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Shakespeare’s Bible.

W

they . a,way journalists have of writing on subjects
Paradu'’-understand « And how dogmatically they
a m Cu eir *Snorance as the top of knowledge ! Only
nos°nt" or two ago | had occasion to expose the
Shak6nSe  a wr‘ter in the London Echo, who described
Will 6si5eare as a good Christian, and referred to his
beliej-asT c?ntaining tke expression of his religious
that Sh 1 'Swriter went even tO the lenf t[l saying
astat hakespeare’s will was written with his own hand’
evervement which is known to be false and absurd by
facts One 'vh® has an elementary acquaintance with the
men > at'ng to the life of “ the greatest of the sons of
Ir’ni 1 have now to expose another piece of nonsense
Itis e Pen °f a front-page writer in the Sunday Sun.

ontained in the following passage :—

ar "fh®mystical clothing of the great period of Puritanism
re se jroni a very simple fact, but one that is mostly dis-
verf-d- .The Scriptures only became accessible in the
relit~al ~dicated to James the First. When we look for
Bibl °UB references m Shakespeare, we forget that the
X b6 Was Probably not on his bookshelves. As soon as
man’'Carne access*ble, it became part of every educated
fre s studies ; and Scriptural references are iust as

'P the works of James |. as quotations from the
RA92R \Wrivers are in the Histrio-Mastix, the monument
U Suntan defiance.”

this  *bere are almost as many mistakes as clauses in
t[a~raPh' But let us take the principal ones :
shak, r ther* is a lack of “ religious references” in

I aCceSpeare ’ sec°nd, that the Bible in English was not
Vgfgj SSple ” before the publication of the Authorised
Ore @n ‘n 1611; third, that the Bible was probably not
With th *e books that Shakespeare had read. Involved

es® Or f°~A0wing from them, is afourth blunder ;
PP'nion”, at Shakespeare’s own religious (or irreligious)
in connS are s°mehow lost to us, or at least obscured,
refer ~ecluence of his having no Bible to quote from or
he Su f admit that the writer does not say this, but
deducF"Sts >'n other words, it seems a legitimate
®mwes >N, [rom his large and liberal “ religious refer-
inply’ which is a phrase that may be justly held to

With °re *ban references only to the Bible.
K Say ~regard to the accessibility of the Bible, | venture
before 'Vas n.° more accessible after 1611 than it was
placed’ eXcePt *n the sense that another edition of it was
‘aiagiag iu°n H16 book-market. This writer appears to
translati tbe Authorised Version was the first great
arevisi®n’ wkereas it was less a new translation than
'vas no. a °f the existing translations ; and its object
*fe tran O make the Bible more accessible, but to make
to corro3atlOa more “ accurate,” especially with a view
'v«re the Orating the doctrines and sentiments which
&°ing ton Prevalent in the Church of England. Without
'Wter m‘ 'VOre recondite sources of information, this
P'atter have learnt the substantial truth of the
tii'i L°T an ordinary book like Dr. Marsh’s well-

r author UreS °n ~c English Language. Speaking of
lushed =S¢ tke té6n Version, this able and accom-
., Cturer observed

or rather the revisers, of the English

they add*6 no(; the teachers of a new doctrine : the public
contentsresscd were not neophytes or strangers to the
,spr  or the phraseolielgy of the volume now again to
alreadler befor®them. ‘HEmglamd had been Protestant,
~epakorfior, akmest three-fourths of a eentury ; and there
radre comparatively few of the English people who had
taught the precepts of that faith, and made

Ju 7|L§ti7ré/vith its oracles in their very cradles, through the
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translations of Tyndale, Coverdale, and others, which
were made the basis, and furnished the staple, of the new
recension.”

Dr. Marsh pointed out that the Authorised Version of
1611— which has stood ever since, and is now likely to
stand till the end— differs remarkably little from the
previous versions.

“Tyndale’s, Coverdale’s, Cranmer’s, the Bishops’, the
Genevan, and the standard version coincide so nearly
with each other, both in sense and in phraseology, that
we may hear whole chapters of any of them read without
noticing that they deviate from the text to which we
have always been accustomed.”

The explanation of this close agreement is simple
enough. King James’s first rule for the guidance of
the revisers was this : “ The ordinary Bible read in the
church, commonly called the Bishops' Bible, to be
followed, and as little altered as the original will
permit.” The fourteenth rule was : “ These transla-
tions to be used when they agree better with the text
than the Bishops’ Bible— namely, Tyndale’s, Matthew’s,
Coverdale’s, Whitchurch’s, Geneva.” Such rules prove
that there was no scarcity of Bibles in England. This
is further proved by the events which led up to the
undertaking of the Authorised Version. King James
was approached by Dr. Reynolds, the spokesman of
the Puritans, who begged that a new translation of the
Bible might be made, as those which were allowed in the
reigns of Henry VIII. and Edward VI. were corrupt, and
not answerable to the truth of the original. James replied
that he himself ‘wished that some special pains should
be taken in this matter for one uniform translation,” to
which the whole Church might be bound exclusively.
Shortly afterwards he appointed a commission of learned
men from both universities to do this work, and in due
course the new Bible was printed and appointed to be
read in all the churches. What was wanted was an
accurate translation, for much controversy had been
waged over alleged blunders in the former translations ;
and a uniform translation, for it was highly desirable
that one and the same English Bible should be used in
all the churches, now that Protestantism was firmly
established. And both these reasons, so far from
proving that the Scriptures “ only became accessible ”
in King James’s version, prove the very opposite—
namely, that too many, and too various, Bibles were in
general use.

Without going into the history of the many transla-
tions of the Bible, from WyckliPs down to the Douay,
a Catholic version which anticipated King James’s by
a couple of years— for such a disquisition would extend
this article too greatly ; let it suffice to say that, so far
from the Bible being inaccessible before 1611, there
must have been myriads of copies of it scattered over
England ; and it should be remembered that the total
population of this country did not then equal the present
population of London. Moreover, it can be demon-
strated from the theological works of the early seven-
teenth century that the Authorised Version did not
immediately supplant its predecessors. For the next
twenty or thirty years the older versions were frequently
quoted in preference. Indeed, it is pretty certain that
the Eliots, Pyms, and Hampdens of the great Puritan
revolt were brought up on the older versions. Cromwell
himself was about thirteen years old when the 1611
Bible was issued, and in all probability he made his first
acquaintance with “ Holy W rit” in the same manner.

It is perfectly clear, then, that there was no sort or
presumption in the nature of the case against Shake-
speare’s having a copy of the Bible. Thousands of
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people had a copy, and why should not he? True, it
was not as cheap a book as it is now, but people did
not buy many books in those days, and the cost of o?ic
was no insuperable barrier to its possession. Besides,
it was then a book of such supreme importance, being
the veritable, unquestioned Word of God to all Pro-
testants, and not really a book in the common sense of
the term, but something unique and superhuman.
English Protestants would be certain to buy a copy if
they could. In these circumstances, Shakespeare would
naturally have a Bible himself. He was not exactly a
poor man at any time during his manhood, and during
a considerable portion of the time he was really well off.
The price of the volume was not to him prohibitive;
and being what it was to his contemporaries, it was a
book that he could not fail to read, whether he believed
in its divinity or not. For he was not only a poet, but
the greatest of poets, and a mighty dramatist to boot;
and it is simply inconceivable that he could be incurious
about anything that was of superlative interest to his
fellow men.

So much for the abstract question ; too much, as some
will think, and we almost agree with them. For when
we drop down from the abstract to the practical, we
find there is no room for discussion. Shakespeare’s
works show that he was well acquainted with the Bible ;
indeed, the fact has been made the basis of many an
argument in favor of his orthodoxy. Just as he has
been “ proved” to have belonged to fifty or sixty different
trades or professions, so he has been “ proved” to have
qualified for adoctor of divinity. Todilate upon this theme
is impossible within the limits of this article. Fortunately
it is not necessary. Every student— nay, every careful
reader— of Shakespeare knows that his plays, and his
comic plays particularly, contain a multitude of Biblical
allusions. He ridicules the Bible and Christianity
through the mouths of his fools and clowns, and some-
times through the mouths of graver characters. This
has been noticed bysome commentators. His “allusions”
were stigmatised as “ in the highest degree censurable ”
by the writer of his Life in Lardner’s Cyclopedia. Gifford
called him “the Coryphie'us of profanation.” It was
certainly Shakespeare (and perhaps Jonson) that Gifford
glanced at in his panegyric on Massinger.

“ But the great, the glorious distinction of Massinger,
is the uniform respect in which he treats religion and its
ministers, in an age when it was found necessary to add
regulation to regulation, to stop the growth of impiety
on the stage. No priests are introduced by him, ‘to set
on some quantity of barren spectators ’ to laugh at their
licentious follies ; the sacred name is not lightly invoked,
nor daringly sported with ; nor is Scripture profaned by
buffoon allusions lavishly put into the mouths of fools
and women.”

The last clause of this orthodox rebuke is undoubtedly
aimed at Shakespeare ; for it fits him, and him alone,
of all the Elizabethan dramatists.

Enough of this for the present. | have amply shown
that the writer | set out to criticise is ignorant of the
facts relating to Shakespeare and the Bible. Some day
or other 1 will deal with the far more important question,
whether Shakespeare’s works hide or reveal his religious
opinions— or rather his opinions on religion. Taken in
connection with certain facts of his life, his writings, in
spite of their dramatic character, seem to furnish con-
clusive evidence that he was a Freethinker, and pro-
bably an Atheist. G. W. Foote.

Martineau’s “Study of Religion.”

T he death of the late Dr. Martineau removed a striking,
and in many ways an interesting, personality from the
religious world. Belonging to the more advanced
school of religious thinkers, possessed of considerable
fluency of speech and grace of expression, combined
with no mean philosophic culture, there was often a
charm and a suggestiveness about his writings on reli-
gion that served as a pleasant change from the dullness
and emptiness of religious writings generally. | do not
wish it to be understood that | believe Dr. Martineau’s
arguments in favor of the fundamentals of religious
belief were, at bottom, any stronger than those of his

the Design Argument in the language of the man 111
street or in that of neo-Hegelianism does but alter
in appearance ; it is the same argument fundamental y>
embodying exactly the same fallacies, and open to
precisely similar refutation. A philosophical cover*»
does not make a weak argument strong ; it only sef'f
to hide its weakness, and render its exposure a M
more difficult. js

But, although Dr. Martineau belonged to what
called the advanced school of theologians, he reptg
sented an advanced mind of a curiously old-fashio*»
type. He was conversant with modern writings .
modern thought upon the subjects with which he dea{'t‘,
and yet never seemed to have assimilated them sufficien®
to understand all their implications. Scores of passafj
might be selected from his Types of Ethical Thcou
particularly those dealing with evolution— to prove to 1
but it would needlessly extend the length of this art*c ’
On the whole, he represented an advanced BisO >
Butler, keeping to the same methods of introspect'
analysis, without properly realising that the mod
doctrine of development had completely changed
method of ethical and psychological investigation.

Dr. Martineau’s principal religious work is that pe,
ing the title, A Study of Religion. It was pUdj'~j
about twelve years ago, and adi gst of the two vol,
has just been issued by one of his most enthust
disciples, the Rev. R. A. Armstrong, of Liverpool- 1
about nine years since | read the work, and, c¢°n®
quently, my recollection of its contents is notqu|te’|
fresh as it might be. So far as my memory servewtle
do not possess a copy of it—Mr. Armstrong’s1
volume is a faithful reproduction of the essence
the work, and | have no hesitation in taking j(
as a basis of criticism of Dr. Martineau’s position-
will, at all events, serve to illustrate some of the P*1 e
mental flaws in the religious position. It will there
be understood that, when | speak of Dr. Martine »
arguments, | am taking them as represented m

Armstrong’s book. ®
There is one point on which | am in thorough &£,.js
ment with both Dr. Martineau and his expositor. n

is in protesting against those who seek “ to nia*n. *
the nomenclature of Theism without its faith,” of ds *
an old group of terms in entirely new senses, and
ing to have a “ religion,” while rejecting all that
phrase historically and properly implies. Reduce*d]»
its simplest term, religion implies the belief in deity
future life ; and it is wresting the term from all that %
ever properly implied to apply it to some vague eniotL
feeling towards one’s fellows. Still less defensible
to speak of religious feelings towards the universe, 0 (
we have reached the position of regarding it as a pLf.
of unconscious mechanism, self-regulating, self-rep”;,
ing, and self-adjusting. Reverence towards the * s
scious forces of nature in the aggregate is every
absurd as the savage’s worship of natural forces 1~
vidually. The universe can only command reve- »
while we believe it to be alive ; short of that, as {5
Martineau says, “ Homage to an automaton univer”
no better than mummy-worship would be to one
has known what it is to love and trust and embrace j(
living friend.” We must either take religioner leil fe}-
It is simply foolish, if not worse, to reject all that «
gion properly involves, and then claim to be “ religiol $
chiefly, | imagine, because we are afraid to owo
selves as being without something which the maj
declare to be necessary to respectability. (5
A Study ofReligion is the title Dr. Martineau ga™. 8
principal religious work, and it exhibits to the fu’ {§
characteristic habit of taking the human mind a® 1 tj
examining its contents, and almost entirely ignor*°n jt
course of development that has given man his Pre0
feelings and tendencies. His object, to Vv<e. fis\
Armstrong’s words, is “ to seek and find its [reliffl" of
sources in the intellectual and moral constitutel pf
man.” And, of course, by the method adoptee*« “Y
Martineau is certain to get out of the human ™
that he requires to establish his case. No one d0.”~
for a moment that, if the average individual exaltiefe
his or her mental constitution, they will discove* S
certain tendencies that may easily blossom into re‘*? oix
beliefs. lhe fact that we are the chiudieri 0 A
ancestors, a knowledge of the principle of heredity* ¢

more orthodox contemporaries. Whether a man states fguarantee this much. “ The intellectual and
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constitution» of man has been framed by ancestra
~Periences, co-operating with present conditions ; and
at the present individual yields, in the majority o
ases, a ready assent to religious teachings does not
tt°le ihat those teachings are sound ; it only proves
at with certain inherited tendencies the human mind
zﬁﬂia special response to a special stimulus to the

nment.
belief fea' P°'nt at issue between non-believers and
imateerS ~ Vle -dP6 b*r- Martineau is, “ Is religion

°ranc °r 'S tbe result °f education, either individual
retion fra' N o w , to answer this question an exami-
Inanv°f « 6 °b>jective aspect of religion is indispensable,
internals 'ts Phases "he human mind is not the result of
acted ‘Orces only, but of these acting upon, and being
Prom bs-the fduces of thib surrounding: medium.
1 ciigionl6 ev®lutionist point of view, the craving for
of traj ,s>when active, simply the result of centuries
drectiQuiag’, artificial and natural, in a particular
sy; ,,"-and it is clearly no reply to this position to
teea 1 . n 1 examine my own mental states | find
fullle ]:@&ife to believe in the existence of God and a
No one disputes the existence of the

Tu”™' a great many dispute its validity or utility,
whali  the Particular form taken by religious belie s is
to a matter of education and of position ; that,
1Christianity is a mere
f22apW cTalgnessiBAraSewe are Christians for the
dniedeaS°n ~at we are Germans,” will hardly be
"leas a,*nd ~at ewen the mast funidametutal of @iggOUS
sejfl w , . rest,It of education, using that much-
dson* Word In its most general sense, seems to me
strat; ear' The great obstacle in the way of demon-
teS 'he last contention is the difficulty of keeping

fh- IVidual free from educative influences.

be-. is one piece of evidence, however, which may
'r;bo a}écqg“that seems L hie coousiivei.  OBeaf mutes,
P their infirmities prevented from receiving
tecar®n "'trough the ear, and who are often only dumb
ke a, Se they are deaf, are found prior to instruction to
tey ,aifether destitute of religious ideas. Although
durch'lVe accompanied their parents or guardians to
"frei- ?r chapel, and have witnessed all the formularies
anak™ I1°us belief, no corresponding chord has been
In their minds. It is only7 after they have
¢US apquainted with some method of holding inter-
v'sen "Mth their fellows that religious beliefs have

O ,«?1 c°nfess that this single case seems to me
! ] SVE. surely, if reiigfous feelings are part
?zd"'«tl'Of the nature of man, they should
1"eived h glr Presence independent of any instruction
c6have ~lbe.individual from society. But this, as
Rt'Pletpi,.Seen In the only case where people can be
"¢ setise™cAf°lated, is not the case And even when

't’"iti,o'L fght unimpaired, and the dormant
IH if any such existed, might receive a
gM¥os fyom wikreseim  others engaged in religious
¢ Nout* the mute is left wondering what it is
Afi"lins**—. might have shown the same thing by

« L WR actually Know Nt tne wRRIArYh&}
"e'N7 beliefs, and the conditions .u , ecase against

%se~ferated ! but | am contentto e » rebgious
C *b° hold that man is “essentially a "

Isto MarsRERURIS s eaccofding to Mr. Armghrngn

sV HARSSRT S ISR edlifioFy
ule e>|be belief in God and a Martineau

~ abntlclewe sball see in what matin- _ ;onclude by
ylyi~the task. For the present I will conclut

"Rein'" bls statements concerning B'e ,n@timate

5] °|If],l| "be “ uI_timre]\te caLa.se‘s :th\ vhich Walter

DS RAGS MRS Bid8nYe daaldss P to Says
"'ecidi.

et coninmi f  Present with infinity or eternity; when

l'ysici;inleu- ""em | will talk about them. You

rev-e "ith d b "be flower-bearing and fruit-bearing

Piofbr'ng un VIing’ and turning over, and sifting, and

, N"dity  anysolid and malleable mass from the dark

fb'y—" which you labor....... Keep always to the

bel”P’ 208.,0< "
s &lof

Francis Galton’s Inquiries into Human

lerc 's a collection of similar instances in
uP°n the Brain, chap. x.
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point, or with an eye upon it, and, instead of saying
things to make people stare and wonder, say what will
withhold them hereafter from wondering and staring.
This is philosophy : to make remote things tangible,
common things extensively useful, useful things exten-
sively common, and to leave the least necessary for the
last.”
Had this advice been acted upon, a great deal of the
Study of Religion would never have been written.
C. Cohen,
( To be continued.)

Foundation of Christianity.

So far as Christianity may be regarded as a system of
religion, there is no doubt that, next to the belief in a
God, the hope of a future life constitutes its principal
element. In fact, it may be said that the doctrine of
Immortality is the very basis of the Christian faith.
Upon this belief all its other figments rest. And, strange
to say, although this teaching is not anywhere elaborated
in the Old Testament, it is there we find the initiation of
the Christian idea of continual existence after death. It
is true that we are told that Chris4 “ brought life and im-
mortality to light” (2 Timothy i. 10), but where and how
he did so it is not easy to understand, seeing that a belief
in a future existence extensively prevailed long before the
time when Christ is said to have first appeared. More-
over, the supposed events which gave rise to the Chris-
tian notion of a life beyond the grave are recorded in
Genesis. According to orthodox Christianity, if there
had been no Fall there would have been no sin and no
death ; consequently, the term “ hereafter” would have
had no meaning in reference to immortality, and there
would have been no necessity for Christ to have “ brought
life and immortality to light.” Let us now inquire into
the nature of this Bible foundation of Christianity.

Theologians declare that their belief in immortality is
a revealed certainty, and yet its real nature has never
been made known to mortal man. The very inception
of the idea, as set forth in Genesis, appears to have been
so alarming to the Christian’s God that he adopted
prompt measures to prevent it becoming a reality.
After Adam had “ become as one of us,” and was enabled
“to know good and evil,” there arose a fear “ lest he
put forth his hand and take also of the tree of life, and
eat and live for ever.” To prevent this attempt upon
the part of Adam to become like God being successful, he
(Adam) was sent forth from the Garden of Eden, and “ a
llaming sword, which turned every way,” was placed
“ to keep the way of the tree of life.” Why God should
desire mankind to live for ever, and yet seek to prevent
Adam from doing so, is beyond our ability to compre-
hend. Neither is it made obvious that he was at any
future time to be other than mortal. What became
of that famous “ tree of life ” has not been revealed to
Adam’s posterity. Perhaps, when Adam and Eve left
Eden, God destroyed it; for, so far as we know, it has
never been heard of since. There is in an old history of
travels in India an account of a similar tree of life.
In this story there is no mention of a flaming sword, but
it is stated that the tree could be seen on the payment of
a sum equal to half-a-crown of English money.

The statement in Genesis in no way indicates that
man was created an immortal being, or that in the
future he might have become so. Hence, any deduction
drawn from the early Bible reference to “ immortality ”
must necessarily be the negative of the present popular
belief, which is, that man is immortal. If the opposite
conclusion were reasonably possible, then immortality
would have been natural, not supernatural, and would
also have been the result of physical causes admitting
of scientific observation, and not, as now alleged, the
consequence of a special divine purpose. It is worthy
of note that in the Bible account we have the positive
statement made to man : “ For dust thou art, and unto
dust shalt thou return.” So that, according to this,
man is only immortal in the same sense that dust is,
which is no confirmation of the modern belief, since
that implies perpetual consciousness. One thing is
clear : that the Bible writer makes no distinction
between the origin of man and that of the lower
animals—all are made from dust. The end of their
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existence is also described in the OIld Testament as
being the same. Thus we read in Ecclesiastes: “ For
that which befalleth the sons of men befalleth beasts ;
even one thing befalleth them : as the one dieth, so
dieth the other ; yea, they have all one breath ; so that
a man hath no pre-eminence above a beast: for all is
vanity. All go unto one place ; all are of the dust, and
all turn to dust again. Who knoweth the spirit of man
that goeth upward, and the spirit of the beast that goeth
downward to the earth? Wherefore | perceive that there
is nothing better than that a man should rejoice in his
own works ; for that is his portion : for who shall bring
him to see what shall be after him ?”

In spite of the many absurdities which the notion
involves, some learned Divines have professed to believe
that, by a simple taste of “ the tree of life,” Adam would
have become immortal. But, if so, human nature would
have been constructed upon a totally different plan to
what it is. As man is at present organised he grows,
wastes, renews, and ultimately decays, his career culmi-
nating in Death, which is a necessity, regardless of what
Adam did or did not, and man cannot but experience it
while he is what he is. Change is a universal law of
existence ; for, as soon as we enter upon the stage of
life, we become subject to that change until we progress
to a given point; then our organisation begins to lose
its vitality, and we slowly, but surely, exhaust life's
powers, and death ensues as certainly as a fire will
cease to burn when no longer supplied with fuel. This
condition of things has always existed, so far as science
can discover. The truth is, if Adam were constituted
similar to us, he must have been liable to death. If, on
the contrary, his organisation were of an entirely different
structure, how could he have been our first parent?
Children do not differ in their nature from those whose
offspring they are. Certain it is that man’s constitu-
tion is such that he cannot avoid death. He is so
organised that all the influences operating upon him,
while for a time and under certain conditions they afford
him sustenance and support, must yet, diverted from
their normal purpose, cause him to cease to live.
Indeed, it is impossible even to conceive of a human
body which is possessed of immortality. The phrase is
used glibly enough, but let one reflect upon it, and ask
himself what is the meaning that he attaches to the
expression, “ immortal man.” A human being Jives by
taking food, and that very food, wrongly used, may
cause death. Excretions of a poisonous character are
continually being eliminated, and, should the glandular
organ, whose function it is to remove these deleterious
substances, cease to act, then the result is as fatal as
though a poison had been swallowed. If it be said that
this would not occur because there would be no disease,
we reply that there is still the impossibility of supposing
an organism, whose existence is dependent on something
outside itself, being at the same time independent of its
liabilities.

We are sometimes asked to admire the design mani-
fested in nature, yet here we have a tree designed by
God himself to prevent people dying, and a sword pro-
vided to prevent anyone obtaining a taste of this very
tree. Mark the inconsistency of this Bible story. If
Adam had not eaten of the “tree of knowledge,” he
would not have been mortal; but, having partaken of
it, he brought about his death and his mortality. So,
but for the “tree of knowledge,” the “tree of life”
would have been unnecessary. This was, indeed, a
case of the “ bane and antidote ” with a vengeance.
Why, in the name of common sense, were the two trees
placed in the Garden of Eden ? The only answer we can
give is, that it makes the absurdity of the story complete.
Then we are told in the New Testament that life eternal
is only obtainable through Christ, “ For as in Adam all
die, even so in Christ shall all be made alive.” Yet in
the Old Testament it is said that eternal life could have
been secured by eating the fruit of a particular tree. If
this garden product had been preserved with its alleged
original vitality, and the human race had been allowed
to eat thereof, the sufferings and the death of Christ
would not have been required. Another absurdity asso-
ciated with the basis of orthodox Christianity is the
idea that souls are rescued by Christ from eternal
death, which was caused by Eve acting upon the state-
ment of the Devil in Paradise ; yet there is no evidence
that the Hebrews professed any knowledge of such a

THE FREETHINKER.

April 8

personage until the Babyloni’an captivfty. _ThG.ﬂ SPectacu

in Genesis, it is true, attributes all the miscnie”™ . G,

“serpent,” but no mention is made by him 0 f v with

Perhaps this was in consequence of the writers 5

ranee of the existence of his Satanic Majesty. a JlfSt
Such is the nature of the foundation of the “ ~  Olirne,

phase of Christianity. Is such a religion worff)'~ > € t§

age of thought and intellectual discernment ? , ha_day

not, for it is simply a faith, the credentials of Stro- ¢

are ignorance, credulity, and submission to

inventions. If there be any truth in the rem3. Raders
whatever is built upon a mistake must bea'"sy‘L > e an

also,” then orthodox Christianity is one of the S j, gg‘%ﬁ

mistakes that have ever deluded the human nun '

duty, as Secularists, is to labor to destroy thep>~ =~ W

this delusion, and to evoke a desire to substiw ~ S . revt

a reliance upon rational principles, which tendto ~ V. pa
the human mind and to consolidate the intellect
: onde?;
gress of modern times. Charles ™
Peteffyj
Hits
Christianising the Drama. arrtin
Talmage Play-Acting on His Own.
“ America’'s greatest preacher,” the Rev. Dr.g
Witt Talmage, has been discoursing at W& [ o tr si
on the drama in relation to Christianity. He § »
leading newspapers of America invited him to f
and report” on two popular plays of the aﬁ%pa
newspaper proprietors, no doubt, scented ‘c>' K S it
it. If one American sky-pilot takes editor™l i Ver,
on Christ-like lines, there is no reason, of c°u .5i
another should not give an impersonation of J?ys! .
dramatic critic. Unfortunately, neither of the P» &)isgy, {
W itt was invited to criticise seems to have
which Miss Olga Nethersole recently figured un T hen
incontinently stopped by the police. fif
We are, therefore, without the judgm ef[it Jr , | s
Talmage on that piece of alleged naughtio® €U
so violently shocked the moral feelings of the J
police. We mention the police because the Pd
public were ready enough, and eager enough» * ?
the house to overflowing at each represents™ j,( H '-c£e)
haven't even the benefit of Dr. Talmage's Pj$ (gt hot
the two plays he was asked to “ins™3'l al s K
upon "—just as if he were some Sanitary OB®f# t>
the instructions of a Vestry or Local Board O i/
He didn’t go to see either play, but discreetly PNJ,
to deliver in the pulpit a discourse designed to $ yis
whole subject. It is always best, when cold® £( TFe%
a pronouncement, to dispense with the tireS tod {
liminary of actual investigation. You are oS e
embarrassed by facts, and can revel in a
licence, either of denunciation or eulogy. N o
Why Dr. Talmage’s opinion should thus a ?e}?"altr
solicited it is easy to understand. He is iP@ilK
bit of an actor himself. Max O’Rell, in his * L
in America, devotes several pages to a piflua0”™I Ii-s
tion of Dr. Talmage and his style of oratory. *sot y ; *
he says, is not so much a preacher, a spiritua ?
expounder of religious doctrine, as an actor, a an?%’f
and— he as good as says— a clown. Thisesti if] ‘its
lowest form, is practically correct. No unbianijy s 1
who has heard Talmage as we have will dispu”t g
actor himself, Talmage is, curiously enoug/l «
down ” " hat a
the extraordinary jealousy that prevails in the Jo°d tr
is something in his favor. In that respect . Hom tn
%greeable contrast to the preacher whom, it ’sd%(}:lgj a}) Isﬁ(')
ernhardt casually ‘dropped in to heary & L rof
wards received from her a polite note in whi™l M o
him why he was so hard on theatrical peopl® ik
not, my dear friend,” she asked caressing™'Y I_HL,GQ
playing with a mouse ; “ Are we not—you a Ser
actors ?” Iy ~terj
Talmage bestows his "approval on y1.,9 &« KPd
element because it is “an echo of the fe, fly
God has implanted in our immortal soulSy
we are nearly all moved by the spectacul3’ jt'||
even in our Churches. That is quite true, & igt
true that we may be moved in diverse dire® g
not inconceivable, for instance, that some v ei ® rrS &

Romish or Ritualistic church may be 1110
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ptyted lar effects to sardonic laughter or contemptuous
dwith 7/1dau’'ng> Dr. Talmage inquires, W hat shall we
tetreat bls implanted dramatic element? For answer
"Just aS L5 t0 the f°l'ow'ng' fine example of Talmagese :
SbiimeSWe cultivate the taste for the beautiful and the
cataract 1 k‘rd'haunted glen and roystering stream and
tredav rr™ dtdvn 'n uPr°ar over the mossed rocks, and
setting 1t'ng its banner of victory in the east, and then
oftheb everything on fire as it retreats through the gates
thunder”N and tbe Austerlitz and Waterloo ofan August
noon s Orm filnzing their batteries into a sultry after-
the cheelT tbe round> glittering tear of a world wet on
taste fO tbe night— as in this way we cultivate our
Wy W tbe beautiful and sublime, so in every lawful
reture t,are *° cultivate the dramatic element in our
tragicr, Nevery staccato passage in literature, by every
Is notSAJ e in human life-"

Wonder thta'S reaBy beautiful ? Can we any longer
»dthat” 3k Ta*ma&e should attract so many admirers,
PetefOrt,re iffi°us weeklies in this country should com-
Wthits  r®&@r°duction of his sermons ? This passage,
'sWom, 116 'magery, such as “ the cheek of the night,”
iy 17- of selection Pecause we can just imagte fts
tfc.,ry by Talmage to his Washington audience, who,
O f - Were spell-bound. We can picture the lank
Whn: tbe Preacher, the wild eye, the long, thin arms
out about the head, the cadaverous jaws shrieking
of >tIs rhapsody as if it were indeed poetical expression

& blghest order. W.ith the class of peogle he
iwin and those who read his published sermons,
dfod eSS His hearers desire entertainment, and he
howev ™ *n bis own particular style. One remembers,
fello~"T’ that it offended Hamlet to the soul to hear a
lheea tear a passion to tatters, to very rags, to split

GPablS tbe groundlings, who, for the most part, are
HiS 1? nothing but inexplicable dumb shows and
Wu

fllsJ? We open the Bible, says Talmage, our eye

%su“P°n the dramatic. In the “ intense, gorgeous,

JtheSggstive story of Solomon’s Song.” Yes, certainly

OVt Zgestivc story of Solomon’s Song. In the
arsS, 1 d0b; tod; Wimere the poor tormented patriarch

Ks j jhuch better a figure than the Lord who permitted

-"‘nas»% Jn the Book of Revelation, where, says

% 16 see “ cavalrymen of heaven galloping on

rgtnf,rSes i nations in doxology— hallelujahs to the

aain ,, , m>hallelujahs to the left of them.” Here,
the r-6Lave an example of Talmagese. “ Hallelujahs

"Nuvin'fot of them, hallelujahs to the left of them,

Jit*evs and thundering whilst, we suppose, the beasts

AwidpS w'thin and eyes without are squatted on their
“Thp!" watching the heavenly French’s charge.

N rOtl. tendency,” says Talmage, “ in some quarters is
W rell8i°n, to whine religion, to moan religion,
_to nrllglon’. to sepulcharise religion, when we

fk!mr.” Th™nt-~ 'n an animated a°d spectacular

@l Nivap- S %5 Huite true ; but does it not sound

be~n at™ s apology to his critics for shrieking

G~itig as . gesticulating religion, and generally

ife Mtflesq,,l tbe whole thing were a screaming farce,

TyH O™ e>°r the melodrama of a penny gaff— as,
n age’s v,;I? .°ften inclined to think it is, without

V  the streStriOnic assistance.

Svhs in the two obscure prophetic announce-

Coct at a[i e which do not seem to bear upon the

Die'ng We ha’ ~afmage says that “in the good time

°f the Ve P°sitive announcement that the amuse-
o FrsPgd © 1008 50150 FOOREM A W at

Vhk-to tnira S adrnittedly a long way off? Fancy a
°'shop QC®Piays, dramas on Scriptural lines, the
Lir°f plav '-anterbury or Dr. Parker appointed

p-L’ anff aB our actors Wilson Barretts !
by sl<eteu-a fffifopse of the kind of thing we may
@ttin Ing the great spectacle of the day of
Pwing dramatic_fashion_:—

r: D'uu,:,,e ,ast Day. Stage : The Rocking Earth.

kind;" No tins,i rdx' Kinffs> Beg&ars>Clowns. No
fhat, gkflatnp«Sc' No cr°wn. or footlights : The
O, wake the i f WOrld. For orchestra: The trumpets
adj®sea. pUcnu- For applause : The clapping floods
Il p ' curtain : The heavens rolled together as

of n,.r. tr;igedy : The Doom of the Profligate. The

fin» to the llo.ns acr’°ss the stage—some to the right,
®andithe Tihen the bell of the last thunder will

ottrtain will drop "
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This particular discourse by Dr. Talmage, like most
others to which he treats his hearers, is chiefly remark-
able for its proportion of a ha'porth of sense to an
intolerable deal of rhapsodical, hysterical sensational-
ism, mixed metaphor, ludicrous grandiloquence, and
“ high falutin’.” There is one passage, however, to
which we must take specific objection. He says: “ It
was not original with Shakespeare when he said *All
the world’s a stage, and all the men and women merely
players.” He got it from St. Paul, who, fifteen centuries
before that, had written, ‘ We are made a spectacle unto
the world and to angels and to men.””

Got it from St. Paul, indeed ! The spectacle, says
Talmage, is in a colosseum—the Christians fighting
with wild beasts. Very well ; but how, in the name of
all that is rational, can Shakespeare be said to have
“got” his immortal simile from these words of St.
Paul ? The latter does not say the world is a spectacle,
but that Christians are a spectacle to the world ; which
is an entirely different thing, as any schoolboy might
perceive. There isn't a shade of suggestion in the
Pauline utterance from which the Shakespearean lines
might have sprung. The man who could pretend that
Shakespeare is thus indebted must be— well, he could
only be Talmage, and that’s the worst thing that can be
said of him from a rational point of view.

Francis Neale.

The Beautiful Garden.

(With apologies to the author of the song with that title.)

T hey lived in the beautiful garden,
The children of high degree ;
The one was the wife of the other,
The “she ” was a rib of the “ he.”
Up above, with His face at the window,
Was their Heavenly Father, J.;
He wanted to catch them tripping,
So He watched them day by day.

He’d planted some trees in the garden,
And loaded the boughs with fruit,
And said : “You can gather from that one
And that one, and that one, to boot ;
But the tree that you see over yonder
I shouldn’t advise you to climb ;
It is bearing some capital apples,
But to eat them'’s a capital crime.”

“ Old Harry ” came into the garden,
In the form of an upright snake ;
He’d instructions to try and induce them
To pluck of the fruit and partake.

He offered them some, and they took it,
And the Lord at His window spied,
For the ways of the Lord are “ narrow,”

And His range of vision’s wide.

As soon as they’d eaten the apple
It opened the eyes of the pair ;
Each one of them looked at the other,
And they saw that they both were bare.
“The voice of the Lord they heard walking
In the cool of the day  so they “ guyed
For those that He loveth He spanketh,
And the palm of His hand is wide.

They were “ chucked ” from the beautiful garden,
And the gate of the garden was slammed ;
And you're all well aware of the sequel—
We are most of us doomed to be damned.
A few will be “ crowned ” and “ feathered,”
But the rest will all be “ fried
For the gates of Heaven are narrow,
And the mouth of Hell is wide 1

Ess Jay Bee.

Be a Man.

The sophist sneers : Fool, take
Thy pleasure, right or wrong.
The pious wail : Forsake
A world these sophists throng.
Be neither saint nor sophist-led, but be a man 1

—Matthew Arnold..
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Acid Drops.

President Kruger lias challenged God. *“ So surely,” he is
reported by the New York World as saying —* So surely as
there is a God of righteousness, so surely will the Vierkleur
of the Transvaal be victorious. It may be in a month, or it
may be in three years, but there can be no other ending.”
This is quite as good as the fabulous old watch story told of
Charles Bradlaugh, and of most other leading Atheists during
the present century. According to this story, Bradlaugh (or
some one) took out his watch and gave God Almighty live
minutes to strike him dead and prove the divine activity. At
the expiration of the five minutes the Atheist pocketed his
watch and said : “You see there is no God.” So runs the
story, and President Kruger’s utterance is on the same level.
If the Boers win, it will prove God'’s existence ; if they lose,
it will prove his non-existence. The question is thus simpli-
fied down to the level of the man-in-the-street’s intelligence.
And as the war is going, and seems likely to go, Lord
Roberts will plant the British llag at Pretoria, while Presi-
dent Kruger will see that the llag of Atheism floats beside it.

President Kruger is promising heaven to his burghers if
they fall in fighting the British. “The Lord says,” he tells
them, “that they who fight in faith, and who fall by the
sword, are dear in his sight, and that their death is a sacrifice
upon his altar. This is the strife by means of which we may
hope to win the crown, both in a material and a spiritual
sense.” There is something very pawky in that “ both.”

Reynolds' seems to be animated now and then by anti-
patriotic bias, which is at least as bad as patriotic bias. It
speaks of Lord Roberts’s “impudent assumption” that God
helped him to capture Bloemfontein. Where the impudence
comes in we don’t quite see, for Lord Roberts simply handed
over his share of the glory to God. President Kruger, on
the other hand, claims God as being on his side every day
and all day long ; but our contemporary does not regard
this as “ impudence”—it is only the superstitious habit Oom
Paul has of talking. For our part, we have a shrewd sus-
picion that both Lord Roberts and President Kruger are
using God (who can’t help himself) for politic reasons. We
smile impartially at the pair, but rather less at Lord Roberts,
because he gives the God racket a good rest between
victories.

According to the Rev. J. G. Locke, a Wesleyan minister in
Cape Colony, the Boers have said that “ if they were defeated
in this war they would destroy all their Bibles.” We rather
doubt the reverend gentleman’s accuracy, but if he tells the
truth, and the Boers keep their word, the war will have at
least one good result.

A Wesleyan chaplain writes from Klip Drift to the
Methodist Times, giving an account of his spiritual labors at
the front. He says that after Cronje’s surrender he went
from shelter to shelter among our men, telling them that the
“ fervent prayers of the folk at home had probably not a little
to do with this astounding transformation in our outlook,
and that beyond almost all other men they had good cause
to drop upon their knees and thank God for a great
deliverance.”

With the usual theological blindness, this Wesleyan sky-
pilot ignored the fact that Cronje and his men, with Kruger
and all the rest of the Boers, had been praying day and night
to the same God for victory, and that if the efficacy of prayer
was proved in one case, it was at the same time disproved in
the other. And why should our men thank God for deliver-
ance from a tight corner in which, if God had been really
protecting them, they would never have been placed ?

This chaplain, continuing, says that to these sentiments all
the men heartily agreed “ save one, an intelligent soldier who
frankly said he was a Secularist, a disciple of Tom Paine ;
and he thought it hard that, being such, he should be
marched to a compulsory church parade every Sunday
morning. I, however, reminded him among other things
that Paine in his Age of Reason quoted Addison’s hymn
concerning the Creator of the starry heavens as an exact
embodiment of his own creed. | then tenderly urged this
frankly outspoken Guardsman to become a willingworshipper
of Tom Paine’s God ; the God who created the heavens and
the earth, and who, in spite of Tom Paine’s scornful protests
and denials, gave his own Son to be the Savior of us all.”

This story sounds more than a little apocryphal. For one
thing, we can hardly credit the statement that the Guardsman
described himself as “a Secularist and a disciple of Tom
Paine.” We don't usually find present-day Freethinkers
describing themselves as disciples of Paine, and certainly
the)’ would no more think of calling the author of the Age of
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Reason Tom Paine than this Wesleyan chaplain wou- |,
of referring to Jack the Baptist. In discovering that
was a Theist, the Wesleyan sky-pilot shows that he, j

rate, does not share the ignorance that S€€mMS ctlort%k.
amongst so many of his brethren in Christ who unaertaxe
talk about Paine and Voltaire.

Some little time ago the Christian Budget copied
pages a silly story that was going the round of the re”
press. It purported to be a conversation between j
Ward Beecher and Colonel Ingersoll about a crystal £ if
a drawing-room, and who made it, or whether it ca' jt
existence by chance. Members of the Ingcrsoll
questioned on the subject, and they all denied that,aS
their knowledge went, any such conversation ever took

Now here is the sequel. Recently the Christian
was transferred to new proprietorial hands, and '
changes were made in the paper. Probably a new su
was engaged, for in last week’s issue we have J.Liv
story turning up again. But mark! this time it IS Jp
not of Beecher and Ingersoll, but of an old astronomer
Athenasius Kirchner and an atheistic friend not name

An elderly Jew suddenly died the other day in the
synagogue, Houndsditch. As he went on his knees ~
his head fell on one side, and he commenced foaffliflj> Jt
mouth. Another Jew was near him, and noticed J ¢p"
lion, but Went on with his prayers, which lasted three-g™i
of an hour.— The Coroner : Did you wait three-gjta ft
an hour before sending for the police ? Witness : , cjsly
Coroner: You delayed..all..that.titneWitness : 1 " V.
my prayers. A juror : You would have been bettef €ifPfa
looking after the man. This observation, we leaf ’
received with appreciative “ Hear, hears ” in the couf =

Admiral Field is a breezy speaker. He smacks gf;
quarter-deck. The other day he attended a meetingpjji
Committee of Church Defence, and exclaimed
“ Nonsense!” and “ Rot!” while grave orators were sy
about the advisability of having a religious census. M
often that the voice of truth gets heard at these ga‘
but Admiral Field is “ an original.”

----- P

gentleman is—is “ praying ” for the late Colonel
“ Dr. Peebles,” our correspondent says, “should P , i3
grandmother.” But perhaps his grandmother is pzs*'
for.
]

The London City Mission had a legacy of £ 4°'/~illil
recently. The treasurer states, however, that this
allow of additions to the staff of missionaries, as 0 L
the increase of population the funds of the r%}n >if
already been largely drawn upon.” This is ”
What does the “increase of population” mean? &>.
missionaries been getting larger families ? What Q. 5$
the explanation ? The only thing quite clear is that o
mustn’t expect to get any bites out of that ,£40,000

ekfi
Wesleyan Methodists are building a great hall £ tn
of Bermondsey. The freehold cost £8,000, and yageSy
scheme will cost nearly £30,000. A number of cotfysli
to be cleared away for the site, but the Daily -A™'Ley {j
“ cottages are really worse wanted in Bermoim Jét
mission halls.” What does that matter ? A home
is nothing to a home in heaven.

At a recent inquest at Pontypridd one of the jury’;
Jones, of Trallwn, desired to affirm, as he was ellt,"|bjylf
the Oaths Act. The coroner, however, objected, aj.
had no right whatever to do so, and sent a P° )
search of another juror. It is high time that judg”™"™'J
trates, and coroners had their attention formally ~ (
the law on this matter. But nothing is likely,|
while Lord Halsbury sits on the woolsack; for. jjyInJ$
Tory bigot, who earned the Lord Chancellorship
the late Charles Bradlaugh and prosecuting the eSIt'T
Freethinker for “ blasphemy.”

iClv
We are informed that when the Pontypridd c®rocf/i
to browbeat Mr. Jones, that gentleman quietly fe 1
that the Bible was no more to him than an gh;l D /
course it is something more than that, but the 0
was obviously invited. J
. o Loid ? [t
What on earth was Magistrate Cluer thinking a“Jlo’
he fined ttht working-man namgd Aries the s ./
shillings and two shillings costs for not taking J
aud-sixpenny license for a dog? The man eP® jil
his boy took it in lame and ill from the street,
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rused back to health and strength aga » jace they
"hen, as it was too big a dog for their b jrers. Mr.
oundit a comfortable home at a neigh o L sometimes

~ r’saction may be strict law, but strict law is son n
Wildinjustice. To fine a poor man halt . hardly the

Iping a strange, sick dog through its trouble is naruy
Wy to promote kindness to animals.

ad}(\"m’ss to animals, by the way, noble as it is, may be

%g%ﬁhat somethlng like an evil spirit.  Opening the
excellent anti-vivisectionist organ, the Zoophilist,
€A ross *be report of a meeting connected with this

°re Jn niladelphia. One of the speakers, and an eloquent
ariids" 0~ev' b- H. Allen. This gentleman wound up,
Prolo heers,” by declaring to those who have
ncruel to r:%ema? You will see&gfor merey, and find
the universe ; you will writhe, and

F’orth%hﬂ‘ rel%%se y°u; you will pray, and none shall hear,

hethn o h 1l er cy shall pass by on the other side, and

menofr ar tO sied "’hen a cruel man is damned.” This
in oil dseems to think that one cruelty balances another
words, he believes in revenge, and makes God

Sjiee in it too. But this is not the foad to kindness.

c°ver, the gentleman might retlect that

Evil is wrought by want of thought
As well as by want of heart.

same Sa'd “hat “ want of decency is want of sense,” and the
spring, f 1 he said of a great deal of cruelty. It often
Indeed " thoughtlessness anj lack Df imagination.

tians infinitely greater being than Pope, as the Chris-
2 i .2 6 being judiciall
dog;dere@wHathQFdfo(r)gl;JitveV{ngrrr]] hFhey now r%gt v‘\,hat the})j/
reniemb stranKe it is that Christians so frequently
r only the worst parts of their religion !
The ) . :
criticig  ‘nstian affects to despise the inroads of modern
mOreth °n ?rt'i°Jox belief. All the same, that journal is
kdc plainf disturbed, as its frequent reference to the

Last week it said : “ Every now and
hihlsn”c Ret one of those cumulative attacks upon the
"hat ha rat'ves which seem to mark the high-water point of
sated im 3een misnamed ‘ religious thought.” At almost
Q,Sons our monthly reviews are Hooded with dis-
dain dn' y_C* bave been met and disposed of again and

nng the last half century.”

Present time,” it continues, “ we are suffering
mrP,, U an infliction, but fortunately it is not necessary to
the” ihese stacks upon Divine truth—they duly pass into
The ,,,S j'PaPer basket as their predecessors did before them,
and ! ° rd of God abideth for ever with its gospel of pardon
S uLlaCﬁ ! the same yesterday,' to-day, and for ever. 1 hat
m&, 1) it is not. ~So far from being the same yesterday,
the\vhand for ever, it is undergoing constant changes in
diflic ,y.of modification as the only method of meeting the

les which modern criticism has raised.

°f\ 0 i Ssionary in.Arabia has calculated that the number
i%Sa® amn'edans at the present day is not fewer than
heineluding 20000000 in China and 58,000,000 in
ne study of comparative theology does not tend to
-t h e superiority of Christianity as a divinely-
a‘th. Its spread is singularly slow.

s
ealgj

st ifA°~ftussian states that the Yaroslav Circuit Court
a case in which Father-Superior Gavril was
murder of a peasant woman Sukhanova,
Sq;ré_,\ élkaccompllces the novice Sokoloff and the Deacon
Et The details of the crime were so revolting
Fteo@ 'Vas beard with closed doors, the chief accused
ﬂj ttetl o five years nai
asportation to Siberia.

ar” begb”™ T'rench’s poem from his In Time of

" thi. an .. ° life, o Death, O World, O Tin
Uicongcious recollection of Shelley’s :—
O World, O Death, O Time,
On whose last steps | climb.
Arip]

P.gllld sensatler>!'V, P& in Stamford, Connecticut, has created
it Yy10n by inserting this advertisement in the local
ofc,r)aMO anled, a kind, Christian lady, named Eve, to

Vi- n- Onl Adam, and who is willing to live in a garden
JuIKAesthat tl 'vomen named Eve need apply.” The man
i iggg 110 competition for his hand shall be open until

»The »

N H o
Ision \Rﬁ‘fj Pt isTram Car and Omnibus Scripture Text
announced, place a text for £1 ina car or
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'bus for a year. We should hope that even pious folk can
find some better means of expending a ~1. These idiotic
texts, confronting one all through a journey, are a greater
nuisance than the trade advertisements. Besides, how absurd
itis to read “ Believe in the Lord Jesus Christ ” and “ Buy
Davies’ Pea-fed Bacon.”

That fussy body, the Lord’s Day Observance Society, has
addressed a circular to British exhibitors at the Paris Exhibi-
tion, expressing lheir very earnest hope “ that exhibitors will
maintain the national regard for the sanctity and rest of the
Lord’s Day'.”

The Rev. Dr. J. H. L. Zillman, who has just left Sydney
for America, seems to have had some experience amongst the
sects. He began as a Wesleyan, was then ordained in the
Church of England, afterwards deflected to Congrega-
tionalism, later on returned to the Church of England, and
has of late been a minister in the Ltnitarian Church.

From the good old Rock we learn that the Pope's blessing
may now be obtained for a penny. You put a penny in the
slot of a machine, when the Pope’s figure raises its right
hand, and, making the sign of the Cross, solemnly blesses
the pious giver. “This dummy Pope’s blessing,” says the
Rock, “will prove quite as valuable as the real Pope’sone. Itis
a notorious fact that those blest by the Pope come to grief, as
witness Bonita of Naples, Queen lIsabella of Spain, Louis
Napoleon, the Prince Imperial, and others, all sadly unfortu-
nate. The Pope cursed Victor Emmanuel, Garibaldi, Mazzini,
all the liberators and unifiers of Italy, and they all prospered.
If one is blessed by the Pope, he had better reflect, for he is
sure to be on the wrong rails.”

“ Scrutator,” in the Church Gazette, deals with an article in
the Temperance Record which argues that to say Jesus at the
marriage feast at Cana made and drank intoxicating wine
is a rellection on his prescience of the dire effects in the world
of alcoholic compounds. *“ Scrutator” endeavors to dispose
of this difficulty. He docs not attempt to deny that the price
of the grape is wine before it passes into a state of fermenta-
tion. “In Paul’s Epistles to Timothy and Titus,” he says,
“we read that, elders and deacons were to be guarded against
such wine, evidently because of its intoxicating quality. The
Ephesians were not forbidden wine, but to be drunk therewith
as going to excess in the use of it. No distinctions seem to
have been made in the particular qualities of the wine
whereby to confine Christian drinkers to the unferniented
kind.” -

When, however, “ Scrutator,” on the lines of the voluntary
“ kenosis ” and humiliation of Jesus, proceeds to argue that
it was not incumbent upon Jesus to avoid setting an example
in the way of drinking, it is impossible to agree with him.
Surely it was specially incumbent upon him, as a moral
teacher and perfect exemplar, to have made a clear pro-
nouncement on this most important point, and not to have
acted in such a way as to imply a sanction which lie did not
intend.

Another writer in the Church Gazette—*“ M.A. (Cantab)”"—
is very wroth with the Guardian. “ The said journal coolly
says that it is regrettable that our Lord’s words about the
Prophet Jonah should be dragged into the controversy. s it
‘ regrettable ' because it exposes the extreme absurdity and
profanity of suggesting that he who was * before all worlds,’
as the creed of the Church of England states, or an infinitely
higher authority—viz., St. John by the Holy Ghost—that
‘ without him was not anything made that was made ' (John
i. 3), actually did not know whether he was quoting fiction or
fact?”

The great John Roberts has left the Egyptian Hall, where
his unapproachable billiard playing for years delighted all
sorts and conditions of men, from judges and members of
the Cabinet down to the clerk who has just learnt to handle
a cue and is anxious to learn how to make a fifty break. For
two years John Roberts will be billiarding in the colonies and
other parts of the world, and the Egyptian Hall is now being
used for very different purposes. Mr. A. E. Emslie is exhibit-
ing there his pictures of “ God is Love "—really nine pictures
of scenes in the fabulous life of Jesus Christ. He has favored
us with a private-view press ticket. But we are not using it.
We have seen enough Jesus Christ pictures in our time, and
we don’t think the world at large is dying for a larger stock
of such commodities.

They have—that is to say, the Christians have—a “ boy'
preacher” in America. We understand he is now six, and
has been two years in the business, which seems to be a pay-
ing one, for we read that lie took $4,000 out of Los Angeles,
California. He will probably earn less as he gets older.

Mr. Haldane, M.P., wishes that Lord Roberts and Lord
Kitchener had the job of dealing with slum London. He
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sees very little hope from parliamentary agency. Nor do
we. Seven hundred talkers are not worth a single man of
action where something has to be done. With a free press
as a corrective and safeguard, a practical dictatorship is
simply good business. We should like to see a slum land-
lord trying to make an impression upon Lord Kitchener. A
snapshot of the scene would be one of the best pictures going
—with a body of sappers in the background.

The Westminster Gazette poked fun at the Rev. Hugh
Price Hughes for referring to Herodotus four times, when
the author he should have referred to was Thucydides. Mr.
Hughes replies with his usual dexterity in such matters. He
says he had Thucydides in his hand when making the quota-
tions, and yet “four times over | wrote Herodotus.” He
considers it a “ curious psychological phenomenon,” and
asks, “ What is the explanation ?” Some of us could suggest
one a good deal short of a miracle.

Rev. Mr. Donaldson, of Leith, is wise in his generation—
professionally wise, we mean. He is aware that religion
does not attract men; in fact, he says so. He therefore
advocates organs and singing in churches in order to draw
the young women there ; then, as he says, the young men
will come too, and the church will be “a trysting place.”
Does he mean a house of assignation ?

Rev. L. G. Broughton, of Brooklyn, declares that “the
man who believes in Unitarianism, and sticks to it, will go
to hell.” This may be true, for all we know; but we con-
ceive it possible that Unitarians may meet Mr. Broughton
in God’s kitchen, where Old Nick is chef.

Rev. J. W. Leadbeater, at a meeting of the Council of the
Free Churches, deplored the drunkenness of Dartmouth, and
said he had seen young men lying about totally intoxicated
in the public streets, not only at night, but in the full noon
of day. He is called to account for this in the local
Chronicle by Mr. C. H. Westmacott, who denies the state-
ment indignantly, and says this man of God has “been in
Dartmouth scarcely long enough to know one street from
another.” He advises Mr. Leadbeater to ponder the fate of
Ananias.

The Archbishop of Canterbury is a friend of religion. He
ought to be so, as it yields him 715,000 a year. It was
natural that he should sing its praises in opening the new
“ Paragon ” Board School, in the New Kent-road. “ More
attention,” his Grace said, “should be given to formation of
character, which was as important as the knowledge imparted.
Children should be brought up on moral principles, and
with this there should be religious training, which would
keep those moral principles alive and active.” This is very
pretty, of course ; but does the Archbishop of Canterbury
seriously believe that his own moral principles are any more
“alive and active ” than those of (say) the late Charles
Bradlaugh or the late Colonel Ingersoll ? Both these Atheists
died a great deal poorer than Dr. Temple is likely to, and
they were not engaged in preaching “ Blessed be ye poor.”

The New York Truthseeker prints a good “ Irish bull,”
worthy to rank with that of Mr. Flavin, who said the other
day in the House of Commons that “ the Irish soldiers lose
their lives in South Africa, and on their return home are
starved to death by the War Office.” It appears that Mr.
Weekes, a New York Assemblyman, in the discussion on a
Bill to abolish common-law marriages, said : “ A man dies,
and along comes a woman heavily veiled and in deep
mourning and claims to be his wife, and for the first time the
man hears that he is married.”

Will the Queen’s visit to Ireland result in any durable
good to that “distressful” country ? It is certainly a
courageous action on her part to go there at her time of life.
But some people say she ought to have gone there many
years ago. Perhaps it is better late than never. The Irish
are a quick-witted race, yet they are much governed by
sentiment, and a little human kindness goes a long way with
them. It would be a fine thing if this royal visit were to
pave the way for acts of political justice. That is really
what Ireland wants from Kngland. What she wants at
home is release from the thraldom of priestcraft, but that is
hardly possible while every priest can pose as a patriot.

Father Lambert’s paper, the New York Freeman'sJournal,
denounces the Giordano Bruno statue at Rome as “an
abiding insult to the Papacy.” What absurdity! How can
the Papacy be insulted by reminding it of what it is proud
of—the murder of that heroic Freethinker ? We quite under-
stand, though, why the Pope should refer to the recent
Italian celebration of the tercentenary of Bruno’s martyrdom
as “ the work of Satan,” for it included speeches of a very
anti-clerical and “ infidel ” character.
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Seventh-Day Adventists in America believe that Saturda)
is the true Sabbath. They observe it accordingly, and w°r
on Sunday. For this they are bitterly persecuted by
fellow Christians. Many of them have been chained in oo
vict gangs and set to public work on the highways. We a
glad to see, however, that the persecutors of this harmles
sect have met with a rebuff in Tucson, Arizona. Method™
ministers in the district had some of the Adventists arr@®:L
and brought before the judge. This gentleman asked tn
prosecutors, “ Have these Adventists molested you in an)
way?” The answer was “ No.” “Have they,” he aske
“interrupted your services or religious meetings ?” Aga*
the answer was “ No.” “Then,” said the judge, “you g
home and mind your own business and let them alone.

“What would Jesus Do?” Sheldon’s one-week attempj
to show how the Jew Christ would edit a Yankee newspape
is admitted to be a failure from a journalistic point of vie™
Colonel McClure, in the New York Journal, calls the f *0
thing “a new species of yellow journalism.” “It is.u
fortunate,” the Colonel continues, “ that it is not to c@®itl%
for a month or two, and thus enable him to learn the
lesson of his enterprise. The novelty will last for a " ee(f
and he will close the experiment with apparent evidence
success. But if he were to continue it for a year, a sheri.
sale of the newspaper property would be the sequel of 1
story.”

“ Providence ” continues to favor India. The latest
show that 4,879,000 persons are in receipt of famine (di®
These figures throw the war figures in South Africa quit®
the shade. Man’s inhumanity to man makes cout\®
thousands mourn. The inhumanity of “ Providence ” in“1
suffering on millions.

The Daily News came out pretty strong in its article®
the death of Dr. St. George Mivart. “Very few priests,
said, “understand science, but they can all say ‘ *°n ™
damned ’ to those who do.” It reads like an extract ¥
the Freethinker.

The “ Body Politic.”

Help in thought about the human world may be gained
physiology, based on the conformation and order of ~
individual man. First from his health, and next fr°in g
diseases. The healthy body of him is one integral person
mean stature ; giants and dwarfs being malformations. 14
constituents of the man-body are organs and members.
skeleton of organic architectural bone is the basement*
rock of its order ; the last charter of the natural pel? I8
Founded on bone-individuality, other individuality rel&)
throughout this free kingdom. The whole is a living ™ 5
singular and indivisible. Agreeably to complete unity ®g
affectioned into many organs, which are generally j
reduplicated that bilateral mind may be in them ; wil*aQ
wit representatively present. Separatist, and zealous,
jealous, frontiers unite them, and externise oneness
oneness from bone to skin. Each organ—brain, heart, lu i
liver, spleen, stomach, kidneys, and the complement
gender—again consists of its own individualities ; its ‘e uy
or special personals. Use, office, function, unfathom ~
deep and immeasurably high intention, follow the mechanl
throughout. The leasts of each organ, diverse for e <
perform their use in the hands of life, just as one nig[ls
one woman, a least in any society, executes an office and n
a place which should be substantial to the general weal-
leasts, therefore, secrete, absorb, manufacture, and sUF|j[g
themselves on the treasury of the circulating blood, tur.
its plastic salts and savors into their own several 1™ e
structures, feeding upon the blood which is the life- rgf
organs and members dine at this table, dress and shorn
it, work and discourse from it, in general commerce
communion. They sit and stand in a scale of dignities 1fe
the highest to the lowest, from the starry firmament O
brain to the leathern plant of the feet. Use fulfilling
purpose is the ticket and badge of the dignity of each- 5
blood is the capital, the industrious doers are the lab®. s
and discrepancy between these..is..as.impossible’ in hedb
fight between body-structure and soul-function. Tn w
because, health taken for granted, all work done nlLul 4"
good, and have good wages in order to continue good

—Dr. J. Garth Wilkinson, “ Affections of

Armed Powers, pp. 72-77.

Am
It is a curious kind of spectacle to see a few n

people paying a few thousand dollars a year for the Pu 1
of hearing these great problems discussed : “Was Ada €$
first man?” “Who was Cain’s wife ?” “ Has anyQU®. eS
a map of the land of Nod?” *“ Where are the foUf™\Jji
that ran murmuring through the groves of Paradise ?” B
was the snake ? How did he walk ? What language "%
speak ?” This turns a church into a kind of nurseryl ;0
a cradle of each pew, and gives to each member a ram.
which we can amuse what he calls his mind.— Ingersol ¢
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Wy,, April g The Athenaeum Hall, London, W.C.; 7-30.
SDr- Mivart in Hell?”

vl 2, Camberwell; 29, Liverpool.

To Correspondents.

C ™harlks Watts's Lecturing Engagements. April 8,
2 abe™ell; 22, New Brompton ; 29, Athenaeum, London. May
¢Bradtord— All comraunicktions for Mr. Charles Watts shou d
is ,ent 1° himat 24 Carminia-road, Balham, SAV. If a reply

enclosedred’ a stamPed and addressed envelope must be

revNOBINSOn.—We quite agree with you that Shakespeare is
trev, Ced more than studied, but that is always the case with
:@Ifiifel;}é%lﬁéatest writers. It may even be trle, as the writer

e suggests, that many so-called literary people have
°Urgreafnore / an four of the plays right through.  Sometimes
for irstfin P°et Is quoted in a curious way. Mr. John Burns,
the othel6' sPoke of himself on the London County Council
hisyea rday as " frosty but kindly,” alluding humorously to
the qu S service and his grey hairs. So far it was all right;
Jack p. | onwas apt enough; but he ascribed the words to
diff,. paistaff of-all” mpn\ The speaker was really a very
f Person—old Adam in As You Like It.

thinkersINGTON,, (Lower Darwen) wishes the well-to-do Free-
duty, fin'veuld “shake off their drowsy lethargy ” and do their

E 4 ancially, to the cause they profess to support.
Oma AR T N—Hood sentiment, but indifferent verse. Not

Practicé Ori\Poet can write good verse without a lot of careful

paired Iatural faculty Is congenital, but technical skill is
Syrgn

Irg tlie '<~DT You cannot prevent your daughter from join-

r °’vwh alvati?n Army.  Morally speaking, of course, we

‘crsakinp-f °f those who quoted the text to her about

Jai arP" < ler and mother for Christ; but, legally speaking,

I ‘PleSS- .
)’552% %?CE— r]glea%ed to learn from you that Mr. Watts was in

Jtfs,, ' antl had good audiences on Sunday at Birmingham.
W p ,,.EATe— Thanks. See“cSugat Plums.’
f;k' ' ) AIW,ays glad to receive your useful cuttings.

T t%%th are Slfmnmes, and \t/)ve should like to see the
el B rimipal. i@ cafji be Mo wloui), et \
Q_ﬁg , rphﬁé _Rﬁeetings Law in the Transvaal. You are
jSib%E In saying that people are more or less unwise and
o sjgles 01Dk
* Ste;
E/ﬁt EryPBYRE  We cannot share your hope. The journals
"neterv aBamst “ Peace " meetings being interfered with
'Vik  Thl°Ut,?"a'ns* Freethought meetings being interfered
herPOlltical 98Me is one thing ; justice all round is

excitement »  does not the truism apply on

S.Tlted
M. Lew;"ee paragraph. The contents-sheet shall be sent
P s IIlﬁarﬂe;.p
™ ibayiEs: «You need not send a request for insertion with
% 145D \ir

Ime rpf- Ve are much obliged. Dﬁ you fWish trlllehcovﬁ_
\( iecc*P We_ are sorry to hear of your ill health,
«@ru & Bjkﬁleg@gn be ina tolep_éble conditior){ again. You
akin,, v°nderfuily for such a patriarch. We look forward to
Ither-IL,, nds with you once more—and not for the last time
WC o ,-- we next visit Bolton.
- its wad to hear that the Liverpool Branch is going on
with _ liggtgj. heart.  Mr. Foote will forward
. 0__pj Pril 29-
esn'@ but yoS3*  have your intere_stinﬂ and sympathetic
b have ajr CC’])u" hardly assist us in the way suggested,
V1] already as many articles as we can make use of.
pras Sy asgow).—Miss Vance executed the order you sent
it trited. of the Freethought Publishing Company,
b.> monst °ooksand pamphlets were not “ out of print,” and
C<E)’ He ,Ws . rePort themso. The person who did so knew
an

(Y~Pany's Was simply trying to cover his ewn default at the
anPanyV expense. “Any newsagent who js told that the

ther W&y \VertBed publications are “out Of print,” or in
Mt:f y unobtainable, should write direct to the Secre

segrétdNeE: Nco o .
) us to remind Branch
adhtnes that gn'arhouﬁ?sc rcﬁ}grf?gr%%sem to the Society should
by J ° r the or before April 23, upon which date the books will

-Sri.mi: fGiu individual members would also oblige her
" (the date of their last receipt and forwarding
i)ERs Re n°Wdue-

Mavs .cuth If'~AD'TTruthseeker (New York)—Anglo-Russian
ElajThisr ~Ndovriidie—De Vrije Gedachte—Liberator—Isle of
Nev®—Natal  at16” bulletin—People’s Newspaper—Blue Grass
sive ?%I Ik Jnurg—_E hical World—Edinbyrgh Evening
» ThnU_. "¥6 I Bgdmigntd—Boston Investigator—Progres-
"Enl'?rpreidY€rld s Advance Thought—Two Worlds—New
®lIsh Mechani r—"rescent—Torch of Reason—Zoophilist

THE FREETHINKER.

217

T he National Secular Society'’s office isat No. 377 Strand, London,
where all letters should be addressed to Miss Vance.

It being contrary to Post-Office regulations to announce on the
wrapper when the subscription expires, subscribers will receive
the number in a colored wrapper when their subscription is
due.

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

Lecture Notices must reach 28 Stonecutter-street by first post
Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

The Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing
office, post free, at the following rates, prepaid:—One year,
10s. 6d.; halfyear, 5s. 3d.; three months, 2s. 8d.

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

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

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

Special.

Christian bigotry has once more been too many for
us. I am sorry to say that we have, after all, lost
the premises | spoke of last week. They were in a
capital position, and very suitable for all our purposes.
The lessor had no objection to our using them for our
special business ; the lease was ready, and, indeed, the
keys were handed over to us ; but we had to hand them
back again, for at the last moment the Duke of Bedford’s
steward refused to sanction the lease being assigned
to Mr. Hartmann, as he considered the contemplated
business was “ an unsuitable one.” | may add that
the leases on the Bedford estate are terribly stringent
covenants, such as the law ought never to permit.
They make the Duke’s steward the absolute master or
.everything that goes on. All the legal right the tenants
have is to pay rent and discharge other obligations. So
the great ground-landlord’s great man rules out Free-
thought from the whole area. It was maddening after
all the trouble we had taken ; and | beg all Freethinkers
to note whether religious intolerance is really dead. To
me it seems strong and active in many directions. There
is a pretence of fair play, but when it comes to the “ stick-
ing place” Freethought is still treated as a pariah.

We did not know our fate absolutely until Monday
afternoon. Since then we have carried on negotiations
with electric speed for a shop and offices in the vicinity
of Ludgate Hill ; and, as | had the Freethinker in hand,
the major part of this work fell upon Miss Vance, who
has been indefatigable, as she always is when there is
any hard job to be done. We have gone so far, up to
the time of going to press, early on Wednesday, as to
have the agreement duly signed on our part, and a
cheque for the first quarter’s rent drawn in advance.
The final answer, with (or without) the keys, is expected
later in the day. It is to be hoped that we shall be all
right this time. Another failure would be sicken-
ing ; although, even in that case, we should still per-
severe.

There are circumstances, already known to a good
many Freethinkers, and which others may suspect, that
make it a matter of vital necessity for the Freethought
Publishing Company, Limited, to be carrying on its own
business entirely. | cannot say at the present moment
how far we shall be compelled to enter upon a public
statement in mere justice to ourselves, and to prevent
worse evils than publicity in the future.

Meanwhile, the shareholders of the Freethought
Publishing Company, Limited, and the friends of the
Freethought movement in general, may rest assured—
and probably will not doubt—that we are doing our
best in face ot very serious difficulties.

G. W. Foote.
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Sugar Plums.

There was an improved audience at the Athenasum Hall
on Sunday evening, when Mr. Foote lectured on “ Some
Suggestions for God.” His address was freely punctuated
with laughter and applause. Mr. S. Hartmann officiated as
chairman. Mr. Foote lectures there again this evening
(April 8). His subject will be “Is Dr. Mivart in Hell ?”
This lecture ought to be of some interest to Catholics as well
as other Christians, seeing the state of practical excommuni-
cation in which Dr. Mivart died.

Last Sunday Mr. Charles Watts lectured twice in Birming-
ham. There was a fair gathering in the morning, when Mr.
Stepto presided. In the evening there was a capital audi-
ence. Miss L. Goyne made a most efficient “ chairman,” and
delivered a brief address in her usual graceful manner. This
lady is a great acquisition to the Birmingham branch. Both
lectures were enthusiastically received, and we are glad to
hear that Mr. Watts was in his best form.

This evening (Sunday, April 8) Mr. Watts lectures in the
Secular Hall, 61 New Church-road, Camberwell, taking for
his subject, “ Can a Scientist be a Christian ?”

We venture to repeat the announcement that the N. S. S.
Annual Excursion takes place on the first Sunday in July.
Brighton or Margate will be the place of destination. The
weather has been duly ordered. We are also in a position
to announce that the N. S. S. Annual Conference, which is a
fixture for Whit-Sunday, will be held this year in London.

Mr. James Neate, of the Bethnal Green Branch, informs
us that his Branch has decided to close its outdoor lecture-
stations on both these Sundays. “We mean to be at the
Conference,” he says, “ and we intend to work the Excursion
tickets for all they are worth.” Mr. Neate thinks this may
serve as a hint to other Branches. We hope it will.

Mr. Cohen opens the outdoor lecturing season for the
Bethnal Green Branch this afternoon (April 8) with a lecture
in Victoria Park, at the old stand near the fountain. No
doubt there will be a good rally of the “saints” on this
occasion. _

While the Morning Leader is indignant, and justly
indignant, about the breaking-up or preventing of Stop-
the-War meetings, it occurred to Mr. C. Stephens to write
a letter reminding our contemporary that Secularist meetings
in England had been treated for many years in the same way,
with practically no protest on the part of the ordinary press.
Mr. Stephens’s letter was inserted, minus the uncomplimentary
reference to the press. But that was really the most important
part of it. However, we were glad to see Mr. Stephens’s
letter inserted in any shape, for it will do good. All such
letters do good. They are a form of propaganda which Free-
thinkers should cultivate more extensively.

Quoting some press-notices under the head “ Friendly
Recognition,” the Anglo-Russian says: “ The Freethinker
apparently finds us too orthodox and narrow. Still, it does
not mind quoting an anecdote about a High Churchwoman
‘from the little sheet called the Anglo-Russian.' - Big sheets
do not necessarily contain great thoughts, and the littleness
of this paper, alas ! we cannot help.”

The size of the Anglo-Russian that we saw led to the
description of it as a “ little sheet.” But the term was not in
any way used disparagingly. We are glad to see that the
present issue shows such a development in dimensions that
the term would now be quite inapplicable. It is still true,
however, that the journal is a trifle too orthodox and narrow.

The House of Commons is improving—in some things. It
had the sense to throw out the Flogging Bill by a decisive
majority. This is doubly good news in a Christian country,
for the Bible gives divine sanction to the use of the rod. We
think we ought to congratulate Humanity, the organ of the
Humanitarian League, on the success of its well-sustained
crusade against this kind of legislation.

The Truthseeker (New York) reproduces Mr. Foote’s article
entitled “ An Eccentric Agnostic,” written on the death of the
late Marquis of Queensberry. The same number of our
esteemed Transatlantic contemporary contains another
admirable address by Mr. J. E. Roberts, which we shall
reprint for the benefit of our own readers. Exchanges of this
kind are a good form of internationalism.

Mr. Joseph Symes’s Liberator (Melbourne) for February 24
reproduces “ Mimnermus’s” article on Zola from our columns.
Mr. Symes also reproduces our reply to the attack made upon
him by Mr. Alexander Sutherland in the Ethical World—for
which (the reply, not the attack) our far-off old friend and
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colleague is “ obliged.” He adds a few manly words of
own. “Men of Mr. Sutherland’s stamp,” he says,
always been welcome to occupy my platform, or to 1MJ
use of my paper. | have, to the best of my ability a,
opportunity, encouraged every sort of Freethinkers,

the lawless and the criminal. [If Messrs. Sutherland ®,
have so heartily disliked my methods and propaganda '~
have they not started something of their own ? Whygj1t ,,
with, boycott and hamper, the only man who has persist j
fought Melbourne savagism in the only style the savages cf
appreciate?” Mr. Symes adds, very justly, that his hfej
good as that of his critics’, and very much more self-dcn)'1r '

It is always pleasant to record anything creditablM
human nature. The following extract is from a letter
Daily News war correspondent, who was wounded and t®
prisoner, and nursed in the hospital at Bloemfontein »
a day and a half I lay at that laager whilst our wounded n”
were brought in, and here | should like to say a word
people of England. Our men when wounded are treate
the Boers with manly gentleness and kindly consideraj
When we left the lagaar in an open trolly, we, some ,
dozen Australians and about as many Boers, all woula f
were driven for some hours to a small hospital, the nan' ,
which | do not know. It was simply a farmhouse tuf j
into a place for the wounded. On the road thither we & t
at many farms, and at every one men, women, and c'll ,
came out to see us. Not one taunting word was uttece
our hearing, not one braggart sentence passed their
Men brought uscooling drinks, or moved us into more
fortable positions on the trolly. Women, with gentle
shifted bandages, or washed wounds, or gave us
dainties that come so pleasant in such a time ; whdg »
little children crowded round us with tears running “j
their cheeks as they looked upon the blood-stained K s,
clothing of the wounded British. Let no man or won'L j,
all the British Empire whose son or husband lies wounde.
the hands of the Boers fear for his welfare, for it 55a ¢l
slander to say that the Boers do not treat their wounded
England does not treat her own men better than the a [
treat the wounded British, and | am writing of that wb
have seen and know beyond the shadow of a doubt.”

Lord Roberts’s telegram to President Kruger on the
of General Joubert may be mentioned in this connec
War is ugly enough, but it may be tempered by c°
and humanity.

Death of Dr. Mivart.

Dr. St. George Mivart died on Sunday at the
seventy-two. He had been ailing for some years- ~
of his letters to Cardinal Vaughan, who wante f
recantation but could not obtain it, was written .t
he believed he was at the point of death. It'vl .=
do, therefore, for the Catholics to represent his de f
as a “judgment.” No doubt it was the consci_ou\ p
of approaching death which prompted Dr. Mivaijili
obey his conscience and free himself from the thra”
and hypocrisy of belonging ostensibly to a C ~
which no longer commanded his adherence °r
respect.

Dr. Mivart was for many years the only
champion of Catholicism in England. At last\6 V]
the truth as he saw it, and was excommunica”™
Cardinal Vaughan. He died presumably withou
the Church calls “ the last consolations of reh£j
He appears to have believed in a future life, 3 u3
daresay he was prepared to meet its justice wd’ p
priest’'s certificate. His death foils our curiosity "t
his further intellectual developments ; on the (ec®*
hand, it prevents the possibility of his being
died ” in a feebler old age with Rome. '

Dr. Mivart was born in 1827. He was educ® NS
Clapham Grammar School, at Harrow, and al
College, London. He joined the Roman Catholic jb
in 1844. This prevented his going to Oxforl p>
was called to the Bar in 1851, but he turned b* 4
tion to medicine, and in 1862 became a Lecturer “*)le
Mary’s Hospital Medical School, a Fellow of the 'jit)
Society in 1867, Vice-President of the Zoological |
in 1869, and Secretary of the Linntcan Society fr 0 $
to 1880. University College was liberal eno™r
appoint him Professor of Biology in 1874. ~eS
volumes which bear his name, Dr. Mivart wrote ~
biological articles in the new Encyclopedia
He was not a mere specialist, but was profoundly
ested in history and philosophy. Hence his se'e
from his Mother Church at the close of his careel-
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j 1 the Monday evening following his death Dr.

Chh*~ Was ~Nave been the guest of the Author’s

On c"1 'lonor his defiance of priestly intimidation,

that Unt® rooming he was preparing his speech for

that ¥CCas'on- But he felt ill, and expressed a belief

hot 1 WouM die at the board of his hosts. A few
rs ater he quietly breathed his last, attended by his
and his only son.

ffonR °SePh McCabe, another convert to Freethought
a pl vome>knew Dr. Mivart personally, and sent him
fon°fy of his Twelve Years in a Monastery. What
(T,,°U™ % told by Mr. McCabe in a letter to the
‘Tues}céay’s) Dtaily News :
TO niy 1]Jfin'te surprise, | received a letter from him,
afW after publication, thanking me for the way i
sP°hen of him in my book, which he had ‘read
HJ great interest.” The letter was exasperatingly
’\Pathetic 1 was 1blue-mouldy for want of a batin’,’
sa> 'n certain parts of the Empire, and 1 was
|j Reded with an invitation to lunch.  Under the influence,
to neVer .°f an overpowering curiosity, | betook myself
ha "e ®r'cnt;d Club, and we had a long, almost perfectly
a rnioni°us, conversation on all things, philosophical
br™~ Rheological. Mivart proved to be considerably
oader than any of us had ever dreamed. Under a
1 onnse that | should keep silence ‘ for the present,” he
ri Pre~sed himself with perfect freedom. He mercilessly
and*?, e hi the supernatural birth of Christ
su 1*'6 IS’ nity Mary. ‘Do they really teach you
acl seriously in the seminaries ?’ he ‘asked, with
snide of amused incredulity. And the V|rg|n|ty of
i«0O'.s a solemn article of faith, it must be remembered,
the Roman Catholic Church.”

ever,r, "Cabe adds that Dr. Mivart said, “ | am not

Thisv f r'sl'an m the ordinary sense of the word.”
hWL Is ‘hhy borne out by his last article in the March

\y Cr fhe Nineteenth Century.
exetllCr Understand that Dr. Mivart was a man of
month-ary c”aracter and tender refinement. Some

the r,'S as®. scnt us a letter which was published in
"\c)' ee" Itn”er’ ancl a private note about its insertion,
tiatur iCOLIId only have been written by one of great
in the' ,niodesty> considering the position he occupied
troke 'Vorld of science. We rejoice that such a man
defect; awaT from *“the great lying Church.” His
systen®n Have another tremendous blow to the greatest
1 superstition and priestcraft on earth.

The Bible as Literature.

Ir tall”
peOpi Inff °f the sacred scriptures of foreign faiths,

Bible c>*ten ,say to roe, “ Are they anything like our
Hetho i This, however, is a somewhat misleading
With , 1-°~ comparison, because the Bible is a book

has bf we are aH familiar. Constant repetition
surged us to its many faults, and custom has
anlh d <‘twith a kind of respect. This generates

I°reiu- °1ISc'ous bias, which renders it difficult to judge a
every ” ?acred book upon its merits. The adherents of
Owns - ‘ c'alni the highest literary excellence for their
do nOtrT tUres’ antl are very much surprised if strangers
Print 1 dEree with them. Theologians will, of course,
jhe th names of people who have praised
'thvariab) t atu”™language of the Bible, but these are
Niblicai y Pers°ns who have been brought up under
eulOgist Inhuence. Moslems will cite hundreds of
PersonsS Koran > but these are invariably
influenc 'V*° “ave been brought up under Koranic
‘atoler-in The Moslem considers the Christian Bible
arid sup ¢ mbbish ; the Christian considers the Koran
are boli ness >the independent student will say that they
ja a cert*Yy%ect'y correct. The Bible is familiar to us
‘afgigp 110N standandiovaersianuarad tal leHitain  style of
Me bei;6&' The instant it is put into another dress,
:”‘berVypO Perce*e its real character, for we are no
PW a“~Pn°tised by the familiar phraseology. Every
"Pprove  ~en s°me well-meaning idiot attempts to
211(1Publ-UEON lauguage of the Authorised Version,
ﬁﬁma Ishes a translation in ordinary, or more dlgnlfled
to 4y Unslir'u-k resitl 1S IHValtatuly LLBICTOUS; not owingl
°f the in s*‘*fulness of the translator, but simply because
B 'ard”~f a’sur(hty of the book itself.
ey ea as literature, the Old and New Testaments
ery recognised canon. But this is not to be
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wondered at, for the editors had no intention whatever
of preserving beautiful pieces of composition ; their aim
was to collect a few religious treatises to be used for
their own ulterior purposes. The Hebrew language, in
which the Old Testament was composed, is a Semitic
tongue, imperfect, halting, and quite incapable of
expressing the finer shades of meaning. Parts of the
work profess to be historical; other parts profess to be
poetical. In order to be good literature, history should
be vivid and accurate ; Old Testament history is neither.
Poetry should have beauty of form and beauty of
thought; OId Testament poetry has neither. Hebrew
“ history ” was, of course, never intended to inform the
reader of past events ; it was merely written to support
some religious theory of interest to the writer. Hebrew
“ poetry,” so-called, has neither rhyme nor alliteration.
That might have been expected. But neither has it
rhythm or regularity. Its sole artificiality of structure
is its parallelism, where the substance of one line is
repeated in the next, in a most monotonous and
mechanical manner:—

The king- cometh, sitting upon an ass ;
And upon a colt, the foal of an ass.

Thou shall tread upon the lion and the adder,
The young lion and the serpent shalt thou trample under foot.

And so on. And this pitiful ingenuity was regarded as
poetry 1 The poet also introduced, as far as he was
able, uncommon and archaic words, obsolete expres-
sions and grammatical forms ; in the idea that the less
his composition resembled ordinary language the more
poetical it must be. But, perhaps, we should not be hard
on him for that, for many modern English poets seem to
be of the same opinion. Hebrew poetry, then, possessed
no regularity, and no rhythm, and the length of the lines
was of no importance. We are thus left to wonder at
the character of the Hebrew music, which accompanied
this bizarre poetry. None of this music has survived
to us ; and we should probably be thankful that it has
not. There was apparently more noise than melody
about it; for Lamentations compares the musical
services of the Temple on feast days to the ear-splitting
yells of an army storming a city.

If the Old Testament was written in a Semitic idiom,
however, the New was composed in Aryan Greek, a
language possessing a copious and justly admired
literature. But, so far from the New Testament
equalling the pagan books, it does not even approach
them. The greater the attainments of a Greek scholar,
the greater his contempt for the compositions of the
Apostles. The Ancient Greeks were the only people
who took for their sacred book an acknowledged
literary masterpiece ; and we dare not mention in the
same breath the sublime poems of Homer and the
doggerel lays of Luke.

When Christianity succeeded in imposing itself upon
Europe, it necessarily embraced not only mediocrity,
but also occasional genius, in spite of the deadening
influence which religion exerts upon the human mind ;
and men of talent have arisen in all departments of
religious literature who have surpassed and outshone
the feeble glimmer of the Biblical compositions. The
consequence is that, notwithstanding the vaunted excel-
lence of Scripture literature, there are many books whose
interest, beauty, and value are recognised by religionists
of the most opposite sects. The clergy profess to be
lost in admiration at the simplicity and the human char-
acter of the tales in Genesis. To the unbiassed reader
they are insufferably stupid. But what a contrast to
these vapid fables is found- in John Bunyan’s Pilgrim's
Progress, with its natural and simple narrative. The
Pilgrim’'s Progress had no laws to enforce it; no powerful
sect to thrust it upon the attention of the religious
world ; it has succeeded by its own intrinsic merits.
The literary genius of the Bedford tinker has made
even dry seventeenth-century allegory to blossom into
living flower ; and he has produced a work which is
read in all languages, by all classes, not as a ceremonial
duty, but as a real pleasure. John Bunyan’s military
career as a Parliamentary soldier was not very long, but
it enabled him to describe the “ Holy War” of his
fancy in a style which has charmed many a boy whose
reading was limited by parental wrongheadedness to
“ religious ” works. And there is not a reader of the
“ Holy War ” who will not confess a sneaking preference
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for it, rather than the impossible and uninteresting
battles of the Old Testament.

The Bible is supposed to be a religious book, yet it is
surpassed in pietistic feeling by many an uninspired
volume. <The treatise of Thomas ¢ Kempis, “ Of the
Imitation of Christ,” rises to a far higher level than any
Biblical writing. Its ethics and philosophy commend
themselves to all schools of thought, whilst its religious
teaching evokes the sympathetic admiration of all
Christian sects. The ultra-Protestant, with hatred of
monkery in his heart, finds Thomas k Kempis so over-
poweringly seductive that he is almost inclined to retire
into a monastery at once. And the rabid opponent of
Catholicism learns with surprise that the most exquisite
delineation of religious experience has proceeded from
the Church he opposes. The reading of President
Kruger seems to have been limited to the Psalms ; but
he might study with advantage the much superior work
of this mediaeval Dutchman.

If we take any single Biblical narrative or doctrine, it
is wonderful how much improved, or even transformed,
it becomes when treated with Christian talent. In
Matthew xxiv. and xxv. is a dreary and tiresome dis-
course upon the Consummation of the Age, put into the
mouth of Jesus Christ, and supposed to have been
delivered as a solemn message. The Evangelist
actually supposed that divinity could talk like this!
But how different from the feeble deliverances of
Matthew are the majestic thunders of the Dies Irce :—

That Day of wrath, that dreadful Day,
Long since foretold by Sybil's Lay,
When earth and sky shall melt away.

Then, again, many of the scenes narrated in the Bible
seem utterly dead, and devoid of human feeling. What
can be tamer and more commonplace than John xix.
25-27? Jesus, suffering an agonising death, sees,
standing upon one side, his heart-broken mother, and
on the other his best-beloved disciple ; and hands one
over to the other with the calm, matter-of-fact air of a
man transferring an ordinary piece of property. To
show what can be made of only one aspect of this scene,
we need only refer to that magnificent hymn, the Stabat
Mater, palpitating with life, and gushing out its floods
of human sorrow.

The principal authors of the Bible were, avowedly,
Oriental dervishes and Galilean peasants. We could
expect no literary excellence from either; and we
certainly can find none. The volume is only kept
alive by artificial methods. It has to be distributed
gratuitously; it requires thousands of hirelings to
find in it imaginary merits, and it has to be forced
into schools and universities by those interested in its
supremacy. Works of real literary merit require no
such aids, and have risen into notice in spite of them.
The religious Scriptures of the world are, after all, but
sorry rubbish ; and it is a satire to find that the works
declared divine are so inferior to those avowedly human.

Chilperic.

The Future of Religion.

In the current number of the Agnostic Annual there is
a series of papers under the above title, which, with
perhaps one exception, leaves the whole speculation in
some confusion. One would think that, apart from the
fact that the matter in itself of course partakes some-
what of the nature of prophecy, the essential of all
accurate thinking is to define the terms we are using.
It can scarcely be said tha't accurate definition is a
striking characteristic of these articles.

In Mr. Allanson Picton’s paper, the first in the series,
the confusion is perhaps seen at its worst. Mr. Picton
sets out by declaring that he uses the word religion “ in
the old-fashioned sense.” Other people, he says, may
“ speak of patriotism or of devotion to humanity as a
religion, for, of course, custom may make a word mean
anything.” But Mr. Picton will stick to the old
meaning. Yet he goes on to describe his idea of
religion as a worship not merely of humanity, but of
the universe :—

“ But how can we stop here? Are we not conscious of

an indefinitely greater Whole embracing, subordinating,
and blessing humanity ?”
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In sober truth, | do not think we are really conscious
or any such “ blessing” entity. This Whole— which
is only the “old-fashioned ” religionist’'s God spell
differently— is frequently anything but a blessing or a
benevolent protector. The attempt of the Theist to
attribute human characteristics to a personal del™
governing the wuniverse is futile enough, and <
countered at every point by the facts of existence.
But the attempt to erect the impersonal Infinite into a
similar position is surely, if anything, more illogica*
and absurd. Why should we feel any reverence for the
earthquake or the cyclone? How can we feel the
“ blessing” of the drought or the famine ? Surely Mf'
Picton has not yet quite outgrown the anthropomorphic
stage without retaining the only intelligible formulas
which can support such a level of thought. For a
conscious, intelligent personality we can have respcc
and reverence, in so far as the conduct of such an
individual, in our opinion, merits them. For the
universe, which in its totality we cannot in any way
comprehend in human terms, reverence and worship
are surely absurd. And so far even from this attitude
of mental prostration and awe, which is generally
implied by the term worship, being a healthy state, tO
be encouraged, it is rather a morbid condition, more
and more found to be associated with lower menta
types. Why should man, as apparently even some
Rationalists desire, be anxious to prostrate himsel
before something or other? Why can he not just stan
on his feet, and— seeking to know as much as possib*
— leave what he does not, or cannot, know to take care
of itself, without either his contempt or reverence? vy,
must, in fact, counteract this tendency to “ worship
in any of its disguises. It is manifest that it does m
insure morality or the highest thinking, since it
frequently found in conjunction with the antithesis O
both. And it is also manifest that numbers of the me5
moral men and most acute thinkers (if not, indeed, t4
majority of them) have never experienced the necessity
for this worship. It is, therefore, neither essential r=°
helpful, and in reality is merely a relic of past stages 0
culture. .

The Rev. Charles Voysey writes another somewha”
confused paper, though one must recognise the culture
and gentlemanly tone which pervades it, in com®Q0L
indeed, with all the others. At the outset he rathe
quaintly, but naturally enough, says that “ no humal
being, having religious convictions at all, can douf
that his own views of truth will prevail in the end
all the rest.” Mr. Voysey, of course, is minister 0~ ,
little Theistic Church in London, and he looks forwaf
to its spread, indulging, by the way, in much dialect
against “ priestcraft  though surely one man giving 1
himself the title of “ Reverend ” is one of the mPs
distinctive marks of the priestly caste. It is not likev'
however, that many people of either side share._ m1
Voysey’s natural enthusiasm. After all, the real, Itile®
lectual struggle nowadays is between Christianity a°
Atheism or Agnosticism. Erasmus Darwin, in his
described Unitarianism as a feather-bed to catch

falling Christian ; and, varying the metaphor, 0 {
might say that Theism merely represents the 1®
wayside station on the line before one reaches *

Rationalist terminus, and there seems no reason 'v _
any considerable number of persons should alight atl’
In plain speech, the day when pure Theism or PelSj5
represented a serious phase of Rationalist evolution
surely past. -

There is one point, however, in Mr. Voysey’s conlj
bution which may be noticed, because it almost magica /
illustrates the intellectual bias or deformity which P??
tively seems to lie at the back of all Theism. al
Voysey is remarking and commenting on the S°
influences at work which are moulding the futj* A
and professes some surprise at finding one of th
influences in a “ sphere from which such a phenorneO”
was hardly to be expected”—namely, the mode
Rationalist movement. And he goes on: “In O O.
times, it cannot be denied, Atheism was generally aS
dated with disregard of the moral law, and with desper
forms of anarchy.” And the fact moves Mr. Voysey ,
more or less wonder that “a school of thought so
times called Atheism, sometimes Agnosticism,” s‘l0
set before it the inculcation of morals.

.s$
Now, is not all this stamped with the disingenuousil
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° the average religionist mind? Who associated
theism “ in olden times” with disregard of the moral

jJV) and the desperate anarchy, and all the rest?
he very people and types, it may be remarked, who “in

tin'es” associated Deism with the like misconduct,

s Mr. Voysey, qua Deist, very well knows. If we pro-

essed surprise at Mr. Voysey, a representive of Theism,

Hting in general courtesy, and humanely, notwith-
t_andmg the fact that Theism was identified “ in olden
®es ' with ruffianism, he would surely be led to inter-

'hg reflections on our honesty or our manners.

Ir- F. J. Gould’s paper, any more than Mr. Picton’s
Ir ®r. Voysey’s, is not quite satisfactory. Mr. Gould
hs done such good work for Freethought, and is so
AN Or°~Ehly high-minded and conscientious, that an
~ . le critic like the present writer is somewhat loath
g 'naulge in what might be considered hyper-criticism,
st 1 r-.GOIdcl seems to be latterly developing a mystical
i ~e which is anything but reassuring. Mr. Gould, for
Il st™nce, in this paper, taking religion to mean the
rehgious temper,” and taking the religious temper to

ethical straightforwardness, looks with confidence

,Pe to the future of religion. At other times he

~s Written of “ worship ” and “ services,” and in this
Annual paper he puts in a plea for “ those

s of music and ritual by which the religious temper
f en makes itself known and felt.” Now all this con-
s-dly strikes me as a trifle objectionable. We ought
0 j.y t° be careful, lest in twisting words out of their

mary plain meaning we do not land ourselves in a

‘al equivocation. For the thing can be carried to
an~fkrous lengths. If Agnostics can speak of “religion”

Worship,” using the words in a special sense, there
ms no valid reason why an Atheist, say, should not

in- out with some such declaration as this : “ | believe
sin °a,”*e F~her and in Jesus Christ who died for
“~M@s-"  That is, provided the Atheist explained that
the ' Father was afigurative expression to signify
all r mte ex'stence which included all phenomena and
Ch « » tni&bt lie behind phenomena ; and that “ Jesus
of tI  Was merely a poetic simile to typify the pioneers

adv 6 raCe Wn° 'n or’er their fellows might
it *=ance to wider knowledge and strength. Of course,

t0 Sno,; suggested for a moment that Mr. Gould goes
seeafy such extremes as this, though it is difficult to
who °n b*% °Wn metb°d) be would check anyone
ex b'd. And certainly the present writer has ‘seen
Vi1- Ples of word-jugglery on the religious side of
Paro” 6 abOve is not by any means an extravagant

bvAUE feberly, one asks oneselr what purpose is served
AgnVer-  fluibbles of that kind ? And why should
t® Ostlcs or Rationalists in any way encourage, or seem
Co rnc°urage, them ? We confuse other people, we
heaflU ourseives i we tend to lose the respect of clear-
in , ta and straight-thinking people on all sides ; and,
of ,0«. achieve a maximum of injury with a minimum
any . ¢ Indeed, what good is achieved it is hard in
theirMSe t0 saT- Men surely have to be educated and
bum minc% enlarged and their characters rendered more
by t n®>and these things cannot eflFectively be achieved
hOw lIc<s> however well-intentioned, or catch-phrases,
and V6r cunn!ngly devised. All that is only the pretence
and %jarade of progress which is serious and difficult
isn0 Gw' There is no royal road to learning, and there
short-cut to intellectual advance.
ROjjee rerna.ining paper in the series is by Mr. J. M.
prob” Son’ and to him the problem of religion is the
to thp”l "be social future. As to the meaning given
Word “ religion,” Mr. Robertson well says i—

sho”™m6 fluest'‘on whether every serious conception of life
Ve . be called religion is one of simple verbal con-
***«*. Any other word could by this time have
Spe‘aired the due associations of respectability if the effort
ratj 1in trying to retain ‘religion’ had been constructively

°r than conservatively applied.”
thatsur 1 «
The O [ely > the end of that particular controversy.
parer s Aoint calling for .natice .in .Mr. \Rohertson’s

bshmentWaat. aPPears to be a suggestion, that disestab
aclear °r disendowment ought not to take place until
b®says*la‘or',y has rejected supernaturalism. “ Once,”
jSm>ex’; ttbe c'ear majority have rejected supernatural-
drawn « UI§' State endowments may properly be with-

yet it js not unlikely that a socialised State
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would provide for the support of priests of all sects in
a certain ratio to the number of those who want their
services.” Doubtless the endowments will not be with-
drawn until at least a voting majority desire their with-
drawal ; but surely they could “ properly ” be withdrawn
at any time the thing became politically practicable.

The problem of the future of religion would really
seem to be the problem at bottom of intellectual progress,
the problem of human evolution. If there is advance
at all, then religion in the sense of supernaturalist hopes
and fears must undoubtedly tend to vanish, as human
sacrifices and witchcraft, once elements in religion, have
vanished. Whether we can be optimistic enough to
confidently predict or reasonably hope for such a con-
summation is a problem in itself, the solution of which
need not be attempted here.

Frederick Ryan.

National Secular Society.

Report of monthly Executive Meeting held on Thursday,
March 29th ; the President, Mr. G. W. Foote, in the chair.
There were also present — Messrs. E. Bater, C. Cohen, C.
Cooper, W. Heaford, W. Leat, A. B. Moss, B. Munton, J.
Neate, C. Quinton, E. E. Sims, T. Thurlow, and C. Watts.

New members were received from East London, Bethnal
Green, and Liverpool branches.

The arrangements for the Annual Conference were then
considered. Mr. Bater moved, and Mr. Leat seconded,
“That the Conference for 1900 be held in London.” This
being carried unanimously, the details were left in the hands
of the officers.

The Annual Excursion, the date of which had been already
fixed (July 1st), was again discussed, and the Secretary
was instructed to make arrangements either for Brighton or
Margate.

Grants were promised to certain] Branches for outdoor
work, and the meeting adjourned.

Edith M. Vance.

Influence of Power on Opinion.

How wicked (it is frequently said)—how absurd and hope-
less the enterprise, to make war upon opinions ! Alas ! would
it were as absurd and hopeless, as it is wicked and pernicious !
Upon opinions, in an immediate way, yes. To crush the idea
in the mind, to act upon it by mechanical pressure or impulse,
is not in the power of the sword or the rod. In an unimme-
diate, though, for efficacy, not too remote way, through the
medium of discourses, no : for what, in the case of opinions
(unhappily for mankind) is but too much in the power of the
sword and of the rod, is, to crush the enunciating and offend-
ing pen or tongue : to cut asunder the muscles by which they
are moved.— Unhappily, the power of the will over opinion,
through the medium of discourse, is but too well understood
by men in power. Meantime, thus much is plain enough :
the more credible the facts in themselves are, the less need
has a man to seek to gain credence for them by such means.
By such means, credit may be given to tacts the most absurd,
currency to opinions the most pernicious. Facts which are
true, opinions which in their influence are beneficial to society,
have no need of such support. If this is to be admitted, the
consequence seems undeniable. To employ such means for
securing credence to any fact is to confess its falsehood and
absurdity ; to employ such means for the support of any
opinion is to confess its erroneousness and mischievousness.
To pursue such ends by such means is to betray, and virtually
to confess, the practice of imposture, the consciousness of
guilt.—Bentham.

Preaching.

Perhaps the great triumph Ol all moral writings, including
sermons, is that at least they have produced some sweet and
innocent sleep.—Arthur Helps.

Get your newsagent to take a few copies of the Freethinker
and t(l;y to sell them, guaranteeing to take the copies that remain
unsold. Take an extra copy (or more), and circulate it among
your acquaintances. Leave a copy of the Freethinker now and
then in the train, the car, or the omnibus. Display, or get dis-
played, one of our contents-sheets, which are of a convenient
size for the purpose. Mr. Forder will send them on application.
Get your newsagent to exhibit the Freethinker in the window.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

[Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday
and be marked “ Lecture Notice,” if notsent on post-card.]

LONDON.

The Athenajum Hall (73 Tottenham Court-road, W.) : 7.30,
G. W. Foote, " Is Dr. Mivart in Hell ?”

Camberwell (North Camberwell Hall, 6r New Church-road) :
7.30, C. Watts, “ Can a Scientist be a Christian ?”

East London Branch (Swaby’s Coffee House, 103 Mile End-
road) : 8 W. Ramsey, “What Secularism has Accomplished
during- the last Thirty Years.”

East London Ethical Society (78 Libra-road, Old Ford, E .):
7, W. G. Howard, “ Education in England.”

North London Ethical Society (Leighton Hall, Leighton-
crescent, Kentish Town): 7, Harry Snell, “ One Hundred Years
of Science and Invention.”

Mile End Waste: 11.30, C. Cohen.

South London Ethical Society (Masonic Hall, Camberwell
New-road): 7, Professor Earl Barnes, “ The Development of a
Child's Moral Sense.”

West London Ethical Society (Royal Palace Hotel, High-
street, Kensington, W.) : 11, Stanton Coit, " The South African
Gold-seekers.”

Victoria Park (near the Fountain): 3.15, C. Cohen.

COUNTRY.

Birmingham Branch (Prince of Wales Assembly Rooms):
7, H. Percy Ward, “Did Jesus Christ Rise from the Dead?"
Open-air meeting in the Bull Ring at 11—* Hell, and llow to
Get There.”

Chatham Secular Society (Queen’s-road, New Brompton):
2.45, Sunday School.

Glasgow (Nno Brunswick-street) : 12, Discussion Class—
Impromptu Speeches ; 6.30, Social Meeting.

Liverpool (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square): 7, Dr. Nicholson,
“ The Golden Mean.”

Manchester Secular Hall (Rusholme-road, All Saints): 7,
M. Moscow, “ Spiritualism Answered by Science.”

South Shields (Captain Duncan’s Navigation Schools, Market-
place) : 7, " Old-age Pensions.”

Sheffield Secular Society (Hall of Science, Rockingham-
street): 3, Quarterly Meeting ; 7, Lecture or Reading.

Lecturers’ Engagements.
C. Cohen, 17 Oshorne-road, High-road, Leyton.—April 8,
m., Mile End Waste; a., Victoria Park. 15, a., Peckham; e.,
Camberwell. 22, Pontypridd. 24, Cardiff.

Arthur B. Moss, 44 Credon-road, London, S.E.—April 2>
m., Mile End; a., Victoria Park; e., Stratford. May 6, m,
Camberwell; a., Brockwell Park. 13, a., Peckham Rye; e.,
Brockwell Park. June 17, e, Stratford. 24, m., Camberwell;
a., Peckham Rye.

H. Percy Ward, 2 Leamington-place, George-street, Balsall
Heath, Birmingham.—April 8, Birmingham; 15, Stockton-on-
Tees ; 29, Birmingham.

F. A. Davies, 65 Lion-street, S.E.—April 8 m., Battersea ; e.,

Stratford. 15, a., Victoria Park. 29, m., Camberwell; a.,
Brockwell Park. May 6, m., Clerkenwell Green; a., Fins
bury Park. 13, m., Hyde Park ; e., Kilburn. 20, a., Peckham

Rye; e., Brockwell Park; 27, m., Westminster.

POSITIVISM.

“Reorganisation, without god or king, by the systematic
worship of Humanity."

Information and publications on the Religion of Humanity
may be obtained free on application to the Church of
Humanity, Newcastle-on-Tyne.

The April Number

THE LITERARY GUIDE

(NOW READY)

Contains, in addition to the usual articles, reviews, and
notes, a 4 pp. Supplement comprising a summary by Mr.
Joseph McCabe of Professor Ernst Haeckel’s latest and
masterly work, DIE WELTRATHSEL (THE WORLD
RIDDLE),
nearly exhausted.

of which four editions have already been

Price with Supplement, 2d.; by post 3d.

Watts & Co., 17 Johnson’s-court, Fleet-street, London, E.C.
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Works by the late R. G. Ingersoll.

The House of Death.
Funeral Orations and Ad-
dresses. is.

Mistakes of Moses, is.

The Devil. 6d.

Superstition. 6d.

Defence of Freetiiougiit.

A Five Hours' Speech at the

Trial of C. B. Reynolds for

Blasphemy. 6d.
Shakespeare.
The Gods. 6d.
The Holy Bible.
Reply to Gladstone.

6d.

6d.
With

W hat is Religion? 2d.
IS Suicide a Sin? 2d.

Last Words on Suicide. 2d

God and the State. 2d. ?

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

Why am | an Agnostic-
Part Il1. 2d.

Faith and Fact. Reply 1
Dr. Field. 2d.

God and Man. Second rep)
to Dr. Field. 2d.

The Dying Creed. 2d.

The Limits of ToleratiO’
A Discussion with the 1'Qt

an_Introduction by G. W. F. D. Coudert and Gov. S.
Foote.
Woodford. 2d. ,
Rome or Reason ? A Reply H Eai od
to Cardinal Manning. 4d. ousehold of Faith. 2.
Crimes against Criminals. Art and Morality. 2d
Do | Brlaspheme ? 2d.
3d.
Oration on Walt W hitman. 1he Clergy and CoMW
3 Sense. 2d.
Social Salvation. 2d.

Oration on Voltaire. 3d.
Abraham Lincoln. 3d.

Paine the Pioneer. 2d.

Marriage and Divorce. 2’

Skulls. 2d.

Humanity's Debt to T homas | he Great Mi.stake, id-
Paine. 2d. Live Topics, id.

Ernest Renan and Jesus Mytii and Miracle,. id-
Christ. 2d. Real Blasphemy, id.

T rue Religion. 2d. Repairing the ldols. Id-

Christ and Miracles.

2d. ICf'
Creeds and Spirituality.

T hree Philanthropists.
Love the Redeemer. 2d.

London: The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited-
Agent : R Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

FLOWERS OF FREETHOUGHT

G. W. Foote.

First Series (cloth), 2s. 6d.

Contents :—OIld Nick—Fire ! I —Sky Pilots—Devil DodgaS®
Fighting Spooks—Damned Sinners—Where is Hell?—Spur#
and Hell—Is Spurgeon in Heaven ?—God in Japan—Stanley
Providence— Gone to God—Thank God— Judgment IW
Shelley’s Atheism—Long Faces—Our Father—Wait Till
Die—Dead Theology—Mr. Gladstone on Devils—Huxley s ®
take—The Gospel of Freethought—On Ridicule—Who are 1~
Blasphemers ?—Christianity and Common Sense—The Loi'l
Hosts—Consecrating the Colors—Christmas in Holloway Gao
Who Killed Christ?—Did Jesus Ascend?—The Rising Son" ~
Paul’s Veracity—No Faitii with Heretics—The Logic of FersCL
tion—Luther and the Devil—Bible English—Living by Fal ~
Victor Hugo—Desecrating a Church—Walt Whitman— Tenny
and the Bible—Christ’'s Old Coat—Christ’'s Coat, Number 1"
Scotched, Not Slain—God-Making —God and the Wea”ef
Miracles—A Real Miracle—Jesus on Women—Paul on WonZ1
Mother’s Religion.

London : The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited-
Agent : R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

In two volumes, bound in cloth, the whole of

Charles Watts’'s Pamphlets

NOW IN PRINT.

Vol. I, price 3s. 6d. post free.

Contents :—The Claims of Christianity Examined—Was Chr=p»
Political and Social Reformer 2—Is there a Life Beyond the
Evolution and Special Creation—The Death of Christ—"Why do
—Education : True and False—Christianity and Civilisation”-"~0{e
Morality—The Secularist's Cetechism—Secularism : Its Relation
Social Problems of the Day—Bible Morality—The Existence **
—Saints and Sinners— Discreditable Tactics of Christian Disputel

Vol. Il., price 4s. 6d. post free.

Contents:—The Teachings of Secularism Compared with Chdsl,a
—Nature and the Supernatural—The Glory of Unbelief—Secm3*
Destructive and Constructive—Christianity : Its Origin, Nature»
Influence — Theological Presumption — Agnosticism and Cjn/gjl
Theism— Christianity Defective and Unnecessary— Happiness *h. of
and Misery in Heaven—A Reply to Father Lambert's factlL
Infidels—A Debate with the Editor of the Halifax (N.S.)

London : Watts & Co., 17, Johnson's-court, Fleet-street,
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In stout paper covers, is.; cloth, 2s.

BOOK of god

the Light of the Higher Criticism.

ttl SPcc'«l Referencelo Dean Farrar’s New Apology.

By G. W. FOOTE.
den N ''r Introduct:on—The Bible Canon—The Bible and
BouT  ~'racles and Witchcraft— The Bible and Free-

_j & Morals and Manners— Political and Social Progress

CuSPratlon—The Testimony of Jesus—The Bible and the
rc °fEngland—An Oriental Book— Fictitious Supremacy.

$mn,,,,avc,rcai’ with great pleasure your Boole of God. \ ou have

lion perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Farrar s posi-

kezl,,, congratulate you on your book. ~ It will do great good,

beau®, II; is filtecl with the best of sense expressed with force and
,  —Col. R, G. Ingcrsoll.

of oV 'urewo strongly recommend......Ought to be inthe hands
1y earnest ar.d sincere inquirer.”—Reynolds s Newspaper.

Irefmi' boole takes the Dean’s eloquence to pieces, and grinds
byO* Sments to powder.  His style, as a whole, is characterised
asculine honesty and clearness.”—Ethical World.

analvcf0 once incisive, logical, and vivacious....... Keen

Sand,sometimes cutting sarcasm...... More interesting than
a>QS’F‘b\/els.'S—rlz]i@cerary (gutltﬂsg g

Fsdeaste a3 a good wﬁw Her—as gaad as thRlie is anywhers,
%W ﬁsﬂ%ﬁﬂe_l%g ée@ ary sglle, an I}1\(1){16_& lie has to say
K Ject 1S sy |nterfesﬁmg—af J.nﬁpl:mﬁng T}IIS
“Hdli i o 's answers fully justifies the purpose for
WI:'Isfllt \Vas%vﬁ&eagr@q'nithsecker (Nex\;vJ York). purp
nogi
>edfor the Freethought Publishing Company, Limited, by
R. Fordcr, 28 Stonecutter-sfreet, London, E.C.

the best book
TRi « ° N NEo-MALTHUSIANISM IS, | BELIEVE,

Mbrality, Or the theory and practice
OF NEO-MALTHUSIANISM.

feo BVJ R. HOLMES, M.M.L., M.V.S., M.N.S.S.

$“ges, witjt portrait and autograph, bound in cloth, gilt lettered.

) . Price is., post free.

Hr i 44§ Biiing the information within the reach of the poor the
li?&es «Portant parts of thc booU are issued in a pamphlet of if
"«tribn«  NErEiiNY, post free 2d. Copies of the pamphlet for
, fhe a?'1.'s-a dozen post free.

. Reformer of September 4 1892 says: “ Mr.
*Maifi-PMet is an almost tnexceptional staten%/ent of the
amoral hu2,an theory and practice......and throughout appeals
o ......The special value of Mr, Holmes service to
j2this  RHusian cause and to human well-being generally is
%sicai °“ blnati°n in his pamphlet of a plain statement of the

the t'/nd moral need for family limitation with a plain account
oft!18by which R can be secured, and an, offer to all con-
Alhe cﬂihe rgqugites at the lowest possiatﬂe pplces.”
IVt " uncil of the Malthusian League, Dr. Drysdale, Dr.
ERletr-i,1 °iBers, have also spoken of it in very high terms.
G a 6suppliej by R. Forder, 28 Stonecuttéer-street, London,
J j.  Crorders should be sent to the author,

N >Holmes, hanney, wantage, besks.

Thv/aites’ Liver Pills.

Best Family Medicine in the World. 1lcurcL'V
Gr.andall Stomach Diseases effectually. ,

for Heart Troubles and Cardiac Complaints,
C L SFANMDRR etc:is:#/id. and 2s. 9d. per box.
G Tuggstamps. BYiegttons with eash Bex:
~  AITES, Herbalist, Stockton on-Tees.
iipton.
1 People’s Dentist, 33s Strand (opposite Somerset
~U'-ETH on VU LCAN'TE‘ 2s. ﬁd each ) upper or

Post

fA Re'*Quality, s, eadh; upper or lower, £2.
< ho\yrs When' fexquired ; reparming r ellepailONS

S &’

1

Teetk i°u Pay more than the above, they are fancy
6d, .°" Piatinum, 7s. 6d. each ; on 18ct. gold, 15s.;
>extraction, is. ; painless by gas, 5s.
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Freethought Works.

Suicide. By David Hume. A powerful essay, first published
after thc author’s death, and not included in ordinary editions

« of his writings. 2d.

Letters to the_CIeI%/_. By G. W. Foote. _Subjects  Creation
—The Believing ief on the Cross—The Atonement—OIld
Testament Morality— Inspiration—Credentials of the Gospel—
Miracles—Prayer. ~ 128 pp., is.

Flowers Of Freethought. (First Series.) By G. W. Foote.
Fifty-one essays on a variety of Freethought topics. 214 pp.,
cloth, 2s. 6d.

Flowers Of Freethought. (Second Series.) By.G. W. Foote.
Fifty-eight essays on a further variety of Freethought topics.
32 pp., cloth, 2s. 6d.—These two volumes of Flowers form
together a complete Garden of Freethought. Every aspect of
Reason and Faith is treated somewhere, and always in a popular
style. Contains much of the author’s best writing.

John Morley as a Freethinker. By G. w. Foote. Valuable
references to Mr. Morley’s writings.” Good for Freethinkers to
read first, and then lend to their Christian friends. 2d.

Is Socialism Sound? Four Nights' Public Debate between
G. W. Foote and Annie Besant. Verbatim, and revised by
both disputants, is.; superior edition in cloth, 2s.

The Sign Of the Cross.. A Candid Criticism of Mr. Wilson
Barrett's Play, showing its gross partiality and its ridiculous
historic inaccuracy, with special reference to the (probably;
forged passage in Tacitus and the alleged Neronic massacre of
Christians. Handsomely printed, 6d.

The Birth Of Christ. From the original Life of Jesus by the
famous Strauss. With an introduction by G. W. Foote. A
most thorough Analysis and Exposure of the Gospel Story by a
Master Hand. 6d.

Christianity and Secularism. Public Debate between G. w.
Foote and Rev. Dr. McCann. Verbatim Report, revised by
both disputants, is.; superior edition in cloth, is. 6d.

Bible Heroes. From Adam to Paul. By G. W. Foote. In-
structive, interesting, amusing and honest; in fact, the only
honest book on the subject. 200 pp., cloth, 2S. 6d.

The Grand Old Book. A Reply to the Grand Old Man. By
G. W. Foote. An Exhaustive Answer to Mr. Gladstones
Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture. is.; cloth edition, is. 6d.

Will Christ Save Us? By G. W. Foote. An Examination of the
Claims of Jesus Christ to be considered the Savior of the World.
Contains much Historic Information on Slavery, the Position of
Woman, General Social Progress, and the advance of Science
and Freethought in opposition to Christian bigotry.

Darwin on God. By G. W. Foote. A full and minute account
of Darwin’s mental development, with a brief Memoir of his
grandfather, the famous Erasmus Darwin ; containing all the
passages in Darwin's works, and in his Life and Letters, beat -
ing directly or indirectly on the subject of religion. Every
Freethinker should have, and keep, a copy of this important
little volume. 6d.; cloth, is.

Footsteps Of the Past. Valuable Essays in the Evolution of
Religion and Ethics. By J. M. Wheeler. With a Preface by
G. W. Foote. Cloth, 3s.

Infidel Death-Beds. By G. W. Foo'te. Second edition, revised
and much enlarged. Contains authentic details of the last hours
of sixty-two historic Freethinkers, and in most cases a sketcli
of their lives. Precise references given in every instance.
8d.; cloth, is. 3d.

Comic Sermons and other Fantasias. By G.\V Foote. A
selection of the author’s best satirical writings. Contents:—
A Sermon on Summer—A Mad Sermon—A Sermon on Sin—A
Bishop in the Workhouse—A Christmas Sermon—Christmas
Eve in Heaven—Bishop Trimmer’s Sunday Diary—The Judge
and the Devil—Satan and Michael—The First Christmas—
Adam’s Breeches —The Fall of Eve—Joshua and Jericho—A
Baby God—Judas Iscariot. 8d.

Defence of Freethought. By Colonel Ingersoll. A Grand
Speech, occupying four hours in delivery, made in defence of
Mr. Reynolds,” who was prosecuted for Blasphemy in New
Jersey. 6d.

Defence Of Free Speech. By G. W. Foote. Three hours’
address to the Jury In the Court-of Queen’s Bench before Lord
Coleridge, in answer to an Indictment for Blasphemy on account
of certain issues of the Freethinker. Carefully revised, with ar.
important Preface and Footnotes. 4d.

The Holy Bible. By Colonel Ingersoll. A Masterpiece Ol
Popular Criticism ; one of Ingersoll's greatest efforts. 6d.

London : The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited.
Agent: R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

Ingersoll’'s Great Lecture.

T H E D EVIL -

Price 6d. post free.

Published for the Freethought Publishing Company, Limited, by
R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street London, E.C.
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PRICE FOURPENCE.

REPLY TO GLADSTONE

By COLONEL |INGERSOLL.

A New Edition. Handsomely Printed.

This is one of Ingersoll’s masterpieces. The encounter with Gladstone drew forth all his powers. In I°£ICL]
illustration, and controversial dexterity, this pamphlet is almost, if not quite, unrivalled. It also contains *
passages of superb poetry. Freethinkers should read it frequently. It will furnish them with hints anoP j
in their friendly discussions with Christians. They should likewise lend it to their orthodox friends wne

they have an opportunity.

LONDON : THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING COMPANY, LIMITED.
Agent : R Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

PRICE THREEPENCE.

THE SECULAR ALMANACK FOR 1900

ISSUED BY THE NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY, AND EDITED BY

G. W. FOOTE.

Containing a Freethought Calendar, full particulars of the National Secular Society ™
Branches, as well as of other Freethought Organizations, and a number of Special Artideés
by G. W. Foote, Charles Watts, C. Cohen, Francis Neale, Mimnermus, and others.

LONDON : R. FORDER, 28 STONECUTTER-STREET, E.C.

I AI\/I HAR D_ U P NOW READY.

_ A New Edition
And must raise some money somehow. oF

Don’t let it trouble you how much money INGERSOLL'S
I am losing on the goods, so long as you |,

’ 90T 50 0N9 9 YO« MISTAKES OF MOSES5
get a bargain that will bring joy to your
heart for a whole month. Can you resist

this offer?
For 21s. Carriage Paid. Also an Edition de Luxe it

Printed on Superfine Paper and Elegantly Bound in

Handsomely printed on good paper and bound in stiff paPef
Price One Shilling.

1 Lady’s Jacket. Usually sold at 20s. to 30s. _
1 Lady’s Dress Skirt. Any color (to measure.) Price Half-a-Crown W
i ) Copies of the Best Edition can be secured b
1 Pair Ladys Boots or Shoe.s' publighed price to Miss Vance, 377 Strand, Loné/on, V-
1 Smart Blouse. Latest design. will forward same post free.
1 Umbrella Cover Warranted. London : The Freethought Publishing Company» ~
. R : >

i Eu_r %ecﬁt'e- LI_'|ke Sable. Agent: R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street,

alr Cashmere ose.
i Eﬁaﬁtgm Handbag. Ingersoll’'s Last Lecture.

ightdress.
L Chemise. “WHAT IS"RELIGION"*
1 Pair Knickers. </
1 Apron' . An Address delivered before the American Free R®
1 Linen Handkerchief. Association, at Boston, June 2, 1899-

1 Half Pound Free Clothing Tea.

1 Shilling’sworth of Rationalist Literature. Freethinkers should keep a copy of this Lecture ¢0;
them. It was Ingersoll’s last utterance on the . ,<E
religion. It shows him to have been a “ rank Athe*5" !1#’

A” fOI‘ 213 Carriage pald very end. Moreover, it is a summary of his life’s

and embalms his ripest thought.

I have a few Suits left that | am clearing at 17s. 6d., which

ought to be 35s. Send your chest, over vest and inside leg, PRICE TWOPENCE.
measures ; also give your height, age, and occupation. Send London: The Freethought Publishing Company, ~
sharp, or you will be too late tor this marvellous clearing line. Agent: R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, EL'

Published for the Freethought Publishing CoMPAIlp

J-W- GO—I_rv 2 & 4 Union'Streeti Bradford- by R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, London,



