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The Morals of the Primitive Christians.

Very few minds can resist the effect of reiteration. You
have only got to state a thing with sufficient energy
often enough, and somebody is certain to believe it.
There is, of course, a great deal that we have to take on
trust, because we have not the power, or the time, or
the inclination, to investigate every single opinion that is
presented to us. .Consequently, every now and again
've have a rude awakening, and we find that something
We had received in perfect good faith is really without a
Particle of evidence to support it. There are certain
statements continually being met with among contro-
versial theologians that are so frequently put forward
with such complete assurance that very few think of
questioning them ; and thus they are received as
Acknowledged facts even by well-educated people. For
'nstance, we are perpetually hearing about the high
tioral character of the early Christians, and the beautiful
Pattern they set to their heathen neighbors ; and there
has thus grown up a widespread notion that these early
Christians really were very good, and the other inhabi-
tants of the Roman Empire incorrigibly bad. But, in
the first place, the more we know about the heathen
'vorld, the more we are compelled to recognise that the
Majority of the people who lived in it were quite as right-
feeling- ancf as right-living as the majority of the. people
'vho exist now. There were bad public men then, as
there are now ; and the despots of that period were
?ften just as wicked as Christian despots have been.
°ut when we come to some record which gives a picture
the life, aspirations, and manners of ordinary men,
sUch as we have, for instance, in the celebrated Letters
h/ Seneca, it is clear that the mass of mankind in those
t'uies went through life with the same integrity, blame-
essness, honor, and rectitude that we expect to find in
arespectable community of the present day. It may be
pr&ued that some of the Greek and Latin imaginative
'‘Stature is of so improper a character that it is neces-
?ary to reserve it for the education of the aristocracy ;
j.u; it must also be remembered that we likewise have,
s’m the same period, the far more important philo-
~Phical works of such teachers as Plato and Aristotle,
t O organised the study of ethics and laid the founda-
°u of European moral ideas. In fact, the ancient
v°dd js grOssly and systematically libelled for the mere
fUPose of making- it the foil for the alleged Christian
Mrtues.
y ~Vhere, however, shall we find any evidence of these
~ues ? All the information we ‘'possess about the
Mrti*tive Christians is contained in the books of the
theV -~stament; and, therefore, the moral conduct o
Prirnitive Church must be judged from those docu-
Jesus® The Gospels, of course, relate exclusively to
"Mt Nazareth anH hi« Hiscinles : Drimitive Chris-
evigc* c°nimencing with the Acts of the Apostles. It is
Arib'l’ YMOwever>that Acts gives us no ground for
Only InR extraordinary virtues to the early converts.
avs(™nC quality of theirs is noticed, and that is their
uther,UINR\ W e are left quite in the dark as to their
"Pistl Pecu®*ar*ties. We must, therefore, turn to the
the g j's St. Paul. Paul is very fond of vituperating
the luxPPes—that is to say, the ordinary population of
jtssertj ‘terranean countries—and he is never tired oj
'dithi/1I ~lat cvcry heathen man is a thief, and every
obs'e W®man a harlot. It is, therefore, interesting
WKL b>&r' ¢ 'vhat he has to tell us about his own con-
K ~lle Picture he draws is not at all inviting
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}' covetous, or a drunkard, or an extortioner
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Instead of the united, happy, loving Christian fraternities
familiar to modern fiction, we read of “ envyings,
wraths, strifes, backbitings, whisperings, swellings, and
tumults”; and Paul is continually referring to the
slanders directed against himself by his co-religionists.
But there are other more serious charges. It is need-
less to say that the believing brethren were unblushing
liars. That fact is patent to everyone who considers
the mass of forged apocryphal literature which ema-
nated from them. Paul himself was perpetually afraid
that epistles might be fabricated in his name, and was
careful to authenticate those he sent out. *“ The saluta-
tion of me, Paul, with mine own hand, which is the
token in every epistle, so | write” (2 Thess. iii. 17;
see also the conclusions to 1 Corinthians, Galatians, and
Colossians). He exhorts his converts to abandon their
notorious habits of falsehood. “ Lie not one to
another,” he says, in Col. iii. 9. “ Putting away lying,
speak every man truth with his neighbor,” he writes in
Eph. iv. 25. But it is to be feared that the personal
example of the apostle was not a good one. Truthful-
ness has always been a secondary matter to professors
of religion ; and Paul himself says : “ If the truth of
God hath more abounded through my lie unto his glory,
why yet am | also judged a sinner ?”

We learn, further, that the sexual morality of the
primitive Christians was not of a high character. This
is hardly to be wondered at. The thoughts and lan-
guage of their teachers are continually running on such
subjects ; and it is well known that the mind is the
principal exciting cause in such matters. Many close
observers have pointed out that religious excitement is
invariably accompanied by sexual excitement. The
improprieties of the early Reformers were the constant
theme of Catholic denunciation. The Anabaptists went
to even greater lengths. And in the present century
we have had the Shakers, Free-lovers, and other minor
sects, whose weaknesses have lain in the same direction.
In the early days of Methodism lapses from the paths of
virtue were numerous ; and the rise of the Salvation
Army was signalised by similar phenomena, not to
mention the frequent later cases in the newspapers.
The fifth and sixth chapters of 1 Corinthians should be
closely studied in estimating the moral characteristics
of the primitive Christians. Paul specifically indicates
that one of the Corinthian brethren was openly living
with his father’'s wife, a thing “ as is not so much as
named among the Gentiles.” The apostle’s indignation
is increased by the fact that this scandal was regarded
with the utmost complacency by the other converts.
He finds it necessary to warn the congregation to have
nothing to do with any brother that is “ a fornicator, or
thus fully
admitting that recognised members of the Christian
community indulged in all these vices. St. Paul goes
on to complain that the converts brought vexatious
suits against one another in the law.courts. He tells
them that they ought to suffer wrong and fraud at one
another’s hands, rather than go to law with one
another. “ Nay, ye do wrong, and defraud, and that
your brethren.” It is, therefore, not surprising to learn
from Eph. iv. 28 that some of the virtuous primitive
Christians were professional robbers, to whom it was
necessary for the Apostle to say : “ Let him that stole
steal no more, but rather let him labor.”

Paul also finds serious fault with the way in which
the Corinthian converts conducted their agapcc. It
appears that in these feasts everyone brought his own
victuals and wine, and ate and drank them himself; so
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that the poorer members went away hungry, and the
better-provided went away drunk. The apostle justly
reproves the gluttonous brethren “ whose God is their
belly” (Phil. iii. 20), and says: “ Let all be done in
decency and order ” (1 Cor. xiv. 40).

The directions given to Timothy for the choosing of
bishops and deacons (1 Tim. iii. 1-12) are also signifi-
cant. The bishop should be a man “ not given to wine,
no striker, not greedy of filthy lucre.” The deacon is
allowed to tipple a little more ; but he must be “ grave,
not double-tongued, not given to much wine, not greedy
of filthy lucre.” The obvious inference, of course, is
that the majority of the primitive brethren were wine-
bibbing, deceitful, and avaricious persons, whom the
Apostle did not care to see entrusted with office.

So far we have only referred to the brethren. The
sisters of the community, when not addicted to vicious
courses, seem to have been a vain, empty-headed lot.
The apostle has to warn them to attire themselves in
sober apparel, “ not with braided hair, or gold, or
pearls, or costly array” (1 Tim. ii. 9). When they
were married, their husbands were supposed to keep
them in order; but Paul complains that the young
widows “ learn to be idle, wandering about from house
to house ; and not only idle, but tattlers also, and busy-
bodies, speaking things which they ought not” (1 Tim.
v. 13)-

Consequently the great and shining virtues of the
primitive Christians exist only in the religious imagina-
tion. They are conspicuous by their absence in the
Epistles of St. Paul, where the moral character of the
early converts is shown up in the most glaring fashion ;
and we can only suppose that those who proclaim the
virtue of the primitive Church have never taken the
trouble to study the evidence for themselves.

Chilperic.

Who is the Rogue?

WITH SOMETHING ABOUT TACITUS.

A few weeks ago | had occasion to refer a corre-
spondent to my brochure entitled The Sign of the
Cross, which is “ a candid criticism,” and a very careful
one too, of Mr. Wilson Barrett’s well-known play. In
that little work | dealt at considerable length with the
question of the famous “ Christ ” passage in the Annals
of Tacitus, about which my correspondent seemed to
be interested. | was soon favored with a reply to the
effect that my correspondent had read my brochure, and
did not think much of it. He remarked incidentally
that it contained error, anachronism, and falsification.
But he did not indicate these things, and | invited him
to do so, as | make no pretension to infallibility, and
am always ready to learn. At the same time | warned
him against losing his temper— a failing to which con-
troversialists, and particularly Christian controversial-
ists, are unfortunately too liable. Well, my invitation
has been accepted. This correspondent sends me
another letter for insertion in the Freethinker. My
readers will presently have an opportunity of perusing
it. | wish to say, first, that it is written as if to tempt
the recipient to throw it into the waste-basket; and,
secondly, that it affects the old familiar air of suspicion
of the fairness of Freethought editors. In this case,
however, these orthodox virtues are both wasted. Had
| been annoyed— which | am not, for this correspondent
hardly reaches to the level of my disdain— | should still
have inserted his letter, for he has fallen into the trap |
laid for him in that bland invitation ; as a Cromwellian
Puritan would say, the Lord hath delivered him into my
hands ; and | have no objection whatever to my readers
seeing him in that position.

And now for my correspondent’s letter. Here it is
exactly as he wrote it—grammar, graces, and all:—

74 Victoria-road,
West Kilburn, N.W.
Oct. 29, 1900.

Sir,— | note reference to my letter in answers to correspon-
dents. As to “ loss of temper,” there seems to be a lack of
discrimination in so attributing my strictures. Acquirement
of knowledge by intuition, and its denial does not necessarily
erase it from the pages of moral philosophy or metaphysics.
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I am like yourself (and without the uncertainty, or softening
influence of “ apparently”) willing to learn. One could not
possibly forget, having perused but a few of your (general
term) publications, that “ assertion is not proof.” But to this
proofi—

Two falsifications.

Falsification /.—Where in Lardner’s works shall I find his
“ admission ” that “ learned men were not agreed that
this Suetonius passage related to Christ” (p. 39 your
pamphlet).

Falsification 2—Where in Lardner’s works shall |
“ that this Suetonius passage related to Christ.”

I''S.—If my memory serves are these not in the
“ Diegesis,” that infamous production of Taylor’s.

Anachronism.—You make it appear by your remarks on
Paul’s visit to Rome that it was subsequent to the perse-
cution. What proof have you that this was the case.
(See pp. 37-38—end and top of p.)

Error 1.—*“ The Annals of Tacitus was first printed.
1468-1470” (p. 39). You will here do good service if
you can show how this can be, when as a fact the Annals
(not a fart of them) first saw the light as a completed
work in /j/y (the ed. of Beroaldus) not 1468 or 1470.

Error 2.—*“ Poggio forged them.” Then kindly inform me
as to his connection with the Codex Mediceus Prior
discovered by Arcimboldus.

In conclusion | trust you will insert, if you insert it at all,
the. whole of this in your paper, not in scraps, in ansrs.
“ To Correspondents,” and thus let your readers judge between
us. They | take it, are also open to learn. Excuse my sup-
plementing error 1 by 2.

find

I am, Sir, yrs,
W. H. Nasii.

| proceed at once to deal with the two “ falsifications-’
This is an ugly word, by the way ; itinvolves deliberate
fraud. When we hear that a man has falsified hIS
accounts, we expect soon to hear that he is on the
treadmill. My correspondent does not seem to appre'
date the gravity of the expression. Instead of tryiUp
to prove me guilty of falsification, he puts me a ques'
tion as if | were in the witness-box, whereas tb
assumption is that | am standing in the dock.
cannot charge a man with a crime, and then appeal
him for evidence of his guilt. My correspondent fl
no right to interrogate me at all. Instead of ash?®
me where Lardner says what | assert, he should h3v
denied that Lardner says anything of the kind. The"’
if 1 could not produce the passage, | should be a c°n
victed falsifier. However, as my correspondent d°
not understand his own duty, and as he is fishing 1
information, | will oblige him with what will serve
present turn. If he will go to the British Museum»”
to some Public Library which contains a copy j
Kippis edition of Lardner in ten volumes (1fw 'iTis
open the first volume, he will find what he seeks- at
at the end of the eleventh Chapter of the first Bn®
the top of page 260. “ It is disputed by learned IT-aS
are Lardner’s words, “ whether, by Chrestus, Sue 0
means Jesus Christ.” So much for “ falsifica
number one. _ . atld

“ Falsification ” number two reads like a P*1 faced
a rather disreputable joke too, for the words .
within quotation marks do not occur in ny P31/~
and are a sheer imvention of my cowmespsrds a’e
never said that Lardner affirmed the Suetonius n
as relating to Christ. It did not lie in my 'v3' wj,at

so. | am therefore under no obligation to pr vjjjjng to
I never asserted, or even hinted. Still, | am .njornia-
oblige my correspondent in his search for usj works>

tion. Ifhe turns to the sixth volume ° ”~ rr,i'j-esti[noniei’
he will find on page 642, under the head or sa<e js
of Ancient Heathens,” that the Suetonius P g tjjat
treated as referring to Christ. Suetonius ' Wef®

Claudius “ banished the Jews from Rorne’be;n< theif

continually making disturbances, Chrestus con?l
leader.” This is Lardner’s rendering. Ana
ments upon it as follows :(— rejateS

Some learned men are not satisfied that lour Sav'’(

to the Christians ; but it is well known - je An
was sometimes called Chrestus by heat 1 P jnst thos
it is not impossible that the Jewish enmiy h 1 Chrl’
of their own country, or others who ha Jisturbaut
tianity, might produce some disputes -r-his seeJ?

which ‘came to the Emperor’s knowledge.__itjRpeJiS

to be the meaning of Suetonius, tha oorne, u
turbances among the Jews and other
occasion of Christ and his followers. .g

So much for “ falsification ” number two.
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brother to “ falsification ” number one. My corre-
spondent accused me of fiat roguery. Instead of try-

ing to prove it, he took to asking questions. Well, I
have answered them ; and | have proved that he him-
self is either a rogue or a jackass. His impudent
reference to Taylor’'s Diegesis is a suggestion that |
had not read Lardner at first hand. But it is he who
has not read Lardner. | begin to think he is some
conceited Christian Evidence talker, who has collected
a lot of second-hand scraps of learning, and thinks
these sufficient to justify his standing forth as a perfect
pundit.

Now for the “ anachronism.” | clear it away with
one sweep of my pen. | do not know whether Paul
visited Rome— “ visits ” is good, seeing that he went
there a prisoner— before or after the alleged holocaust
of the Christians by Nero. And nobody else knows
either. Orthodox chronology, here as elsewhere, is
purely arbitrary. But the precise date of Paul’s “ visit’
to Rome makes no difference whatever to my argument,
Mr. Barrett had put forward as history the statement
that Nero gave liberty of worship to all his subjects but
the Christians ; and | pointed out, in reply, that when
Paul went to Rome in custody he was allowed to preach
Christianity every day under the very nose of hisjanitor—
according to the statement of the primitive Christians
themselves in the Acts of the Apostles.

And now for the “errors.” | will take number two
first, to get it out of the way. | did not assert, in my
Pamphlet, that Poggio forged the Annals of Tacitus.
What | said was that Mr. W. R. Ross (a brother of the
famous astronomer) had written a learned book to prove
that position. “ I do not desire,” | said, “ to take a
side in this controversy. | do not know that I am
e«titled to.” What I did question was “ the authenticity
°f the particular passage which relates the persecution
°f the Christians by Nero.” My argument on that
Point had no reference whatever to Poggio. If the
Annals was forged by him, there is no need of argument
at all, for the “ Christ ” passage falls, in that case, with
fhe rest of the work. It is no part of rny duty, there-
fore, to “ inform ” anyone as to Poggio’s “ connection ”
"fith the MS. of the first six books of the Annals that
'vere‘‘ discovered” by Angelo Arcomboldi— for | suppose
that is what my correspondent is rather circuitously
referring to. It is enough to say that Mr. Ross’s theory
°f Poggio’s forgery of a manuscript “ discovered” long
~fer his death will be found in the fourth book of
~ncitus and Bracciolini.

"Error ” number one, which | take last, is founded
iJoon the statement in my brochure that “ The Annals of
P*icitus was first printed at Venice between 1468 and
>470.” This is true of the last six books of the. Annals,
at,d as these included the passage | was dealing with,
and Were a]so “ discovered ” by Poggio, | did not think
¥ necessary, or even advisable, to open up another
finstion which was far beyond the scope of my argu-
lenE Had | adopted Mr. Ross’s theory | should have

e?n obliged to discuss that question too. But I did
?ot adopt it. Nor did | reject it. | merely mentioned

> Fx . .
it I%.c[l* en Passed on to my own argument, in which

Las not involved.

Sa et Hie now ask my correspondent what he means by

~7ing that the Annals of Tacitus “ first saw the light
An c°"IP~ctcd work in 1815~ Has he ever read the
t'att » ? Is he second-hand here also? As a
acO 6r 7act’ -Annals is (or are, if you please) not
worE even now. The fifth book is incom-
" IHe seventh, eighth, ninth, and tenth books are
I so is the conclusion of the sixteenth book ;
Statld "ere are ~'Kht interruptions in the text as it
itiy ¢ On the whole, then, | incline to the belief that
sUbje°[resPon”en,: bas no first-hand knowledge of this
uWrit ' «*n ~ at case>he was very foolish to challenge
id | In my position. No doubt I have many faults,
ene Oj luvh been accused of many more ; but there is
bit Of which | was never guilty. | never scamped a
levee 'Vork, | never made a second-hand reference, |
'vrote ~Uoted from a book | had not read, and | never

°btain ,°n any subject without taking the trouble

amP*e information upon it. Those who want

ane , Y Weakness must look in other directions.

Jiycritf ,me n°t end with a personal note. Suppose
HRt)) 1Chad 'Hade out any of his points, or even all of
" e Would still have only found needles without

ing .
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seeing the haystack. W hat Lardner, or any other man,
says is merely incidental. Questions have to be decided
on the facts ; unless we prefer the truth of authority to
the authority of truth. Nor does it make the slightest
difference to the authenticity or otherwise of the
“ Christ” passage in the Annals of Tacitus, whether
the books as we have them were first published in the
fifteenth or the sixteenth century. The ground of con-
troversy lies behind the earliest possible date. It was
that ground which | traversed in my argument in the
Sign of the Cross; and it is upon that ground that |
should be answered, and if possible confuted. But I
am sorry to say it is the general, practice of orthodox
disputants to seize upon all points but the essential one.
A notable instance of this weakness or dishonesty may
be found in Bishop Lightfoot’s labored reply to the
author of Supernatural Religion. My critic belongs to
much smaller fry, but in his little way he exhibits the
very same characteristics. G. W. Foote.

Secular Progress at Home and Abroad.

T he following familiar, but expressive, words from the
pen of Thomas Paine will bear repeating here : “ The
world is my country, mankind are my brethren, and to
do good is my religion.” These words indicate the true
spirit of altruism and the real principle of the brother-
hood of man. They represent the philosophy of Secu-
larism and the policy of Freethought propaganda. With
Freethinkers humanity is higher than nationality, and
to them the welfare of mankind is of more importance
than the distinction of races. If the term “ religion ” is
accepted at all, it should be understood to mean some-
thing very different from that which the Churches teach
under that name. In the language of Dr. Kalisch, the
religion of the future “ must renounce uncertain tradi-
tions, imaginary narratives, and lifeless ceremonies ;
but it must, on the other hand, foster the purest and
highest virtues of the human heart, and must lead to
an active life of devotion, love, self-control, and cheerful
sacrifice....... Henceforth, therefore, we do not desire a
religion of fear, which is the fruit of delusion, but of
love, which flows from intelligence ; not a religion of
vigor, which breeds servitude, but of joy, which bears
witness of the freedom of the mind and heart; not a
religion of contention, which persecutes others by the
haughty presumption of infallibility, but of peace, which
respects all honest convictions if they can but show
works of charity and unselfish devotions.” To such a
religion as is here described Secularists can have no
objection, for it was this “ binding” principle that Paine
proclaimed in the memorable words quoted above.

It must be exceedingly gratifying to all true friends
of Freethought to see the rapid advancement that has
recently been made in the Secular movement both at
home and abroad. It is frequently asked by superficial
observers, Where are the visible results of Freethought
advocacy ? My answer is, in the general decline of
theological dominancy, and the practical acceptance of
Secular views throughout the civilised world. The
Church, once the supreme dictator of popular opinion,
has now to adapt itself to the secular requirements of
the age, to abandon many of its former strongholds,
and to make mundane affairs its primary considera-
tion. In this country the clergy dare not attempt to
defend in public debate religious views which a few
decades ago were thought to be invulnerable. The only
semblance of oral defence of Christianity is now, with
few exceptions, left to ignorant and vulgar exponents,
who know no more of the real nature of the faith they
disgrace than they do of its history. They have no
regard either for the logic of facts or the courtesy of
controversy. W'hile this evident decline in Christian
propaganda has been steadily going on, Secular forces
have been consolidated, and Freethought advocacy has
been greatly extended.

The establishment by Mr. Foote of the Secular Society,
Limited, and the Twentieth Century Fund has enabled
work to be done that previously was impossible to
accomplish. Such Freethought demonstrations as the
one which recently took place in the Town Hall at
Birmingham is a new departure in our propaganda,
and cannot but have a useful result in disseminating
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a knowledge of our principles. It is decided to have
other demonstrations, both in the English provinces
and in Scotland, so far as the funds of the Society will
permit. Mr. Cohen and myself have been engaged by
the Board of Directors of the Secular Society, Limited,
and by the Executive of the N. S. S., for a six months’
mission in all parts of the country. Our duty will be
to expound Secular principles in districts where hitherto,
through the want of means, little has been heard of
them.

It is more than ever important to observe dis-
cretion in our advocacy. While, no doubt, it will be
necessary to continue to blend the destructive and con-
structive in our platform work, the scientific and general
educational requirements of modern life must not be
lost sight of. Personally, | prefer expatiating upon the
practical teachings of Secularism rather than upon the
speculations associated with Atheism. Not, be it
observed, that | object to the term Atheist, for it
correctly represents the attitude of my mind towards
what is called the “ God question.” Moreover, |
thoroughly endorse the words of Mr. George Jacob
Holyoake when he said that Atheism is a “wholesome
term. It is a defiant militant word. There is a ring of
decision about it. There is no cringing in it. It keeps
no terms with superstition. It makes war, and means
it. Itcarries you away from the noisome word-jugglery
of the conventional pulpits, and brings you face to face
with nature.” Such is Mr. Holyoake’s defence of the
. use of the word Atheism, as given in the very book
which he recently stated that he desire's to be judged
by after his death— which, it is to be hoped, is still a
long way off.

Still, Atheist as | am, it appears to me there are not
now the same reasons for dealing with the various
beliefs in God as obtained in former days. If he
exist, only a few persons trouble to any serious extent
about him. The supernatural has become practically a
silent member. My desire, therefore, is to deal with
issues that affect our daily lives, and, above all, to
show the necessity for Secularism, and its superiority
over any of the supernatural religions of the world.
We want to demonstrate to our opponents that, after a
fair trial, theology has failed to regenerate mankind ;
that there are thousands of sincere searchers for truth
who cannot believe the teachings of Christianity ; that
it is a service to man for him to receive new truths as
they are revealed by the light of science and general
knowledge ; that the rising generation should be pro-
tected from the snares of priestcraft, and be taught the
advantages of self-reliance and obedience to the laws
of nature ; that woman should be placed in a position
wherein she could vindicate her own rights and dignity ;
that to live a moral life is the highest duty of us all ;
and, finally, that reason, aided by experience, is the
best known guide in the formation of character. To
inculcate the truths here indicated is the mission of the
Secular advocate ; and it is encouraging to know that
the progress which is being made in this direction is
beyond all doubt.

But it is not only at home where this advancement is
seen ; it is also apparent abroad. Mr. William Heaford,
in his recent report in these columns of the Paris
Freethought Congress, gave particulars of the testi-
mony of the delegates who had assembled from all
parts of France and Belgium, as to the spread of Free-
thought in their respective districts. We have also
gathered in the American Freethought papers, as well
as from private sources, of the extensive preparations
now being made for the Congress which is to assemble
in Cincinnati at the latter part of the present month.
Of course, the Freethinkers of Great Britain wish the
Congress all possible success, and many of us would
like to be present at the gathering. Personally, it would
afford me much pleasure to once more visit my American
friends, but | find that at the present time it is impos-
sible. Some few months since Mr. and Mrs. Levi,
who probably are the most active workers in the
Secular movement in Cincinnati, were in this country,
and | enjoyed much of their very agreeable society.
While referring to America, perhaps | may be excused
for stating that during their stay with us they gave me
a pressing invitation to attend their Congress. That
was entirely unofficial, and, of course, nothing decisive
was arrived at, although | assured them that | should
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be delighted to be with them. Soon after I read a notice
in the American papers, written by Dr. Wilson, that |
was coming, which, to say the least, was premature, as
I had given no authority for such a positive announce-
ment. The first official invitation | received was a few
weeks since from Mr. Levi and the Secretary of the
American Union. The latter invited me to attend the
Congress “as its guest, and deliver one or more
addresses.” To this I atonce replied that, to my regret,
| found it impossible to leave England this year. The
matter is of no importance, except that I do not wish
either my friend Mr. Levi or myself to be placed in a
false position. | still hope to see the American friends
again ere | “ depart to be no more seen.”

Charles W atts.

The Clergy on Citizenship.

Given a .God of infinite wisdom, power, and love,
creating and governing a world such as ours, what is
the obvious conclusion concerning its condition to which
one is driven ? Clearly that the world is as he would
have it to be. To decide otherwise is to question some
of the characteristics with which he is credited. His
wisdom foresaw, his power devised, his love permitted,
all that has been, is, or will be. All the complex and
manifold workings of natural forces must have formed
part of the primal plan: he was free to create or
abstain from creating ; and, having endowed his deity
with the above-named attributes, the Theist is logically
driven to assent to the above-drawn conclusion.

W hat, then, should be the correct attitude of the
sincere believer striving to guide his life by his beliefs ¢
Clearly to let the world alone, to submit to every
injustice, bear patiently with all wrong, as being paf.
of the ordained constitution of things, and trust to Go
to put them in a more comfortable condition in th
future. Itis nothing short of presumptuous for believer
in deity to be constantly questioning his wisdom W
suggestions as to how things might be better manage”™
to throw doubt upon his power by offering to lend
hand, or to indicate a suspicion of his fatherly Imﬁ] N
providing for the needy and the unfortunate. eir
attitude should be a passive one— but, needless to sah
it is not; and it is exceedingly curious to watch
conflict between common sense and religious beliefs
goes on in the mind of the ordinary believer. HowW
much he may hope to be a denizen of another wot} »”
is a resident in this ; and in the long run, and ,a jO
majority of cases, this life will secure the first P,a
his considerations. The result is that, while he  "~te0
loudly proclaiming the providence of God, he * ~an .
busily engaged in establishing a providence”™ of treat
and, while deprecating “ mere human efforts,” wj , far
as a religious visionary the one who trusts tj in
enough to leave the salvation of the world en 1
his hands.

Citizen Sunday— the day set apart by many jge
London clergy for addresses dealing with the CI»
of the Metropolis—gave us numerous examples QS
happily illogical frame of mind, in the shape 01 ® ~ Of

j tfoe

dealing with the Borough Council Elections, n S
the advice given was good enough initsway-- ~ and
good as advice can be that is intended to p ea to
hurt none. It is so simple to say that Lon on

be clean and healthy and sober; that ~ ~ gOod
question is a serious problem ; or that res the

food, and decent elbow-room are ess™n N ares
breeding of healthy, intelligent citizens. alld
after all, the mere commonplaces of pulpi ’ at;0n (of
platform, and, while suitable enough as dec the
an address, ckrry one a wonderfully little way

search for causes or methods of cure. be

to
Many of the clergy complained, as was only - the

expected, of the apathy of people co into
municipal life of their own city. P occnttlif
extravagant enthusiasm over events tha dr erning
7,000 miles off, but are strangely™ o wuse fof
the wrongs and injustices at their own ~well
getting, as Lord Rosebery put it, that -ond”™ ™ [te -
as South Africa is a portion of the ., twne
The complaint is only too well groun ec | et”™\ogs

whom does the responsibility for this con 11
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lie? It would be unfair to fix all the blame on the
different Churches ; but it is quite clear that they are
responsible for a large part of the mental indifference
and sluggishness that prevail. A system of religion
cannot control the world to the extent that Christianity
has controlled it, and for so lengthy a period, without
incurring some responsibility for existing conditions.
And when is further borne in mind the enormous
power wielded by the Christian clergy during a large
part of their reign, their responsibility for existing evils
becomes still more manifest. When a clergyman’s wife
reminded Ruskin that the clergy were the only friends
the poor had, his reply was that no more deadly charge
could be brought against them than that; and he
asked, reasonably enough, if they had “ so smoothed
their words and so sold their authority that, after twelve
hundred years’ entrusting of the Gospel to them, there
is no man in England who will have mercy on the poor
but they.” The conclusion is unavoidable that, had
but a tenth part of the energy that they have expended
in cultivating a belief in supernaturalism been spent in
inculcating a stern sense of social duty, we might long
ere now have banished such injustices and miseries as
are a blot on our civilisation and a threat to the future
of the race.

The truth is that Christianity has been historically
and in its periods of power, inimical to sane social
development. The attitude of the early Christians
towards the social life of the Roman Empire is unmis
takable. To them no man could be at the same time
a staunch follower of Christ and a partaker in the civil
administration of the Empire. They were in the world
but not of it. A list of the names of Christian leaders
for some centuries shows us men who either withdrew
absolutely from social and political life, or entered into
't only for the purpose of introducing theological ques
lions, ready to support any party and policy that made
for the advancement of their religious opinions. The
result was that theological disputes gradually replaced
discussions of social aims and methods ; the recluse
destitute of home ties and social obligations, acknow-
Edging no country, and spurning even a home, became
Ibe ideal character placed before the people. The
Municipal spirit of old Rome sank lower and lower with
each fresh encroachment of Christianity. Local senates
disappeared, popular election was forgotten, political
liberty died out, and the sense of social effort for social
had to be re-created by after ages, in spite of the
fitter opposition of the different religious organizations.

people are, after all, what their heredity and institu-

I0ns make them ; and the systematic policy of holding

P before a people the future life as being of infinitely
sfeater importance than this, the wasting of energy on
,ehgious services that cannot in their very nature

struct him as to the essential conditions of social
~eH-being, the opposition shown to general scientific

®elopment, and the close alliance of the clergy with
orders of

unt feelings that should have been sedulously and
La[efully cultivated.

, ut the gem of the collection of addresses | have
n reading is supplied by the Rev. Dr. Horton. He
}e °nly dwelt upon the evils existent in London, but
attempted, on religious grounds, to supply a reason
ar This is always a somewhat dangerous policy,
% a ‘Jis specially so in the hands of a man who, like
r'n~ort°n, seems much more at home in falling foul
Q0j Odman Catholics for calling Mary the Mother of
the he himself must believe if he believes in
Coref MiNity °f Jesus— than in any subject requiring
ans\. 3n” thoughtful handling. He set himself to
t0 cVer the questions, “ Why was the world permitted
thru°.nta'n so much injustice? Why were the weak
toaS to fhe wall? Why were the houseless allowed
ofteaCurauiate in the great city ?” These are questions
asked— questions to which there are many replies,
SgUa O answers. That is, there are no answers that
Theisf Wt* tte preliminary Theistic hypothesis. The
doctf- cann°t admit that pain is in itself an evil—a
~Utlelne, tta|: Mr. Gladstone, in his book on Bishop
" deserihed as “ false, fearfully prevalent, and most
g'rblarous,” since that would be casting on h_is deity
s1grarne for whatever evil exists and so he is com-
B to discover good in evil simply and solely
ase his Theistic belief demands that it shall be so.
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Dr. Horton accordingly repeats the old answer to
such questions, that all this suffering and injustice is
permitted for our good. |Injustice is permitted “ in
order to produce in men that highest of divine attri-
butes—a heart of compassion.” People were homeless
“ that there might be formed in [others] a great
redemptive compassion....... it might be said that the
suffering of London was permitted in order to develop
the heart of pity.” Now, here is a good, kind, cheerful
doctrine to preach to people who are half-starved and
homeless ! They are suffering in order that others may
have created a great “ redemptive compassion ” to help
them. It is like a provincial employer who recently
said that compelling his employees to work longer
hours was equal to an advance in wages, since they did
not have so much leisure time to spend the money they
were getting. Might not the poor raise a reasonable
protest against being tortured in order that a few others
might be made pitiful and sympathetic ? Might it not
also be suggested that a little common sense and a full
measure of justice would be far more effective than ever
“a heart of pity” or a “redemptive compassion” is
likely to be ? It requires a religious preacher to suggest
that over half a million people have {seen condemned by
God to live under conditions that ruin them body and
mind, and.are robbed by the greed of capital and the lust
of power, that over 50,000 little children are attending
London’s schools insufficiently fed, and all in order that
other people may be made better by their suffering. If
there is such a crime as blasphemy, it is surely here ; if
there is an opinion that outrages human reason and
common decency, it is this.

A very little knowledge of psychology might have
taught Dr. Horton better. Not only would it have
taught him that the normal effect of suffering on the
individual is depression, but also that the comtempla-
tion of it under normal conditions of life, instead of
creating sympathy, destroys it. For suffering to do its
work effectually in this direction, it must be the excep-
tion, not the rule. Even a fairly attentive reading of
history might have shown the preacher that the ages
that have exhibited least pity and least sympathy are
those in which the suffering and injustice have been
greatest.

Look at the matter for a moment from another point
of view. Suffering is here in order to develop the
natures of those who witness it. Then why seek to
destroy it ? If suffering and injustice are the conditions
for the growth of sympathy, is it not likely that in
destroying these conditions you will destroy that

highest Divine attribute—a heart of compassion,”
and leave human nature cold, pitiless, and unsympa-
thetic ? Logically, Dr. Horton should say to the new
Borough Councils : “ Whatever you do, do not seek to
redress injustice or abolish misery. God has ‘per-
mitted ’ it for our benefit, to purify our natures, and
raise us to the inestimable heights of moral fellowship
with the Hampstead Congregational Church. Let us
not take away from our descendants the conditions of
their improvement, but retain suffering in our midst, if
only for their benefit, much as the ancient Spartans are
said to have made their slaves drunk for the education
of their children.”

Dr. Horton’s theory presents the slum landlord and
the sweater in quite a new light. These, it seems, are
ornaments to society rather than a disgrace. They
are the agents of God, in fact, sweating their employees
and rack-renting their tenants for the moral improve-
ment of the race, and as part of the divine plan of
human government. It is terrible to think of what we
might have been had God not “ permitted ” their presence
also. Really, when we are erecting monuments to the
nation’s benefactors some room ought to be made for
effigies of these much-maligned gentlemen, and their
apologue might fitly be written by Dr. Horton.

In sober truth, | do not believe that any man has any
faith in such apologies for suffering— not even Dr.
Herton. | do not believe that any man can look
round at the suffering and injustice in our midst, and
then say with perfect honesty that it is good, or has
been good, that the God he believes in should have
allowed it. He may say it with his lips, but his actions
g;Ve the lie to his words. For the very man who puts
forward the plea will usually be found doing something
to remove the suffering he is apologising for. Human
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nature is fortunately superior to all theories of deity.
That, at least, cannot for long see hundreds of thousands
of people suffering, justly or unjustly, without doing
something, however little, to remedy their lot.

C. Cohen.

Acid Drops.

Tiie Christian Allies, having killed a hundred Chinese for
every murdered European, are still only at the beginning of
their task of “vengeance.” They have set up a Court of
their own, and are trying Chinamen for acts alleged to have
been committed in their own territory—which is against
every rule of international law we ever heard of. This Court
has passed sentence of death on “ the officials of Paoting-fu
convicted of responsibility for the murder of Europeans.”
And, in order to reconcile public opinion in England to this
extraordinary procedure, the Times Pekin correspondent says
that “ the evidence against these officials showed that one poor
American lady, before being executed, was led naked through
the city with her breasts cut off.” Now, we know that
all Asiatics are apt to be cruel, though hardly more so than
American lynchers of negroes. But does any man in his
right senses believe this extravagant story ? Is it possible
that a woman could undergo such a terrible surgical opera-
tion as having both her breasts amputated, and walk about
immediately afterwards ? According to this story, she was
“led ” through the city in this condition. This implies that
she moved on her own feet, and we are bound to say that we
do not believe a word of it. We venture to say that the
“ poor American lady ” would in all probability have died on
the spot if she had been mutilated in that fashion. The
subsequent “ execution ” would have been not only unneces-
sary', but impossible.

How beautifully the Christian Powers are giving the
Heathen Chinese their much-needed lesson in the higher
principles of civilisation ! A flood of light is thrown upon the
process by the following letter, written by a German soldier,
and translated by the Berlin correspondent of the Daily
News : “ To-day we had to hasten to the assistance of German
sailors. We made sixteen Chinese prisoners, tied them
together by their pigtails, and took them with us in this
state. Some brutal fellows rained blows on them most
pitilessly, so that the blood flowed out of their bodies. It
was awful. | was just standing on guard before the
prisoners, but took no part in it, for | should not like to be
responsible for such brutality. After dinner they were all
condemned to be shot. | was commandeered to carry out
the sentence. When they were marching to the place of exe-
cution, two of them ran away. Eight quite young Chinese
were allowed to live ; the other eight were shot. We had to
take up our position from twelve to fifteen feet away from
them, four of us before one Chinese. At the command
‘ Ready’,” there was a regular whine for mercy. Then came
‘Fire ' and each Chinaman was pierced by four bullets.
They fell backwards into the grave which they themselves
had had to dig beforehand. Thus ended the eight Chinese,
and | shall never forget this Sunday, the 26th August, in
Pekin.” .

But there is worse than this to be recorded. One of the
besieged party’ in the British Legation at Peking was the
Rev. Arthur H. Smith, author of Chinese Characteristics and
Village Life in China. This gentleman contributes to the
New York Outlook a graphic account of the “ retribution”
inflicted upon the Chinese capital by the Allied Powers. And,
as he holds that the Celestials are being justly punished, we
may’ take his narrative to be accurate enough, especially when
it tells against his own side. Well, this gentleman gives a
lively account of the looting that went on. It seems that,
although they are not at war with China, the Allied troops
stole everything they could lay hands on, and committed
much wanton destruction. That was bad enough, and mean
enough too ; but after the loot comes something far more
sickening. Here are the Rev. A. H. Smith’s own words :
“ Day after day long lines of mules may be seen loaded with
the loot of silk-shops, cloth-shops, grain-shops, with any-
thing and everything. The British policy is the most
scientific ; under it everything is turned into a common
stock and sold for the benefit of the occupying army. The
Russian plan is that of the Middle Ages, slightly modified by
a veneer of Christianity, and is accompanied by the violation
of women on a scale which leads to the suicide of hundreds
of Chinese, till the wells are choked. The savagery of some
of the Russian troops is simply barbaric ; but there is*no
nation which can throw stones at another in this dreadful
matter.”

We hope this does not mean that British soldiers have been
guilty of outraging Chinese women. If they have, we can
only express our horror and detestation, and dissociate
ourselves as far as we can from the infamy'. About the
Russian soldiers, in any case, Mr. Smith is quite explicit.
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They violated so many Chinese women that hundreds of
Chinese men committed suicide to escape the memory of
what had been inflicted upon their sisters, daughters, and
wives. Just think of it! Imagine your own wife, daughter,
or sister at the mercy of these beasts. And then recollect
that Chinamen love their womenkind, and are sensitive
about their honor, just as much as any Europeans.

These legions of the Holy Czar, these soldiers of Christ,
who are there to avenge the death of some Christian mis-
sionaries, together with that of a comparative handful of
other professed disciples of Jesus, are supposed to be demon-
strating to the Chinese the superior morality of the Christian
faith. And, in order to demonstrate this, they kill and steal
wholesale, destroy historic and sacred things with absolute
wantonness, and then proceed to rape hundreds— perhaps
thousands—of innocent, inoffensive Chinese women. After
this, we suppose, the conversion of China to Christianity will
be a very easy matter. Such “evidences ” of Christianity
must be overwhelmingly persuasive.

What has Emperor William to say about this raping
business ? Are we to conclude from his silence—seeing
how talkative he is—that the Chinese are to be treated to
the bitter end as the Jews treated their defeated enemies ?
Is it to be unlimited bloodshed, unlimited spoil, and “to
every man a damsel or two ” ?

Stephen Choppen, who hung himself the other day at
Hadleigh, was a retired blacksmith, who used to forge the
celebrated “ witch bottles” for the wizard Murrell. These
bottles contained blood, water, finger nails, hair, and pins.
They were screwed up airtight and used as “charms ” against
witches. When heated they would usually burst, and this
was thought to indicate that the witch’s diabolical influence
was destroyed. A nice bit of reading about England in the
nineteenth century ! Especially for an educated Chinaman*
who hears so much over here about the superstition of his
ignorant countrymen.

At one of the largest girls’ schools in the South of England
(we read) it was proposed that Mr. Leonard Merrick’s las*
novel, The Worldlings, should be added to the library, b
the proposal was defeated on account of the “ impurity ”
the title. Angels and ministers of grace defend us! What
next ? But we dare say the girls in that school are expected
to read the Bible. There is no impurity in the title of that
volume, but there is enough in its contents to sicken a dust
man. We suppose this is what Jesus Christ meant by strain'
ing at gnats and swallowing camels.

Miss Marie Corelli declares, in The Master Christian, tha
most men hate superior women—Ilike herself, we suppa]!
and that when a woman does any great thing in the
the men conspire to run her down, and rob her of the creu
of her performance. This is very great nonsense, of cour®)
and hardly worth a serious answer. We merely refer to IE
connection with Sir Theodore Martin’s proposal to baveej
bust of his late wife, a famous Shakespearean actress, pla. s
in the Stratford-on-Avon Parish Church. That proposal
been defeated by Miss Marie Corelli, who raised a hue a
cry against it, declaring that the bust of Lady Marti]n
going to be placed too near Shakespeare’s, and that it
presence there would be a perfect profanation. Perhap *
would be, though we don’t quite know; for Shake sP/aS
admired clever and beautiful women, and Helen Faucit »
both. But how strange it is that Miss Marie Corelhi ®
her sex, should be the one to raise this terrible ° ~
against another woman. Perhaps the place sough
Helen Faucit’s bust ought to be reserved for Marie ~°re’s a
Not that this would have been Shakespeare’'s choice. &d\e
poet, and as a man, he had a better taste. Were ne <
again to-day he would not spend a minute over any D a
Marie Corelli's. But how he would be delighted aoblest
great and beautiful actress impersonating one of his .0g
female characters ! He never had the opportunity 0  "efC
this at his own theatre, for the female parts in that ag
all played by boys.

Mr. Reader Harris, Q.C., and a leader of the I ™ a&“rnled

League, has often stated that he was once a the
Agnostic.” We should be sorry, of course, to g . anyone
lie on such a point. But we have never mel. . cif"",
who knew him while he was in that lost condi e (0ol
ever, he now tells an interviewer of the juwy jvirs-
Chronicle that he “ saw a good deal of Mr. Brad , ected
Besant, and a large numbe' of those who wer
with the Agnostic movement.” Very likely he vere nev?f
he is mistaken. Mr. Bradlaugh and Mrs. Besa ,laUgh,
connected with any Agnostic movement. Mf- ~ti, noStic;
particular, expressly repudiated the designatio Of lus
and called himself an Atheist to the last conscio
life.
. . a bear

“ 1 would like,” Mr. Reader Harris says, t niany O}

testimony to the splendid outward moral uv njj Goa

those men whom | knew in those days, wnu
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that the light has since come into my life, | nevertheless
must confess that | learnt much from my early association
ar|d_activity with some of those who have been cruelly
maligned by the ‘religious press,” those whom it would
have been worth while their trying to understand.”

This is, at any rate, a great improvement on the tone and
attitude of the common “ converted Freethinker,” who spends
most of his time in explaining what a filthy wicked lot he
sojourned amongst until the Lord called him out of the dark-
ness of Egypt to the light of the Promised Land. What these
libellous fools never answer is this pertinent question :—How
on earth were they attracted by a party consisting of liars,
rogues, drunkards, profligates, and harlots ?

This testimony of Mr. Reader Harris’s is good enough on
the face of it.  Still, we hardly know what value can be
attached to anything he says. He seems to have such a
fine, romantic memory. Speaking the other day at Truro,
according to the West Briton, he said that he once attended
a great meeting presided over by Charles Bradlaugh, to hear
an Agnostic lecturer ; and during a pause in the proceedings
an old lady in the audience moved a vote of confidence in
Jesus Christ, which was seconded by another old lady, and
carried. We daresay this is as true as Gospel. But it
certainly is not a bit truer. We feel tempted to say that
Mr. Reader Harris is the third old lady in the story. If he
has the slightest regard for his own reputation, he will state
when and where that meeting was held, and give the name
of some newspaper in which the incident was reported. Any-
thing of the kind, if it happened, would have been eagerly
seized upon by the press in the locality. We do not suppose,
however, that Mr. Harris cares enough for his own reputa-
tion, or for the truth either, to furnish the evidence which
seems necessary. Perhaps the most charitable explanation is
that “ the pause in the proceedings,” during which the two old
ladies got their resolution through, was a subjective one. Mr.
Reader Harris may have fallen asleep and dreamed the whole
of that pious interlude.

Mr. Reader Harris also said that he could pick Atheists
out of a mixed company bjrthe shape of their heads. No
doubt he would look at their bump of wonder. A small
bump, or none at all, would indicate an Atheist; a moderate
hump a Unitarian ; a fair-sized bump a Churchman ; a large
bump a Nonconformist; and an extra big bump a disciple of
Mr. Reader Harris.

“We can never,” says the Methodist Times, “ forget the
awful significance of the fact that John Stuart Mill spoke of
the sublimest passages of St. John as unintelligible jargon,
and that Renan called the Epistle to the Ephesians une epitre
handle—a commonplace epistle.” Poor Methodist Times,
which cannot forget the awful significance. After all, the
point is whether St. John did write unintelligible jargon, and
Whether St. Paul did pen a commonplace epistle. Both com-
positions are accessible for investigation, and it may turn out
that the Methodist Times has simply been alarmed at the
truth.

Whilst singing, “ to the praise and glory of God,” one of
the psalms at the morning service in Wellington (Salop)
Parish Church, John Breeze, county-court bailiff, fell dead in
his pew.

Mr. Frank Bullen tells, says the British Weekly, how, on
°ne of the South Sea Islands, he saw a missionary seated in
a comfortable arm-chair smoking a cigar and reading a novel
hy Ouida, while on the table beside him stood a tumbler full

brandy and water! There is no reason to suppose that
Mr. Bullen is yarning, though he is now writing for the
"e W. a Christian serial, “ With Christ at Sea.”

» Jan Maclaren has been sermonising on “ Straightness.”
Abraham,” he says, “ was the father of the faithful, and a
noble type of religion ; but Abraham lied to Pharaoh, just
"i'th that kind of’ lie which finds its shelter beneath the
Shadow of religion. He played upon words, saying that
earah was his sister, which, in a sense, she was, but allow-
*nS Pharaoh to understand that she was not his wife, which,
>course, she was. It was not a downright falsehood, but a
hoarded and calculated departure from the truth—a policy in
nich the religious conscience has shown itself an adept.”

'There is a kind of man,” Dr. Watson continues, “ who

a 1n°t drink, nor swear, who believes in the deity of Christ
d the eternal punishment of the wicked, but who has no
"hn 'dca of Personal honor than a fox, and will do things at
are ' 1a high-class man of the world would be aghast. We
r))u™Mined sometimes to think that, if a man be religious, he
'Oust u straightforward ; and, if he be straightforward, he
elu . be religious. But we have leaped too hastily to a con-
tv/~10'. for there are people with a genuine sense of religion
are as crooked as a corkscrew, and there are people who
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would never dream of calling themselves religious, but yet
they are as straight as a die. As, for instance, Jacob in the
one class, and in the other such a man as the Duke q"
Wellington among Englishmen, and Abraham Lincoln among

Americans.”

Perhaps the Lord never considered the possibility of earth-
quakes when he created the world. Or he may have thought
them of trifling importance. All the same, a recent earth-
quake in Caracas, Venezuela, has caused twenty-five deaths.
The President of Venezuela broke his leg by jumping from a
second-floorwindow. The Lord might inquire into the matter
and see what can be done.

Gradually the truth leaks out. Now we learn from a
Christian account of The Chinaman at Home, published by a
well-known Christian firm of publishers— Messrs. Hodder
and Stoughton—some facts which have not hitherto been
widely published. The Chinaman, with his positive worship
of literary style, is, we learn, simply repelled by current
translations of the Bible, which are absolutely without style,
and, according to his notions, without sense. The author of
The Chinaman at Home considers it a most misguided policy
to identify Christianity with Western civilisation, the latter
being regarded as pure barbarism.

The personal wealth of Pope Leo XIII. is estimated to
exceed ¢4,000,000—a pretty considerable sum for a follower
of Jesus Christ, who preached poverty, and enjoined his
disciples to sell all and give to the poor. The official expenses
of the Pope are all provided for ; but the most extraordinary
presents are made to him, either by will or during the life of
the donors.

The following is a list of presents made to Leo XIII. since
his accession —Twenty-six tiaras ornamented with precious
stones ; 319 gold crosses set with brilliants and other stones ;
1,200 cups in gold or silver; 81 rings, one of which, from
the Sultan, is worth 100,000 francs ; the largest diamond in
the world, presented by the President of the Transvaal ; 16
pastorals in gold and precious stones; 854 gold or silver
stands for the Host ; 7 gold or silver statues, about 1,000
objects of art, besides any quantity of money.

The “regular’—that is, the monastic—clergy in France
have been piling up immense wealth during the past ten
years, and they are using it against the life of the Republic.
It is known that they own ¢"40,000,000 worth of property,
besides an incalculable amount which is held surreptitiously
in evasion of the law. Is it any wonder, then, that the
Government recognises the necessity of pulling down this
power within the State? It is all very well for Englishmen
to condemn such action in the name of “religious liberty.”
But the fact is, we had to deal with a similar danger hundreds
of years ago, and when mortmain Acts proved inadequate we
resorted to wholesale confiscation.

Another sidelight has been thrown on Roman Catholicism
in France by the letter of the Bishop of Laval to the Matin,
which shows the inherent incompatibility of the Church with
the Republic. The prelate, a staunch Republican, says he
will be master in his own diocese, and will have no “ foreign”
priests to dictate to him. The “ foreign” ecclesiastic in
question is Pere Hamelin, member of a religious congrega-
tion founded in another diocese. The priest is rector of a
college which is a hot-bed of Royalism. It is said the Bislrop
has placed the college under an interdict ; if so, he has been
guilty of an excess of authority which Rome will put right.
Of one thing, however, we may be sure—the Government of
Republican Defence will defend its episcopal champion to the
end, and it is very probable that this Laval scandal will lead
to considerable friction between France and the Holy See.

Professor Mackintosh is another preacher of the Gospel
who says he has been «/;reported. He takes the British
Weekly to task on some report of something which he was
supposed to have said ; but the B. W. doesn’t seem inclined
to put up with his bluff. Professor Mackintosh says : “ |
never said that the belief in miracles had been killed. | have
always held and taught the opposite. What | said in my
paper was that modern science makes such belief harder than
it was to the indolent faith of a century ago, and that
modern criticism may treat some miracle narratives as
legendary.” After all, is it of really vital importance what
Professor Mackintosh said about miracles ?

“The oldest comic paper in Australia,” we learn, “is now
edited by a Sunday-school teacher.” So we had supposed.
We read it (professionally) every week. Let us add, to
prevent misconception, that “the oldest, etc.,” is not the
Sydney Bulletin.  The Bulletin is a serious paper—as serious
as the Pink 'Un; and Mr. Archibald is not a Sunday-school
teacher— not regularly.— Topical Times.
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The Rev. A. E. Barnes-Lawrence seems to be one of those
Gospel-persons who, in the most contradictory kind of way,
are always complaining about the stage, and yet are always
hanging about it. He moved, at the Rochester Diocesan
Conference : “ That the moral condition of the modern stage
urgently calls for the notice and action of Christian people.”
He said that the attitude of Christians in regard to the stage
had completely changed since the days of the primitive
Church. To-day thousands of professedly Christian people
attended the theatre, clergymen were to be found night after
night at the play, an English Bishop had written the intro-
duction to a stage manager’s dramatic novel, and actors and
actresses were advertised as giving an entertainment on
behalf of a Church society. The Times, in a recent leader,
pointed out that they had had upon the stage a great deal too
much of the woman with a past, and too many of her, and
that the leading doctrine of the new woman school was that
the thing worth living for and working for was the free dis-
cussion of unsavoury subjects by men and women. Mr.
Beerbohm Tree had written to the Times apologetically, to
the effect that it was not the business of the drama to preach.
If that Conference were to do nothing more than to pledge
itself to a policy of abstention from the theatre until things
mended, it would be one of the longest steps ever taken by
the Church for the reform of the stage.

Suppose the whole Rochester Diocesan Conference stayed
away from the theatre, how would that reform the stage ?
Besides, there is a shrewd suspicion that it is not so much
the stage as the Church which needs reforming.

The following is an extract from a sermon on the Atone-
ment, preached by the chaplain in Christ Church, Bankipore :
“This doctrine of Atonement by blood, as formulated in the
Latin Church, was a return to the latest and most corrupt
form of the old paganism. ‘It was the bloody sacrificial
rites of the East which belong to the latest phase of pagan-
ism ; it was the ghastly performance of the Taurobolim which
shaped the Christian belief. The worshipper stood in a pit
below a perforated platform, and was drenched from head to
foot in the shower-bath of the blood that gushed from the
slaughtered bull above.” This horrible ritual was held to be
a ransom from all guilt and a pledge of blessedness both in
this world and the world to come. As the worshipper, reek-
ing and dripping with this sanguine torrent, passed out
through the crowd, others pressed about him, to win some
share by a touch or stain in the magic potency of that atoning
rite.”

Many of our well-known hymns are responsible for keeping
alive this horrible and sanguinary’ view of the Atonement.
So Christians sing in harmony with this old Pagan rite —

There is a fountain filled with blood
Drawn from Immanuel’s veins,

And sinners plunged beneath that flood
Lose all their guilty stains.

An irreverent workman caused no end of trouble for the
congregation of, and the contractor whc built, the New
Trinity Methodist Church at Third and Guthrie-streets,
Louisville, Kentucky. In the south-west corner of the new
edifice, back of the pulipit, is the pipe organ. Over the organ
is an arch and a dome. In this dome is frescoed an open
Bible. This work was done some weeks ago with great care
and trouble. Across the face of the Bible were frescoed,
according to directions, the words: “ Pax Vobiscum.” But
when the congregation inspected the new church, or surveyed
from their pews the organ and the dome above, they noticed
under “ Pax Vobiscum ” another inscription. One member
provided himself with a pair of glasses and turned them on
the inscription. To his horror he read : “ This was done in
a hell of a rush.” This inscription was right across the face
of the Bible.— Truthseeher (New York).

The Rev. W. Harold Davies, Baptist minister, of Swansea,
has left his church and joined the Unitarians. He says that
he could have stopped in his church, and gone on preaching
liberal sermons, like some of his ministerial brethren, who
believe pretty much as he does ; but he did not think it
honest to pursue such a course, and he determined to stand
out in the open on the ground of his own actual belief. This
is honorable, of course, and we tender the reverend gentle-
man our best respects. At the same time, we venture to
suggest that his present talk about God and Christ is as
superstitious in its way as the other doctrines he has dis-
carded. Perhaps he will go farther in the future.

“ Give to everyone that asketh,” said Jesus Christ. But
his followers don’t do business in that way. The vicar and
wardens of Kirk Michael, Isle of Man, for instance, advertise
that they have ~250 to lend on “good security.” We sup-
pose they also want good interest. When they find a suitable
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borrower, the vicar ought to preach a special sermon on
“What would Jesus Do ?”

There is a rumpus at Sydney. Lord Beauchamp, the
Governor, was present in his official robes at the dedication
of a Roman Catholic Cathedral. Bishop Wellington, who
preached the sermon, left out a strong anti-Protestant
passage, which the Governor might have resented by walking
out of the place. But he published the sermon afterwards
with the omitted passage restored, and the Protestants have
been holding indignation meetings against poor Lord
Beauchamp. We hope it will be a lesson to him for the
future. Ecclesiastics are prone to such little dodges, and the
best policy of responsible statesmen is to keep clear of them
altogether.

Professor Rhees, in his Life offesus of Nazareth, deals in
this way with the story of the Temptation : “ It is not idle
curiosity which inquires whence the evangelists got the story
of the temptation of Jesus. Even if the whole transaction
took place on the plane of outer-sensuous life, and Jesus was
bodily carried to Jerusalem and to the mountain top, there
is no probability that any witnesses were at hand who could
tell the tale. But the fact that, in any case, the vision of the
kingdoms of the world in a moment of time (Luke iv. 5)
could have been spiritually only, since no mountain, however
high (Matt. iv. 8), could give, physically, that wide sweep of
view, suggests that the whole account tells in pictorial
language an intensely real, inner experience of Jesus.”

At the Stranraer Sheriff Court, last week, the State Church
minister of Portpatrick pleaded “ Guilty ” to a charge of
assaulting the son of the Free Church minister, and was
fined £1, with the option of seven days’ imprisonment. It
was stated that the son of the accused and the complainer had
quarrelled the previous day, and the son of the Auld Kirk
got the worst of the argument. Accused, who afterwards
expressed regret for his action, met his son’s victor in a
railway carriage and thrashed him with a stick.

The latest word of wisdom from the Law Courts is, says
the Topical Times, Mr. Sprague’s explanation that the
Licensed Victuallers' Gazette and the Christian World are not
one and the same paper. In saying this we are sure that Mr-
Sprague was merely anticipating a judicial question as to
whether they were in any way identified. We often mistake
the one for the other ourselves.

A clandestine distillery has been discovered in the Cathobc
seminary at Le Mans. An inspector disguised himself as 3
cooper, and asked at the seminary if they had any casks ff
sale. He was taken into the cellar and allowed to examire
the premises. Half an hour later he returned with a po!‘ce
officer, and the still, which he had found hidden in the cell3’
was confiscated. The still is believed to have been placed
the cellar without the knowledge of the superior of »
seminary.

According to a current story about the Bishop of London>
he was once listening to a long-winded, prosy speech, ajl 1
turning to a fellow-sufferer, he asked : “ Do you know I .
speaker ?”  “ No,” was the answer. “ | do,” said the Bishop >
“he speaks under many aliases, but his name is Thom
Rot.”

We hope this story is true. It enables us to think m°r®
kindly of the Bishop of London. It shows he is, after a ’js
human being. The most urbane and fastidious m3°
sometimes tempted to exclaim “ Rot I And we think n°.
the worse of him for the exclamation. Normal SR&C]| Ot
unequal to certain occasions. Nothing but good, 1
vigorous slang will then serve the turn.

Questioning.

Oh, solve me Life’s riddle, | pray ye,

The torturing ancient enigma,

O’er which full many a brain had long puzzled.
Old heads in hieroglyph-marked mitres,
Heads in turbans and caps medieval,
Wig-covered pates, and a thousand others,
Sweating, wearying heads of mortals,

Tell me what signifies Mani3 0]
Whence came he hither? Where goes he hen e

Who dwells there on high in the radiant plane
The billows are murmuring their murmur unceas
Wild blows the wind, the dark clouds are j*e ,

The stars are still gleaming, so calmly and co 1

And a fool awaits an answer. — Heinrich Heine-

The claims of morality to our allegiance, so far as
cepts are solidly established, rest on the same positiv
our faith in the truth of physical laws.—fohn Morley.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Sunday, November 11, Secular Hall, 61 New Church-road,
Camberwell; 7.30,“ Marie Corelli and Jesus Christ.”

To Correspondents.

Mr. Charles Watts's Engagements.—November 1r, Athena;um
Hall.—All communications for Mr. Watts should be sent to him
at 24 Carminia-road, Balham, SW. If a reply is required, a
stamped and addressed envelope must be enclosed.

T. Dunbar.—Pleased to hear that your newsagent in the Lillie-
road, Fulham, displays our weekly contents-sheet “ with good
results.” This is one of the best ways of promoting our circula-
tion. Accept our thanks.

G. J. Warren.—Very pleased to receive your manly letter. The
N. S. S. Executive knows that you are busy with public duties,
and will always reckon you as “ present in the spirit ” when you
cglnnot attend in the flesh. Come now and then, as you are
able.

W. Cox.—A paragraph was already in type, otherwise yours
would have been inserted. We are glad to hear that Mr.
Watts had such good meetings at Liverpool on Sunday, but
sorry to hear that P\/ou were again prevented from charging for
admission.  Will the police never mind their own business?

F. Cocks.—No doubt something could be done at Walthamstow.
We will keep the matter in mind. Will you try to ascertain
what halls are available for lectures ?

F. W. L.—The subject is one that arouses so much hot feeling that
we prefer to “ let it slide.” Thanks all the same.

F. E. Wintis—Sprry, hut not surprised, to hear that the
Birmingham papers are boycotting Mr. Ward'’s candidature.

J. Said.—Under consideration.

R. Lewis.—We have no authority to state whether Sir Robert
Ball is a Freethinker or not. You must judge for yourself, as
we do. We fancy he is a good way off orthodoxy.

J. Partridge.—Really no thanks are needed. Mr. Foote was
happy to be able to speak on behalf of Mr. Ward’s candida-
ture.  Glad to see you are all working hard for his success.

F. B. B.—Schopenhauer’s essay on the Freedom of the Will has
not, to our knowledge, been translated into English. There is
a good (and cheap) French translation, if that would assistyou.

J. Woods.—We have little interest in the Christian family quarrel
between Mr. George Wise and the Liverpool Ritualists.

An Octogenarian Freethinker, Who subscribes £2 2s. to the
Freethought Twentieth Century Fund, has been a Freethinker
for sixty-five years, is as loyal to the cause as ever, and takes
unabated interest init. He read Mr. Holyoake’s Reasoner and
Charles Bradlaugh’s National Reformer, and now reads the
Freethinker, "1 admire,” he says, " not only its editorial
articles, but also the valuable contributions of C. Watts, C.
Cohen, and others, whose excellent writings aid in making the
Freethinker the lucid and progressive journal it is.”

A G. Barker.—Neither do we forget Frank Hugh O'Donnell’s
disgusting behavior to Charles Bradlaugh when the giant was
fighting for his seat in the House of Commons. We have no
belief whatever in the man, and can only conclude that he has
some end to serve by his present action. Sorry we cannot
oblige you with the “ B. V.” pamphlets you are seeking.

Freethought Twentieth Century Fund.—J. Attley, £1; An
Octogenarian Freethinker of sixty-five years’ standing, £2 2s.;
The Turnbull Family (Glasgow), 13s. 6d.

S|» 11ing W eek.—Mr. Cayford, 3s.; We Three, 10s.; T. H., is.;
T.J., 2S.; J. Davis, is.; H. Gage, 2s.; J. O. Restall, is.; F.
Docks, 2s. Correction.—T. Vine, 2s. (last week), should have
been 2s. 6d.

J. Hooper wishes to say he is very pleased with the photo-
graphic work done by Mr. George Cross, whose advertisement

y " 'b be found in our business pages.
°ung Freethinker.—Received and under consideration.

F. Bar1.—Thanks for your serviceable cuttings.
G. Lye.—We answered your letter by post, as the case seemed
“rger.t. It is not illegal to charge for seats at Sunday lectures.
Justice Collins’s judgment—the latest on the question—was
to the effect that some free seats, however few, were a sufficient
c’mpHance with the old Act of George Ill. This should be
F ?ssed upon the attention of the lessees and proprietors of
Is when they have any misgivings. For our own part, we
We'6 always believed that we could defeat a prosecution if there
mJe,no Free seats. We defied the police at Hull and at Ports-
n ,, and in each 'case they backed down. But we have
¢ er thought it politic to disclose what would be our plan of
in,, Faign, for the game is not one to be played with the cards

Rr*Q>the table.
sepLME=>—Secular Thought—Liberator—Two Worlds— Truth-
gyner (New York)—Freidenker—Ethical World—Nottingham
Grasre";!. Truthseeker (Bradford)—Isle of Man Times—Blue
—P s R>ade—Edinburgh Evening News—Birmingham Gazette
Lncifm°r'a Daily News—Torch of Reason—West Briton—

Tre Public Opinion—Boston Investigator.

Lu, atj°»al Secular Society’s office is at 1 Stationers’ Hall Court,
Mice ” < E.C., where all letters should be addressed to

F@k}/%@‘ send us newspapers would enhance the favor by
Lectcd parages to which they wish us to call attention.

Hil]  Notices must reach 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate
1 by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.
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Letters for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate Hill, E.C.

Orders for literature should be sent to the Freethought Pub-
I|i_?_f|1|in% C(::ompany, Limited, i Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate

ill, E.C.

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

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

Sugar Plums.

There was a crowded audience at the Athenaium Hall on
Sunday evening in spite of the wet, disagreeable weather.
Mr. Foote lectured on “ New Testament Superstitions,” and
the subject lent itself naturally to a good deal of comical
treatment, although the serious element was not overlooked.
Few audiences could ever have put more laughter into an
hour’s sitting ; and sometimes the lecturer himself was visibly
tempted to join in the hilarity, but he kept a straight face by
an effort of self-restraint. A few questions were asked at the
close, but no one accepted the chairman’s invitation of dis-
cussion. The gentleman who boasted at Hyde Park in an
earlier part of the day that he was going to “ smash ” Mr.
Foote found discretion the better part of his valor, and did
not put in an appearance.

Mr. Foote lectures this evening (Nov. 11) at the Secular
Hall, Camberwell. His subject will be “ Marie Corelli and
Jesus Christ.” As he (G. W. F., notj. C.) has not lectured
at Camberwell for some time, and the subject is an attractive
one, there will doubtless be a large audience on this occa-
sion.

Mr. Charles Watts had three capital audiences last Sunday
at Liverpool. Friends came from surrounding districts, and
also from Manchester and Chester. Mr. Watts was in his
best form, and roused the meetings to a high pitch of enthu-
siasm. Mr. Hamwood presided morning and afternoon, and
Mr. Small in the evening. Mr. Watts lectures at the
Athenaeum Hall this evening (Nov. 11), taking for his sub-
ject “ The Death of Jehovah.”

“ Where are the Christians ?” is the heading of a long
descriptive report in the Birmingham Weekly Mercury of Mr.
Foote’s lecture in the Town Hall on “ Marie Corelli and Jesus
Christ.” Evidently the reporter tried to be fair, although he
had to be careful in a Church and Tory paper. It is noticed
that at the close of the lecture “ some feeble, well-meaning
folk asked futile questions, the replies to which were far more
damaging to the cause of the questioners than anything the
lecturer had said.” Also that Mr. Foote was received with
“storms of applause, well-sustained and long-continued.”
On the whole, it is rather strange that liberality to Free-
thinkers should be avoided by the so-called Liberal papers
and left to a journal like the Mercury. We think we ought
to congratulate the editor upon his intellectual hospitality,
and the reporter upon the admirable manner in which he
fulfilled his duty. He certainly wields a dexterous pen.

It has been very difficult to procure halls for the “ Concen-
tration Scheme” in London. Indeed, the metropolis is, in
this respect, far more unfavorable to Freethought than most
provincial towns. The greatest difficulty of all was to obtain
a hall in East London for Sunday evening lectures. At
length, however, the large hall of the Aldgate Baths has
been secured for four Sunday evenings— November 18 and 25,
and December 2and 9. There are chairs, we believe, to seat
500 people. Full details will be given in next week’s Free-
thinker. Meanwhile the East London “ saints ” should make
a note of this arrangement, and spread the news of it amongst
their friends in the locality.

A course of week-night lectures has also been arranged to
be delivered in the Wellington Hall, Upper-street, Islington,
on the evenings of November 12 and 26, and December 3
and 10. Full details of this course will also appear in our
next issue. We may add at once, however, that Mr. C.
Watts and Mr. C. Cohen, who are definitely engaged for six
months under this Scheme, will take part in all these courses
of lectures. Mr. Foote will co-operate to the best of his
power. He will take one Sunday evening in East London
and one week-night at Islington. Down at West Ham,
where the Town Hall is being engaged for two week-nights,
he proposes to give one lecture himself, and then to go down
with Messrs. Watts and Cohen, and other speakers, to hold
a Freethought Demonstration. Halls are being sought after
in other parts of London. Friends who know of any good
places that are available are invited to communicate with us,
or with Miss Vance, as soon as possible.

As the first of the Wellington Hall course of lectures is
fixed for next Monday (November 12), and the time for
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advertising it is therefore very limited, it is to be hoped that the
Secularists in the neighborhood will do their best to give it
publicity. Handbills of the whole course can be obtained
from Miss Vance for distribution. Mr. Charles Watts is to
be the first lecturer. The time is 8 o’clock, and the admis-
sion is free. Wellington Hall, by the way, is entered, not
from Upper-street, but from Mmeida-street.

Mr. C. Cohen delivers three lectures to-day (November 11)
in far-north Aberdeen. No details have reached us from any
quarter, but the local “ Saints” will doubtless find some
advertisement in the city.

Mr. A. B. Moss managed to gain a seat on the new
Camberwell Borough Council. We congratulate him on his
success. Last Sunday morning he addressed a large audience
on Mile End Waste in favor of the School Board candidature
of Mr. George Hewitt. Mr. Moss informs us that he regards
Mr. Hewitt as a very able young man, who would make a very
useful member of the School Board. Of course he is strongly
in favor o f“ Secular Education.”

Mr. G. J. Warren has gained a seat on the Stepney
Borough Council, with the biggest vote yet recorded for him :
in fact, he was at the head of the poll. Mr. James Neate,
another N. S. S. vice-president, has gained a seat in his
division. We congratulate them both—and their Councils on
having them. We regret to note that Mr. Victor Roger
failed, with jther Progressives, in Lambeth.

The Camberwell Branch held its annual meeting on Sun-
day morning. Mr. Victor Roger was re-elected president,
Mr. Herbert vice-president, and Mr. Wilmot secretary. The
last was highly complimented on his services to the Branch.
Mr. Woodward kindly undertook to act as assistant-secretary.
It was resolved that a South London Secular Federation
should be formed, in order to assist Freethought propaganda
in the various districts during the winter.

Mr. H. Quelch, the well-known Social Democrat, is a
candidate in the East Lambeth Division for a seat on the
new London School Board. He makes a special feature of
“ Secular Education ” in his program, and we hope he will
receive the support of the local Freethinkers. They may not
all be able to see eye to eye with him on every point, but this
one point is dll-important.

Mr. J. Allanson Picton, writing to Mr. F. J. Gould, who is
trying to win a seat on the new Leicester School Board,
points out that the Nonconformists, by having their own
views of the Bible endowed in the schools, have destroyed
their objection to State endowments of religion. “ If there
is no other candidate taking your line on this question,”
Mr. Picton says, “and had | a vote, | should plump for you.”

A member of the West Ham Branch was riding on a 'bus
front Stationers’ Hall Court to Liverpool-street, when a
sanctimonious passenger handed the conductor a couple of
tracts—“ one for you and one for the driver.” The conductor
looked at his prize and smiled. He had seen that sort of
.thing before. The member of the W. H. B. thereupon
handed the conductor two “ specimen” copies of the Free-
thinker which he had just obtained from Miss Vance. To the
horror of an old lady who sat in the opposite corner, the
.conductor plunged into our “Old Dowie” article, and so
enjoyed it that he said he would pass it on to some friends.

We have lost sight for some time of that clever little lady,
Mrs. Louisa Samson, who will be remembered by some of
the frequenters of the Hall of Science. Mrs. Samson, we
hear, was the “ Agnostic lady ” who enlivened the St. James’s
Hall meeting at which “ Professor ” Atkinson expected to
have a sort of faith-healing match with Old Dowie. Mrs.
Samson remarked that both these faith-healers were at one
in pretending to divine assistance—which she ventured to
doubt. There were loud cries of “ Chair !” but she gained
time to throw in her bombshell and see it explode.

“ The records of ‘ Old Boys,” ' says Katherine Carson, in
(he ‘'lemple Magazine, for November, in an account of the
Royal (Caledonian Asylum, “include several who have
"jstmguished themselves in the world of art and literature.
Charles Mackay, the well-known poet and journalist, father
to the late Eric Mackay, the poet, was a Caledonian boy.
James Thomson, the author of The City of Dreadful Night,
received his education in the school. The Armyand the Navy
have been recruited from the school, and Caledonian boys
have served in nearly every famous Scottish regiment.

Secular Thought (Toronto) reaches us fitfully. We have
just received”™ three numbers together, all dated September.
We hope this means that Editor Ellis has sold out, and
fjund it difficult to send us copies. One of the numbers
reproduces Mr. Gould’s “ Talk About Heaven” from our
columns. From another number we note with pleasure that
the Toronto Secular Society still holds Sunday evening
meetings.
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The Life and Letters of the late Professor Huxley, edited
by his son, Mr. Leonard Huxley, is not a book intended for
the mob. It is published in two volumes at 30s. net. We
have not been favored with a copy for review, although ours
is the only Freethought journal in England with anything
like a good circulation. Nevertheless, we shall give our
readers a view of the contents ot these bulky and expensive
volumes, and we are now looking through them in pursuit
of that object.

The Secular Almanack for 1901, issued by the Executive of
the National Secular Society, and edited by Mr. Foote, will
be on sale next week. In addition to the Calendar and
detailed information respecting Freethought Organisations
at Home and Abroad, this issue includes special articles by
Messrs. Foote, Watts, Cohen, Moss, and Heaford, and
" Chilperic ” and “ Mimnermus.” Freethinkers should place
their orders for this publication at once. It is well worth the
small price of threepence, and any profit realised by the sale
will accrue to the N. S. S.

Editor Charles C. Moore, of the Blue Grass Blade,
Lexington, Kentucky, has successfully resisted the attempt
at putting him in prison again. His enemies charged him
with sending obscene matter through the mails, being afraid
to charge him with “blasphemy.” Mr. Moore has proved
that what he printed was not obscene, and has won his case
in court, to the satisfaction of his friends and the dismay of
his bigoted and hypocritical opponents.

Shilling Week, or Shilling Month, as it turned out, is now
practically over, and.we propose to make a final statement
about it next week. Meanwhile it may be noted that a second
(and last) Shilling Week in aid of the Freethought Twentieth
Century Fund is fixed for the first seven days in the new year.

Freethinkers might bear in mind that the Freethought
Publishing Company does not seek to confine its business
to its own publications. It is ready to execute orders fof
all kinds of advanced literature. Freethinkers who af?
obtaining this class of books, by post or otherwise, should
try the experiment of placing their orders with the Company-
Such action on their part would tend to counteract t1®
“ respectable ” boycott.

Beware of China.

Mr. G. W. Foote, President of the National Secy ©
Society, lectured at the Leicester Secular Hall last M.
day morning, on “ China and the Christian Powers.” J t
feeling which was now banding the Chinese together aga<
Europeans, said Mr. Foote, was what ought to be caere
patriotism, but we called it devilry. The Chinese fg
gradually being made into a military nation by the ~»
force of Christian aggression. Naturally the Chinese ~aS
peaceably inclined, but the instinct of self-preservat<or t])ey
throwing them back on military defence. In tip® anj
would possess powerful artillery, and millions of rl'|eoUt of
bayonets. They had a population of 400,000,000, and qoo.
this number it was easy to raise an army of 20,0jjili-
Europeans were preparing a scourge for themselves. Njr
tarism would be met by militarism. Perhaps, observe  ust
Foote, half sadly, half cynically, every nation on eart
be militarised before war could cease. The Power any
never be able to partition China ; they could never m  roUs
practical impression on so vast an empire, and so J gii(-e
a population. “ China,” said an Oriental proverb,
the sea ; it salts everything that passes into it.” y ellow
Having thus warned his audience against the fair-
Terror, Mr. Foote declared that China not only meraj comc
dealing, but even indulgence. This vast empire t o
down from an immemorial past, protected by the s ,,js"t;onS
its conservatism. It was now face to face with Q1 nge fief-

of another type, and it was no easy task for her to si*c
self in harmony with these foreign forces. 0 t whic®
would, in time, yield to that cosmopolitan move ~ othet
tended to open every country to the inhabitants 3na
countries, for purposes of peaceable trade an violently
enlightened curiosity. But the process must no wer®
hastened. They must be very callous or stup aUarter
indifferent to the possibility of throwing_ more t1 . ni into
of the world’s inhabitants (such was China s pro]
political and social anarchy.
— Leicester Guardian, Novemberj, 1900.
Get your newsagent to take a few copies o refsl-
id try to sell them, guaranteeing himagainst copl ‘it aca’rdo
isold. Take an extra copy (or more), and ¢\ \ nOw a?
iur acquaintances. Leave a copy of the Freet til
en in the train, the car, or the omnibus. Disp y> nvenie5
nyed, one of our contents-sheets, which are o i;catio
:e for the purpose. Miss Vance will send them Jjndow.

st your newsagent to exhibit the Freethinker in
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Gaps in the Gospels.

There is no task in the world so difficult as, with the materials

available to us, to write a consistent and natural-seeming- bio-
graphy of Christ. Tnaddition to the immense task of harmonising
the sources and of filling their wide yawning gaps, there remains
for the modern mind the almost insuperable problem of making a
history which, at every point, touches the miraculous and transcen-
dental, to work out as an actual historical reality."— Christian
World, November /, /900.
Professor Rhees has written the seventh volume in
the Historical Series for Bible Students, published by
Smith, Elder, and Co. The above quotation forms
part of the Christian World review of that book. It
is not exactly Professor Rhees’s view of the Gospels,
and may disturb the confidence of his Bible-students if
they read it. But the book itself isintended for embryo
preachers of the Word, who will in time occupy the
pulpit. The review is evidently intended for those who
are not likely at any time to occupy the pew.

The Christian World statements are worth consider-
ing-.  They indicate a marvellous advance in general
theological thought. Sometimes, after reading the
weekly contributions of “J. B.,” who is well known as
the Rev. J. Brierley, a retired minister, it is difficult to
understand how the journal which publishes them can
continue to be the popular and influential representa-
tive of Christian thought that it is. The book review
referred to is another evidence of the approach to
advanced ideas which seems now to be the prevailing
policy of the C. W., as, indeed, it is of all religious
journals that desire to keep abreast with the times.

Freethinkers have long ago declared that it was
difficult to write a “consistent and natural-seeming
biography of Christ.” Renan tried it, but, with all his
analytic skill, his surpassing elegance and charm of
style, and his gentle, poetic treatment of absurd stories
that never deserved it, he was called “ Infidel” for his
Pains, and in bigoted circles is so denominated still.
Strauss scarcely strived to present a “ consistent and
natural-seeming biography.” He found that im-
possible, and devoted himself to accounting mytho-
logically for the more striking features presented in
the synoptic narratives. Evan Powell Meredith made
a great effort to bring all the conflicting stories of the
Evangelists into a coherent whole, but he ended, like
niany others, in presenting a thoroughly Freethought
view of the “ Prophet of Nazareth ” as distinguished
from any “ consistent and natural-seeming” biography
such as orthodox believers seem to desire.

Then there have been hundreds of religious writers
"ffio have tried to evolve from the chaos of the Gospels
a consistent life of Christ. Dean Farrar is the latest,
aod, in spite of his plethora of words, his absolutely
gratuitous assumptions, his rhetorical flourishes and
Periphrastic embellishments, he is, by the verdict of
Competent critics of his own Church, the greatest
frilure of all.

There is no “ consistent and natural-seeming bio-
graphy ” of Christ, simply because the materials are
ti°t available. The pictures of Christ presented to the
'v’rld by preachers, poets, painters, are mostly pure
c°njecture— mere fanciful creations, ostensibly built
aP°n the Gospels, but adding many features not to he
°und in those fragmentary and irreconcilable stories in
'vhich there are so many “ yawning gaps.”

- Just now there is much talk of missionary enterprise.
us imagine a missionary approaching an educated
jfrndoo and saying : “ | want you to believe in Christ.
cannot give you a consistent and natural-seeming bio-
sraphy Of him. The materials are not available. |
a,)not harmonise the sources, nor fill up wide, yawning
,aPs- It is with us an insuperable problem how to
aake out an actual historical reality in regard to his
vent and existence on earth. Our trouble is that the
counts we have touch at every point the miraculous
an ltlle transcendental. We are still trying to harmonise
bei- fill UP blank spaces. In the meantime, please
v 'eve in Christ ; later on, we will mail you our revised
t; SlI°ns of his history. To assist you, in the mean-
ime- you may like to know that there are many people
Mu°Ur.own Christian England, and in America and
of JaEa, who are not at all assured that this Christ,

.hom we speak, ever had any existence at all.”

"lIs is what should, in honesty, be told the native
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heathen whom we propose to convert. But, of course,
we never tell them. If we did, there would be an end
to missionary enterprise— also to the surprise at Exeter
Hall that missionaries are treated very badly in countries
they invade with obviously lame stories, which must
seem little less than frauds.

But we don’t want to talk to the educated Hindoo—
who could give us points in regard to many things—
but to common-sense people in our own country. And
to them we would propound certain queries. Suppose
a God desired to convey his will to mankind. Would
he do it in the way that parsons pretend he has ? Would
he behave so stupidly ? We know that earthly testators,
even assisted by lawyers, often leave wills which are
open to be contested. If “God’s” will was brought
into the Probate Division of her Majesty’s Courts of
Justice, what would happen? The Law Courts would
have to be so extended that they would cover the greater
part of London.

Whatever God’s will was, he was 'perfectly able to
make it clear. He hasn’t done so— that is made obvious
by all the conflicting sects. His Gospel is full of “ yawn-
ing gaps.” There are insuperable problems in the way
of making an actual historical reality out of the life of
his Son. Let anyone read the four Gospels and ask
himself if this, the meagre material that he finds there,
adequately covers the ground. The synoptic accounts
traverse very much the same story. They over-lap ;
and they contradict each other to such an extent, indeed,
that one is almost inclined to say the “ truth is not in
them.” The Gospel of St. John, for example, presents
an entirely different view of Christ to that of the other
Evangelists. The four Gospels, even with the addendum
of the Acts of the Apostles, give but a meagre and
miserably inadequate account of Christ. We don't
know what he was doing for a considerable part of the
very short time he was supposed to be on earth. There
are great gaps in the Gospels. It is too late now for
them to be filled.

And now, if it is not blasphemous to do so, we would
submit the following queries to the Almighty. “Why,”
we say to him, “ if you had a gospel to give to mankind, a
will to reveal, a religion to establish, if you wanted praise
and prayer, knee-drill and belly-creeping, why didn’t you
arrange for it properly? Why are the Gospels, inwhich
you offer us eternal life, so remarkable for their ‘yawn-
ing gaps’? Why didn’t we have more information
about your Son ? Why is the information that we
have so conflicting ? Why should it be an insuperable
problem to make the story of your Son’s existence ‘an
actual historical reality’? Why, if you had a Gospel
for the world, did you delay publication ? Many myriads
died before you could have readers. And now nearly
half the world knows nothing about you, and a great
portion of the other half, knowing you, acts as if you
were non-existent.”

God has much to answer for. Cross-examined in the
witness-box, he might disclose a great deal that we
don’t at present know, and some things which might
be self-incriminating. All the same, when he proposed
to give his will to mankind he might have made it
clearer, and not have left so many “yawning gaps”
in the biography of his son, and so many doubts as to

what he himself really desires.
Francis Neale.

International Freethought Federation.

Tiie organ of this body will be launched next January, and
will be edited at Brussels. Monsieur Léon Furnémont asks
me to invite the support of English Freethinkers for this
venture. Generous support has been given to the project in
Belgium and France, and assistance is promised from Spain.
May | appeal to our friends for subscriptions towards this
end, in order to show practically our solidarity with conti-
nental Freethought? ] .
Monsieur Furnémont is the Deputy for Charleroi, and will
be the editor of the new paper. It will be published in
French, and called La Raison. Shares may be taken at ten
francs each (6s. 8d.). Mr. Hartmann, who has promised
¢4, has kindly consented to act as Treasurer. Contribu-
tions to La Raison Fund should be sent to Mr. Samuel
Hartmann, Manchester Hotel, Aldersgate-street, E.C.
Literary contributions (in French) will appear from English
Freethinkers. W illiam Heaford.
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On “ Liberal ” Catholicism.

One of the farces of current literature is the spectacle
— comparatively common in the last twenty or thirty
years— of “ eminent persons” ponderously arguing in
the heavier reviews themes which nine out of ten intel-
ligent Zulus would laugh over. « This month an elderly
gentleman will spin out twenty pages on “ The Validity
of Anglican Orders ” or “ The Theological Significance
of the Reservation of the Sacraments,” and next month
another elderly gentleman will seriously spin out twenty
pages to confute the first. Who the readers may be
that are interested in this kind of thing it is not easy
to say. There are philosophical, and even theological,
controversies which are of vital and intellectual interest.
But the common type of theological wrangle is farcically
thin. Of this latter order, it must be confessed, was
much of the late Professor Mivart's writing on theo-
logical matters. His intensely serious speculations
about happiness in hell seemed to onlookers ludicrous
in the extreme. The spectacle of a scientist of sober
years wading through Latin tomes to prove that it was
“ permissible” to believe such-and-such concerning some
pretended place or state about which no one, admittedly,
knew anything whatever, was like a scene from an opera-
bonffe. Indeed, if one might put it so, Professor Mivart’s
theological excursions did more credit to his heart than
his head. His heart felt the hideous brutality of the
hell-doctrine, but it never seemed to have occurred to
his reason that hell was a myth ; he but tried to modify
a horrible superstition in accordance with an innate
humane feeling, without perceiving that the superstition
in itself was baseless. And much the same falls to be
said of the series of articles which brought him into
public prominence shortly before his death. There was
something positively pathetic in Professor Mivart pro-
claiming, with intense earnestness and an evident sense
of novelty, propositions which were commonplaces with
intelligent artisans in Richard Carlile’s time. Professor
Mivart, after a fairly long life, in which he mixed with
men like Huxley, discovered in the year 1900 that there
were discrepancies between the Bible and Science, and
that the Bible was false in these respects. And it was
even more pathetic to read that the intellectual and
nervous convulsion following this discovery helped to
accelerate the Professor’s death.

But the articles of Dr. Mivart set up in the Nineteenth
Century one of those controversies to which reference
has been made. For, astonishing as it may seem,
within the Catholic Church itself— the very embodiment,
as it is, of dogmatic authority, and demanding the most
absolute obedience of its adherents— within this Church,
too, there are positively stirrings of intellectual life.
So true is it, as has been said, that nothing on earth—
and, with all its pretences, the Catholic Church is but
of earth like the rest—nothing can resist the wild,
living intellect of man. Cover a dogma up with ever
soO many coverings, guard it with ever so much care,
defend it with ever so much “authority,” and in the
centre of your own household, amongst the trusted of
your own hearth, men will be impelled by force of
nature to examine, and some, defying all your cover-
ings and your care and your authority, will have the
courage to ask, Is it true?

Some impulse of this kind towards truth, towards
the recognition of established facts which do not at
present fit in with the Church’s teaching, has shown
itself latterly amongst some Catholics of note. Many,
in fact most, of them stop short of Mivart’s position.
They only want “reform.” Omniscience, having a
desperately-important message to communicate to man-
kind, and having deputed an organisation in Rome to
convey it, has yet allowed some abuses and scandals to
gather round this organisation which must be removed.

In the July number of the Nineteenth Century this
type of Catholic “ liberal,” as it is called, is represented
by a Mr. R. E. Dell, late editor of the Catholic Weekly
Register, who writes byway of reply to Mr. Wilfrid Ward.
Mr. Ward is one of the self-constituted champions of
Catholic orthodoxy, a defender of everything that is,
as the best that can be. He is a fluent writer of his
kind, and if 11 were dogmatically taught by the Church
that the moon was made of green cheese, Mr. Ward is
the type that would elaborately and lugubriously prove
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that this must be so, and that the fact of the moon’s
being made of green cheese was essential to a proper
recognition of the metaphysical laws of the subjective
interdependence of the self-existent objective ego. | do
not vouch that these are the exact verbal contrivances
that would be employed, but I can vouch that they would
be very like these. It is wonderful the awe and respect
that can be won for the veriest nonsense if it is elabor-
ately set forth with high-sounding words and learned-
looking phrases.

Mr. Dell, who is presumably one of the *“ liberal
Catholics,” and one of the persons against whom Mr.
Ward directs his homilies, furnishes in his article an
interesting spectacle of the hopelessness of its author’s
position. Here is a summary of the state of affairs
that obtains at the seat of Catholic authority :—

“In the Life of Cardinal Manning, and more particu-
larly in his correspondence with Monsignor Talbot, Rome
has been laid bare to the world as the centre of peculiarly
petty intrigue, and that, in particular, in the immediate
entourage of the Pope. Cardinal Newman has told us
of the malaria that gathers round the Rock of Peter, the
incapacity of the Roman authorities in dealing with
England, and the crowd of sycophants to be found round
about the Vatican. The existence and intrigues of the
modern Ultramontane party are no secret; they can be
studied by anyone in some of the books | have mentioned,
and nowhere better than in the letters and other writings
of its own adherents—* that blustering band of Cathoh
bullies’ was Montalembert’s description of it.”*

All this, of course, is indubitably true, though it IS
interesting to have a professed Catholic set it down.
But Mr. Dell never stops to perceive the theolog>ca
bearing of it all. Here, then, is the method by whic
a deity of infinite wisdom and power communicates w>
mankind ! He works through an organisation torn
petty squabbles and low personal intrigues, broils ove
office, diplomatic bickerings over ecclesiastical spo' ’
and all the corruption that inevitably gathers round w
office of power unchecked by external criticism,
what, on Mr. Dell's picture, does the Vatican u ~
from any other human organisation in the world
he contends, to use Herbert Spencer’s words in a sinu®
argument against Christianity as a whole, that
Vatican’s “ likenesses to the rest [of human organ
tions] hide a transcendent unlikeness,” then he may
met with Spencer’s crushing answer :— ~Ng

“ For if these numerous parallelisms....... do nO\'cal’n
likeness of origin and development, then the imp ~per-
is that a complete simulation of the natural by ~Le'vhO
natural has been deliberately devised to deceive *"afances
examine critically what they are taught. ApP s;ncere
have been arranged for the purpose of mislearJsee” S
inquirers, that they may be eternally damned f°

the truth.”t filing
These words surely pithily demolish tne ~c( s
absurdities of the “ reforming ” Catholic. . #j)eCtual

that “ liberal Catholicism ” is the veriest in™ eXjsted
foible, and we gravely doubt whether it eV®body a
other than on paper. For the very words reflec-
self-contradiction. Mr. Dell, if he pursues ~jeh he
tions at all, must recognise the conclusion to think;ng

oves. You cannot combine independen sjtes.
with unquestioning obedience ; the two ar?r ijholics”
And, indeed, the fate of the so-called “ liberal 7 of tle
of the past might furnish the “ liberal Catho 1 ”~ewrnaQOi
present with a lesson. It is claimed tha . t0 the
Montalembert, and others of distinction, belonvjeVemept

school. The barrenness of their permanentac N stiH
is ominous. With all their works, Mr. De The
paint the woful picture which his article disc 08 2 in a
Christians are often given to quoting the 30d
purely academic way, that a man cannot s®&Vjjiat, in a
Mammon ; though it must be confessed * ' aud
purely practical way, many make a bold att v put,
do not, as far as can be judged, egregiously . refutabje
whatever may be said of that text, thereisan 1 ~ his
truth that may be comn:ended to Mr. Den ~ %0

school: a man cannot serve Rome and Reason.® "¢, in

cannot think and be a slave at the same time. ceases
proportion as he begins to think, in proportion 1
to be a slave. Liberal Catholicism is merey

tj.-aN

Catholicism in process of decompos'i:tiorclj. o G
reaeric w

* Nineteenth Century, July, ' 97> P' *,28'
t Principles ofSociology, vol. »«> e 3
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Sultan Solomon.

( Concluded from page 700.)

Josephus gives a ridiculous account of Solomon’s temple.
He speaks of its “ Corinthian” architecture, although that
order did not exist till centuries later. He tells us of 20,000
gold and 40,000 silver tables; 10,000 gold candlesticks;
60,000 large gold basins ; 70,000 gold censers ; 1,000 suits of
sacerdotal raiment for the high priest, and 10,000 for his
inferiors ; and 200,000 trumpets for the Levites. But this
extravagance is more than equalled by the Scripture.
Reckoning the Jewish talent of gold, according to Cruden,
as £7,200, and the silver talent as ,;450, it appears that
David prepared ~720,000,000 in gold and ~450,000,000 in
silver for the temple. Prideaux reckoned it as over
£800,000,000, which exceeds the amount of our National
Debt. All this was “ saved ” by one king of a small, infer-
tile, and barbarous country, although Mongredien reckons
that the total value ofall the gold and silver in the British
Isles barely amounts to ,£143,000,000! Dr. Farrar allows
that David’s savings amounted “ on the very lowest compu-
E%tion to ~120,000,000,” and adds that “ if the Jewish talent

meant” it amounted to “ more than a billion pounds.”
Such figures are imaginary. Milman admits that they “ pass
aU credibility.” The mention of darics—coins named after
Darius—shows that the fable was concocted many centuries
afterwards.

Solomon’s annual revenue is represented as 666 talents of
Rold, which Dr. Farrar reckons as about ,£5000,000.
This is trilling compared with David’s revenue, according

the previous figures, but it is still excessive. A petty
~Nstrict of Asia Minor could not have yielded a greater
revenue than the Romans derived from the whole of their
Asiatic provinces.

Similar gasconade is found in the building of the temple.
Dver 180,000 men were employed on its construction for
eleven years, seven years being occupied in its erection, and
‘°ur years in preparations. Yet the temple itself was only

feet long, 30 feet wide, and 45 feet high. “The actual
gliding,” says Dr. Farrar, “was of very small size”; indeed,

*t was much smaller than many an English church.”

Solomon presented his temple to the Lord as “a settled
I"ace for thee to abide in for ever.” But the edifice soon dis-
appeared, and the Lord had to seek fresh lodgings. Dr.
Lprrar calls it “ the visible House of God, the place where
**s honor dwelt.” We hope his honor liked it. But hel
~Aust have had a callous nose to stand the “ steaming putres™
cetice” of the Temple Court, which the constant an
ﬁgﬂéﬁéfgl sacrifices must have made like “ a ghastly slaughter-

According to Scripture, this temple was the first ever
~ected by the Jews; but Dr. Robertson Smith says there
sere temples among the Hebrews before the time of
“°>omon,” and in p¢int of size his “can hardly have sur-
k:-Ssed them.” Its architecture was purely Phoenician, and

O the general arrangements the temple of Hierapolis

Scnbed by Lucian offers a complete parallel.  Dr. Farrar

les the same admission, on the authority of architects 1 e
; ergusson and Robins. Such as it was, the Jews regarded
tk”s tlle centre of the universe, just as the Greeks regarded

temple of Delphi as the navel (omphalos) of the world,
th; f\Ven years being spent on the temple, Solomon spent
str, en Zears on his own palace, which was a much larger
mancture; the reason being that Jahveh was a single gentle-
D . >while Solomon had a large domestic establishment. He
hunr?eVf n hundred wives over the right shoulder, and three
Werfr?d over the left. According to the Canticles (vi. 8), they
v;r . threescore queens, and fourscore concubines, a
Wife without number.” Every sensible man finds one
that pUfilclent’ and Solomon must have been the wisest fool
4 1elrJdived. His harem was the largest on record, the
arid ,d beinR that of Darius Codomanus, who had onew*
the 329 concubines. Dr. Farrar, who makes very free w'th
read\°rd of G°d, supposes that “ for seven hundred we should

Prison no”» ” Hut oven this number would get SolomOn 10

Phn'°dlOn’s seven hundred wives were all “Pnn~®ses’’
man rn B rtlust have been very cheap in that age, when o
jeaiOuC’uld marry so many. Such a seraglio had to be
guarded. No wonder, then, that eunuchs made
Jure* gppearance in Solomon’s court. These degraded crea-
we presume, a fresh evidence of his wisdom
does not reprove Solomon for his polygamy. It
1 turnt>iSUres him because tli(éé/ wese “ strange wemen
ke, not his heart.” Had they been Jewesses, and had

hdI?e uilst'l»«*? for their foreign gods, he might hayg
The God of lIsrael hado?t
nt

«gl? *

dt &°nto mtSt "dhout stint.
« °nlv nn,’ _y.Ramy. He allowed
Yas sava

arcni al Iﬁ/aj

ny “at leasf*? in tlle rO=al household, says Dr. har
°Ple suff teh thousand persons.” Milman says that
refl deeply from the arbitrary exactions of

he Jews .man
{‘hat*was the sgiéyvé)\[
nexorable.

aces Were very costly to Ins pcop” .

’

~lonmr>e |
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The surviving natives of Palestine were treated
They were the helots of the state
and their lives were made bitter with bondage. Solomon
also surrounded himself with a mercenary bodyguard. The
Gibborim, like the Roman bravi, were chiefly foreigners, and
always ready to execute their master’s despotic commands.
Solomon’s wisdom, like his wealth, is apocryphal. The
only sensible thing recorded of him in the Bible is his
judgment in the case of the two mothers who claimed the
same child. But a similar story is related of Buddha, and it
may have been floating about in the east for millenniums.
Scripture says that “he spake three thousand proverbs :
and his songs were a thousand and five.” The next verse
makes him a learned naturalist; and oriental tradition, im-
proving on this, makes him hold confabulations with all sorts
of animals. None of Solomon’s “ wisdom,” however, has
descended to posterity. Three books of the Old Testament
are ascribed to him, but modern criticism has exploded his
claim to their authorship. Dr. A. B. Davidson says it is “a
mere conjecture ” that he was “ the father of didactic poetry
among the Hebrews.” Canon Cheyne also allows that “ it is
indeed a pure hypothesis that any Solomonic element survives
the Book of Proverbs.” The Book of Ecclesiastes is a
very late production. Even Luther, in his Table Talk,

king.
worse than the Jews.

admitted that “Solomon did not write it himself.”
Griitz assigns it to the period of Herod the Great.
Delitzsch,

Dean Plumptre places it between 240 and 18l b.c.
Ginsburg, Ewald, Keil, Tyler, Farrar, and Cheyne, like all
other competent critics, agree that it was written after the
Exile. Rabbi Kimchi ascribed it to Isaiah, and the Talmudical
writers to Hezekiah. That Solomon wrote it, or any part of
it, is universally denied. Nor did he write the Song of
Solomon. Griitz, the Jewish historian, dates it no earlier
than the second or third century before Christ, though Ewald
carries it back within a century of Solomon’s reign. Dr.
Farrar accepts this date, but says it is “in the highest
degree improbable that it was composed by Solomon him-
self.” It contains some splendid poetry, though it is a
curious song for the word of God. The imagery is volup-
tuous and sometimes lascivious. Our translation throws a
veil over some of the original passages, and the headings of
the chapters would persuade the reader that the amorous
descriptions are mystical. But this is a pious imposture,
against which Dr. Farrar protests as “ absolutely shocking.”
According to Jerome, the Jews were forbidden to read this
book until they were thirty. Christians, however, place it in
the hands of their children as an incentive to modesty.
Origen went so far as to say that “all the Scriptures are
holy, but this sublime song is the Holy ofHolies." Probably
he said this before he castrated himself for the kingdom of
heaven’s sskg»

Solomon died after reigning forty years, though Josephus
says he reigned eighty years. For worshipping strange gods
his kingdom was rent asunder after his death, and some have
doubted whether he went to heaven. A Christian writer,
Philippus, has written a discussion on the Damnation of
Solomon. Dante, however, put him in Paradise, without
reflecting that Solomon might be unhappy in a world where
there is neither marrying nor giving in marriage.

Here endeth the life of Solomon. His history is a tissue of
romance ; his wealth is apocryphal ; his wisdom is legendary ;
and his morality is disgusting. Even Farrar is constrained to
describe him as “ like a painted tyrant or the figure of an idol
in a gilded pageant—a king on whom we gaze as on a
spectacle, but whom it is impossible to love.”

__From “Bible Heroes,"” by G. W. Foote.

Better than the Chosen.

T he kingdom is within us, and the Law,
One Moral Law, one universal Law ;
The one sure law, that truth is good,
And evil evil, as with God with man ;
And that all evil must bring forth its kind ;
That God confounds not his own elements,
Nor introverts the moral sense of man ;
Nor grieves, repents, nor tempts, nor hardens hearts,
Nor sends forth lying spirits to betray.
And once shall rise to noon some higher sense
Than the vile, chosen Jews could ever dream,
Than fear or hope, the slave’s and Hebrew’s thoughts,
Base fear of pain or Jewish hope of gain,
Than aught that can, or aught that would, rely
On other’s pains, on bloody sacrifice
Of bulls or lambs or sacred innocence,
Or the poor hunted scape-goat’s agonies,
Or the drear anguish and the dark, long deaths
Of glorious victims to the demon Priest
T.J. Powys.

Beware, when speaking of other men, that thou dost not
make them the subjects of praise or blame.—Epictetus.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

[Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us byfirst post on Tuesday,
and be marked " Lecture Notice," if not sent on post-card.}

LONDON.
The Athenaeum Hall (73 Tottenham Court-road, W .): 7.30,
Charles Watts, “ The Death of Jehovah."
Camberwell (North Camberwell Hall, 61 New Church-road):
7.30, G. W. Foote, “ Marie Corelli and Jesus Christ.”
South London Ethical Society (Masonic Hall, Camberwell-
road): 7, Herbert Rix, “ A Persian Heroine."

Open-air Propaganda.

Battersea Park Gates: 11.30, W. J. Ramsey.
Hyde Park (near Marble Arch) : 11.30, R. P. Edwards ; 3.30

and 7, J. W. Cox.
COUNTRY.

Belfast Ethical Society (York-street Lecture Hall, 69
York-street): G. Gibson, " Rise and Fall of Religions.”

Birmingham Branch : 11, (Bull Ring). H. P. Ward, “ Priest-
craft and Education 7, (Prince of Wales Assembly Rooms,
Broad-street), W. E. Radc'iffe.

Chatham Secular Society (Queen’s-road, New Brompton):
245, Sunday-school; 7, H. T. Muggeridge, “ The Great Con-
fidence Trick.”

Coventry (Assembly Rooms, West Orchard) : H. Percy Ward
—3, "Why | Dare Not be a Christian”; 7, “ From Wesleyan
Pulpit to Secular Platform.”

Glasgow (110 Brunswick-street): 11, Discussion Class—Im-
promptu speeches ; 6.30, A lecture.

Leicester Secular Society (Humberstone-gate) : 6.30, Miss
L. A. Goyne, “ The Life and Work of Grant Allen.”

Liverpool (Alexandra Hall. Islington-square) : 7, S. Reeves,
" The Homes of the Workers." 100 lantern slides.

Manchester Secular Hall (Rusholme-road, All
6.30, Stanley Jones, ” Buddhism and Christianity.”

Newcastle (Westminster Hall, Picton-place) : 7, Discussion
between Messrs. Boyce and Mitchell on “ Has Man a Soul ?"

Sheffield Secular Society (Hall of Science, Rockingham-
street) : John Axe, A lecture or reading.

South Shields (Captain Duncan’s Navigation Schools, Market-
place) : 7, ” Pictures  7.30, A reading.

Saints):

Lecturers’ Engagements.
C. Cohen, 17 Osborne-road, High-road, Leyton.—November
11, Aberdeen.

H. Percy Ward, 2 Leamington-place, George-street, Balsall-
Heath, Birmingham.—November 11, m., Birmingham ;a. and e.,
Coventry. iS, Birmingham. 25, Sheffield. 26 and 27, Debate
at Sheffield. December 9, Glasgow ; 16, Liverpool.

THE BEST BOOK

ON NEO-MALTHUSIANISM IS, | BELIEVE,
TRUE MORALITY, or THE THEORY AND PRACTICE
OF NEO-MALTHUSIANISM.

By J. R. HOLMES, M.M.L.,, M.V.S., M.N.S.S.

tOo pages, with portrait and autograph, bound in cloth, gilt lettered,
Price is., postfiree.

In order to bring the information within the reach of the poor, the

most important parts of the book are issued in a pamphlet of 112

pages at one penny, post free 2d. Copies of the pamphlet for

distribution is. a dozen post free.

The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, says: “ Mr.
Holmes’ pamphlet......is an almost unexceptional statement of the
Neo-Malthusian theory and practice......and throughout appeals
to moral feeling...... The special value of Mr. Holmes's service to
the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human well-being generally is
just his combination in his pamphlet of a plain statement of the
physical and moral need for family limitation with a plain account
of the means by which it can be secured, and an offer to all con-
cerned of the requisites at the lowest possible prices.”

The Council of the Malthusian League, Dr. Drysdale, Dr.
Allbutt, and others, have also spoken of it in very high terms.

Orders should be sent to the author,

J. R. HOLMES. HANNEY, WANTAGE, BERKS.

Thwaites’ Liver Pills.

The Best Family Medicine in the World. Will cure Liver,
Kidney, and all Stomach Diseases effectually.

Good for Heart Troubles and Cardiac Complaints, Female
Ailments, Anasmia, etc. is. i>Ed. and 2s. 9d. per box. Post
free, 14 or 33 stamps. Directions with each box.

G. THWAITES. Herbalist, Stockton-on-Tees.

JAMES THOMSON'S (*B.V.s”) WORKS.

IT\ OF DREADFUL NIGHT ; Vane’s Story; Voice from
the Nile ; Satires and Profanities; Salt’s (7s. 6d.) Life. 5

vols., all 1st editions; very rare ; splendid condition; 30s. post free,

or offers for single vols.—Ambrose Barker, 5 Verulam Avenue,
Walthamstow, Essex. Wanted, Secularist. A complete set.
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WORKS BY G. W. FOOTE.

Crimes Of Christianity. By G. W. Foote and J. M. Wheeler.
Hundreds of exact references to Standard Authors. An un-
answerable Indictment of Christianity. Vol. 1., cloth gilt,
216 pp., 2s. 6d.

The Jewish Life OfChrist. Being the Scpher ToldothJeshu, or
Book of the Generation of Jesus. Edited, with an Historical
Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. W. Foote and J. M.
JVheeler. 6d. ; superior edition, superfine paper, cloth, is.

Letters to the Clergy. By G. W. Foote. Subjects :—Creation
—The Believing Thief on the Cross—The Atonement—Old
Testament Morality— Inspiration—Credentials of the Gospel—
Miracles—Prayer. = 128 pp., is.

Flowers Of Freethought. (First Series.) By G. W. Foote.
Fiftlx-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.
302 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 ina 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 ridiculour
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. V

'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. Ia’
slructive, interesting, amusing and honest; in fact, the on/
honest book on the subject. 200 pp., cloth, 2s. 6d.

The Grand Old Book. A Reply to the Grand Old Man.

G. W. Foote. An Exhaustive Answer to Mr. Gladstones
Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture.  is.; cloth edition, is. 6a
Will Christ Save Us? By G. W. Foote. An Examination of d'e
Claims of Jesus Christ to be considered the Savior of the Won j.
Contains much Historic Information on Slavery, the Positip" O
Woman, General Social Progress, and the advance of Sciei,c

and Freethought in opposition to Christian bigotry. 6d.

Darwin on God. B?/ G. W. Foote. A full and minute acCrjM's
of Darwin’s mental development, with a brief Memoir <
grandfather, the famous Erasmus Darwin ; containing aJF
passages in Darwin's works, and in his Life and Letters, f/-f
ing directly or indirectly on the subject of religion. Ev ~
Freethinker should have, and keep, a copy of this
little volume. 6d.; cloth, is. i

Xiieism or Atheism. Public Debate between G. W. Foote at,Q
the Rev. W. T. Lee. Verbatim Report, revised by both Dis-
putants. Well printed and neatly bound, is. ,

Bible and Beer. By G. W. Foote. Showing the Absurdity of
basing Teetotalism on the Christian Scriptures. Careful,
thorough, and accurate. Freethinkers should keep this Pacn'
phlet by them.

Reminiscences of Charles Bradlaugh. By G. W.
Written directly after Bradlaugh's death, and con |"ise-
personal anecdotes and characteristics not to be found c
where. Necessary to those who want to know the
Bradlaugh.

The Shadow Of the Sword. A Moral and Statistical Essay
War. By G. W. Foote. Christian papers have ca
“ powerful ” and “ masterly.” 2d _ . aj

Infidel Death-Beds. By G. W. Foote. Second
and much enlarged. Contains authentic details o A sketch
of sixty-two historic Freethinkers, and inmost ca__ jnstaBce’
of their lives. Precise references given in ev y

8d.; cloth, is. 3d. v Foote. A
Comic Sermons and other Fantasias. By G. ri)n/cnts.—
selection of the author’s best satirical writings. sin—A
A Sermon on Summer—A Mad Sermon A Ser rnristn138

Bishop in the Workhouse—A Christmas Ser o |udge
Eve in Heaven-Bishop Trimmer’s Sunday "~ T .~stm as"
and the Devil-Satan and Michael-The
Adam’s Breeches—The Fall of Eve—Joshua and J
Baby God—Judas Iscariot. 8d.

Royal Paupers. Showing what Royalty does for the PeoP
and what the People do for Royalty. By G. W. Foote.

Open Letters to Jesus Christ. By G. W. Foote. Racy
well as Argumentative. Something Unique, qd.

Philosophy of Secularism. By G. W. Foote. 3d.

The Bible God. A Scathing Criticism. By G. W. Foote, no-

London : The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited,
i Stationers' Hall Court, E.C.
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NO. 8. NO. 9.
1Pair pure wool Blankets
1 Pair large Bed-sheets
1 Beautiful Quilt
1Lady’s Jacket
(ready for immediate wear)
1 Gent’'s Watch

1 Dress Length, any color

1Lady’s Umbrella
1 Pair Boots

1 Fur Necktie

1 Lady’s Jacket

1 Gent’'s Watch

The Lot for 21s. The Lot for 2ls.

m

o© We made a contract for the pur- 3 3

* chase of 2,000 Gent's Centre * 1
590.7%3 Second Chronograph Watches. a ei

We want to have 2,000 people 3 ';{’d
talking about our business, and to g
make them do it we are putting
a watch into each of these four
parcels absolutely free of all cost.

S
wa

o3
o O
Sr E‘%

1 Gent’s Lounge Suit

Stock Size, in Black, breasted Irish Frieze
Blue, Brown, Grey, or Overcoat
the New Green. Give

chest over vest and in-
side leg measures, also
your height.

1 Gent’'s Watch

Grey.

height. Also
1 Gent’'s Watch

The Lot for 21s. The Lot for 21s.

J*W. GOTT, 2 & 4 Union-street, Bradford.

Works by the late R. G. Ingersoll.

The House of Death. LastW ords on Suicide. 2d.
Funeral Orations and Ad- God and the State. 2d.
.dresses, is. . Why am | an Agnostic?

"Jistakes of Moses. IS. Part I. 2d.

Gie Devil. 6d. Why am | an Agnostic?
o(jpKKstition. 6d. Part Il. 2d.

Shakespeare. 6d. Faith and Fact. Reply to
Jhe Gods. 6d. Dr. Field. 2d.

;He Holy Bible. 6d. God and Man. Second reply
Keply to Gladstone. With to Dr. Field. 2d. 2d

The Dying Creed.

The Limits of Toleration.
A Discussion with the Hon.
F. D. Coudert and Gov. S. L.
Woodford. 2d.

@ Introduction by G. W.
j/oote. 4d.

Home or Reason ? A Reply
p to Cardinal Manning. 4d.

iVe inst Criminals.

%j. s agains riminafs Household of Faith. 2d.
tion on Walt W hitman. Art and Morality. 2d.
@. Do | Blaspheme ? 2d.

. rati°n on Voltaire. 3d. Social Salvation 2d.
raham Lincoln. 3d Marriage and Divorce. 2d
ine the Pioneer. 2d. Skulls. 2d. . .
Vanity's Debt-to T homas The Great Ml.stake, id.

r,laink. ~2g. Live Topics, id.

Lgkggt Renan and Jesus Il;/lyth Ba”d Miracle,.d id.

1 1 h , 1d.

Tiir RIST-  2d- Rom ipmaeren) ”

Ln, EE Philanthropists. 2d. epairing the ldols, Id.

\y., the Redeemer. 2d. Christ and Miracles, id.

and Spirituality.

Isl'at is Religion? 2d Cr.'eeds
suicide a Biic P 2t i id,
1 odon : The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited,
1 Stationers’ Hall Court, E.C.

\TEGETARIAN, Health Foods, Drinks, and other Household
ILth <bods. Vegetarian, Temperance, Advanced Thought,
st, dne>and Dress Reform Literature. Send stamp for price

J-0. BATES, Vegetarian Stores, Victoria-street’
Gloucester.

n (Mention the Freethinker.)

JAU;taker, TIMEKEEPER, WATCHMAN, or any posi*

ePairlon of trust, wanted by a Freethinker (married). Drive,
'tiff ' garden, etc. Capable and reliable. Good references.~

A Peter’s-strcct, Islington, N.

THE FREETHINKER.

(ready for immediate wear)

1Gent’ssingle or double

In Black, Blue, Brown, or
Give chest over
vest measure and your

719'

In stout paper covers, is.; cloth, 2s.

THE

BOOK OF GOD

In the Light of the Higher Criticism.

With Special Referenceto Dean Farrar’s New Apology.

By G. W. FOOTE.

Contents:— Introduction— The Bible Canon— The Bible and
Science — Miracles and Witchcraft— The Bible and Free-
thought— Morals and Manners— Political and Social Progress
— Inspiration—The Testimony of Jesus—The Bible and the
Churchof England—An Oriental Book— Fictitious Supremacy.

London : The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited,
1 Stationers' Hall Court, E.C.

A New Edition

OF

INGERSOLL'S
“MISTAKES OF MOSES.”

Handsomely printed ongood paper and bound in stiffpaper covers.

Price One Shilling.

Also an Edition de Luxe

Printed on Superfine Paper and Elegantly Bound in Cloth.

Price Half-a-Crown.

London : The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited,
1 Stationers’ Hail Court, E.C.

NOW READY,

Photographs of Ir. G I. FOOTE,

President N. S. S., Editor of Freethinker.

These are excellent portraits, and the proceeds of the sales
(by the kindness of Mr. Geo. Cross, Photographer, South-
port) will be handed to the Twentieth Century Fund

Cabinets.is., postage id.

Larger size, 12 by 10, when mounted, 2s. 6tf., postage 2d.
Order from Miss Vance, 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgale

Hill, E.C.
PHOTOGRAPHY. Good Work only.

Every description of Photographs copied same size, reduced, or
enlarged. Cartes-de-Visite, 12, 3s. 6d. ; Cabinets, 6, 4s.; 12,
7s. 6d. Larger sizes at proportionate rates. Send is., with
photograph, for sample sheet of 12 midgets.

Developing, Printing, etc., for Amateurs-

Geo. Cross, M.N.S.S., The Studio, 15 Cambridge Arcade,
Southport.

CHEAP FISH.

We are supplying fresh Cod, Ling, Haddocks, and Rock
Salmon at 2Jd. per pound. Finnon Haddocks, Plaice, and Hake
at 4j£d. per pound. Carriage paid on 35lb. and upwards .
Fryers and Fishmongers supplied at special wholesale rates.
Satisfaction guaranteed.

GRAINGER & WITTERING, Fish Docks, Grimsby.
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Ready Next Week.

THE SECULAR ALMANACK
FOR 1901.

Edited by G. W. FOOTE
AND

ISSUED BY THE NATIQ#NAL SECULAR SOCIETY.

CONTAINING

A Calendar, Full Information About Freethought Societies at Home and Abroad, and Special
Articles by G. W. Foote, C. Watts, C. Cohen, A. B. Moss, W. Heaford, “ Chilperic,”
and “ Mimnermus,” etc., etc.

PRICE THREEPENCE.

THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING Co., Ltd., i STATIONERS' HALL COURT, LONDON, E.C.

NOW READY.

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK

FOR

FREETHINKERS AND INQUIRING CHRISTIANS.

EDITED BY

G. W. FOOTE and W. P. BALL.
A NEW EDITION, REVISED, AND HANDSOMELY PRINTED.

CONTENTS :
Part |I.—Bible Contradictions. Part I1.—Bible Absurdities. Part I11.—Bible AtrocideS
Part IV.—Bible Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promises, and Unfulfilled ProphecieS'

Cheap Edition, in paper covers, is. 6d.; Best Edition, bound in cloth, 2s. 6d.

THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING Co., Ltd., i STATIONERS'" HALL COURT, LONDON,

BIBLE ROMANCES.

By G W. FOOTE.

CONTENTS :
The Creation Story. The Tower of Babel. Balaam’s Ass. A Virgin Mother.
Eve and the Apple. Lot's Wife. God in a Box. The Resurrection.
Cain and Abel. The Ten Plagues. Jonah and the Whale. The Crucifixion.
Noah’s Flood. The Wandering Jews. Bible Animals. John's Nightmare.

THE SECOND (REVISED) EDITION COMPLETE.
160 Pages. Bound in Cloth. Price Two Shillings.

Free by Post at the Published Price.
Mr-

“ The neat little volume before us, which ought to be read by everyone desirous of the truth in ?“cdub'esMinind'
Foote’s style is always bright, and the topics dealt with are of a nature to awaken interest even in tn

Reynolds's Newspaper.

THE FREE THOUGH T PUBLISHING Co., Ltd., i STATIONERS' HALL COURT, LONDON, E-

Printed and Published by Thb Freethought Publishing Co., Limited, i Stationers' Hall Court, London, E.C.



