbis, however, were knowing fellows, and probably had 
a meaning in thus identifying Jonah with the child who 
was miraculously restored from death by E ijah. Jesus 
Christ emphatically says that Jonah—not the whale—was 
a sign, and “ as Jonah was a sign unto the Ninevites, so 
shall also the Son of Man be to this generation.” What we 
have to do is to consider what these signs signified. For 
this purpose we may do well to go to Nineveh and though 
we cannot get there like Jonah, who must have gone all the 
way round Africa and up the Persian Gulf, we can easily 
get to the Assyrian galleries of the British Museum. Here 
we shall see the fnh-god, and the priest within the fish. Or 
we may read the story in Berosus and Layard of the fish- 
god Cannes, whose body was that of a fish and his voice that 
of a man. During the day he taught the Chaldeans the 
arts and sciences, and at night returned to the sea. 
Certainly there were those in Babylonia who worshipped 
tho fish, and who believed that wisdom came out of the 
waters. The priest in ritual placed himself within the 
skin of tho fisn, and there is strong reason to beliove that 
this was a rite of initiation to assimilate oneself to the fish, 
as in a bear-dance one wore a bearskin, and tho buffalo 
horns in the dance of the buffalo.

A Pagan parallel to the story of Jonah may, perhaps, be 
found in that told by Lycophron and Ilellanicus concern
ing Hercules. Hesion«, the beautiful daughter of King 
Laomedon, was given in sacrifice to a whale. When the 
monster approached her, Hercules leaped down his throat, 
and for three days and nights maintained a con flic", till at 
length the monster expired, and the hero emerged unharmed, 
save by the loss of his hair, which, by the heat of this animal, 
had been made to fall from his head, so that the placo where 
the wool ought to grow appeared like the nut of a new-born 
child, or that of a tonsured monk. These similes are not 
chosen capriciously, for the monk’s tonsure is a rite of 
initiation, symbolizing the new-born, imitating tho appear
ance of the head of a new-born child. Hercules rescued 
Hesione, much as Perseus rescued Andromeda from the sea 
monster.

Colonel Claude R. Conder, in tho Quarterly Statement of 
the Palestine Exploration Fund for July, 1881 (pp 211-218), 
describes a bronze tablet found in Syria, in wtnch two of 
the figures, standing at the head and foot of a bier, “ are 
robed in the peculiar fish-headed costume, with a scaly body 
and fish tail, which is supposed to be symbolical of the 
mythical Oannes, who, according to Berosus, issued from the 
Persian gulf and taught laws and arts to tho early dwellers 
on the Euphrates.” Probably what is depicted is a rite of 
initiation, the figure on the bier being the candidate, and 
the Oannes figure being the representative. Some have 
found a similarity between Oannes and Jonah, and con
jecture that the tale of' a whalo may have been suggested 
by the initiation into tho fish-priest order.

L uciaNus.
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A C I D  D R O P S .

Mr. T om Ma n n  took time bv the forelock on Sunday, 
speaking twice in the Grand Theatre, Nottingham, before 
the opening of the Church Congress. Mr. Mann wanted to 
know what the Church was going to do for the people ; in 
other words, whether it proposed to help the workers 
in their struggle against capital, especially the women 
w®tkers. Of course he was only taking advantage of a 
polden opportunity to point his moral and adorn his tale, 
ni? c0,uld hardly have been serious in honing that the 
Church would turn right round upon itself, and attempt 
what it was never designed for. The real, and indeed the 
only, business of the Church is to show the people the way 
to heaven ; and if that business is played out, then the only 
thing to be done with the Church is to disestablish and dis
endow it.

Mr. Mann was moro himself, and more felicitous, when he 
saul that the Church Congress was meeting at Nottingham 
to tell more fairy tales.” He was also wpII inspired in 
telling his hearers “ not to be led astray by clergymen, who 
w°u d make them believe that there could be no heaven on 
Kvn-, on earth they mu it do the preacher’s
Bidding, and wait for joy in the heaven to come.”

Nottingham being a Dissenting city, the High Churchmen 
are keeping in the background at the parsons’ palaver. 
The population of the lace city is 230,000. The Church 
communicants, as estimated by the c'ergy themselves, 
number but 9,500. The number of confirmations last year 
was given as 1,200, of whom only 431 were males.

Rev. J. Guinness Rogers takes ’Mr. Arthur Clayden to 
task, in the Daily News, for standing_ up for secular 
education. Mr. Rogers admits that this is what “ we_ reli
gious stalwarts ” proposed in 1870, and it is still “ logically 
right.,” bub practically it is all wrong, as the Compromise 
works so well and so satisfactorily. What does this mean, 
after all 1 Simply th is: Mr. Clayden stands up for a 
principle, and Mr. Rogers deserts it. The fact that he 
expects to gain something, as against the Church, does 
not add to the dignity of his position.

Athelstan Riley writes to the Church Times protesting 
against the policy of Mr. Higgle in shirking the religious 
question and appealing to Conservatives and ratepayers on 
the issue of economy, “ that issue affording him the most 
certain chance of obtaining his majority and the chairman
ship.” This Mr. Riley protests against, and appeals to 
Churchmen to supDort onlv candidates approved by the 
Voluntary Schools Defence Union.

It appears to have been a “ Labor Church” meeting that 
Mr. Mann was addressing. Another meeting of the same 
body was addressed by the “ Dotser Parson,” the llev. Mr. 
Ceilings. According to the Daily News reporter, the con
gregation was grave and attentive, but it did not consist of 
working men. “ I should say,” he observes, “ that it was 
largely compos°d of middle-class people, who went to the 
theatre merely to learn for themselves what the Labor 
Church is.”

Another Peculiar People case has occurred in Southwark
^roner Langham held an inquest respecting the death of 

Walter Frederic Osborne, aged threo years and five months. 
According to the medical evidence, deceased suffered from 
Bronchial pneumonia mid congestion of the brain. Nodoctor 
bad been called in, but an elder had laid hands upon the boy 
Rnd anointed him with oil. A special prayer meeting had 
also been held a few days before the child’s death. As the 
doctor who made the post-mortem examination could not 
Positively say that medical assistance would have saved tho 
child’s life, the coroner held that the father should have the 
benefit of the doubt and not be sent for trial ; and tho jury, 
acting on this direction, returned a verdict of natural death, 
adding that they “ believed the child’s life might have been 
saved but for the father’s stupidity.”

Stupidity ! That’s a good word. But it is applicable to 
others as well as tho Peculiar People. Every Christian is 
stupid as far as he is a Christian. And if a man is stupid 
who follows tho orders of Jametand Jesus Christ, what are 

to think of those who gave the orders ? Tho jury ought 
to tackle that (juestion, especially if they profess and call 
themselves Christians. They should also consider whether 
*t is wise or honest to take an oath on the very book which 
contains the “ stupid ” orders of James and Jesus Christ.

After the coroner had “ censured" the father for being a 
">nii Christian, the poor man himself had an innings, 

and this is what he said : “ Before God saved my soul I used 
to have a doctor. But after he did that, it was such a 
JBighty work that I believed he was well able to save and 
., aJ my body. I could not trust in God and man too, and 
'O'! will not have half a heart. Since then he has been all- 

tolucient for me and my family, and he has healed them 
a a ny times.” ___

. Ibis is the language of sincerity, and if the Bible be true 
t is the language of common sense. The real question, 
berefore, is th is: Is the Bible true ? That is to say, is 
■ the Word of God? If it is, that poor laborer, Arthur 
ishorne, is right, and the coroner and jury are wrong. 

Pnd if the coroner and jury profess to believe that the
Ihblo
thin is true, that it is tho Word of God, they are some- 

ing moro than wrong ; they are thoroughly illogical, and 
beir bullying of this poor, honest Christian is a piece oflying
V|,etched hypocrisy.

Chtistians are always talking about Providence. They 
I?*16 Mamlet’s saying, “ There is a special providence in tho 

T i °i a sparrow,” wliich of course is a philosophic«! para- 
tlAra8°- a well-known saying of Jesus Christ. Well, if 

fire is a special providence in the fall of a sparrow—and 
£ e bave the authority of the second person of the Trinity 
th i 6 8tatement— is there not also a special providence in 
do t Bat‘h a child ? And if there is, physic is useless, and 

ctors are unnecessary; in fact, the science and art of 
6i*icine are a perfect farce.

Dr. Rigg objects to the Apostles’ Creed being taught in 
Board schools, though, he says, it is contained in the 
Wesleyan Conference Catechism. He is afraid lest it be 
explained in the interest of the Church. But does not that 
exactly apply to the Bible, to which we object ?

The sudden deaths, almost simultaneously, of Gregory 
Yussef. the Melchite patriarch, residing at Damascus, and 
Cyril Behnam Benni, the Syrian patriarch, residing at 
Mardin, have given rise at the Vati#an to suspicion of foul 
play. Religious enmity and opposition to the Pope’s scheme 
for the re-union of the Oriental Churches aro supposed to 
have been at the bottom of i \

The Rev. Mr. Miller, vicar of South Cave, applied to Lord 
Grimthorpe, Chancellor of tho diocese of York, for a faculty 
to put up a reredos in his church. Lord Grimthorpa 
severely censured the vicar, and mulcted him in costs. In 
the Anglican Church that is allowed in London and Lincoln 
which is declared illegal in York. Such is ecclesiastical law.

In a certain Midland town tho Wesleyans wanted to 
enlarge their chapel, and to do this it was necessary to 
erect a scaffold pole in the next-door garden, which belonged 
to a Baptist. This gentleman refused to oblige them. He 
would not have his ground soiled with the Wesleyan scaffold 
pole. In good, forcible, pious language, he said he “ would 
not let them have a ----- inch.” So they still love one another.

The old Pope is said to be preparing for his end. It 
has long been the talk of Rune that in the lifetime of Pio 
Nono an old prophet-priest, known as Padre Philippo, said : 
“Cardinal Pecci will be tho next Pope, and he will reign for 
twenty years.” Pecci was chosen chiefly because the other 
cardinals thought him weakly, so that another turn would 
soon come ; but he soon showed renewed vitality, and has 
taken up every work with confidence in the old Padre’s 
prediction that he had twenty years before him. Pius IX. 
departed on February 8, 1878, and now Leo XIII. thinks it 
time he put his private affairs in order.

Among the illiterate of the Pennsylvania Germans, says 
Dr. W. J. Hoffman, of Washington, D.C., diseases are sought 
to bo cured by laying on of bands, breathing upon tho 
affected part, charms, incantations, exorcisms, making passes 

ith the hands, and crosses with the index finger, at the 
same time pronouncing tho name of Jesus and coupling 
therewith some act in his life. The medicine-man there is 
still undifferentiated from the priest. Sneezing is always 
followed by the utterance of “ helf Gott,” or “ Amen,” an 
old and very extensive custom. They also divine with the 
rod, reciting the following words : “ Thou Archangel Gabriel,
I beseech thee through God, the Almighty, if there is water 
here, or not, to indicate it.” It is supposed that the rod will 
tip towards the ground if water is beneath the surface.

The Daily Chronicle has received a “ long and pathetic 
letter” from the Barcelona prisoners immured in the fortress 
of Montjuicb. They have all been acquitted by the court 
which tried them, yet after f mrteen months they are still 
kept in confinement, because they have not the means to pay 
for thmr passage to some other country. There are about 
a hundred and twenty of them, and their  ̂fate is a scandal 
to civilization as well as an infamy to Spain.

Spain has been ruined by the Catholic Church—that is, 
by Christianity. After the terrible story of the tortures 
inflicted on the Barcelona reformers, there comes a letter 
from tin Phi lijiiuo I-land«, \yjich sho.vs that sim 1 r
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atrocities are being perpetrated there. The writer speaks 
from personal knowledge; his letter is addressed to the 
Howard Association in LondoD, and is published in the 
Daily News. We reproduce it for our own readers: “ I 
have not been in Cuba; but the atrocities committed there, 
and denounced in the leading American papers, are only 
mild instances of the ferocious barbarity practised by the 
Spaniards in the Phillipines. There, at the present  ̂day, 
one sees the omnipotent friars reigning in all their pristine 
glory, asserting their preponderance over the civil power, 
living in debauchery and concupiscence, setting even the 
Roman Church at defiance, by means of the enormous 
wealth accumulated at the expense of these patient islanders. 
It is a state of affairs incredible to those who have not lived 
in the islands. During; the present rebellion they have been 
the instigators of the bloodshed and torture of their unfor
tunate political prisoners, on whose sufferings these worthy 
disciples of Torquemada have revelled with delight. I can 
confirm nearly all that has appeared in the Press on the 
torture. I know personally many of the victims, prominent 
and enlightened Phillipines, who have been maimed for life, 
and others have succumbed ; while many of the tortures 
applied are too disgusting for publication, such as—[here 
the writer describes certain horrible tortures which cannot 
be described in our columns]—the first of which I have 
myself seen practised.”

A subscriber, who has lately visited Spain, writes : “ Not 
long since a Spanish Liberal newspaper mentioned the fact 
that several noted Spanish professors and scholars had lately 
met in conference on the subiect of education in Spain, and 
that the conference received no notice from the Spanish 

ress. But, said the article, 1 if it had been a conference of 
ull-fighters or priests,’ all the press of Spain would have 

given particulars of the meeting.”

The agricultural districts of Spain, says our correspondent, 
are in a deplorable condition, the peasants working very 
long hours for a mere pittance. They live in dirty hovels, 
devoid of the decencies or necessities of life, and with no pro
vision made for their education. Eighty-two per cent, of the 
population, according to the official statement, cannot 
read. This is holy Spain, where religion rules.

The Christian Commonwealth has an article on Hommel’s 
now book, entitled “ The Turn of the Tide.” It glories in 
the thought that the days of the “ Destructionists” are 
over. We commend the editor’s attention to the article by 
“ Cbilperic ” in our present number.

“ Healer ” Schlatter has left a book of revelation, in which 
he says “A New Dispensation is approaching.” Here is an 
extract: “ Father says that Robert Q. Ingersoll is a man of 
great faith, only the professing Christians have given him 
too much material to use against religion by their hypocrisy 
and mouth worship. Had they lived the principles Jesus 
taught, Mr. Ingersoll would have found fewer facts, and less 
insincerity to hold up to scorn, and he would not have had 
the chance to say so much. Father says ho has faith in the 
Unseen Forces, and is ready for the impending change.”

The New York Herald is giving Mr. George Smith’s 
Creation tablets from Assyria as if it was a new discovery, 
and speaks of “ Professor Smith, the famous English Assyrio- 
logist,” as if still living. Is Professor Baum responsible for 
tliis 1 ___

A petition was presented to the Sydney Presbytery from 
the Itev. J. Benvie, Presbyterian minister of West Maitland, 
directing attention to certain published statements of the 
Rev. L. M. Isitt, the temperance lecturer, which, it was 
contended, gravely reflected on a minister of the Presby
terian Church. What Mr. Isitt states is that a Presbyterian 
minister of Sydney was drunk on the street, and picked out 
of the gutter by the Rev. Routledge.

The Sydney Bulletin is a lively, but it is also a cautious, 
paper. _ A correspondent writes to know the Bulletin's views 
of Christianity. The answer is : “ What do you mean by 
Christianity, and wo will tell you what our views are upon 
i t ” A similar answer might servo for those who ask about 
God. Trot out your God before you ask our opinion of him.

The Bulletin got a good answer to another question it 
asked : “ 1 What do the early Christians in ‘ The Sign of the 
Cross ’ do for a living '¡’ That’s an easy one. Like the folk 
who took m each other’s washing, they earn a humble but 
honest livelihood by preaching the Gospel to each other.”

Bits of the old, old story, from the evidence in a 
Melbourne alleged criminal assault case :—The complainant 
was a prepossessing girl, aged fifteen years and eleven 
months......Accused was a teacher in the Brighton Presby
terian Sunday-school. They first met there, as she was a
scholar in his class......They were improperly intimate in a
paddock, and he then left her, saying he had a mission

service to attend at the church, and expected to see her
there...... She admitted that a letter produced, in which a
number of improper questions and answers appeared, was 
written by her to the accused. She got the questions from 
another girl at a Band of Hope meeting.—Sydney Bulletin.

Of what religion is a shark ? Says Rev. W. G. Taylor in 
the Primitive Methodist of New South Wales : “ A traveller 
had recently said that in Australia and America they had 
found the Methodists the pioneers of religion everywhere, 
and when he was going to Australia a shark was caught, and 
in it they found a ticket of Methodist membership.”

Who says the lion will not lie down with the lamb—inside 
him ? The Unitarians of Boston have met the Trinitarians 
in friendly conference at the Isle of Shoals, and indulged in 
much kindly talk about Christian re-union. Some think 
this indicates that people are ceasing to care a bawbee 
whether Jesus was God, man, or mixture.

An embarrassing scandal has arisen in a Lancashire town 
much frequented by holiday-makers. A lady who has for 
twenty years been an active member of a Nonconformist 
Church, and a Sunday-school teacher, turns out to be a 
person of the male persuasion. It appears that her (or 
rather his) sex was, for monetary reasons, concealed from 
birth. This person has shared the feminine confidences of 
many dear sisters in the Lord, and their distress of mind at 
the exposure may be easily imagined.

Peter Lombard tells in the Church Times of a man of 
God who was asked to take the duty for a clergyman just 
back from his honeymoon. On turning to the occasional 
prayers, he saw a notice : “ The prayers of the Church are 
desired on behalf of Anna Smith.” He read it out to the 
astonishment of the congregation, the incumbent, and the 
bride ; Anna Smith being the incumbent’s former wife, who 
had died some months previously.

An earthquake in Italy, a landslide in the Chilkat Pass, 
the plague in India, and bad harvests in Russia and 
Ireland, are among recent illustrations of merciful Provi
dence.

Probably the orthodox will think they were “ infidel” 
burglars who broko into the parish church of St. Mary, 
Long Crendon, Bucks, and not only stole what they couid 
lay hands on, but actually tried to burn down the holy 
edifice. But men who would rob a church, when they could 
find much better swag at the parson’s house, can hardly 
have brains enough to do “ infidels." They must be Chris
tians gone a bit wrong.

Mrs. Besant finds that Madame Blavatsky foretold the 
troubles through which the Theosophical Society is passing, 
but this unfavorable “ cycle” is to end next year, certainly 
before the end of the century. “ This society,” Mrs. Besant 
says, “ is the ark of spiritual truth,” and those who do any 
sort of work for it are “ the privileged of the earth.” It 
reminds us of the glorious reign of the saints on earth, 
which was always going to begiD, though somehow it never 
got a real start. “ Ye are the salt of the earth,” said Jesus. 
“ We are the salt of the earth,” says Mrs. Besant, The one 
is as accurate, and modest, as the other.

The vicar of the parish church of Folkestone is working 
the oracle with a lot of old bones, which are supposed to be 
relics of St. Eauswythe. They were exposed tho other 
evening within tho “ altar” rails, surrounded by five lighted 
candles. A number of credulous fools passed by in single 
file, most of them bowing nearly to the ground beforo theso 
“ mortal remains,” perhaps of a sheep or some other four
legged animal. Even supposing tho relics to bo human, it 
may be imagined what the old Reformers would think and 
say of this “ worshipping of dead men’s bones.”

A characteristic comment was made by a Dublin gallery 
habitué on a curious dramatic hitch which occurred some 
years ago at the Queen’s Theatre. A very portly Mephis
topheles, in somo Paust extravaganza, had to “go home.” 
The dramatic Devil was, like Hamlet, “ fat and scant of 
breath,” and as he sank through a small circular trap—a 
sort of “ converted vampire,” to be technical—he stuck. The 
demons below tugged at liis crimson legs in vain ; the 
mortals above tried to stuff him down ; everything was 
useless—and then, over the delighted Dublin din that rose 
from the whole house, came a still, small voice : “ Well, 
boys, that’s a comfort, anyway—hell’s full !” The curtain 
came down with a run.

“ How shall we check tho Sundav bicycle ?” demanded tho 
president of the Christian Citizens’ Reform League. “ Same 
as trunks,” courteously suggested the commercial tourist, 
who had wandered in merely because he saw a crowd.
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H r. Foote’s E ng ag em en ts.

Sunday, October 3, Athenaeum Hall, 73 Tottenham Court-road, 
London, W., at 7.30, “ Man’s Origin and Destiny.”

J , R oberts (Liverpool).—See paragraph. Wo regret to hear of 
the death of Mrs. Tanner so soon after that of hor husband. It 
will be felt by the bereaved family.

C. W . H ecktiiorn.—Thanks for your excellent letter, which would 
have been inserted, only the subject is dealt with in our leading 
article.

October 10, 12, 13, 14, 13, Glasgow ; 17 and 24, Athenæum Hall, 
London ; 31, Camberwell.

Novembor 28, Leicester.

TO CORRESPONDENTS.

Mr. C. W atts’s Lecturing E ngagements.—October 3, Sheffield ; 
5 and 6, debate at Birmingham ; 10, Birmingham ; 11, City-road 
School, Dudley road, Birmingham ; 12, Nelson-stroet School, 
Birmingham; 13 and 14, debate at Bradford; 17, Huddersfield; 
31, Stanley, Durham; October 30, November 1, 2, and 3, debate 
at Stanley; 7, Glasgow; 14, Edinburgh. December 5, Man
chester.—All communications for Mr. Watts should be sent to 
him (if a reply is required, a stamped and addressed envelope 
must be enclosed) at 81 Effra-road, Brixton, London, S.W .

R- H. F .—Books sent u3 for reviow are noticed, bub we cannot 
insert gratuitous preliminary advertisements, especially of works 
dealing with subjects in which our roaders are not particularly 
interested.

T iib Browne F und.—We have received: E. Jones, 2s.; Marie du 
Bois (per Miss Vance), 10s.; W. Button, Cd.

T ub Browne F und.—The ca e of Mr. Browne, who is still in 
Chelmsford Gaol, has taken a new and unexpected turn, which 
Mr. Forder will folly explain in our next issue. Meanwhile 
fresh subscriptions are not invited. Mr. Forder acknowledges 
the receipt of the following:—J. Gale, 2s. Gd.; W. Barker, 
2s. Gi.; Manchester Man, os.: Mr. Leaf, Is.; Mr. Bater, Gd.; 
A Friend, Gd.; J. Martin, 2s.; W. H. Putz, 6J.; J. Greovz Fisher, 
5s.; Garibaldi, Is.; J. G. Dobson, Is.; J. Umpleby, 1J. ; W. A. 
Jones, Gd.; A. Lewis, 2s.; J. Warner, Is.

E rnest P ack.—We cannot give spaco for the long extracts you 
send for insertion. There was no intention of doing you any 
injustice. The word “ chased ” seemed a fair summary of th-< 
newspaper report, which says that you “ beat a retreat,” and 
that the mob followed you, hooting, shouting, and yelling. It 
did not occur to us that you  were responsible for the conduct of 
these bigots. Mr. Johnson’s letter in the Reporter puts a some
what different complexion on the matter. Ho says that the 
Secularists retired from the meadow in the usual way aftor the 
meeting was over, and that constable Perry did not actually 
protect you from violenco, though ho did dieporso the mob that 
followed you. According to tho report, you wore atlired like a 
e'ergyman, and we expressed a hope that this was untruo. On 
this point you are silent.

H r. Mortimer.—Thanks for tho cuttings.
E. Ciiurcii.—You may read about Pappus and his story of tho 

inspired books staying on the tablo, whilo tho non-inspired ones 
foil off, in W. Mace’s Greek and English New Testament, p. 874.

P. Todd.—Dr. Cumming prophesied tho end of tho world for 18GG. 
He lived on till 1881, and it is said had along leasehold property

J B .—Mr. Stoad is no authority on that, nor porhaps on any 
othor subject. If ho likes to say that Buchner's Force and Matter 
is antiquated, well end good ; ho has a right to his opinion. 
Science is progressing day by day, but Biichner’s argnments aro 
based upon truths that do not change with time. His argu
ments may be fallacious, but they havo not boon refuted by 
subsequent discoverio3.

A. F. W alter.—It is too late now to think of a lecture on Peckham 
Ryo. Mr. Foote has arranged to lecture in tho Camberwell 
Secular Hall on tho last Sunday in Octobor. Ho would havo 
given a dato before, but tho Branch, whilo wanting him to 
locturo, had overlooked tho requisite invitation.

T. F enton (Edinburgh).—Mr. Foote’s debato at Glasgow with 
Mr. W. T. Loo takos placo in tho minor City Hall on tho oven- 
irgs < f Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday (Oct. 12 -15). 
Tho subjects aro : “ Is there a Futuro Life ?” and “ Did Jesus 
Rise from the Dead ?”

Mr . F oote’s Lecture Scheme.—W. Brownleo (Havelock, Now 
Aoaland), £5 ; Edward Self, 4i. Furthor subscriptions aro not 
invited for th’s Fund, ns tho Lecturo Schemo is droppod for the 
presenb in favor of the now Treasurer’s Scheme. Mr. Footo puts 
up with the loss ho lias sustained sinco the Conference.

Wh havo received the following fresh promises towards the N. S. S. 
Treasurer’s Scheme, those maikod ( p )  being paid ;—E. Jacques, 
5» ; T. Lewis, 58.; Thos. Stephens, 10j. Gd. ( p ).

T reasurer’s Scheme (N. S. S .).—Miss E. M. Vance acknow- 
ledges the following :—A. W. Marks, £2 fp j ;  Mrs. B. E. Murks, 
£2 (p )■, F. Roger, 10?. f p ) ;  E. H. Bass, 10s.; J. Umpleby, £1.

^ •C ouen acknowledges tho following fresh promises towards tho 
N. S. S. Treasurer’s Schomo MissGarvon, 5). (p) ;  J. Walker, 
z } f p ) i  W. Thomson, 4s.; R. Skouce, 5?.; D. Watt, 10s.; W. 
Tait, 5s.; D. Fyfo, 5s. (p2a. Gl.); J. MoLolland, 10s.; J. Raven,0 3 ,

Edw

K ealt, 24 Albert-stroot, St. Paul’s, Biisto', has taken tho 
secretaryship of tho N. S. S. Branch, in place of Mr. Treasure, 
who lias resigned through pressure of other business

p  ARD Self.—Thanks for your cordial and encouraging lettor.
*1? Eatria.—We doal with tho subject again this weok, and hopo 
the new article will ploa?e you as much as tho former one. 

Danish E xiles F und.—Jamos Neate, 2s. GJ.
S. S. B enevolent F und.—Bethnal Green Branch, 4s,

W. G. R obertson.—Under consideration.
H ugh T hompson.—Your letter shall be kept, and tho corrections 

made in the list. Thanks.
Aleet.—W ill appoar next week.
P apers R eceived.—Liberator—Sydney Bulletin—Two Worlds— 

New York Public Opinion—People’s Newspaper—Herts Leader 
—Vectis—SecuDr Thought—Creecent—Islamic World—Isle of 
Man Times—Reynolds’s Newspaper—Glasgow Herald—Star— 
Glasgow Weekly Citizen—Essex Weekly Herald—Literary 
Guide—Stratford Herald.

Friends who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by 
marking the passages bo which they wish to call our attention.

The National Secular Society’s office is at No. 377 Strand, 
London, where all letters should be addressed to Miss Vance.

I t being cont'a y to Post-Office regulations to announce on the 
wiapper when tho subscription is duo, subscribers will receive 
the number in a colored wrapper when their subreription 
expires.

L ecture N otices must reach 28 Stonecutter-street by first post 
Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

The Freethinler  will bo forwarded, direct from the publishing 
office, post free, at the following rates, prepaid:—Ono Yeir, 
10s. 6d .; Half yea', Es. 3d. ; Three months, 2?. 8d.

Orders for literature should be sent to Mr. R. Forder, 28 Stone- 
eutbor-streeb, E.C.

Letters for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed bo 
28 Stonecutter-street, London, E.O.

Scale cj Advertisements.—Thirty words, Is. 6 d .; every suc
ceeding ten words, 6d. Displayed Advertisements:—One inch, 
4s. 6d.; half column, £1 2s. 6d.; column, £2 5s. Special terms 
for repetitions.

S U G A R  P L U M S .

Mr. Foote lectures this evening (October 3) at the 
Athemeum Hall, 73 Tottenham Court-road, taking for his 
subject “ Man’s Origin and Destiny.” Freethinkers should 
endeavor to bring their orthodox friends to this lecture.

The Birmingham Branch is in a high state of delight over 
the extremely successful opening of its winter campaign 
last Sunday—the birthday of our late great leader, Charles 
Bradlaugh. Mr. Footo delivered three lectures in the large 
hall of the Bristol-street Board School, and the meetings 
exceeded the most sanguine anticipations. Even in the 
morning the hall was well filled, and in the evening it was 
crammed almost to suffocation, every inch of standing room 
being occupied. Happily the lecturer was in his very best 
form, and the audiences were remarkably enthusiastic. 
Over a hundred copies of the Freethinker were sold at tho 
bookstall, and many more could have been disposed of if the 
supply had not been exhausted.

A capital program up to Christmas has been issued by tho 
Birmingham Branch, and with a start like Sunday’s there 
is every reason to expect a thoroughly successful session. 
Among the special lectures are those by Mr. Charles Watts 
and Mrs. Bradlaugli-Bonner.

Friends attended on Sunday from places as distant as 
Coventry and Burton. The friends from Wolverhampton, 
including tho veteran Mr. Christopher, begged Mr. Foote to 
come over to them and wake up the “ saints” with a view 
to reforming tho Branch and resuming tho propaganda.

Tho chair was taken in the evening at Birmingham by 
that gallant veteran, Mr. Ridgway, who was ill on the 
occasion of Mr. Foote’s previous visit. It was pleasant to 
see him about and active onco more. He is a fane type of 
tho grand old army of Freethinkers who fought around 
Charles Bradlaugb. Mr. Taylor, tho Branch president, was 
as active and genial as ever ; the indefatigable Mr. Partridge 
slaved away quietly, but with great effect, at the bookstall ; 
and all the committee seemed to be working together with 
absolute harmony. Such a Branch cannot help succeeding.

Last Sunday evening Mr. Charles Watts had a good 
audience at the Athemeum Hall, Tottenham Court-road. 
His lecture upon “The Theory of the Resurrection” was 
followed with close attention and warmly applauded. Mr. 
Harry Rrown made an excellent chairman. It was pleading 
to see so many ladies present.

To-day, Sunday, October 3, Mr. Watts lectures three times 
in Scienco Hall, Rockingham-street, Sheffield. We hope the 
friends from the surrounding districts will rally in full force,

Mr, Watts has returned from his visit to Plymouth, where
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he delivered Sunday lectures to good audiences, and held a 
public debate with Mr. W. T. Lee. This debate was to have 
lasted for four nights, but Mr. Lee seems to have lost his 
temper on the third night, and declined to appear on the 
fourth. Mr. Watts was present to fulfil his engagement 
with the public, and the audience, consisting of Christians 
as well as Secularists, unanimously passed a vote of con
fidence in him. We have received a long letter from Mr. 
Barter, representing the Secularists at Plymouth, but it 
arrived too late for insertion in this week’s Freethinker. 
Besides, we should prefer to hold it over till next week, in 
order that Air. Lee may have an opportunity of stating his 
own case without any sort of prejudice. He has always 
acted courteously in debating with Mr. Foote, and we should 
be very sorry to do him an injustice. He will see this para
graph and take his own course. In any case, we shall have 
to print Air. Barter’s letter, and whatever Air. Watts may 
have to state himself, in our next issue.

Since the previous paragraph was written, we have 
received a letter from Air. Lee, in which he refers to the 
“ unpleasantness” at Plymouth. Of course the matter is 
graver than that. Air. Lee hopes that we shall give him 
fair play, and in this he, will not be disappointed. Both 
sides shall be heard. Air. Lee will doubtless send us a 
statement for our next issue, and both he and Air. Watts 
will be at liberty to correct each other, if necessary, in th9 
following number.

An appreciative notice of Colonel Icgersoll’s lecture on 
Shakespeare appeared in last week’s Star/e. We extract the 
following: “ Colonel Ingersoll has certainly the gift of 
eloquence, and his description of Shakespeare as ‘an 
intellectual ocean whose waves touched all the shores of 
thought’ is by no means the only fine sentence in a powerful 
piece of literary and philosophical criticism. Ingersoll’s 
glowing style, his forcible logic, and his acute discrimina
tion make his panegyric of the Bard of Avon almost as 
interesting to read a1*, no doubt, his lecture was inspiriting 
to hear. In these days of finicking special pleading it is 
pleasant to come upon such an example of bold, uncom
promising argument on behalf of firm-seated opinions.”

Air. A. B. AIoss had a fine audience last Sunday afternoon 
on Peckham Bye, and a good one in the evening at the 
Camberwell Secular Hall. Mr. AIoss lectures at Camberwell 
again this evening (October 3), on “ Is Religion Necessary or 
Useful I”

Air. J. AI. Robertson’s lectures at Liverpool have (we are 
informed) been highly successful and much appreciated. 
He concludes the course to-day (October 3) with two 
lectures, at thrpo and seven, on “ Are the Clergy Honest?” 
and “ Life and Alorals without Religion.”

Air. H. Percy Ward is arranging a lecture tour in the 
North in the new year. On the way ho would be pleased 
to arrange for Sunday or week-night lectures with any of 
the Midland Branches, if they will communicate with him 
as soon as possible at Leighton Hal), Kentish Town, London,

The President of the N. S. S. interviewed Air. J. F. Green 
at the request of the Executive. This gentleman was going 
to contest Finsbury at the approaching School Board 
election«. He had been adopted as a candidate by a meet
ing of “ advanced ” representatives, including delegates from 
the Social Democratic Federation, and he was strong on the 
question of secular education. Mr. Green, however, has 
since been obliged to retire. The Social Democratic Federa
tion now insists on the program including the universal free 
maintenance of school children. Air. Green had accepted 
the free maintenance of “ necessitous” children, which is a 
heavy burden enough fo carry before the ratepayers. “ I 
am sorry,” he writes, “ that this fiasco has happened, as I 
think I could have made a good fight on the program 
originally adopted, and I intended to make a special feature 
of my opposition to the Compromise and to religious teach
ing in the schools."

TheFailsworth Secular Sunday School,whose approaching 
bazaar is advertised in the Freethinker, is a most deserving 
organization, and we hope it will succeed in raising the 
requi.siie £500. The school is open every Sunday morning 
and afternoon, for the purpose of instructing the members’ 
children There are about 150 names on the books (scholars 
and teachers), and the average attendance is nearly eighty, 
the ages varying from four to twenty years. In the 
winter there are also Sunday evening lectures. The school 
was erected in 1880, and about £000 has been expended < n 
the building. At present there is not a penny of debt. 
The alterations it is intended to mako for increased 
accommodation are estimated by Air. Larner Sugden to cost 
£500. The land is freehold, and the property is invested 
in trustees. If the alterations are completed at once, the 
premises will meet the requirements of the Education

Department, and a day and evening school will be opened. 
As all the members are working men, their enterprise is 
extremely creditable. They deserve all the support that 
can be given them. The bazaar will be held on October 30 
and November 1. ___

A Cornish friend, who sympathizes with the Peculiar 
People who are being persecuted by their dishonest co
religionists, offers to contribute towards making good any 
pecuniary loss they may have suffered. He would forward 
£3 (say) if we could undertake to distribute it. Unfortu
nately, w-e are so extremely busy at present that we cannot 
very well undertake this duty, and perhaps it would in any 
case be better to wait until the case is tried before a jury in 
a superior court. This Cornish friend also offers to sub
scribe £1 towards reprinting our last week’s article as a 
leaflet for general distribution. Tnis might be done, with 
some alterations and additions, when the final trial attrac .s 
more public attention.

The Bradlaugh Club has bQen having an octave in con
nection with the birthday of Charles Bradlaugb, beginning 
last Sunday with a largely attended tea-meeting and 
followed by meetings and entertainments through the 
week.

The Wood Green Branch of the N. S. S. this Sunday open 
their new hall, Station-road, with a tea-meeting at five p m., 
followed by a lecture from Air. Forder. All friends in the 
district are invited.

Thomas Stephens, of Darleston, is a member of the 
National Secular Society. He is an old working mao, 
earning only twelve-an 1-sixpence a week. Last Suuday he 
travelled into Birmingham to hear Air. Foote’s lec'ures, and 
handed him half a guinea towards the new Treasurer’s 
Scheme Thomas Stephens did not want an advertisement, 
but we choose to give it as a stimulus to other members of 
the Secular party. If all subscribed in the same proportion 
as this poor workman, what a glorious future tbs N.S. S. 
would have, and what a magnificent propaganda it would 
carry on.

O bituary.
The Manchester Branch has sustained a heavy lo3s by the 

death of Air. Samuel King, at the age of forty-one. For the 
past nine years the deceased filled the important ollice of 
Treasurer, and, by his ability, straightforwardness, and 
sterling honesty, did much towards placing the Branch in 
a sound financial position. His work in this respect always 
received the warmest praise from the auditors and members 
for its accuracy and neatness. Mr. King had been in in
different hoalth for some years, but he bore up manfully, 
while suffering from a painful disease, which he well knew 
could have but one termination. The final attack came a 
few days ago, and on the 18th ult., in the presence of two 
of his many friends, he passed quietly and peacefully away. 
The deceased left instructions that his body should be cre
mated, and that he should have a Secular funeral. His wishes 
were carried out, a member of the Branch (Mr. Pegg) reading 
in an effective and impressive manner the Burial Service of 
Austin Holyoake, which was listened to with the greatest 
attention by a large gathering of relatives and frienos. The 
service ended by the organ playing the “ Dead March in 
Saul.”—F. Gough.

It is with deep regret that I have to record the death of 
Ann Todd, wife of Edward Todd, of the Stanley Secular 
Society, at the age of seventy. For many months prior to 
her death she had been bedridden, but nothing pleased her 
more during her illness than to have a few of her Free- 
thought friends near. She would brighten up, and c em
inence conversing with all the vivacity of youth. Her 
enthusiasm for the cause was unbounded ; it was always 
her first inquiry, when you visited her, as to how the Free- 
thought world was going on. She was a well-known cha
racter to all our lecturers. Air. Cohen, when he was here, 
visited her twice, and I rem>mbar he wrote in the Free
thinker of the remarkable intelligence displayed by so feeble 
an old lady. It was her special request, right up to her 
death, to have a thorough Secular burial—no one but 
Secularists were to officiate. Mr. John White said a few 
appropriate words before le iving the house, and at the 
graveside he read the Burial Service of Mr. Austin Holyoake 
in an impressive manner. I beg to tender to her husband 
and children the heartfelt sympathies of the many friends 
and m ambers of Stanley and district.—G. Cruddah.

There never will be a question in this world on which 
people will be unanimous, if only because an existing 
system, however bad, must always ba advantageous to
eqmcbo ly.—J. F. Fishet.
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IF GOD EXISTED.

If there is a God, he should be good—all-good—towards 
all his creatures, as a recompense for having brought them 
into existence without their will and knowledge, and often 
contrary to both. He should be omnibenevolence itself, in 
order to command the respect and counter-love of his 
creatures. It is innate in man that he cannot love any one 
who is cruel to him ; and unless He is kind to me and all my 
fellow-creatures I cannot (reciprocate his affection, even 
if he love me, though I strive as hard as 1 may. Ho should 
also be omnipotent; for a god who can create this wonderful 
universe can do anything. But, on the contrary, we find by 
looking into the facts that he cannot, and does not, possess 
these two attributes at once. The facts of nature tell us 
that he must either be a malignant monster, who delights in 
torturing and maiming the poor unfortunate beings whom 
he, perhaps in momentary evil whims, has brought 'into 
existence; or else, though he means well with us, he is 
unable to remove the evils with which we are surrounded. 
But his only excuse is that he is not.

The greatest power in the world has always been, and still 
partly is, might, not right; the sword, not peace ; blood, not 
brotherhood. Man has had to slowly raise himself up 
from a state of savagery to one of civilization. Through 
the terrible school of suffering, disappointment, and hard
ship, he has had to go in order to emancipate himself and 
uiake himself superior to the rest of creation. He was 
placed upon the earth in a state of nudity, and through the 
horrible and repeated exposure to wind and wave he was 
driven to learn how to cover his naked hide. He was put 
upon this globe without food, and the only teacher in the 
arts of obtaining it was the horrid pang of hunger. He 
w»s surrounded by conditions engendering disease ; but he 
was given no remedies, and the sole teacher in the science of 
Medicine was frightful suffering, pain, and death. He was 
brought here minus fire, and his only teacher in the art of 
kindling it was his ingenuity, experiment, and want. The 
gruesome process of evolution went on through the awful 
struggle for existence, the inevitable survival of the fittest, 
and natural selection, which brought about the merciless 
elimination of the unfit and the rejection of the unnatural. 
But the element fittest for survival was not always the best 
Morally. The moral, the meek, inherited the earth, and the 
^orms inherited them in turn; or perhaps they went to a 
bet ter world, where they were more fitted to survive.

Race superseded race in the reckless struggle for 
a«cendancy. One nation climbed to the top of the ladder 
°f civilization, became indolent in its superfluity, and 
slowly sank to the bottom again ; another race took its 
place, and soared above the rest, became corrupted, had its 
civilization crushed by an enemy, and had to begin its 
Upward march anew, march on anti on at random, without 
Roal and without end, apparently without purpose, knowing 
that it will in its turn be superseded by still another, 
though the latter may never reach so high as the one it 
conquers. It is brute conquering man, savage beating the 
civilized, physical slaying moral force, evil destroying good, 
cunning superseding simplicity. One section of society lias 
always warred against another. Jealous foolishness and 
avaricious greed have sought to eradicate unselfish wisdom 
a°d the honest love to human kind. The pioneers of every 
JUovement which was on the road to bring emancipation and 
happiness to poor, suffering, and struggling humanity were 
Ruthlessly cast into dungeons,tortured and maimed in the 
most horrible ways that human subtlety of skill could 

eviKp, an(j pUt t0 death ; and still man is winding his way 
mwvard on his thorny path.

ow, if God existed, what was ho doing all these countless 
centuries, seeing tbo terrible struggles of man ; seeing virtue 
oeing trampled under foot, and vice to reign supreme; 
seeing truth ignored and falsehood rear its head in un- 
bushing effrontery, and not to assist in the promulgation 

. * true principles 1 If God had existed, ho would surely at 
Cast have now and then given the human race a push 
orward on its thorny way ; lie would have lent struggling 

uutnanity a hand ; ho would have given a sign whereby to 
. r̂ vcl—a revelation, definite, clear, consistent, and unmis- 
alcable, as a link between father and offspring. If God 
xisted, ho would never sit coolly by and allow a rascally 

Priesthood, who profess to speak in his name, to utter the 
ost unholy, the wickedest, and rao-t monstrous blas- 

Pueinies aKaiQsb his name, thereby deceiving men and 
using them unutterable evils. If God had existed when 
Was written that he commanded Moses to go and slay the 

chib?  ̂ an<̂  RPare none—men, married women, and male 
to mren—but to save the young women for themselves, and 
o q -^ e  a percentage of all the spoil to the priest as an 
thoVv?  ̂ *° bha Lord, including thirty-two virgins, and all 

’ thousands of other obscene and brutal calumnies perpe- 
âtl /Ton him in the same “ infallible” book, he would 

WrV r lave paralyzed the writer’s arm than permitted such 
son lDRS t0 ke sPrea<I broadcast over the world, inducing 
j,j . nien to act upon it, and others to turn their back upon 

a m disgust and deny him. If God had existed during

the Dark Ages, while the Inquisition raged through Europe, 
when innocent men were being subjected to unnamable and 
unendurable tortures—as rack, thumbscrew, and flames, and 
when women’s breasts were torn open with iron instruments, 
he would have sent plagues and blindness upon the priestly 
monsters who were the authors of these crimes. If there 
had been a God when thousands of pure women and children 
were burnt alive for imaginary crimes, he would have struck 
dead the clerical brutes who perpetrated these abominable 
outrages. Yes, and if there were a God now he would rise 
in his wrath and paralyze the lying tongues of the damnable 
impostors who dare to stand before public nineteenth- 
century audiences and tell them that the “ Old Book,” which, 
as they very well know, sanctions and commands these 
brutalities to be committed, is the inspired word of the 
holy, li ving God. If God existed, he would bind the tongues 
of the infernal slanderers, who trade in the vilifications of 
the dead teachers of their race, whose shoe-strings they are 
not holy enough to touch. If God existed to-day, he would 
cast into the blackest depths of hell those vile scoundrels 
who live in grandeur and splendor at the expense of those 
who can less afford it, and try to keep the masses ignorant 
and slavish, while professing to be followers of the meek 
and lowly Nazarene.

But God’s excuse is that he is not. A reverend Father-in- 
God, in replying to the Danish critic, Georg Brandes, asked 
the silly question, “ If Jehovah does not exist, why try and 
kill him 2” It is not the real Jehovah that needs killing, 
because we are satisfied that he never lived: but the 
imaginary Jehovah in silly folk’s minds. People point to 
the order of things in the universe. That is only since the 
Evidencers have been in the field, and turned everything 
topsy-turvy. We used to be constantly referred to the dis
order of things—i.e., miracles, as a proof of the existence of 
God. But as a result of modern criticism and reasoning, 
and because all the so-called miracles we know to have been 
shown by science to be parts of the natural phenomena of 
the law of causation, the theory of miracles has become un
tenable, and men have got ashamed thereof; and so, as a 
last refuge, they point to nature’s regularity. But what 
about the irregularities and deviations of nature? What 
about the thousands of little—apparently purposeless— 
things and incidents occurring every day ? How about the 
eyes that never see, the ears that never hear, the legs that 
never walk, the hands that never grasp, and the brains that 
never think ? The child that is stillborn is as perfect in its 
organism as the one that lives. It has been conceived, 
nurtured, and born without any purpose, except to cause 
pain. It has been -formed and shapened, and has all the 
organs that are necessary to be ready to enter upon life ; 
but it is never to use them. How about the caterpillars, 
that spend a whole summer for the purpose of preparing 
their bodies for the winter trance in order to awake as 
butterflies or moths, which die during the long winter night, 
and never attain their aim ? How about the storks that 
return to the mother country too early in spring, and 
peri->h? Or the flies and bees that drown? Or the birds’ 
eggs that rot ? What about the rain that falls at the wrong 
season, and does not fall at the right? And how about the 
human beings that are said to have beon created for the sole 
purpose of being eternally roasted for the edification of God, 
the holy angels, and the Devil ?

If there is a God, he must have a design for everything, 
as we cannot imagine a tri vial, undesigning, blundering God. 
He could never have designed me to say that he is not—if 
God existed. J. K. Maauaakd.

The Bible Elohim.
The Elohim and all A16-im, including Yahve, are spoken 

of as partial, hating, loving, and jealous ; as the Creator he 
was pleased, and then displeased, with his work—the world 
and man (Genesis i. 31; vi. G). All Elohim repent alike of 
their good and their evil intentions (1 Samuel ii. 30, 31 ; 
Jonah iii. 10); they associate with lying and deceitful 
spirits, and are often unjust, and visit the sins of parents 
upon innocent children—a cruelty Christianity has virtually 
accepted in her leading dogma**. The Elohim required 
bloody sacrifices, human and bestial, innocent and cherished 
victims, even the firstborn of man and beast. They gloried 
in “ creating evil as well as good ” (Isaiah xlv, 7 ; Amos iii. G); 
and so loved savory food and the burning odors of the sacri
fices that these were called “ the food of the Elohim.”—Major- 
General Forlong, “ Short Studies," p. 3J/6.

Suppose that all the money wasted in cathedrals in the 
Middle Ages had been used for the construction of school- 
houses, academies, and universities, how much better the 
world would have been ! Suppose that, instead of supporting 
hundreds of thousands of idle priest**, the money had been 
given to men of science for the purpose of finding out some
thing of benefit to the human race here in this world.— 
Ingersoll.
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B O O K  C H A T .

T h e  Humanitarian League will shortly issue two new 
volumes through different publishers—viz.,(l) Human Science 
Lectures, the series of addresses given last winter in London 
by Edward Carpenter, the Rev. Douglas Morrison, chaplain 
of Wandsworth Prison, Professor Thomson, of Edinburgh 
University, and Dr. Milne Bramwell (Bell & Sons); and (2) 
Humanitarian Essays, being volume iii. of Cruelties of 
Civilization, dealing with various subjects, contributed by 
Harry Roberts, Maurice Adams, Mrs. Bradlaugh-Bonner, 
Joseph Collinson, G. W. Foote, and H. S. Salt (William 
Reeves). The first part of this series dealt with certain 
social questions of immediate human interest; the second 
with those questions that more closely affect the welfare of 
animals. In the present volume both kinds are included, 
but in such proportion as to leave no ground for complaint 
so often brought against humanitarians—that, while plead
ing the cause of the lower animals, they forget that of their 
fellow-men. It has from the first been the Humanitarian 
League’s purpose to show that the cause of humanity is 
everywhere one and the same, and that it is iniquitous to 
inflict unnecessary suffering on any sentient being.

* * *
Dr. G. Brinton, the author of Myths of the New World, has 

written a work on The Reliyion of Primitive Peoples. We 
dislike the word “ primitive,” but have no doubt Dr. 
Brinton’s work will be far better worth reading than the 
pretentious study of Mr. F. B. Jevons, who philosophizes 
about the faith of savages from arm-chair researches.

*  *  *

In the fifty-first volume of the Dictionary of National
Biography the greatest name of the entire roll appears—that 
of Shakespeare. It is, of course, written by the editor, Mr. 
Sidney Lee, and occupies nearly fifty pages, being divided 
into biography, portraits, and memorials, bibliography, and 
Shakespeare’s reputation. Mr. Lee, who has gone most care
fully over the ground, shows that materials for the groat 
poet’s life are fuller than usually thought. His conclusion, 
however, that from the time Shakespeare left Stratford 
(1585), “ although he was never wholly estranged from his 
family, he saw little of his wife or children for eleven years ” 
—when his son was buried there—is a surmise from want of 
evidence. We prefer to suppose that he had them with him 
in London as toon as ever ho could afford to bring them. 
Mr. Lee appears to adopt Gerald Massey’s view, that Lord 
Southampton was the patron of the sonnets. Much has 
recently been made of Shakespeare’s father having been 
presented as a recusant for absenting himself from church. 
The commissioners reported that his absence was probably 
due to “ fear of process for debt.” Of the poet’s will Mr. 
Lee says : “ The religious exordium is in conventional phrase
ology, and gives no clue to Shakespeare’s personal religious 
opinions.” So far, so good ; but Mr. Lee goes on to say :
“ What those opinions were we havo neither the means nor 
the warrant for discussing.” Wo think his works give both. 
No religious man would have written such plays, or indulged 
in the profanities which appear in them. When, moreover, 
wo find the same sentiments on death placed in the mouth 
of his greatest characters in many different plays, we can 
hardly escape the thought that they reflect his own views.

* * *
Among the other contents of this volume are “ Sir J. R. 

Seeley,” tho historian and author of Ecce Homo, by Professor 
l ’rothero ; "Sir Walter Scott,” by Leslie Stephen ; “ Michael 
Scot,” the early scholar, by Sheriff Mackay ; “ Reginald 
Scot,” the first English writer against the belief in witches, 
by S. Lee ; and a too brief notice of Thomas Scott, the Free
thinker, by J. M. Wheeler.

*  #  *

The University Magazine for October opens with “A Hun
dred Years of Malthusianism," the parson’s work on Popula
tion being published in 1798. Nitti’s criticism of Malthus is 
roughly handled. There is one little slip. Carlile’s work, from 
which,it is said, we must date the Neo-Malthusian movement, 
was entitled Every WcmaJi’s Booh (1820 ) A. Ebbels reviews 
Profefsor Bruce’s Apologetics, Mr. F. II. Perry Coate replies to 
W. S. Lilly on Evolutionary Ethics, and there is an acute 
criticism on the ever-interesting novelist, Charlotte Bronte.

* * ' *
Wo expect the article which will most attract our readers 

in the University Magazine is “ My Family Folk-Lore,” by 
J. M. Wheeler. Our sub-editor tells a lot of strange yarns 
about wheelers and wheels. His paper is of real human 
interest, besides containing much curious antiquariun 
matter, and a suggestion of the late survival of pagan cults 
in England. Those interested in Mr. Wheeler should 
certainly read this number.

You can always tell a sacred concert, be.caqse it is always 
given on ¡Sunday.

CORRESPONDENCE.

ROMNEY’S PORTRAIT OF THOMAS PAINE.
TO TIIE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.”

S ir ,— In your paper of August 29 Mr. J. M. Wheeler 
decides very positively that the portrait left by me in the 
National Portrait Gallery as Romney’s “ Paine” is not by 
Romney. Anxious as I am to have the picture discussed, I 
read Mr. Wheeler’s paragraph with regret, for it compels a 
rejoinder which, with all my kindly feelings towards a 
Freethinker of long service, cannot be made pleasant to 
him.

Mr. Wheeler mentions my article in the London A thenamm, 
but evidently has not read it. He seems to assume that I 
have occupied the valuable space of that journal—and that 
its editor permitted me to do so—with statements unworthy 
his consideration, and consequently occupies your space 
with forestalled objections. He says : “ It is certainly not 
by George Romney. No critic who will compare it with 
Romney’s masterly portrait of himself in the same Gallery, 
or with any of his portraits, can be in doubt upon the 
point.” In the Alheneeum I said : “ I have not the slightest 
doubt, and this accords with the opinion of persons well 
acquainted with Romney’s work ivho have already examined 
theportraitf etc. Mr. Wheeler’s implicit charge of mendacity 
on my part would be inexcusable were it not plain that he 
had not read my assertion.

Mr. Wheeler says he “ askrd the opinion of the curators. 
The answer was decisive : ‘ The painting is not by Romney, 
and is a very bad replica!" Turning to the Standard 
Dictionary, I find : “ Replica.—A duplicate executed by the 
artist himself, and regarded, equally with tho first, as an 
original.” According to these curators, theD, the portrait is 
by Romney, though he did not paint i t ! But perhaps they 
meant “ copy.” There are many liveried “ curators ” in 
galleries who do not know the difference between a copy and 
a replica ; but Mr. Wheeler would have got a more important 
opinion if he had asked their superiors—Mr. Lionel Gust, for 
instance, director of the Gallery, who came to my house to 
see the portrait, and at once pronounced it a Romney.

Professor Colvin, keeper of prints in the British Museum, 
who also came to see the picture in my house, remarked a 
characteristic of Romney—tho red in the inner corner of 
the eye ; and Mr. Gust pointed out tho same thing to me in 
Romney’s portrait of himself—that very portrait of which 
Mr. Wheeler says “ no critic,” etc. (see above).

Professor Colvin thought that the background had been 
painted in by a later hand, and advised me to consult an 
expert cleaner as to whether it could bo scraped off. For that 
purpose I called in MurchalJ, merely telling him it was an old 
picture, as I did not wish it talked of as a Romney or a l ’aino 
until I had written to the Athencvum. The portrait was 
shown to Murchall’s expert in a room apart from other 
portraits of Paine. So soon as ho saw it he said, “ It’s a 
Romney.” “ How do you know ?” I asked. “ VYo prepared 
many Romneys for tho Romney family’s sale, and I know 
them well.” lie  had no knowledge of Paine, nor any notion 
who was tho subject, but repeated, “ It is a Romney.” I 
then brought in Sharp’s large engraving of Romney’s Paine, 
and pointed out tho differences iu minor details between the 
engraving and the painting. These differences are in the 
lower part of the dress and iu the papers on tho table, 
which are roughly done iu tho painting, but finished off in 
Sharp’s engraving. Tho expert said : “ In painting por
traits of men Romney did not caro much after lie had got 
the head, and often left the engraver to do his own finish
ing.” He advised that the repainted background should not 
be tampered with, as the canvas was very old and might Is) 
injured. I may here add that all experts and critics who 
examined tho picture, at my request, agreed that tho canvas 
is as old as Romney’s work (1792) an important fact, for no 
American painter could then havo painted Paine, who was 
in Europe 1787-1802.

“ Moreover,” continues Mr. Wheeler, “ the artist has taken 
liberlies of alteration from the engraving, or tho picture, 
which William Sharp certainly would not have done.” But 
this is what Sharp certainly did. Had Mr. Wheeler read 
my article, he would have known that Sharp made two 
engravings of the portrait—one in 1793, another in 179L 
and that these two differ from each other ; in one of them» 
therefore,he did alter Romney. I left both of the engraving8 
in Mr. Gust’s hands.

Mr. Wheeler writes of “ .alteration from the engraving, °r 
the picture." lie  is entitled to speak of the engraving, but 
wbat does ho know of the picture 1 Did he over see it 'I ,

A critic so cocksure ought to know that tho variations ot 
a painting from an engraving mado from it are often evidence 
of its originality and genuineness. When an artist regard 
a picture as important enough to copy, he does not oro1 
or alter details, and so invite injurious comparisons; bu 
engravers often make chsDges in minor details, as som 
things that are well enough in colors look slovenly in blac 
find white, Iu my article I said (not without due consult
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tion with men of more knowledge than myself): “ While 
the resemblances between the painting and the engraving 
are such as could not possibly occur in pictures of inde
pendent origin, the few differences sufficiently prove that 
the painting could not have been made from the engraving.”

Mr. Wheeler says : “ The search for the Romney portrait 
should begin from Columbia ” [South Carolina, where Dr. 
Cooper, its first owner, died, 1840], “ and not from New 
York, whence the Jarvis portrait was produced.” What 
Jarvis portrait? Save a little lithograph at Paine’s death, 
there is_ but one Jarvis portrait—that painted by the younger 
Jarvis in 1857 from Sharp’s engraving, which I lately pre
sented to South Place Chapel. I proved in my article that 
this newly-discovered portrait could not be by Jarvis. Mr. 
Wheeler says that admirers of Paine are indebted to me ; if 
so, I hop9 that no others among them will show it bv such 
Utter disregard as he displays of a statement in which I have 
summed up the investigations of years (as stated therein). 
Mr. Wheeler’s instructions to myself and other Freethinkers 
over here (“ our American friends should know,” etc.; “ the 
search for the Romney portrait should begin from Columbia,” 
etc.), however awe-inspiring, give uslittlo credit for common 
sense. Two years ago I corresponded with the President of 
the University at Columbia, to which Cooper belonged, and 
Ml others likely to know anything about the matter. Dr. 
Cooper’s surviving granddaughter and his descendants 
have been discovered in another region by the aid of my 
(fiend, James Elliott: but they know nothing whatever of 
the portrait, or what became of any of Dr. Cooper’s effects. 
Mr. Wheeler’s instruction about Columbia begins sublimely : 
‘I do know”; but one thing he does not know—namely, 

that when Dr. Cooper died (1840) any portrait of “ Tom 
Paine” publicly shown in any part of the South would have 
stood more chance of being burnt than of being sold ; any
body wishing to realize on such an asset would have sent it 
to New York or Boston.

Mr. Wheeler closes his article with a request that American 
papers will copy it. I am sorry for this on his account, for 
*t compels me to communicate his grievous blunders to the 
hreethinking editors in this country. I hope, however, that 
this may be the means of preventing his article or this letter 
from appearing in America.—Respectfully.

M o n c u b e  D. C o n w a y .
305 West Seventy-street, New York.

MR. WHEELER’S REPLY.
I  BROUGHT no charge of mendacity against Mr. M. D. 

Conway. The question, Has he discovered Romneys 
portrait? is a matter of opinion. Hois confident he has ; I, 
m his polite expression, am “ cocksure” he has not. I have 
D(> axes to grind ; and if I have any personal interest, it is 
that of an admirer of Romney and of Paine, who would 
hke to show my friends the portrait of a great Freethinker 
by a superb artist in our national collection. Doubting its 
authenticity, and being confirmed in this doubt by authority, 
I felt it right to say so emphatically, that others might not 
bo debarred from the search. That was, and is, my chief 
concern.

.It is one thing to say in a gentleman’s own house that his 
Picture is like Romney, another to recommend its purchase 
by the British nation as a Romney. If Mr. Oust, or Mr. 
Colvin, assumes that responsibility, I shall cease to bo 

cocksure,” but not cease to wonder. I doubt if they 
^jll rely on “ the red in the inner corner of the eye.” 
jl ossibly the shadow under the brow is meant) This may 
oe found in portraits by Gainsborough, Guy Head, 
Raeburn, and others. Perhaps somo American friend will 
jee if ft not found in Jarvis. What [ venture to 
think moro decisive is the treatment of the hair. This is 
altogether different from Romney’s manner, anddifferent too 
ir°m both engravings. The skin, also, is too smooth 

enamel-like. Tho real work was painted in July, 
G!)2. Romney was in the plenitude of his powers. His 
■Memoirs call Paine’s portrait “ one of the finest heads ever 
Produced by pencil, both for professional skill and physiog
nomical expression.” What critic will say this ot Mr. 
tAmway’s picture? Of course it has somo Romney cha- 
acteristics, being, as I think, painted from the engraving of 
tomney’s picture by a capable artist, and rostored in 
he belief that it is a Romney. I do not wish to 

. lsparage it. On the contrary, I urged on Mr. Milner, who 
8 no “ liveried ” curator, but a responsible authority, that, 
¡̂ei} >f not a Romney, it was still, in the absence of the 

nmnal, a most desirable picture for tho national collection, 
an I Would P0 tedious to readers, who have not the picture 
det •,enf?r.av*n89 before them, to go into the minutim of 
an 1 whic.h 8UKKest that the picture is from tho engraving, 
for n0t v*ce versa~"the variations of light and Rhade, the 

and number of buttonholes, etc. One point I may 
ani .  on- The table in both engravings is square edged, 
asa in the_picture draped. This is just such an alteraiion 
fail?? artist would make on an engraving, but which a 
Pict U enKraver like Sharp would not venture with the 
en . r . eforehira. Theissue is obscured by talking of tho two 

^ravings. The differences between that issued at a guinea

in July, 1793, and that issued at half-a-crown in February, 
1794, are only those which any competent engraver would 
produce. The second, though much smaller, is artistically 
an improvement. But the standard is the large one cata
logued by Horne. In both thpre are essential differences 
from the painting. Their meaning I leave to experts.

Mr. Conway speaks of the investigations of years. In 
October 11, 1890, he asked about Romney’s Paine in Notes 
and Queries, and wrote : “ There is some reason to believe 
that the portrait was painted for Thomas “ Clio” Rickman, 
Paine’s friend and biographer.” In 1892, the date of his 
Life of Thomas Paine, he knew nothing, or said nothing, of 
the portrait having been painted for Cooper, of Manchester, 
though he mentions a (possibly spurious) Romney claimant 
turning up at Birmingham. If [ am wrong in introducing 
the name of Jarvis, it is Mr. Conway who himself misled 
me. He now says: “ There is but one Jarvis portrait— 
that painted hy the younger Jarvis in 1857 from Sharp’s 
engraving.” In the catalogue of the Paine Exhibition held 
in South Place Institute, December 2, 1895, I find under 
Mr. Conway’s name “ 266.—Paine, Large Oil Portrait, copy 
by C. W. Jarvis of his father’s (J. W. Jarvis) portrait of 
Paine, while residing in his house.” Will Mr. Conway ex
plain this? Can ho tell us why the picture, now ascribed 
to Romney, was, as he mentions in the Athenaium (June 26), 
“ always ascribed to the ‘ elder Jarvis ’—John Wesley Jarvis 
—an artist in whose house Paine resided for a time in 1806”? 
The work of Jarvis was well known in America, so was 
Sharp’s engraving, of which there have been thousands 
of reproductions issued. Paine had many admirers in 
America who desired his portrait, and of course got supplied 
from this, the best available source. My own dead friend, 
Mrs. Ernestine L. Rose, over a generation ago had a portrait 
of Paine painted for her by Jarvis.

Mr. Conway now says : “ I proved in my article that this 
newly-discovered portrait could not be by Jarvis.” What 
was the proof? “ Jarvis did not see Paine until he was 
many years older than this portrait.” Only this and 
nothing more ! So a painter could not copy a picture taken 
at an earlier date than that at which ho himself knew the 
person painted ! If this is Mr. Conway’s notion of proof, I 
do not wonder at his sliding over the absence of evidence 
that the Romney ever went to America, though he tells us 
that Cooper’s descendants “ know nothing whatever of this 
portrait.” The painting does depict Paiue older than does 
the engraving. The hair is whiter, the cheeks more sunken. 
Tho frontispiece to Mr. Conway’s Life is inscribed, “ Thomas 
Paine. yEtat 67. From a picture by Jarvis in possession 
of the author.” It portrays Paine as a younger man than 
that shown in the Romney taken when Paine was 55 ! llut 
Mr. Conway’s boasted frontispiece is another faked-up 
modification of Sharp’s engraving, and Mr. Conway's 
“grievous blunders” with regard to Paine's portraits have 
already been exposed in America by Mr. W. H. Burr, of 
Washington.

One thing can decide our controversy. The proof of tho 
picture will be in the payment. If what I contend, it may 
be worth some fifty guineas in the absence of the original. 
If by George Romney, its value is over fifty times that sum 
and it would be dirt cheap at a thousand guiueas. Who 
bids? J. M. W h e e l e r .

ISAIAH vii. 14.
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,—In reply to some remarks by Mr. Ilaining on the 
above passage, “ Chilperic” writes: “ Matthew i. 25 has 
nothing to do with tho Hebrew tex t; it is the Septuagint 
that is quoted ; and it is beside tho mark to accuse the Evan
gelist of perverting the passage.” That the above statements 
are correct goes, of course, without saying ; but there is an 
imputation contained in the last sentence which I cannot 
allow to pass without notice. If I understand this sentence 
rightly, it implies that I was so illogical and unjust as to 
accuse Matthew of perverting the words ho has quoted from 
Isaiah. It is scarcely necessary to say that I did nothing of 
the kind. I noticed in passing, it is true, the fact of a mis
translation of the passage in the English version ; hut I did 
not set this down to the account of the evangelist, nor did I 
make use of tho mistranslated words at all. Here is my 
sole accusation against the Gospel writer in this matter :— 
“ In order to make up his ‘prophecy,1 Matthew has dis
honestly taken some words in the narrative of Isaiah away 
from their context, and, wilfully disregarding both the sense 
of that context and tho fact that the prediction was fulfilled 
in the days of Abaz, he has unblushingly declared that 
those words were written concerning a child who was not 
born until seven hundred and thirty years after that time— 
to wit, J09us Christ. A greater fraud it is scarcely possiblo 
to imagine.” Now, admitting that Matthew has quoted 
correctly, and that he found the word “ virgin ” (narthenos) 
in his copy, how can this fact affect the misrepresentation 
with which ho is hero charged, seeing that I do not refer to 
the mistranslation at all 1 It alters nothing, and that is the 
reason I did not waste time in noticing it.

Abracadabra.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, E1C,

[Notices o f Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday, and 
be marked "Lecture Notice,” i f  not sent on post-card.]

LONDON.
T he Athen.eum H all (73 Tottenham Oourt-road, W .): 7.30,

G. W. Foote, “ Man’s Origin and Destiny.”
Bradlaugh Club and I nstitute (36 Newington Green-road, Ball’s 

Pond) : 7.15, Mrs. H. Bradlaugh-Bonner, “ School-taught Morality.” 
October 2, at 8.30, Concert.

Camberwell (North Camberwell Hall, 61 New Church-road) : 7.30, 
A. B. Moss, “ Is Religion Necessary or Useful to Mankind ?” 

Kingsland : 12, Meeting at the BradliughClub—Report and balance- 
sheet.

South London Ethical Society (Surrey Masonic Hall, Camberwell 
New-road) : 11.15, Sunday-school; 7, Dr. Stanton Coit, “ Class Distinc
tions in England —(1) The Aristocracy.”

West London Ethical Society (Kensington Town H all): 11.15, 
Dr.' Stanton Coit, “The Aristocracy.”

Wood Green (Station-road Hall): 5, Tea meeting; 7, R. Forder, 
“ The Jesus of the Gospels.”O p e n -A i r  P r o p a g a n d a .

Camberwell (Station-road): 11.30, H. P. Ward.
Camberwell Branch (Peckham R ye): 3.15, H. P. Ward. 
Edmonton (Angel road): 7, Debate between Messrs. Ramsey and 

Boyce, “ Is there a Future Life ?”
Hammersmith (The Grove, near S.W.R. station): 7, Debate between 

Messrs. Hailing and Edwards.
Limehodse (Triangle, Salmon-lane) : 11.30, E. Pack.
Mile End Waste: 11.30, A. B. Moss, “ The Exodus."
Victoria P ark (near the fountain) : 8.15, A lecture.

COUNTRY.
B irmingham (BrLtol-street Board School): S. Armfield—11, “ What 

do we Know of the Hereafter”; 7, “ God and His Bible.”
Chatham Secular H all (Queen's-road, New Brompton) : 7, E. 

Pack, “ The Brain and the Soul.”
Glasgow (Brunswick Hall, 110 Brunswick-street): 12, Business 

meeting ; 6 30, Social meeting.
I pswich (G.E R., Commercial-road): 7, Members’ meeting. 
L iverpool (Alexandra Hall. Islington-square): J. M. Rcbert-O”—3, 

“ Are the Clergy Honest ?” 7, “ Life and Morals without Religion.” 
Manchester Secular H all (Rnsholmtroad, All Saints): Miss 

Voltairine De Oleyre—3, “ Woman v. Orthodoxy”; 6.30, “ The True 
Mental Attitude of the Freethinker.”

Sheffield Secular Sooihtt (Hall of Science. Rockingham-street): 
C. Watts—11, “ Drawbacks of Christianity ”; 3, “ The Cradl:, the Altar, 
and the Tomb ”; 7, “ The Triumph of Reason.” Tea at 5.

South Shields (Captain Duncan’s Navigation School, King-street): 
7, Business meeting.

Lseturara’ Et g isem en ts .
O. Cohen, 12 Merchant-street, Bow-road, London.—October 10, 

Gateshead. 16, 17, and 18, Stanley., 24,Newcastle.

H. Pf.pcy Ward, Leighton Hall, N.W.—October 3, m., Camberwell; 
a, Peckham Rye. 10, a., Victoria Park. 17, Manchester. 24. m, 
Westminster; a , Victoria Park. 31, Birmingham. November 7 to 
14, Mission at Plymouth.

E. Pack, 90 Camden-street, N W.—October 3, Chatham. 10, Bradlaugh 
Club ; 17, m., Camberwell.

POSITIVISM.
NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE.—Church of Humanity, St.

Mary’e-place. Service and Discourse every Sunday evening at 7.
SUNDERLAND.—Church of Humanity, 23 Biandford-

street. Service and discourse every Sunday afternoon at 3.15.
WEST HARTLEPOOL.—Druids’ Hall, Tower-street.

Meeting for inquirers, conducted by Mr. Malcolm Quin, first Wednesday 
of every month at 7.30.

Information and literature may be obtained from Mr. Malcolm Quin, 
Church of Humanity, Newcastle-on-Tyne, who will be willing to consider 
applications to deliver lectures on Positivism gratuitously and without 
expense, where such lectures may be desired.

Price 6d. paper, Is. cloth.

The Jewish Life of Christ.
SEPHER TOLDOTH JESHU.

WITH NOTES BY

G. W. FOOTE & J. M. WHEELER. 
London : R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.STANTON, the People’s Dentist, 335 Strand (opposite

Somerset House).—TEETH on VULCANITE, 2s. 6d. each; upper 
or lower set, £1. Best Quality, 4s. each ; upper or lower, £2. Completed 
in four hours when required; repairing or alterations in two hours. 
If you pay more than the above, they are fancy charges. Teeth on 
platinum, 7a. fid. each; on 18 ct. gold, 16i.; stopping, 2s. 6d.; extraction, 
Is. | painless by gas, 5s.

WORKS BY G .'W . FOOTE.

Bible Handbook for Freethinkers and Inquiring Christians.
In parts 41. oach.

Was Jesus Insane? A Searching Inquiry into the Mental
Condition of tho Prophet of Nazareth. Id.

Royal Paupers. Showing what Royalty does for the People,
and what the People do for Royalty, 2d.

Philosophy of Secularism. 3d.
Atheism and Morality. 2d.
The Bible God. 2d.
Interview with the Devil. 2d.
The Dying Atheist. A Story. Id.
Bible Romances. New Edition. Revised and largely re-written. 

(1) Creation tory ¿d.; (2) Eve and the Apple, Id.; (3) Cain 
and Abel, Id.; (4) Noah’s Flood, Id.; (5) The Tower of Babel, Id.; 
(6) Lot’s Wife, Id.; (7) The Ten Plagues, Id.; (8) The Wandering 
Jews, Id.; (9) Balaam’s Ass, Id.; (10) God in a Box, Id.; (XI) 
Jonah and the Whale, Id.; (12) Bible Animals, Id.; (13) A Virgin 
Mother, Id.; (14) The Resurrection, 2d.; (15) The Crucifixion, 
Id.; (16) John’s Nightmare, Id.

Rome or Atheism—the Great Alternative. 3d.
Letters to Jesus Christ. 4d.
What was Christ ? A Reply to J. S. Mill. 2d.
Christianity and Progress. A Reply to Mr. Gladstone. 2d.
Salvation Syrup; or, Light on Darkest England. A Reply

to General Booth. 2d.

The Impossible Creed. An Open Letter to Bishop Magee on 
the Sermon on the Mount. 2d.

Ingersollism Defended against Archdeacon Farrar. 2d. 
Mrs. Besant’s Theosophy. A Candid Criticism. 2d. 
Secularism and Theosophy. A Rejoinder to Mrs. Besant. 2d.
The Grand Old Book. A Reply to the Gand Old Man. An 

exhaustive answer to the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone’s “ Im- 
prognablo Rock of Holy Scripture.” Is.; bound in cloth, Is. 6d.

Reminiscences of Charles Bradlaugh. 6d.
London: R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.THE BEST BOOK

ON NEO-MALTHUSIANISM IS, I BELIEVE,

TRUE MORALITY, or THE THEORY AND 
PRACTICE OF NEO-MALTHUSIANISM.

By J. B. HOLMES, M.M.L., M.V.S., M.N.S.B.
1G0 pages, with portrait and autograph, bound in sloth, gilt Uttered.

Price Is., post free.
*»* In order to bring th« information within tha reach of th« poor, the 

moat important parts of th« book are issued in a pamphlet of 112 page« 
at one fenny, post free 2d. Copies of th« pamphlet for diitribntion 1«.
« dozen post free.

Tho National Reformer of 4th September, 1892, say« i ‘‘Mr Holmes’ 
pamphlet . . .  is an almost unexceptionable statement of the Neo- 
Malthnsian theory and practice . . . and thronghont appeal« to moral 
feeling. . . . The spocial value of Mr. Holmes’ service to the Neo- 
Malthuaian cause and tc numan well-being generally ia just his combi
nation in his pamphlet of a plain statement of the physical and moral 
need for family limitation vnth a plain account of the means by which it 
can be secured, and an offer to all concerned of th« requisites at tb« 
lowest possible prices.”

The Oonncil of the Malthnsian Leagna, Dr. Dryadale, Dr. Allbntt, and 
others, have also spoken of it in very high terms.

The Trade supplied by B. Forder, 28 Stoneoutter-atraat, London, E.O. 
Other orders ahonld be tent to the author.
J. R. HOLMES. HANNEY, WANTAGE, BERKS.

W. J. Rendell’s “ Wife’s F r ie n d ”
Recommended by Mrs. Beeant in Law of Population, p. 33, and Dr. 
Allbutt in Wife's Handbook, p. 61. Made only at No. 16 Chadwell- 
street, Olerkenwell; 2s. per doz., post free (reduction in larger 
quantities). For particulari send stamped envelope.

I M P O R T A N T  C A U T I O N .
Beware of useless imitat'oni substituted by some dealers and chemists, 
the words “Rendell & Oo and “ J. W. Rendall,” etc., being speciously 
and plausibly introduced to deceive the public.

Look fob Autograph Registered Trade Mark

___ No. 182,688.
i*r Red Ink on each Box, without which None abb Genuine.

Higginson’s Syringe, with Vertical and Reverse Current, 8s. fid., 4s. 64. 
and 6s. 6d. Dr. Palfrey’s Powder, Is. 2d. Quinine Compound, Is. Id. 
Dr. Allbutt’s Quinine Powders, 8s. per doz. All prices pea. free.

W. J .  RENDELL, 15 C badw ell-st., C lerkanw ell, E.C.
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48 Pages, b eau tifu lly  p r in te d  and  e leg an tly  
bound, p rice  Sixpence,

THESIGN OF THE CROSS
A CANDID CRITICISM

! °p

MR. WILSON BARRETT’S PLAY
BY

G. W.  F O O T E

C o ntents  :—
A Pious Play 
Blasphemous Abuse 
Melodrama 
“ Claudian ”
Pagan and Christian Morality 
Pagan and Christian Torture 
Nero and His Vices 
Faith and Filth
The Primitive Christians and the Roman Empire
Fabulous Persecutions
Paul at Rome
The Neronic Persecution
The Forged Passage in Tacitus: its History and 

Probable Origin 
Mr. Barrett’s Cant 
The Real Sign of the Cross

London: R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

FLOWERS OF FREETHOUGHT.
BY

G. W.  FOOTE.
Second Series (cloth), 2s. 6d.

Contents: — Luscious Piety—The Jewish Sabbath—God’s Day— 
Professor Stokes on Immortality—Paul Bert—Converting a Corpse— 
Bradlaugh’s Ghost—Christ and Brotherhood—The Sons of God—Mel- 
chizedek—S'w’elp me God—Infidel Homes—Are Atheists Cruel ?—Are 
Atheists Wicked?—Rain Doctors—Pious Puerilities—“Thus Saith the 
Lord ”—Believe or be Damned—Christian Charity—Religion and Money— 
Clotted Bosh—Lord Bacon on Atheism—Christianity and Slavery—Christ 
Up to Date—Secularism and Christianity—Altar and Throne—Martin 
Luther—The Praise of Folly—A Lost Soul—Happy in Hell—The Act of 
Cod—Keir Hardie on Christ—Blessed be ye Poor—Converted Infidels— 
Mrs. Booth’s Ghost—Talmage on the Bible—Mrs. Besant on Death and 
After—The Poets and Liberal Theology—Christianity and Labor— 
Dueling—An Easter Egg for Christians—Down Among the Dead Men— 
Smirching a Hero—Kit Marlowe and Jesus Christ—Jehovah the Ripper— 
The Parson’s Living Wage — Did Bradlaugh Backslide? — Frederic 
Harrison on Athoism—Save the Bible !—Forgive and Forget—The Star 
of Bethlehem—The Great Ghost—Atheism and the French Revolution— 
Bigottism—Jesus at the Derby—Atheist Murderers—A Religion for 
Eunuchs—Rose-Water Religion.

London: R. Forder, 28 Stonocutter-strcet, E.C.

Recently published, prico 3d., by post 4d.,
THE

Secularist’s Catechism.
•dn Exposition of Secular Principles, showing their Relation to 

the Political and Social Problems of the Day.

By CHARLES WATTS
( Vice-President of the National Secular Society)]

London; Watts As Co., 17 Johnson’s-court, Fleet-street, E.C.

Se c u l a r  s u n d a y -s c h o o l , f a il s w o r t h , near
Manchester. The above School having become too small for the 

ÿHuirements of the members they are desirous of extendinii it.
ra>se the necessary funds—about £500—they aro promoting a 

Ha/AAR to be held at the end of October next. Contributions in 
money or articles from any Freethought well-wisher would be tbank- 
ruily received.

H. T aylor, Sec., 428 Oldham-road, Failsworth.

Price One Shilling,

T H E IS M  OR A T H E IS M :
Which is the More Reasonable 7 

A P U B L IC  D E B A T E
BETWEEN

Mr. W. T. LEE, Lecturer to the Christian Evidence 
Society,

AND

Mr. G. W. FOOTE, President of the National Secular 
Society.

Held in the Temperance Hall, Derby, May 15 and 16, 1895.
Chairman—J. W. PIPER, Editor of the Derby Daily 

Telegraph.
REVISED BY BOTH DISPUTANTS.

London: R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

W orks b y  Colonel R. G. IngersoII,

Some Mistakes of Moses. Last Words on Suicide. 2d.
The only complete edition in 
England. Accurate as Colenso, 
and fascinating as a novel. 132 pp. 
Is. Superior paper, cloth Is. 6d. 

Defence of Freethought. 
A Five Hours’ Speech at the Trial 
of C. B. Reynolds for Blasphemy. 
6d.

The Gods. 6d.
The H oly Bible. 6d.
Reply to Gladstone. With

a Biography by J. M. Wheeler. 
4d.

Rome or Reason 1 A Reply
to Cardinal Manning. 4d.

Crimes against Criminals. 
3d.

Oration on Walt Whitman. 
3d.

Oration on Voltaire. 3d. 
Abraham L incoln. 3d. 
Paine the P ioneer. 2d. 
Humanity’s Debt to Thomas 

P aine. 2d.
E rnest Renan and J esus 

Christ. 2d.
True Religion. 2d.
The Three Philanthropists. 

2d.
Love the Redeemer. 2d.
Is Suicide a S i n ? 2d.

London: R. Forder, 28

God and the State. 2d. 
Why am I an Agnostic? 

Part I. 2d.
Why am I an Agnostic?

Part II. 2d.
F aith and F act. Reply to

Dr. Field. 2d
God and Man. Second reply 

to Dr. Field. 2d.
The Dying Creed. 2d.
The L imits of Toleration

A Discussion with the Hon. F. D. 
Ooudert and Gov. S. L. Woodford. 
2d.

The H ousehold of F aith . 
2d.

Art and Morality. 2d.
Do I Blaspheme 2d.
The Clergy and Common

Sense. 2d.
Social Salvation. 2d. 
Marriage and D ivorce. 2d. 
Skulls. 2d.
The Great Mistake. Id. 
L ive Topics. Id.
Myth and Miracle, id . 
Real Blasphemy. Id. 
R epairing the I dols, id . 
Christ and Miracles. Id. 
Creeds & Spirituality. Id.
Stonecutter-street, E.C.

Works by J. M. Wheeler.
Biographical Dictionary of Freethinkers of All Ages and 

Nations. Containing the Lives of over 1,600 Men and 
Women of Light and Leading. Reduced to 5s.

Footsteps of the Past. Essays on Human Evolution in 
Religion and Custom. 3s.

Bible Studies. Essays on Phallic Worship, Circumcision, 
Blood Rites, Jewish Sacrifices, Taboos, Ordeals, Witch
craft, Prophets, Song of Solomon, Etc. Cloth illustrated, 
2s. 6a.

The Life and Writings of Voltaire. Is. paper; 2s. cloth.
Secular Songs and Freethonght Readings. Is.
The Christian Doctrine of Hell. 2d.
Satan, Witchcraft, and the Bible. 2d.
Types of Religionists. 2d.

London: R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-stroot, E.C.

Now Ready. Price Twopence.

What is the Use of Prayer?
B y  C. C O H E N .

London : R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

UNIGRAPHIC SHORTHAND is the Briefest and most
Perfect of all Systems. Parts I. to VIII. now ready. 7d. post 

free. P. W. Baldwin O.M, Ashton on-Ribble.
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LOT 11
1 P a ir Pure Wool B lankets. 
1 P air L arge Bed-Sheets.
1 B eautiful Quilt.
1 Tablecloth.

To each customer for L ot 11 we present a handsomely 
bound volume of John M. Robertson’s Papers for the People, 
or with orders for 2 L ot 11 we give G. W. Foote’s Flowers 
of Freeihought, and with orders for 5  L ot 11 customers will 
receive Mrs. Bradlaugh-Bonner’s Life of Charles Bradlaugh.

This offer is made during OCTOBER only.

WINTER
PATTERNS

N O W  R E A D Y .

STOCK
SIZES.

O v e r c o a tin g ’s  
S u it in g s  
T r o u s e r in g s  
J a c k e t  C lo th s  
C o stu m e C lo th s  
D r ess  F a b r ic s

25s.

30s.
35s.

P a t te r n s  P o s t  F r e e  to  
a n y  A d d ress .

E ach .

TO
MEASURE.

SEWING
MACHINES

27s. 6(1. 

32s. 6d. 

37s. 6d.
E ach .

U m b r e lla s
C a rp ets
B la n k e ts
Q u ilts
S h e e ts
C o rse ts
S k ir ts
S h a w ls
S h ir ts
F u rs

a n d  a ll  k in d s  o f  g e n e r a l  
H e a v y  D ra p ery .

P r ic e  L ist F ree .

A G EN TS

W ANTED

EV ER Y W H ER E,

Write fo r  Terms.

In Serges, Tweeds, Freizes, or Meltons, any 
Color. Patterns and Self-measurement Forms 
free to any Address. Every Garment well cut, 
made, and trimmed.

J . W . GOTT, 2  & 4  Union Street, 
BRADFORD.

W O RK ING  M EN,
You can a d d  10s. to 30s. per 
week to your Incorno by Selling 
Goods for us.

Write for Terms.

Price 2ld., by post 3d.; yearly subscription (including 
Supplements), 2s. 8d.THE LITERARY GUIDE:

A RATIONALIST REVIEW.
Devoted mainly to Books and Publications which deal with 

Religion, Philosophy, Science,and Ethics from a Rationalist 
standpoint.

Tiie October N umber Contains
Scientific Criticism: Mr. J. M. Robertson’s New Book.
A Singular Singor : M. C. O’Byrne.
The Youngest of Sciences : The Now Psychology.
Crystal and Other Visions : Androw Lang’s “ Ghosts.”
Heresy in Fiction.
Did Mark Follow Matthew ?
Goethe’s Great Thoughts.
Professor Goldwin Smith Into, viewed : Tho Progress of Agnosti

cism.
Litorary Shrines and Pilgrimages. 1.—Tho Gravo of Mary 

Chaworth.
The Study of Darwin : A Concise Guido to Darwinology.
Random Jottings; and tho usual foaturos.

Also a 4 pp. Supplement, containing a roviow and criticism, by 
Mr. F. J. Gould, of Doan Farrar’s rocent Work on The Jlihlc: Its 
Meaning and Supremacy.

London : Watts & Co., 17 Johnson’s-court, Fleet-stroot, E.C.

INGERSOLL’S
Greatest Lecture

ONS H A K E S P E A R E ,
HANDSOMELY PIIINTED. 

P rice S ix p en ce .
London: R. Fordor, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C,

Prico Fourpcnco,

BIBLE AND BEER
BY

G. W . F O O T E .
Contents

Drink Traffic and Local Veto
Christian Methods of Reformation
Old Divines on the Lawfulness of Drinking
Paley and Sydney Smith
Church Opposition to Temperance Movement
Bible Drinks
Scriptural Praises of Wine 
Jesus and the Wine Miracle 
The Last Supper 
Communion Port 
The Two-Wine Theory 
Religion and Intoxication 
Religious Drinking in tho Bible 
Water-Drinking Heretics 
Christianity and Mohammedanism 
Church Drinks
Absurdity of Bible Temperanco 
Appeal to Common Sense

This pamphlet should be in the hands of every Freethinker for 
constant use against the upholders of the absurd claims of the 
Bible and Christianity in regard to Temperance. No pains 
have been spared to make it complete and unanswerable.

TH O M AS P A IN E ’S  W O R K S.

The Rights of Man. Centenary edition. With a Political 
Biography by J. M. W h eel er . I s. ; bound In cloth, 2s. 

Complete Theological Works. (Including the Age of
Heaton.) Cloth, 2s. (Id.

London ; R. Forder, 28 Stonocutter-street, E.C.

Printed and Pablishtd by G. W. Foote, at 28 Stontcuttar-atrut, 
London, K.C.


