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Christian Beasts in China.
Sir Robert Hart ended his first article on china, in
the November number of the Fortnightly Review, with
a sentence that was very significant to those who had
enough information to be able to read between the lines.
“ Meanwhile,” he wrote, “ the once crowded Peking is a
desert, and the first few days of foreign occupation have
seen much that need not have occurred and will certainly
be regretted.”

Since then all the i’s in this passage have been dotted
with a vengeance. The whole truth has not been told

for, as one correspondent said, the English papers
would not dare to print it; but enough has leaked out
to damn the Christian Powers (who are pretending to
school and punish China) as the vilest malefactors in
the sight of civilisation and humanity.

to the first place, the armies of the Christian Powers
in China have proved themselves well-practised thieves.
They are not even at war with China, for war has not
been declared. Ostensibly they are there to enforce
certain laws of international morality, which they
a*ege that the Chinese have violated. Yet the first
thing they do, after shooting down the Chinese who
stand in their way, is to indulge in unlimited looting.
It is agreed on all hands by correspondents at Peking
and elsewhere that temples, palaces, and private
dwellings have been lifted with Christian complete-
ness ; and that what could not be carried away
bas too frequently been wantonly destroyed. And the
~am of thejoke, as far as it is a joke, is the fact that
1 Christian missionaries have had a good share in the
Plunder. Mr. Thomas F. Millard, the Daily Mail
correspondent, says that, “ In all the loot phases the
niissionaries have had their share. The day after the
effations in Pekingwere relieved a prominent missionary,
accompanied by a large number of Christian Chinese,
invaded the residence of a prince and made a big haul,
ucidents like this were numerous. When the pur-
chasing period came, missionaries not only attended
lhe sales, but opened loot marts themselves, sending
their Chinese converts out to provide the stock.”
Dr- E- J. Dillon, in the January Contemporary Review,
~ays that, under the pretence that civilised rules of war
do not apply to barbarians, the looting was continued
until “ there was nothing left worth carrying off. 1he
Japs left off looting first, but they had got most of the
gold. After them came the Russians. 1he civilisers,
as Dr. Dillon facetiously calls them, burst into the
unperial apartments of the Forbidden City, and took
away what they called souvenirs. *“ Coolies carrying
coals,” he says, “ to steamers in Hong Kong could not
c more expeditious than was this respectable gathering
0 military and civil officials in stowing away the most
unwieldy vessels, images, and ornaments between their
c’°ats and their skins.” The looting, in fact, was so
profitable that it became quite a fashion. Not satisfied
With pillaging the Chinese quarters of the cities they
e”1@red, the allied troops sometimes looted the houses
0 European residents, carrying every portable article
away, and destroying what they could not carry.
i ianos,” Dr. Dillon says, “were demolished with
bayonets, mirrors shivered in a hundred fragments,
Paintings cut into strips. This,” he adds, “ was done
y Europeans in the houses of the people whom they
~aa been sent to protect.” Some netted hundreds and
ome thousands of pounds. Common soldiers, of
°urse, did not get as much, but they had their propor-
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know the bill he was running up when he shot a German
Minister and sent a few missionaries to the kingdom of
heaven.

It will not surprise any student of history, or of
human nature, to learn that looting and destruction of
property are by no means the worst inflictions upon the
Chinese by the allied army of the Christian Powers.
Sir Robert Hart only suggests the wholesale slaughter
that has been going on. Dr. Dillon, however, does not
shrink from telling the story. Mr. George Lynch, the
special correspondent of the Express, had to some
extent anticipated him. “ The cry of * Sha, sha I (Kill,
kill!),” he wrote, “ which the Boxer mob shouted out-
side the Legations, has been answered from Europe by
the German Emperor’s speeches for ‘Vengeance, ven-
geance,’ and in paying a visit to the house of the prefect
of the German section yesterday afternoon the effects
of his speeches were everywhere apparent.” “ Woe to
the vanquished men, women, and children,” Mr. Lynch
added, “ during the next six months.” Dr. Dillon is
far more precise. He gives details which are enough
to freeze the blood or make it boil, according to the
reader’s temperament. Here is his most general state-
ment :(—

“ During the war which was waged, but not formally
declared, no quarter was given to Chinese regular
soldiers ; in battles and skirmishes no prisoners were
taken, and after easily-gained victories wounded enemies,
instead of being cared for, were put to death like
venomous reptiles ; nay, thousands of defenceless and
well-meaning Chinamen were slaughtered in cold blood,
and not always, it is said, with the swiftness or the
minimum of physical pain with which the man of average
humanity would snuff out the life of a wild beast. In
Tungtschau and Peking, Chinese girls and women of all
ages were raped first and hayonetted afterwards by men
whose governments were wrapping themselves up in the
soft wool of Mary’s little lamb.”

On leaving Tientsin, Dr. Dillon passed through what
had been a happy, smiling, and prosperous district,
until the “ civilisers” from Christian Europe fell upon
it The result is best told in Dr. Dillon’s own
words \—

“In the twinkling of an eye it had all been trans-
formed, and fathers, sons, daughters, and mothers now
lay hidden in the mould, covered with matting, buried in
the rubbish or floating down the river. A wave of death
and desolation had swept over the land, washing away
the vestiges of Chinese culture. Men, women, boys,
girls, and babes in arms had been shot, stabbed, and
hewn to bits in this labyrinth of streets.”

After relating a number of particular instances of
wanton cruelty, Dr. Dillon tells us what he saw of the
terrible massacre at Tungtschau.

“ | speak as an eye-witness when | say that over and
over again the gutters of the city of Tungtschau ran red
with blood, and | sometimes found it impossible to
go my way without getting my boots bespattered with
human gore. There were few shops, private houses, and
courtyards without dead bodies and pools of dark blood.
....... No native’s life or property was safe for an hour.
Men | had been speaking to before lunch were in their
graves by sundown, and no mortal will ever know the
reason why. The thirst of blood had made men mad.
The pettiest and most despicable whipper-snapper who
happened to have seen the light of day in Europe or
Japan had uncontrolled power over the life and limbs,
the body and soul, of the most highly-cultivated Chinaman
in the city.”

The Japanese generals were the first to repress these
bloody outrages. *“ In worldly wisdom,” Dr. Dillon
says, “ as in their commissariat and hospital organisa-

tion, the Japs were considerably ahead of the best of
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the Christian allies.” The Russians seem to have been
the worst, as might have been expected, and next to
them the French. No quarter was given by them to
the Chinese, whom they shot down like dogs irrespec-
tive of age or sex. *“ The British forces,” Dr. Dillon
says, and one is glad to hear it, “ took prisoners when
possible and looked after the wounded.” Rut down to
the end of October none of the other European troops
“ approved the principle or imitated the practice.”

Up in far Manchuria, over which the grim paw of the
Russian bear has been laid heavily, the Chinese have been
massacred in myriads. “ An Eye-witness,” writing to
the Westminster Gazette from Blagovestschensk, told a
tale of horror that could scarcely be eclipsed by the
worst records of the past. Whole towns were wiped
out of existence.,, A district inhabited by at least
100,000 Chinese had been turned into a desert. Steam-
ing down the Amour the ship’s paddles were obstructed
every minute by festering corpses of Chinese men,
women, and children. “ We shall never be able,” this
writer said, “ to ascertain the exact number of those
who perished by fire, by the sword, or by drowning;
but we know now that nothing is left of those villages
so animated a few days ago, and that a pall of deadly
silence hangs over the whole countryside, which hence-
forth seems accursed for ever.”

Students of Milton will recollect his terrible phrase of
“ Lust hard by Hate.” The murderer and the violator
are brothers, or at least first cousins. Where the
Christian “ civilisers” have gone they have paid no
respect whatever to the Chinese women, whom they
have too often treated like Jack the Rippers, violating
them first and stabbing and slashing them to death after-
wards. Let us hear Dr. Dillon :—

“ Females of all ages have been abused to death.......
Wives and daughters hanged themselves on trees or
drowned themselves in garden-wells in order to escape a
much worse lot. Chinese women honestly believed that
no more terrible fate could overtake them than to fall
alive into the hands of Europeans and Christians. And
it is to be feared that they were right. Buddhism and
Confucianism have their martyrs to chastity, whose
heroic feats no martyrology will ever record. Some of
those obscure, but right-minded, girls and women hurled
themselves into the river, and, finding only three feet of
water there, kept their heads under the surface until
death had set his seal on the sacrifice of their life.......
But a large number of ill-starred women fell alive into
the hands of the allied troops. | saw some of them in
Peking and Tungtschau, but already dead, with frightful

gashes in the breast, or skulls smashed in, and one with
a horribly mutilated body.”

But the infamy of this treatment of Chinese women,
guilty of no offence whatever against their outragers, is

best seen in a specific instance. We quote from Dr.
Dillon again

““What in heaven’s name is this?’ | exclaimed one
day, thumping with my knuckles a very big black box
in the house of a rich man, who may then have been in
Abraham’s bosom or in Dives’ company. The house was
in Tungtschau, the sombre receptacle in one of the
largest rooms, and a torturing stench proceeded from it.
"It is the girls, sir; three girls,” answered my attendant,
who was a European. ‘Their corpses are lying in the
box there,” he explained. ‘Who put them there?’
‘ Some officers.” ‘ Are you quite sure of it?" ‘Yes, sir;
| was here when it was being done.” ‘' Did you see the
young women yourself?” ‘1 did. They were the
daughters of the man who owns the house. The officers
raped them, and then had them stabbed with bayonets.
When they were dead they were put into this box, and it
was covered up, as you see.” ‘Good God, what a dismal
state of things we are coming to.” ‘That sort of thing
happened before, sir. Very' often, too, | can tell you.
There were worse cases than this. These here were

raped and stabbed ; others have been raped to death, and
got no stabbing.’”

Even in the month of September, Dr. Dillon says,
three French soldiers entered a house in a respectable
part of Peking which was then under Russian “ pro-
tection.” The father, mother, and daughter were all
at home. Seeing the maiden, the scoundrels resolved
to deflower her. First they shot the parents dead, to
prevent their interference ; but the victim’'s screams
were heard by Chinamen next door, and they induced a
European to go with them and see what was going on,
and on the arrival of these unexpected visitors the three
scoundrels decamped.
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Mr. George Lynch says that when the French general
was remonstrated with about the frequent occurrence of
disgraceful outrages by his troops, he replied : “ It is im-
possible to restrain the gallantry of the French soldier.’
Gallantry, forsooth ! Was there ever a worse prostitu-
tion of the word than applying it to the deeds of men
more brutal than wild beasts in a state of rut? For
even those beasts practise a measure of courtship with
their females.

Dr. Dillon exonerates English and German officers
from blame in this respect. On the whole, however,
he says that “ To compare nationalities in respect of
the guilt of their representatives would be at once mis-
leading to the historian and prejudicial to the' cause of
humanity.” Outrages on women were frequent and
heinous, and continued to be perpetrated long after
looting and massacre were checked by the generals.

“ The policy of the Powers,” Dr. Dillon says, “is a
sowing of the wind, and the harvest reaped will surely
be the whirlwind.” Chinese men prize the honor of
their women as much as we do, and Chinese women are
as chaste as our own. The exploits of these Christian
beasts in China will, therefore, dwell like a consuming
fire of vengeance in the hearts of thousands of Chinese
husbands, fathers, sons, and brothers. They will long
for the day of retribution. And it may come a good
deal sooner than many imagine. It is impossible to
keep China from arming and drilling. Her population
is too great, her territory is too vast, her resources are
too prodigious. Christian Europe is driving her into
militarism in mere self-defence. Shelias always desired
peace, but she is being hounded into war. And when
she realises Sir Robert Hart's prediction, and has twenty
million soldiers, all equipped with the most scientific
weapons of offence, let the Christians Powers look to
themselves! For their own orgie of blood and lust
may be repeated at their own expense.

Why is it, we have to ask in conclusion, that so little
protest has been raised over here against the conduct
of these Christian beasts in China? The first answer is
that they are Christians. That fact seems to make all
the difference in the world. It is only the sins of the
“ heathen” that stink in the nostrils of the devotees
of the meek and lowly Jesus. The second answer is
that the Chinese question is not being taken up by any
great political party here for the sake of political
capital. So slender is the real disinterested love of
“ righteousness” bred in the average Christian after
nearly two thousand years of the “ only true religion.”
This truth should be realised by Freethinkers, and it
should make them more zealous than ever in attacking
the Christian superstition. 1f we must have a religion,
let us discard the Religion of Christ and try the Religion
of Humanity. G. W.

Foote

What is Agnosticism?

I read with considerable interest Mr. George Jacob
Holyoake’s article in the Freethinker of January 6,
entitled “ Agnosticism Higher than Atheism.” Upon
one point it was satisfactory to me, in that it showed
that the veteran had not approached one iota nearer to
Theism. To ascertain this was one of my principal
objects in asking him to state why he had discarded
the use of the term “Atheist” and adopted that
of Agnostic. | was anxious that theological oppo-
nents should have no grounds for assuming that Mr.
Holyoake had changed his opinions in reference to
the question of the existence of God. It is gratify-
ing to learn from his article that he is as firm
as ever in his rf/xbelief in all Theistic pretensions.
However, it does not matter very much by what name
you are called. “ A rose by any other name would
smell as sweet.” If, therefore, Mr. Holyoake prefers to
use the term “ Agnosticism ” instead of “ Atheism ” as
representing his inability to believe in a deity, he has a
perfect right to do so. The result is the same, at least
in this case, inasmuch as both the Atheist and the
Agnostic admit that they are “ without God.” In fact,
Mr. Holyoake asserts, in his “ Reply ” to me, that his
Agnosticism enables him “ to recede further than ever”
from the theologian. If this be so, his Agnosticism is
really more “extreme” than Atheism, for he very
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wisely and accurately says that “ the very idea of an
originating' Deity has no place in the understanding.
Atheism, as | understand it, goes no further than this.
Christian opponents who have recently rejoiced over
Mr. Holyoake’s alleged “change of front should
remember that he as an Agnostic, and | as an Atheist,
hold precisely the same views as to man’s inability to
know anything about the being called “God. i his
justifies my opinion that, so far as principle is concerned,
there is no essential difference in the meaning of the
two terms. Hence my Atheism includes Agnosticism ,
and if Mr. Holyoake’s Agnosticism causes him (as he
says it does) “ to recede further from” the Theists, then
his Agnosticism includes Atheism. The question of
policy is not now under consideration, but simply that
of principle, upon which there is no radical disagree-
ment between us. Therefore,

Strange all this difference should be
"Twixt Tweedledum and Tweedledee.

In penning this rejoinder to Mr. Holyoake’s reply to
me, it should be distinctly understood that | do so in no
captious spirit, but solely from the desire to ascertain if
his present attitude towards Theism is superior to his
former. Being a controversialist himself, he has encour-
aged others in their free and honest criticism. Therefore,
as one of his humble disciples, | strive to emulate
him in this particular. It is to be hoped that the reader
will follow me while I examine what Mr. Holyoake has
said in his courteous, and in some instances facetious,
reply to my recent article, “ Principle or Policy™
Which ?”  Frankly, it appears to me that his “ reply
Is not conclusive. He commenced by misunderstand-
ing my meaning ; he continued by indulging in a good-
natured delusion ; and he concluded by omitting to
notice some essential points which were submitted to
him, and by entirely misrepresenting my meaning
possibly through the defective manner in which | stated
my case.

In his first paragraph Mr. Holyoake fails to under-
stand me. | did not apply the phrase “change of
front” to his “ opinions concerning Atheism,” but
simply to the substitution of the word “ Agnosticism
for that of “ Atheism.” He admits, however, that he
has taken a “ new attitude”—only the change, he
says, took place “ forty years ago.” Yes, but heffid
n°t then take to using th'e term “ Agnosticism,” to
which 1 was referring. The reference to Rip Van
Winkle is not relevant to the case in point, if Mr.
Holyoake’s statement is accurate. ’lheCatskill Moun-
tains sleeper is said to have found, when awaking, that
ieverything was changed ; but Mr. Holyoake's position
Is that there has been no change in his attitude towards
Atheism for forty years. “ Bless his oblivious soul, |
have been wide awake during the past forty years, for
during that time | have noticed that until recently Mr.
Holyoake employed the word “ Atheism,” as of old,
without making any mention of “ Agnosticism. lie
d'd this in 1870, in his debate with Mr. Charles
Hradlaugh, which shows that it is less than forty years
aS° that he assumed a “ new attitude.” Besides, at
that time the term “ Agnosticism ” was not in vogue.
l-et me assure Mr. Holyoake that | did not go up the
Catskill Mountains to sleep for forty years. | remained
wide awake, and watched the development of specu-
lative thought. Hence, when Huxley introduced the
term “ Agnosticism,” | at first thought that it did differ
somewhat from Atheism, and | wrote in Secular Thought
to that effect. I, however, kept sufficiently awake to
study the subject, with the result that | have come to
. ® conclusion that, except as a matter ot policy, it is
1 rnmaterial whether one calls oneself an Atheist or an
Sa%]é)stic, inasmuch as in principle they both signify the

Mr. Holyoake fails to answer the following ques-
i10ns : (1) What does either the Atheist or the Agnostic
~now that the other does not or cannot know ? (2)
H°i n°* k°tb claim to have no belief in God? Mr.

ulyoake says that, in substituting the term “ Agnostic”
Or that of “ Atheist,” he proposes “ an additional word
,or those who are something more.” Now, what | wish
t°i In°'y's : " What is this something more ?” We are
Ola; «Agnosticism is a challenge. It says: ‘1 do

know ; do-you ? Your assertions have no force,
-'idence from the field of facts is wanted.”” But this
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is precisely what Atheism says. Where, then, does the
difference come in? In his debate with Mr. Bradlaugh,
Mr. Holyoake said that he “ always stated Atheism ” to
represent a mind “ without that conclusive knowledge
which the Theist assumes about Deity.” Again | ask,
Wherein does this differ from Agnosticism ?

I am not puzzled as to the difference between knowing
and not knowing, when these words are used‘in a
general sense. It is only when they are applied to
Agnosticism and Atheism, as Mr. Holyoake so applied
them, that their meaning is obscure. The same vague-
ness pertains to his remarks as to disbelief and non-
belief. My question was, not what the words mean,
but what is the essential difference between them, so far
as being “ without God” is concerned? This is a very-
different question from the one Mr. Holyoake replied
to, and | think that | have sufficient “ discrimination ”
left to enable me to divine why he altered the sense of
the question | put to him. | retain “ discrimination ”
enough also to detect the inaccurate way in which Mr.
Holyoake refers to what he said about the “ ignorance,
lust, drunkenness, gluttony,” etc., of Atheism. | did
not say, as Mr. Holyoake asserts, that he spoke of
Atheism “ generally.” On the contrary, | distinctly put
it that he alluded to what he termed “ negative Atheism,”
the existence of which | denied, as described by him.
As he once himself said : “ Whoever sees in Atheism
simply the development of a negation sees but half the
truth.” Moreover, it was of Atheism, and not of
Atheists, that he spoke in words which it pained me to
read. My contention is that there is no form of Atheism
deserving the epithets employed by Mr. Holyoake.
“ Where has his discrimination gone ” that he confounds
principles with the weaknesses of some of those who
profess them ?

Possibly it will be as well to close this friendly coiu
troversy, as the difference between Mr. Holyoake and
myself is more in respect to forms of expression than to
principles.  Perhaps, however, the brief “ passage of
arms ” has stimulated some of our readers to think. If
so, our labors have not been in vain.

Charles W atts.

Gold for God.

T he faithful just now are very much concerned with
finance. The religious weeklies are full of it. They
positively bristle with figures. Pages are occupied
with appeals and reports having reference to amounts
required, amounts promised, and amounts paid. One or
two journals have even found it necessary to issue sup-
plementary sheets. There can be no doubt about it
huge sums are being raised. The totals of what has
already been received are of truly remarkable dimen-
sions, and they are being added to every day. What
the aggregate of the various funds will be when closed
it is too early yet to estimate, but it is certain to be
something very considerable indeed.

These funds are being raised mainly by Nonconformist
bodies-—the Wesleyan Methodists, the Baptists,, the
Congregationalists, the Bible Christian Methodists, t)ie
Welsh Calvinistic Methodists, etc. Quite at the top of
the tree, both in the amount aimed at and in the amount
received, stands the Wesleyan Methodist body. Their
requirement, or rather the requirement of those who
have originated the fund, is merely the modest sum of
¢£1,050,000. Towards this there has been £921,(551
promised and ¢£555,000 paid. The collection is sitill
going on, possible sources being by no means exhausted.
Next come the Congregationalists, who are aiming, at
¢£525,000, and have received promises in excess of that
amount. The Baptists want ¢£250,000, of which
¢£163,318 has been promised. The Wesleyan Methodists
of Ireland are trying to raise (£50,000, of which ¢£27,1538
has already been paid. The Bible Christian Methodists
aim at ¢£25,000, and the Welsh Calvinistic Methodists
at 100,000, of which ¢£90,000 is promised. A glance at
these figures will show that not only are great achieve-
ments contemplated, but that they are in a fair way to
accomplishment.

What is itall for? And what is the occasion ? Well,
it is hardly necessary to say the occasion is the twentieth
century, which most people are by this time pretty
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well tired of hearing about, though they continue to
accord it a tacit recognition by living init. The general
object of the funds is open to various interpretations.
The promoters, and those by whom they are officially
supported, spend most of their eloquence in impressing
their respective communities with the fact that it is “ all
for the glory of God.” The donations are “ gifts to
God.” These are frequent phrases in the appeals, and
largely, if not entirely, account for the extensive response.
What God wants with all this gold it is difficult to under-
stand. But perhaps some explanation is afforded when
the promoters of the funds get upon another tack, and
urge the need for funds to improve the position and
extend the operations of their respective church organi-
sations. This latter object is intelligible enough, and
is, of course, at the bottom of the financial movement.
No doubt it will be said that these two objects are in
reality one—that what is for God’s Church is also for
God himself. Perhaps so, perhaps not ; for it all
depends upon whether these Dissenting bodies are
really God’s Church or Churches. There is a very
ancient and important ecclesiastical institution, with
world-wide ramifications and a Pope at its head, which
would distinctly declare that these Dissenting bodies
are not included in God’s Church, but, by reason of
their heresy, are outside its pale.

However this may be, the Nonconformists who are
raising these funds declare that they are doing it all for
the glory of God and his work on earth. In order that
that may be accomplished, the chapels, ministers, and
chapel organisations must be supported. This resolves
itself, after all, into pretty much the way that General
Booth puts it: “ Give the glory to God, and the cash
to me.”

Without doubt the vast bulk of the subscribers to
these funds are influenced by the idea, constantly im-
pressed upon them, that they are giving to God. They
are not giving to Mr. Perks and Mr. Price Hughes, or to
the heads of whatever community they belong to, or to
the machinery of their sects, but to the Deity himself.
And what a lot that means to the ordinary pietist! He
feels that he is contributing to his eternal salva-
tion ; that he is at least taking one step on the road to
heaven ; that his munificence or his self-sacrifice will be
recognised by the One Above ; that the fact of his gift,
great or small, will be placed to his credit in the heavenly
registers ; and he fully expects, having regard to the
Scriptural promise, to be repaid a hundred-fold. He
may disavow any such motives or expectations, and
repudiate them as too mercenary to be entertained by a
truly religious man; but he is influenced by them all the
same. It is not in human nature to resist these prompt-
ings, given a firm belief in the Scriptures and a know-
ledge of the promises they contain. In his heart of
hearts, he expects to make a profit by what he gives,
and to make it, if not now, certainly in the heavenly
hereafter. At the least, he believes he is, as Oliver
Wendell Holmes puts it, “ making friends in Influential
Quarters.”

Isit anywonder, then, that with these operating induce-
ments there should be a ready and extensive response
among the religious bodies in which the appeals for the
Twentieth Century Funds have been made ? We our-
selves, as Freethinkers, have a Twentieth Century
Fund; but we do not hope to derive from our contri-
butions to it any heavenly reward or, individually, any
personal earthly gain. The Funds of the religious
bodies, however, are on a different basis, and are
forwarded by appeals that must ensure the maximum of
response as long as human nature, governed by religion,
is what it is. We, therefore, see nothing surprising in
the fact that the large sums mentioned above should be
confidently asked for, nor that extensive promises and
payments should be made.

It is, however, a lamentable circumstance that the
new century should begin by the devotion of so much
money to purposes which are so foreign to the real well-
being of the community. It will be money devoted
mainly to the bolstering up of forms of superstition of
which we hope future centuries will see the end. If any
defence be made on the ground of some proportion
being allocated to educational and charitable purposes,
to the improvement of people in purely secular direc-
tions, we accept the plea as an expression of regret that
such an application cannot be made of all.
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It is much to be hoped that in some future and happier
century, if not in this, rational and utilitarian views will
have so far progressed that, when huge funds are raised,
they will not be devoted to so-called “ gifts to God,

who does not want them, but to human creatures who
do.

Francis Neale.

An Oriental Book.

Dr. Farrar stumbles, on one occasion, against the
true theory of the Bible. Having to furnish an excuse,
if not a justification, for the outrageous crudity of a
good deal of its language, he reminds us that decorum
changes with time and place. “ The rigid external
modesty and propriety of modern and English litera-
ture,” he observes, “ is disgusted and offended by state-
ments which gave no such shock to ancient and Eastern
readers.” And he adds that “ The plain-spokenness of
Orientals involved no necessary offence against abstract
morality.” This is true enough, but the argument
should be developed. What is urged in extenuation of
the grossness of the Scripture is really applicable all
round—to its mythology, its legends, its religion, its
philosophy, its ethics, and its poetry. The Bible is an
oriental book. And this one statement, when properly
understood, gives us the true key to its interpretation,
the real criterion of its character, and the just measure
of its value.

It has been well remarked that the ordinary Christian
in this part of the world appears to imagine that the
Bible dropped down from heaven—in English. Even
the expounders of the Higher Criticism, in our own
country, read it first in their mother tongue ; and
although they afterwards read it in the original Greek,
and sometimes in the original Hebrew, they are under
the witchery of early impressions, and their apologetics
are almost entirely founded upon the vernacular Bible;
Thus they lose sight, and their readers never catch a
glimpse, of the predominant element, the governing
factor of the problem.

All the Bibles in the world, like all the religions in
the world, came from the East. “ Not one of them,”
as Max Midler remarks, “ has been conceived, com-
posed, or written down in Europe.”* He classes the
Pilgrim's Progress among the “ many books which
have exercised a far greater influence on religious faith
and moral conduct than the Bibles of the world” ; but
Bunyan’s originality was artistic, and not religious ; he
absorbed the Puritanism of his age, and reproduced it
in the form of a magnificent allegory. Religious
originality does not belong to the Western mind, which
is too scientific and practical. Every one of the
fashionable crazes that spring up from time to time,
and have their day and give place to a successor,
is merely a garment from the old wardrobe of super-
stition. This is true of Theosophy, for instance ; all its
doctrines, ideas, and jargon being borrowed from India.
“ There are five countries only,” Max Miiller says,
“ which have been the birthplace of Sacred Books:
(1) India, (2) Persia, (3) China, (4) Palestine, (5)
Arabia.” All come from the East, and all have a
generic and historic resemblance. Not one of them
was written by the founder of its religion. Moses did
not write the Pentateuch, Christ did not write a line
of the New Testament, Mohammed did not write the
Koran, Zoroaster did not write the Avesta, the
Buddhist Scriptures were not written by Buddha, and
the Vedic hymns are far more ancient than writing in
India. All these Sacred Books embody the accepted
beliefs of whole peoples ; all of them are canonical and
authoritative ; all contain very much the same ethical
groundwork, in the form of elementary moral prohibi-
tions ; all of them are held to be of divine character ;
all of them become a kind of fetish, which is worshipped
and obeyed at the expense of the free spirit of man,
who is told not to be wise above what is written.
Ecclesiastical or kingly authority has generally given
these books their final form and character. Their
establishment takes place in open daylight, but their
origin is more or less shrouded in mystery. “ It is

* Max Miller, Natural Religion, p. 538.
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have
curious,” Max Miller says, “ that wherever we uage

sacred books they represent to us the oldest language
of the country. It is so in India, it is the same in
Persia, in China, in Palestine, and very nearly so in
Arabia.” *

Bring any oriental religion into Europe,, and it must
change or perish. Christianity is not true, as Mr.
Gladstone and so many orthodox apologists have
argued, because the Christian nations are at the top of
civilisation. The Caucasian mind led the world before
the advent of Christianity, and it is doing the same
now. Christians are apt to forget that Greece and Italy
Rre in Europe, and that Athens and Rome—two
imperishable names in the world’s history—were far-
shining cities before a good deal of the Old Testament
was written.

Keep any oriental religion in the East, however, and
there is no saying how long it will last unaltered. Do
not travellers talk of the unchanging East? The civi-
lisation of China is almost what it was thousands of
years ago. Syrian life to-day is like a picture from the
Bible. And the old Orient, as Flaubert said, is the land
of religions ; and where Asia looks upon Europe, and
the communication between them began of yore, you
may sample all the faiths of antiquity. Flaubert
remarked that the assemblage of all the old religions in
Syjﬁ_i#'\h}% sdmething incredible ; itwas enough to study
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them to be confused echoes of the oracles of Jehovah,
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hypocritical homage to its clearest injunctions ; and the
higher development of decency and propriety makes us
turn from its crude expressions with a growing sense of
disgust, while the progress of humanity fills us more
and more with a loathing of its frightful wars and ruth-
less massacres, its tales of barbaric cruelty, and its
crowning infamy of an everlasting hell.
—G. W. Foote, in “The Book of God."

Acid Drops.

T hose Catholic pilgrims from England to St. Peter’s and
the Vatican had better have stayed at home. Their leader,
the Duke of Norfolk, had better have stayed at home, anyhow.
This superstitious nobleman has been, and may be again, a
Minister of the Crown in England. Yet he goes to Rome
and talks more like a monk than a statesman to the Pope.
“We pray and we trust,” he said in reference to the New
Century, “ that it may witness the restoration of the Roman
Pontiff to that position of temporal independence which your
Holiness has declared necessary for the effective fulfilment of
the duties of bis world-wide charge.” In other words, the
Duke of Norfolk hopes that the Pope will once more become
the temporal Lord of Rome, and as much surrounding
territory as possible, as well as spiritual Lord of the whole
Roman Catholic world. But it is quite clear that Italy wants,

and means to keep, Rome as the capital of its Monarchy or
its Republic—as the case may be. And as Italy will never

give up Rome without a long and bloody fight, the Duke of
Norfolk piously wishes for that calamity, just for the dear old

flx’r%’&et'ﬁesﬁiﬂ?ke HiSNEAUNER AN Bt R SORK BT oPRAEE e
if

AO in
, ___Where the Catholics are in a
minority they ask for religious liberty. Where they are in a
majority they deny it. Proselytism on their part is freedom ;
proselytism on the part of others is a crime.
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Poor old Papa Pecci, in his reply to the Duke of Norfolk,
harped upon the same string. “ Under our eyes,” he said,

“in this holy city, j u}% be the inviola d

catnehisn, ¢ * PRIERH  pciions MG
of the”country to corrupt the f . u wh;ch pretends to leave
of the specious doctrine 01 juuk.n.,.  focljinn the doctrines
each the right of interpreting in his own fashion the doctrines
of Christ.” Evidently the Pope thinks that the toleration of
Catholics in London is all right, but that the toleration of
Protestants in Rome is all wrong. We have no doubt
whatever that the old gentleman would drench the earth
with blood—not his own, of course—to recover his Church’s

former position. But fate is against him, and he would be
wiser to yield with a good grace to the inevitable.

The Roman Catholic Church in England and Wales has
[ one bishop, twenty-five priests, and.seven churches more than
it Rad twelve mBRAths ags: , The aumRes OF Cafifetierirehe
bishops.and b n P * of churches™apels
number cffpr.est? the num ~ offarchbish”

and bishops is six; clergy, 4 j > a.g est;mated as follows:

Catholic population of Gre.i gcotland, 365,000.
land'and Wales, x.soo.ooo0”Scotland, 3 5.

e e rn,, r*hnlic Chnrch in

The statistical increase of the Catholic Church in this island
Js not aiarming. Still, it goes on steadily, and should make
Freethinkers pause and reflect. It is easy enough to talk
about “ the decay of superstition,” but the Hard truth is there

are signs Bf Feaetisn evewjyhere. \We do not mean in
the world of pure thought, whose inhabitants are few ; but
in the great general world, peopled by what Matthew Arnold
called “ the average sensual man.” The same phenomenon
is visible even in France, where the Catholic Church has
gained tremendously in wealth and power during the last ten
or fifteen years. It behoves Freethinkers to rouse and brace
themselves for a hig struggle, unless they are prepared to
see the former conquests of Freethought submerged in a
great deluge of revived superstition.
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Some profane “ chestnuts” appear in Mr. Thomas Ncw-
bigging’s collection of Lancashire Humor, just published by
Dent & Co. Several of them were printed, in slightly
different forms, years ago in the Freethinker. Here is one
that will probably be recognised by our older readers, though
it may be new to the younger ones. An enthusiastic pigeon-
flier lay dying, and the parson paid him a visit and endeavored
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to turn his thoughts to his approaching end. The casual
mention by the parson of heaven and the angels interested
the dying man. He had seen angels depicted in the picture-
books with wings on their shoulders. An idea struck him,
and he inquired : “ Will aw ha’ wings, parson, when aw get
to heaven?” “Yes, indeed,” replied the parson, willing to
humor and console him as best he might. “ An’ will you ha’
wings when yo get theer ?” “ Oh, yes, I'll have wings too;
we'll both have wings.” “ Well, aw tell till what,” said the
dying pigeon fancier, his eye brightening as he spoke, “ Aw
tell thi what, parson ; when tha comes up yon, aw’ll flee yo
for a sovereign !”

Another “chestnut” is told in connection with Bishop
Fraser, of Manchester, though it dates far before his episco-
pate. His lordship, it is said, came across two gutter urchins
who were just finishing a mud house, and he asked them
what they were doing. “ We've been makin’ a church,”
replied one of them. “ A church ' responded the Bishop,
much interested, as he stooped over the youthful architects’
work. “Ah, yes, | see. That, | suppose, is the entrance
door” (pointing with his stick). “ This is the nave, these are
the aisles, these the pews, and you have even got the pulpit!
Very good, my boys, very good. But where is the parson ?”
“ We ha' not gettin’ muck enough to male’ a parson 1” was
the reply.

Someone has evidently been taking the British [Veekly to
task for its recent front-page article on unbelief as “ The Sin
of Sins.” It now returns to the subject, and emphasizes its
statements. It says that, “ difficult as the doctrine is, its
evidence is plain and commanding.” The sin, it argues,
consists in mistrusting and despising the love offered by
Jesus Christ.  “ It may well be the sin that is beyond forgive-
ness.” But suppose that, on intellectual grounds, we are
forced to mistrust this alleged divine love. Are we, there-
fore, to be damned ? If so, as far as we are concerned, Christ
had better have kept his love to himself. At any rate, it
would be absurd under the circumstances to describe it as
infinite.

A quite exceptional experience is awaiting some lucky
shorthand writer. He has been engaged to take down the
contents of a book to be dictated to him by a spirit ! The late
Florence Marryat has several times communicated with the
London Society of Spiritists, according to its lion. sec.—first
on the day of her funeral, and at different times since. She
has Been invited to materialize, but declines to do so, on the
ground that that is not part of her duty in the other world.
She will, however, dictate a book of her experiences since she
crossed the river. She wishes it taken down in shorthand,
and arrangements have been made for that to be done.

It is to be hoped that the shorthand writer will be very
careful What he is about, or there is the possibility that we
may be misled on some important point. The transcript
should be read over to Miss Marryat's spirit. Then we
should feel quite assured as to her experiences in the “ life
beyond the river.” We shan’'t at all mistrust the spirit. It
will be the shorthand writer we shall be suspicious about.

The lion, secretary of this London Society of Spiritists,
Mr. E. Gambier Bolton, has related to an interviewer a
marvellous account of what happened when, 01l the night
of Miss Marryat's funeral, some fourteen or fifteen people
belonging to the society were present at a meeting. “We
were not thinking for the moment about her when there
came a voice saying : 1There is a woman here who was at
Miss Marryat’s funeral.” One of us, the lady in question,
answered that she had been there. We—the rest of us—did
not know, | think, that anyone present had been there. ‘You
saw a man alone in the gallery ?’ the voice asked, and the
lady addressed replied that she had, but that only the fact of
one solitary man being in the gallery had caught her atten-
tion. ‘That was her husband, said the voice, and when we
inquired later we found that such was the case.” *“ Was it
Miss Marryat's voice?” asked the Evening News representa-
tive. “ No, the voice was that of a man. He spoke in
ordinary cultivated English tones. Now, our medium is a
shoemaker. We brought him from the Midlands, and he
is a man of no education ; certainly he could not have pro-
duced the voice. It came from a spot within about six or
eight feet of him, and was perfectly clear and distinct. ”

Wonderful! Of course, it is easier to believe in spirits
than in ventriloquism. And quite impossible for a shoemaker
to utter just twenty-three words “in ordinary cultivated
English tones.”

Professor Henry Jones, formerly of Bangor University
College, has been lecturing on the prospects of religion.
The chief dangers to religious life were, he said, indifference
and Agnosticism, and in this connection he suggested that
Mr. Balfour’s “ Foundations of Belief” ought really to be
called “ Foundations of Unbelief.” The suggestion is rather
rough on-the philosophic Arthur. '
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The community of Vernon, on the bank of the Seine, has
been scandalised by the behavior of a cow which escaped
from a herd and was found on the roof of the church.
We refrain from the obvious comment that beneath the same
roof donkeys might perchance be found.

Dr. Andrew Wilson cites a capital example of Professor
Huxley’s caustic but genial wit. Speaking of the difficulty
students experience in remembering the exact situation of the
mitral and tricuspid valves of the heart, Huxley remarked that
he remembered that the mitral (so-called from its resemblance
to the headgear of the Church dignitary) must be on the left
side, “ because a bishop could never be in the right.”

We didn’t know that “ Soldiers of the Queen” was a hymn,
but so we learn from the conclusion of the following letter
addressed to a City Missionary in the East End  “deare
Mishonairy,—i have the Sad plesure to rite an say that my
husbud dide las nite so he wont nede the things you was
goin to fetch Him today. | aint got no vail to ware to the
funnyral, allso no black gluvs so if you pleze be so kind as to
git Me some kidd ones number sevun, allsoe a hankerchif
with a wide black Border an black stockins i will be all fixed
out for the funnyral wich i invite you to on wensday at too
oklock. Allso is it the fashun now for the widder not to
Show herself to the funnyral while the performance is goin
on? If it is i will stay in the kitchin but i peefer the other
way of the morners bein whare they kin be seen. Allso if you
send anny Flours roses will be peeferred, also a cupple of
baskits of coal if it stays cold until wenesday. Allso would
you pleze sing the ‘Soljers of the Queue’ to the funnyral ?
My husband was a soljer an that was his faverite him.”

Henry B. Clarke, who was plaintiffin an action against the
late Mr. Bradlaugh to recover penalties against that gentle-
man for sitting in the House of Commons without first
taking the oath, has just died at Tottenham. He died with
the agreeable knowledge that the bigotry of which he was
the poor tool ignominiously failed.

An appeal to Christian missionary societies has been issued
by the various sections of the Buddhist faith in Japan. They
beg that all unnecessary offence to the prejudices and beliefs
of the Chinese should be avoided, and they ask that no
pecuniary compensation should be demanded for the attacks
on Christian missionaries or on missionary premises. The
Methodist Times, commenting on this appeal, endeavors to
shift all the blame on to the Roman Catholics. “ They
have,” it says, “ always been a political curse in China, inter-
fering with Chinese politics. The present outbreak is mainly
due to their intolerable interference with the internal affairs
of China.” _

Protestant missionaries, of course, have always been meek
as lambs and mild as doves, never giving the slightest offence
to the native population amongst whom they have installed
themselves. This is probably why they have suffered. The
dreadful Roman Catholics, who have done all the mischief,
are not, of course, Christians. The only Christian mission-
aries in China are of the Protestant persuasion, and the
exasperated Chinese ought to have known it, and drawn a
proper distinction. o

Another “clerk in holy orders” gone wrong. The Rev.
David Hamer, rector of Thackford, who has been missing
for some weeks, has been deprived of his living by the
Norwich Consistory Court.

So the Church Gazette is dead. We thought it was too
liberal and rational to live even in the Broad section of our
beloved Established Church. Thank God, we have still left
to us the sparkling Church Times on the one hand, and the
amiable Rock on the other. The defunct journal made the
mistake of supposing that there was a sufficient number of
people in the Church who cared for common sense and plain-
speaking, and were willing to support a bright and up-to-date
organ. Those who were its readers up to the last will now
have to turn to the Freethinker if they wish to know the truth
on current religious topics. They didn’t always get it in the
unfortunate Church Gazette.

The proprietor of the Church Gazette seems to have lost so
heavily on the paper that he has found his way into the
Bankruptcy Court. He is Mr. William Routh, an M.A. of
Cambridge, and formerly Master of St. Peter’s School, York,
and chaplain to the late Sir Frederick Milbank, of Bcdain.
He started the Church Gazette in i8g8, having then a capital
of £7,000. This has all been expended on the paper, which
has never paid its way. The debts exceed ;£i,0ao, and the
assets are returned at £700 odd. The case is in the hands of
a trustee to wind up in bankruptcy.

A Christian turned heathen has been discovered in the
person of William Klemmez, a citizen who lives at Reading,
Pennsylvania. For the last fifteen years he has been making
idols, which he considers saered. He built a temple on
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Mount Penn, where the images have been made and ww-
1shipped. There are rows of them, the largest being \ *
calls “The God of Silence,” Some represent former well-
known men of the city who have died. He 11 t
being residents of another world, they have as mu P
there as they formerly had in the city-which seems to be a
quite too sanguine expectation.

According to calculations of expenditure on missions and
the results, published in the Sunday Companion, the < <g
cost of making a Christian convert on the pacahc Islands is
£50 i in the Black Continent of Africa, £70. South America
stands next in difficulty of conversion. Most of the name
Indians became Roman Catholics three centuries ago, ' _
the rule of Spain. 11costs a full £ 100 for every fresh convert
to Protestantism.  Rather moreis the cost ot the I<e c
while the climax is reached among the Chinese, w icre y
2,000 Europeans and Americans do not make even thrown
number of conversions in a Iyear, in spite of 'vor »
difficulty, is without parallel.

The Divine Potter” is the term by which Hugh 1rice
Hughes refers to the Deity in the Methodist dimes. Ot
course, we know the origin of the allusion ; but somehow
it looks funny, especially from the pen ot one who is so
Punctiliously reverent. The “ Divine Potter,” we may observe,
ias turned out a remarkable quantity of cracked ware.

The Miracles of Unbelief is the title of a pretentious
volume by Frank Ballard, M.A., B.Sc., F.R.M.S., etc. We
“on't propose to criticise it. That, in a large measure, is
done by some of the Christian reviewers, who do not spate
'‘t- For instance, the Examiner observes that, as Dr. Bruce
described his volume on apologetics as “ Christianity defen-
sively stated,” this book by Mr. Ballard might be described
as “Christianity offensively stated.” The title is bad, the
tone is bad, andthe triumphant logic defective. 1 he reviewcr
Points out a number of glaring errors of statement, some of
which vitally affect the arguments advanced. And he adds
that “ so doughty a champion, who goes forth to battle with
so fine a scorn for his foe and bold a boast o his own
weapons, should have no weak joints in his armor.

lhere is a story going round the press in relation to St.
Albans, Holborn. It is said the Duke of York is not infre-
quently a member of the congregation. On one occasion he
requested that a pew might be reserved for him and the
Duchess. He was respectfully informed that under no circum-
stances were seats reserved for anybody. The Duke was
resent. at the service in spite of the refusal. We don't
IeVe Iy |f the story is true, St. Albans is the only church
-ondon that wouldn’t toady to Royalty.

. curious sect, named Dyrniki, have settled in a village

shU~nisk>  Eastern Russia. They discard all churches,

insVcontcrnpt for sacred pictures, and conduct their services
the open air, with their faces turned towards the East.

Says Archdeacon Madden : “ Take a walk some Sunday

enmg during church hours, and notice the thousands that
it® UAking the Sunday a day of pleasuring.” Well, what of

*  Why should not people get as much rational pleasure as
they Gan on Sunday, which is’ the only available tlay for vast
taflitudies who need some relaxation from their daily toil?
larsons may easily eschew recreation on the Sunday, for
many Of them—we do not say all, but certainly a good
number—contrive to be practically free during the best part of
Ihe week. They are the people, and not hard-working folks,
lo martyrise themselves on the blessed Sabbath.

.The Rituaiistic desire to shake off State control of the
Establishment leads to some unexpected publications of
/nth. ~ For instance, we find 1l a special sketch in the
WRUIRM Times the following queries : “ Is it not the verdict of
in ffT.that the voice of the Bishops in legislative matters is

hi 1 Ctive'_ftnd their vote worthless? Was it riot one Arch-
>siop, with six Bishops, who first defeated Romilly’s

1oposal to repeal the statute which punished thefts of the
@ount pi five shillings with death? Did not the Bishops
jPpose Clarkson in his'-movement for the liberation of slaves?
iU rany. Bishop ever originated any law which can offer a

s "cation for the position of the Bishops in Parliament ?”

has “bssian bishop, the Ve_rr¥l Rev.
yy/i/'Pen a book, entitled The Soothsayer Balaam ; or,

ProY 0?,uUtenofa Sorcerer into a Prophet.  He says that the
pro™Jec'es of Balaam constitute one of the most convincing

thr. _So' flic authenticity of the Pentateuch. Is this where
e dss comes In ?

Seraphim, of Ostroj_?rl?
e

Eath"l tic freethinker has been located so near to St. Paul’s
strucklwc "Aturally take additional interest in that colossal
and nUe at I1c toP  Ilc MJ- _ Imagine, therefore, our grief
I°’rm O to. **Am that a late internal crr$iellishment in the
alette tL F'cture Is little less than a scandalous outrage. In
“dic r1° the Rock, It is pointed out that the picture represents

Judge of mankind by the figure of one who appears
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ashamed to show his face, and who carries a pair of equally-
balanced scales, implying that men are to be judged by strict
justice, and not ‘ with equity’—not with justice tempered by
mercy. Time and Death (in one) are represented tg/ an
unbecomingly nude young man ; .Mortality by a hideous
festering woman ; and the Resurrection by cut, and therefore
perishing, flowers. The picture would have done fairly well
for an old heathen temple, but it is scandalously out of place
in a Christian church.”

According to Canon Driver, D.D., the Book of Daniel was
written by an anonymous author. The aim of the first six
chapters is not historic, but didactic, the miracles related in
them being “ imaginative anecdotes.” The seventy weeks
are a chronological error. The writer foretold the probable
time of the death of Antiochus, but was wrong as to the place
and manner of it. The “ one like a Son of Man ” in vii. 13 is
the ideal Israel, not the Messiah, and the coming “ with the
clouds of heaven ” denotes Israel’s exaltation to supreme rule
over the earth which was “ to follow immediately upon the
overthrow of the fourth empire in the person of Antiochus.”
Since the king died in b.c. 164 and was succeeded by his son,
these predictions proved untrue almost as soon as they were
made. Such are some of the conclusions arrived at in Canon
Driver’s lately-published work, The Book ofDaniel, with Intro-
duction and Notes.

Apropos of the Bishop of Worcester's suggestion that the
Revised Version should be used in the Churches, an irate
cleric writes to the Church Times in the following terms :
“The real reason why it is impossible to give a hearty
adherence to the Revised Version Is that the work of Revision
was preceded by a celebration of the Holy Communion in
Westminster Abbey, at which one who openly denied the
Godhead of our Blessed Lord was present, and partook of
the sacred Elements. The man who allowed, if he did not
even urge, that shameful act of sacrilege has gone to his
account ; and we need not judge him. But how could the
Divine Blessing attend an undertaking begun with such a
monstrous act of treachery to our Incarnate Lord ? For that
reason alone, no power on earth, in Church or State, would
ever compel me, for one, to use the Revised Version in the
services of the Church.”

Is not the above a charming specimen of clerical bigotry
and pig-headed obstinacy ? Because one of the Revisers,
who was a Unitarian, was permitted to “ communicate,” this
cleric will not use a Revised Version, which admittedly
corrects a number of errors in the old version in use, and is
immeasurably superior in every respect.

Has the Bishop of Chidiester been reading so-called
“ Church Defence” tracts? asks the Christian World, At
the institution of the new vicarof Goring the other Sunday, his
Lordship said that “ they were often told the clergy of the
Church of England were State-paid, and that the nation had
a right to their endowments ; but this was not so. The
Church of England, as an% student of history knew, was
established long before either the Monarchy or Parliament
had any existence, and her endowments were the voluntary
offerings of her sons and daughters in past ages.” The
Christian World challenges him to produce a single instance
of such “ pious ancestors.” No doubt there were such bene-
factions, but they arc lost in the Church lands which were
improperly bestowed on the nobility by Henry VIII. ;
whereas the Established Church is chiefly maintained, to
between four and five millions a year, out of statutory tithe-
rent-charge, which both the late Mr. Gladstone and Mr.
W. Il. Smith concurred in holding “ to be national property.”

The Rock is not inclined to part with the doctrine of eternal
damnation without a struggle. Canon Carmichael recently
urged that the establishment of a system of interminable
punishment for the miserable, ignorant fools that make up the
ruck of humanity would be a waste of power unworthy of
the wisdom of God. The Rock replies that the same objec-
tion would apply to the scheme of redemption. Quite so;
both schemes are incredible.

Here is a little extract from a letter by Professor Huxley to
Charles Kingsley, which appears in the lately-published
biography of the Professor : * | know that | am, in spite of
myself, exactly what the Christian world call, and, so far
as | can see, are justified in calling, atheist and infidel. |
cannot see one shadow or tittle of evidence that the great
unknown underlyin? the phenomena of the universe stands to
us in the relation of a Father—oves us and cares for us as
Christianity asserts. On the contrary, the whole teaching of
experience seems to me to show that, while the governance (if
I may use the term) of the universe is rigorously just and
substantially kind and beneficent, there is no more relation
of affection between governor and governed than between
me and twelve judges.”

A proposal recently came before the Eexhill District
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Council to defray the cost of consecrating' the new cemetery
out of the rates. To endeavor to tax the ratepayers for an
absurd ceremony of this kind was a piece of cheek which the
Nonconformists very properly and successfully resented.
The local Churchmen have now been forced to raise amongst
themselves a fund for the purpose.

Andrew Carnegie (the New York Trulhseeker says) is a
member of the Lotos Club of this city, and made a short
speech when the Chinese minister was a guest of the club,
telling this story : One day, when he was in China, his host,
a Chinese nobleman, came to him in the morning in tears,
and, upon being questioned, said that he had been sitting up
all night with his wife, who was in a serious condition from
grief and worry. She was prostrated, Mr. Carnegie said,
because she had found that a missionary had obtained control
over her eldest son and was teaching him to despise his
ancestors and defile his family, and do all things that are
repugnant to self-respecting Chinese. “ Now,” said Mr.
Carnegie, “ who has been doing this thing? Dr. Harper has
been doing it. He was there in that city, living there with
eight servants (the man had not been able to keep one
servant when he was in Pittsburg ; it was a wonder to me
that he was even able to support himself), and he was there
trying to teach religion to a Chinese whose ancestors had
been civilised when his people were eating one another.
Confucius teaches that no matter in what form worship may
be offered, and no matter to what God, if it is honestly offered
it will reach the supreme being. Let us let these people
alone.”

The Churchmen’s Union have held a meeting to discuss the
subject of hymns. They have felt, it was announced, “ that
the time has come when steps should be taken to provide a
book of hymns which are not out of all accord with the best
thought of the day.” This shows that even in the Estab-
lishment things are moving.

Poison in the chalice. And the priest likely to get more of
it than anybody else. This is the present aspect of the Lancet
scare. The question has stirred up even the sedate and jog-
trotting Record. It publishes some correspondence which is
not at all of a reassuring character. One writer points out
that the clergy have the first turn at the chalice and therefore
a clean rim, whilst the congregation have less and less with
each round. Another writer mentions the fact that the clergy
are required to drink the last dregs of the wine, when all
have communicated. They, therefore, run a greater risk
than anybody. The same correspondent, however, piously
adds : “ | am prepared to trust the Lord to take care that his
ordinance shall cause no harm to those who obey Him.”
This confidence is very well from the point of faith, but it is
hardly justified by past occurrences—such, for instance, as
the catastrophes which have happened to congregations who
have assembled to worship “ in his Name.”

Some at least of the members ol the Hull School Board
require themselves a little more of the education they are
engaged in dispensing. A discussion took place at a recent
meeting as to the substitution of “man” and “woman” in
certain minutes instead of “ male ” and “female.” The pro-
posal, having regard to the context, was a barbarous defiance
of grammar, and was objected to as such. The greatest
piece of ignorance, however, was displayed by a lady
member, Mrs. Gardner, who argued that the terms “ male”
and “ female ” should be used because they occurred in Holy
Writ in connection with the animals that went into the Ark 1

What price this for a sample of Puritanical sourness ?
The Church Family Newspaper says : “ Pleasure-seeking
must be sternly expelled from the religious life. The clergy-
man must let it be known unmistakably that it is not his
business to entertain his people either in church or out of it.”
But then, what about the unconscious entertainment so many
clerics afford when they attempt to be most solemn and

severe ?

It was on January 14 that the annual “ Festival of the
Ass” used to take place as a commemoration of the Flight
into Egypt. It was the most fantastic of the forgotten
observances of the Roman Catholic Church, and not the
least of its absurdities was the fact that the congregation
was instructed to bray like an ass instead of answering with
the customary responses.

Reynolds's Newspaper, in answering a correspondent who
styles himself a “ Freethinker, but no Atheist,” says : “ The
grievance as to the Blasphemy Laws ought, of course, to be
remedied ; but these laws are, to all intents, obsolete.” W.ith
the greatest respect for our contemporary, we venture to say
that this is misleading. No law is ever really obsolete until
it has been declared so by a bench of judges. Before our
own prosecution for “ blasphemy” the common law as to
that “ crime ” had been declared to be “ practically obsolete ”
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by the late Mr. Justice Stephen. But that was in a law
book, not from the seat of justice. No one had been im-
prisoned under the Blasphemy Laws for more than twenty
years, yet they were found to be anything but obsolete when
we were prosecuted. As a matter of fact, we suffered the
heaviest sentence passed upon any “ blasphemer” during the
nineteenth century, for we were not treated as a first-class
misdemeanant, but treated like a common felon. Twenty
years have not rolled by since then, the Blasphemy Laws still
exist, and they may yet find another victim.

Long before our imprisonment, Charles Bradlaugh used to
warn the Freethought party against treating the Blasphemy
Laws as obsolete. He was constantly pointing out the
necessity of agitating for their abolition. Many shook their
heads and thought he was too anxious. But they knew he
was right, after all, when they saw the editor of the Free-
thinker c&rriei off in “ Black Maria” to Holloway Gaol.

Charles Bradlaugh tried to repeal the Blasphemy Laws
when he settled down on his seat in the House of Commons.
He brought in a Bill with that object, but it was bitterly
opposed by pious fanatics like Mr. Samuel Smith, and it was
only supported on a division by forty-five members. Surely,
after that definite refusal of the House of Commons to pass
Bradlaugh’s Bill, it is more senseless than ever to assert that
the Blasphemy Laws have lost all their force and are no
longer to be dreaded.

After the defeat of Bradlaugh’'s Bill, Mr. G.J. Holyoake
formed a Liberty of Bequest Association, with a view to
getting a Bill brought before parliament to legitimate
bequests for free inquiry and free publication of opinion in
matters of religion. Beyond getting printed, however, this
Bill never made any progress, although it was backed by
men like Mr. Samuel Storey, Mr. Henry Labouchere, and
Mr. Lloyd George ; and of late years it seems to have dropped
out of the field altogether. Personally, we never thought
such a Bill stood the remotest chance of being carried. Still,
we felt that Mr. Holyoake was entitled to his chance of seeing
what could be done ; and we should have been greatly pleased
if hecould have associated his name with the triumph of
such a measure. But when year after year rolled by, and
nothing substantial was effected, we considered it madness
to wait any longer, while thousands of pounds were being
lost to our movement. We, therefore, set our own wits to
work and devised the Incorporation which is known as the
Secular Society, Limited. That Society secures for the
Secular movement all that would have been realised by the
carrying of the Liberty of Bequest Bill. The trick is done.
The problem is solved. And heterodox bodies that wish to
legalise themselves have only to copy our model, with what-
ever slight alteration they deem desirable.

Colonel E. H. Nicholson, J.P., has been ventilating his
faculties at Newark, and talking on the subject of Education.
He deplored the “ divorce of religion from education,” which
he thought “ a scandal and a curse.” Considering that this
military gent, was speaking at the annual dinner ot a Church
scholastic institution, it would seem that something stronger
than soda-water had got into his head. Surely the “ divorce ”
he complained of has not taken place there.

An article in the Catholic, headed “The Deluge,” and
dealing with “ the late Bob Ingersoll,” shows the ignorance
and imbecility which Catholic writers feel they can safely
presume upon in their readers. Ingersoll is taken to task
for treating the Deluge as universal, whereas it was a local
affair.  When the Bible writer referred to the “ highest hills
under heaven ” being covered with water, he meant only as
far as you could see. But why not add that he wrote on a
big plain, where the highest visible eminence was as lofty as
a Dutch cheese ? At this rate we shall hear that the Flood
was a village catastrophe that drowned a dozen chickens and
a litter of blind puppies.

The Catholic critic says that Joshua told the sun to stand
still because he was a shepherd-soldier, and thought the sun
went round the earth. What stopped was the earth itself, and
not the sun. Indeed! Does this writer know what would
happen if the earth stopped? Not a single human being would
survive to tell the tale.

The older view of idealistic dualism is breaking up with all
its mystic and anthropistic dogmas, but upon the vast field of
ruins rises, majestic and brilliant, the new sun of our realistic
monism, which reveals to us the wonderful temple of nature
in all its beauty. In the sincere cult of “ the true, the good,
and the beautiful,” which is the heart of our new monistic
religion, we find ample compensation for the anthropistic
ideals of “ God, free will, and immortality” which we have
lost.—Ernst Haeckel,
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Mr. Foote's Engagements.

Sunday, January 20, Athenaeum Hall, Tottenham Court-road;
7-3 ' The Pope, the Catholic Church, anil the French Republic.”

To Correspondents.

Mr. Charles Watts's Engagements—January 20, Sheffield ;
27, Leicester.—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.

J. Partridge.—Thanks for the birthday message from Birming-
ham friends.

Adolfo De Maglia.—Your card to hand. We should be happy
to see you again, either here or in Spain.

H. Percy Ward.—Thanks for the volume. It is certainly odd,
in more ways than one, to see the Freethinker article on the
late Cardinal Newman reproduced in a collection of press
obituary notices, edited by a Roman Catholic priest. Looking
over the collection, we see that it was the Freethinker writer
who best understood Newman ; which is, perhaps, not so
surprising, after all. The champions of Faith and Reason
recognise each other over the heads of illogical intermediaries.

E. R. Woodward.—See “Sugar Plums." As to the other
matter, we note what you say, but the distinction we drew
remains.

E-,J. Gould.—Our compliments to Mr. S. Leeson.

We remember
him.

E- J. Voisey.—Thanks for cuttings.

The other matter has been
seen to.

A. E. \indow.—Thanks for your good wishes, but the " rank
v are making a poor show in the January " Shilling
Week." Perhaps the time is unfavorable, so soon after the

holidays ; but we hardly think this is a sufficient reason.

E. B.—We have no room to deal with him this week, s
leave him entirely to you—with perfect confidence.

S. Wiiiteway—We warned Freethinkers week after week, and
month after month, not to send orders for literature to Mr.
Robert Forder. You and other persons still continue to do
so; and if he neither executes your order, nor returns your
money, nor even takes any notice whatever of your communi-
cations, you can hardly expect us to accept any responsibility.
_we are even ignorant of Mr. Fordcr's present whereabouts.
I be shop in Stonecutter-street has been closed since last April,
but presumably letters addressed there for him arc delivered
elsewhere by the Post Office.

National Secular Society.—Miss Vance acknowledges
Benevolent Fund: C. Pottage, 10s.; General Fund : W. 11. S.,
&

W- P. Ball.—T hanks for your valued cuttings.
Frankel.—See “ Sugar Plums.”

A* Grover.—You need not trouble to give authorities for the
statement that the world was inhabited by human beings for
ever so many thousands of years before the alleged creation of
Adam and Eve. That fictitious event was said to have taken
place about 6,000 years ago; and it isa commonplace of modern
*cmnce that the human race is immensely older. See the

Creation Story" chapter in Mr. Foote’s Bible Romances.

J- Tisil—Correction made as desired. Considering all we have
0 do with one pair of hands, it is surprising that mistakes arc
net more frequent.

" E. Willis.—Thanks for cuttings.
@*. Mullett.—Cleverly put.

But we cannot discuss the matter
,n this column.

Lye.—W e hope so too.

Light” and Materialism.—Pleased to hear you consider our
reP'y satisfactory.

Papers Received.—Newark Herald—Crescent—Boston Investi-
gator—Truthseeker (New York)—Freidenkcr—Searchlight—

Secular Thought—Blue Grass Blade—Two Worlds—Umpire—
Free Society.

Rll.nds who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by
marking the passages to which they wish us to call attention.
1j- National Secular Society’s office is at 1 Stationers' Hall Court,

-uUgate Hill, E.C., where all letters should be addressed tc
Miss Vance.

L>-T,yKK Notices must reach 1 Stationers' Hall Court, Ludgate
“ 17 U-C.., Dy first post Tuesday, af they will not be inserted.

Orders for literature should be sent 5 e F i Blib-

FEeliaYg
JishiriK Company, Limited, i Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate
Hill, E.C.

Letters for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate Hill, E.C.

Tiie Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing
°ffice, post free, at the following rates, prepaidOne year,
ios. 6d.; half year, 5s. 3d.; three months, 2s. fid.

Seale of Advertisements:—Thirty words, is. 6d.; every suc-
ceeding ten words, 6d. Displayed Advertisements: One inch,

4s. 6d.; half column, ¢1 2S, 6d.; column, £2 5s. Special terms
*°r repetitions.
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Personal.

| have still to ask the indulgence of my readers and
correspondents. Owing to the variable, but chiefly
foggy, weather in London my cold has proved an
obstinate one, and | am quite unable to work at my
usual high pressure. Robert Browning made Ronsard
say of Clement Marot that

His faculties move in no small mist
Since he versified David the Psalmist.

For my part, I have not versified the Psalms, but my
faculties have been moving in a mist for another reason.
There is nothing like a bad cold for making you feel as
though your brains were clogged and wanted stirring
up with a tablespoon. However, | am progressing
towards my normal health, and | hope to be myself
again in a few days. “ Something too much of this,”
as Hamlet says, though I have said as little as | found
possible. G. W. Foote.

Sugar Plums.

Mr. Foote lectured to a good audience at the Athenaeum
Hall, London, on Sunday evening, his subject being “ Shake-
speare and the Bible.” His address on such a subject was, of
course, very highly appreciated. This evening (Jan. ZOI) he
lectures again from the same platform. His subject will be
“The Pope, the Catholic Church, and the French Republic.”

The London Freethinkers’ Annual Dinner, under the
auspices of tile N.S. S. Executive, took place at the Holborn
Restaurant on Monday evening. Nearly a hundred sat down
to the tables, including most of the principal workers in the
Freethought movement in London, and a very gratifyin
number of ladies. After the dinner, which was of the usua
excellence in that establishment, the second part of the
program opened with a pianoforte solo by Mr. Frank Merry.
Mr. Rowland Merry then sang a humorous song, “ Has it
ever occurred to you ?” Next came that clever and popular
entertainer, Mr. John Warren, who gave a capital exhibition
of his ventriloquial powers and native humor, with the aid of
a colleague who travelled in his handbag. Madame Alice
Lovcnez followed with a song that onablcd her to do justice
to her fine, well-trained voice. Next came the Chairman’s
Address. Mr. Foote briefly reviewed the recent progress of
the movement, and referred to its improved financial pros-
pects. He alluded to the personal losses sustained towards
the close of the last century' in the deaths of Charles Bradlaugh
and Colonel Ingersoll, and to a less degree in the deaths of
J. M. Wheeler and S. Hartmann. Mr. Foote saluted the
memory of the last-named as a true, valiant soldier of liberty
and progress, amidst the heartfelt“ hear, hears ” of the whole
company. Fortunately, good men still remained in the
movement. There was his veteran colleague, Mr. Charles
Watts, on the one side of him, and on the other side his
younger colleague, Mr. C. Cohen, from whom he expected
much in the future work of the Society. Mr. Foote having
finished his address, Mr. F. Hermann obliged with a violin solo,
which was accompanied on the piano by Mr. F. David.
Next came the one Toast of the evening—"* The Freethought
Movement at Home and Abroad.” It was ably proposed by
Mr. Watts and very briefly seconded by Mr. Cohen, who said
he would “spare” the company for once. Miss Jennie
Atkinson then sang *“ Killarncy," which admirably suited
her sympathetic voice ; and by way of encore she sang
beautifully another Irish song, “ The Wearin' of the Green.”
Mr. Will Edwards followed with two really humorous songs
rendered with delightful verve. Finally, the company had
the pleasure of hearing another fine song from Madame
Lovenez. After which came “ Auld Lang Syne” and the
breaking lip of the party, all of whom appeared to have
spent a most enjoyable evening; a good deal of which, of
course, they owed to the labors beforehand of the ever-active
and capable secretary, Miss Edith M. Vance.

Mr. Charles Watts lectures to-day, Sunday, January 20
(afternoon and evening), in the Hall of Science, Rockinghani-
street, Sheffield. His subjects are new and appropriate to
the times, and should draw large audiences.

Mr. Charles Watts is anxious to visit Bristol, Plymouth,
and, if possible, other places in the West of England. This
would be under the special Scheme, and the financial respon-
sibility would be principally borne by the central authorities in
London. It is very desirable that Freethinkers in the towns
named and suggested, who are willing to co-operate in
carrying out the local arrangements, should corrtmumcate
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as soon as possible with Miss Vance, the N. S. S. secretary,
1 Stationers’ Hall Court, E.C. Halls would have to be
engaged, bills printed and posted, other advertising done,
and provision made for the necessary business at the public
meetings.

Plymouth lost two strong and faithful servants of Secular-
ism by the death of Messrs. Barter and Smith, but there are
a good many Secularists in the Three Towns, and some of
them should be willing to do a little work for the movement.
There are many Secularists in Bristol, too, and a good Branch
ought to exist there. This would be quite possible if some of
the better sort of Secularists would see to the organisation,
instead of leaving it to any person of conceit, incapacity, and
ill-manners, who may step to the front and do more harm in
a month than could be undone in a year.

Mr. Cohen would follow Mr. Watts in the West of England,
and Mr. Foote would probably come afterwards, so that the
propagandist effort might be sustained.

Friends in Lancashire, Yorkshire, the Midlands, and the
North of England, who are willing to assist in the arrange-
ments for lectures in those districts, should also lose no time
in communicating with headquarters.

Mr. E. B. Rose, an old member of the Camberwell Branch,
lectured at the Hall last Sunday after an absence of thirteen
years in South Africa. His subject, “ The Truth about the
Transvaal,” attracted a large audience, who listened for an
hour and a half with every appearance of interest and
approval. Mr. Rose is a thoroughly capable lecturer, who
should be an acquisition to the Secular platform.

Mr. J. D. Shaw, of Waco, Texas, had to discontinue the
publication of the Independent Pulpit. He has now revived
it, so to speak, under the title of the Searchlight. We have
looked through the first number, and we feel justified in
wishing the new venture all success. Unfortunately, over in
America, as well as here in England, a Freethought paper
takes a lot of running.

Mrs. A. Bradley, an elderly lady, keeps a newsagent’s shop
at 8 Robin Hood-lane, opposite the gates of the Blackwall
Tunnel. She displays the Freethinker in her window, and
persists in doing so though she has lost two or three of her
best customers in consequence. We hope the local Free-
thinkers will patronise her shop as far as possible by way of
compensation.

George Macdonald, of the New York Truthseeker, lately
said that he could not endorse the statement of another Free-
thought paper that “ Dr. Roberts was the equal of Ingcrsoll.”
Dr. Roberts, some of whose addresses we have had the
pleasure of reprinting in the Freethinher, has written to Mr.
George Macdonald as follows : “ Let me thank you again
and again for the statement in clipping above. While I
recognise the fact that such comparisons are made with
kindly intent, yet they give me unspeakable chagrin, morti-
fication, and pain. Mr. Ingersoll had noequal and has none.
He was and he is peerless. lie can have no successor. His
mantle fell on no one. ‘Great Achilles is dead and no one
left in Ithaca can bend his bow.” Any man who calls himself
‘another Ingersoll,” or the ‘ new Ingersoll,” or the * Ingersoll
cf the West,” or uses that great name in any such way, of
consents to its use, is guilty of an act of desecration.”

Mr. Watts’s new pamphlet, entitled Spiritualism a Delusion,
is described by Reynolds's as “a masterly exposure of the
follies and fallacies of this modern form of witchcraft.”

Four soldiers in the First Essex Regiment send us ns. for
the I'reethought Twentieth Century Fund. Their spokes-
man, A. W. Stavers, sends us with the remittance a well-
written, interesting letter. He and his three comrades hope
the Freethinkers of England will make the Twentieth Century
Fund a glorious success. A postscript to his letter runs as
follows : “ Mail just arrived. Newcastle friend sends Free-
thinker for November 18. Your article re Marie Corelli and
Jesus Christ is much enjoyed. May you long be spared to
g:ontriblute many more healthy articles to your ever-welcome
journal.”

Shilling Week.

Unfortunately, we are unable to print any list of subscrip-
tions this week. Our printers inform us at the last minute
that they have not received the larger part of the copy we
sent them under this heading. It is too late to remedy the
matter ; so, instead of printing an imperfect list, we prefer to
hold it back altogether till next week.
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A Heathen Lady.

Mrs. Marilla M. Ricker has presented the Chamberlain
Free Library of New Hampshire with the complete works of
the late Robert G. Ingersoll (by whom she swears), and is
ready to supply other libraries.

She calls herself a heathen, yet in her heart she is the
opposite, for her nature is kindly, and her charities many;
nevertheless, she is a disciple of Ingersoll. She is vice-
president of the National Legislative League, the object of
which is to obtain for women equality, municipal and indus-
trial rights through action by the National Congress and the
State Legislatures.

Mrs. Ricker is one of the best-known women lawyers in
the land. She is the first woman who ever attempted to vote
in the country—that was in 1870, when she fortified herself
by preparing a constitutional argument for the selectmen of
her town (Dover, N.H.), which closed with these words :
“ So long as women are hanged under the laws, they should
have a voice in making them.”

Mrs. Ricker was brought up ona New Hampshire farm,
was trained to teach the young “ idea how to shoot,” gradu-
ating from Colby Academy, and beginning this work at
sixteen. In 1862 she married, and became a widow in 1868,
acquiring a large property from her husband. Her only
brother was killed in the Civil War.

Left a widow at twenty-eight, and with means, she con-
cluded to travel, and did, going to Germany and France,
where she remained two years, and acquired the languages.
She, too, has travelled over her own country, and is about to
start for California to spend some months.

In 1890 she applied for admission to the New Hampshire
bar, and was admitted—the first and almost the only woman
to enter. Her fight against the directors of the Dover
National Bank, and her success in that suit, is a matter of
history. It proved her to be a woman of great acumen and
persistency. She had a personal interest, too, being a stock-
holder ; but her chief aim was to show up the real culprits.

—Boston Sunday Post, December 9.

The Sphinx.

T he Sphinx sits ever by the stream of Life,

Even as he sits amid the Pyramids

Within the narrow valley of the Nile. -

We question ever : What is life and death ?

Who put us here ? What keeps us? To what end ?
These questions ask we, and no answers come.
Man builds his creeds ; and each creed disagrees
With all the rest; the old ones fade away,

And new ones come instead ; creed follows creed,
Till in the endless maze we grow confused

And turn and face again the silent Sphinx.

The brutes around us mock us with their forms,
Saying : “ You sprang from us—the stream can rise
No higher than its source. Hold, hold, proud man,
Amid your dizzy dreams. Do not forget

Your kindred here, for you are one of us,”

The earth, our mother, puts her silent force
Upon us and restrains us to herself,

Saying : “ You are my children. You are made
From out my elements. You rose from me ;
From me drew sustenance ; and unto me

You must return. My iron hand of law

Is on you. You cannot escape from it.”

The far-off sun looks at us from his throne,
Saying : “ | am your father. You have drawn
Your life and light from me ; the energy
Coursing in thrills electric through your veins,
You gained from me ; the very tints you wear
Upon your souls, these also came from me :
All these must be surrendered once again.”

The stars gaze on us from the shores of space,
Like beacons o’er the sea, and seem to say :
“ We arc the emblems of the Universe,
The blossoms of Eternity ; but you
Are merely worms, and, like the worms, must die.”
And then our creeds all melted from our minds,
As melts the dew on a summer morn.
We turn and look once more upon the Sphinx,
That sits like a mysterious question mark
Before the portals of Eternity,
That silent sits and nothing says at all.
——Boston Investigator. Arthur Edgekton.

At one of the primary schools in a Connecticut town a
teacher put the following question to one of the boys in her
class : “ If the zenith is the point directly over our heads,
what is the point directly under our feet ?” The boy replied
at once : “Hell.”
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Christianity and Civilisation.—VI11I.

The Question of Slavery.
( Continuedfrom p. 21.)

It is at once a disproof of Christian claims and a pro-
found satire upon them that slavery should have been
unknown in North America until it was taken there by
those most Christian of Christians, the seventeenth-
century settlers. It was such a settled portion of
their conception of things that none of them appear
to have questioned either its social or scriptural
validity. In some points their ideas on the subject
underwent a change for the worse. In Europe there
had been growing a feeling that slavery was only per-
missible so long as the slave was not a Christian. But
in 1667 the Virginia Assembly ordained that conversion
and baptism should by no means operate to set a slave
free. To kill a slave was not murder, but felony, since
he was a piece of property only. No slave could leave
a plantation without written permission, and was for-
bidden to use force against a Christian, even in self-
defence.

Nevertheless, as the economic reasons for slavery were
not so pressing as they afterwards became, thete was
a growing pro-slavery feeling, even in the southern por-
tion of North America. But at the end of the eighteenth
century and the opening of the nineteenth the sudden
development of English manufacturers stimulated the
demand for cotton, and the economic advantages of
slavery soon strangled emancipatory ideas. And, as
the importation of negroes from Africa had then almost
ceased, a new occupation, that of breeding slaves for
the market, began to develop.* From this we trace a
steadily growing feeling in favor of slavery, and can
scc how that feeling was supported, ultimately perhaps
from interested motives, but immediately on the ground
°f slave-holding being a thoroughly Christian and
Biblical institution.

. The whole history of the slave struggle docs not con-
cern us here, but only the part played in that struggle
by the Christian Churches. And here there can be no
doubt that, until public opinion had become strong
enough to force the Churches to speak, religious organi-
sations of all description, North and South, were, with
'ery rare exceptions, either silent on the matter or anti-
abolitionist.  Lloyd Garrison’s testimony on this head
Is emphatic and conclusive :(—

“ His a fact, alike indisputable and shameful, that the
Christianity of the nineteenth century, in this country, is
preached and professed by those who hold their brethrer
in bondage as brute beasts....... Whether it be Lnitariar
I,r Orthodox, Baptist or Methodist, Universalist 0L
Episcopal, Roman Catholic or Christian (a newly-formet
sect by that name), it is full of innocent blood—it is the
stronghold of slavery—it recognises as members those
who grind the faces of the poor and usurp over tin
helpless the prerogatives of the Almighty."t

1 here is little wonder that he declared on another occa-
sion that American Christianity was the main pillar o;
American slavery— a statement that is fully borne out bj
a study of contemporary sermons and resolutions o'
Church conferences. | have but little space for indi

vidual opinions, so | will take general resolutions, whicl

are, perhaps, more conclusive. We will take tlu
I resbyterians first.

In 1834 the Presbytery of South Carolina resolvec
that “ Slavery has existed from the days of thost
good old slaveholders and patriarchs, Abraham, Isaac
and Jacob (who are now in the kingdom of heaven)......
That as the relative duties of master and slave ari
taught in the Scriptures....... the existence of slaver)
'tsejf is not opposed to the will of God.” The Charles
ton Presbytery resolved that “ The holding of slaves
50 bir from being a sin in the sight of God, is nowhere
condemned in his Holy Word ; that it is in accordance
wuh the example, and consistent with the precepts, o
Patriarchs, apostles, and prophets.” The New Schoo
Presbyterians decided that “ As the Great Head o
he Church has recognised the relation of master ant

p. ,@ce biske”s Critical Period of Ancient Hislorv, pp. 7-‘ 3>al5'
snor's Colonial Era in America, p. 78.

T Lal c>by his Children, i., p, 480.3
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slave, we conscientiously believe that slavery is not a
sin against God.” Among the OIld School Presby-
terians, on a motion to make slaveholding among its
members a matter of reprobation, 168 ministers and
elders voted against the proposal, and 13 for it. Later
the General Assembly, while resolving that “ The
Assembly do not think it for the edification of the
Church to take any action ” on the question of slavery,
passed a lengthy and emphatic protest against “the
fashionable amusement of dancing” as being “ entirely
unscriptural ” and “ wholly inconsistent with the spirit
of Christ.”

The Charleston Baptists declared that “ The right
of masters to dispose of the time of their slaves had
been distinctly recognised by the Creator of all things.”
The Georgia body decided that “ slavery, as it exists in
the United States, is not a moral evil.” The Protes-
tant Episcopal Society issued a pamphlet containing the
formal declaration that “ Without a new revelation
from Heaven no man was authorised to pronounce
slavery wrong.” Alexander Campbell, founder of the
“ Christian ” sect, proclaimed the divine right of slavery.
The Pittsburgh Assembly declined to express any
opinion on the subject. The Maine Universalists
followed suit.

The American Methodists, rejecting Wesley's well-
known denunciation of slavery, were well to the front
in supporting the slave trade. The Georgia Conference
decided that slavery was not a moral evil, and declined
to condemn it. The annual conference at Cincinnati
declared itself “ decidedly opposed to modern aboli-
tionism,” and disclaimed any desire “ to interfere in the
civil and political relation between master and slave.”
At the same time the conference issued a circular letter
to the Churches, exhorting ministers to refrain from
patronising the Abolitionist movement. The Baltimore
Conference likewise disclaimed any fellowship with
Abolitionists ; while Wilbur Fiske, President of the
Wesleyan University, Middleton, Conn., was described
by Garrison as an “ abusive and malignant opponent of
abolition.” And when, in 1845, the Northern Church
showed signs of a better feeling, the immediate result
was the secession of a number of organisations from
the parent body, under the title of the “ Methodist
Episcopal Church, South.” Fifteen years later (i860)
an attempt was made to induce the clergy of the
Methodist Church to sign a protest against slavery.
Out of 14,000 clergy, only 241 would append their
names to the document.

The Leeds Anti-Slavery Society’s report for this year
contains a letter written by the Rev. H. Mattison, Ol
New York, travelling preacher to the Northern Methodist
Episcopal Church, in which he says: “1 am fully
satisfied from figures that we cannot have to-day less
than 10,000 slaveholders and 100,000 slaves in our
Northern Methodist Episcopal Church, and the number
is increasing every year. And, still worse, our people
raise, and buy, and sell slaves as others do, without
rebuke or hindrance.” That this was no exaggeration
is shown by the fact that at the Methodist Conference
held at Buffalo in i860, on one delegate suggesting a
resolution against slavery, he was authoritatively
informed that not ten delegates would support the
resolution. It was just before this date that Garrison
had written in the Liberty Bell that, “ in England and
Scotland especially, extraordinary pains have been
taktn in public and in private to hold up the American

Anti-Slavery Society as unworthy of all counte-
nance in any degree, on account of its infidel
character.”

Some of the methods adopted by different religionists
on this question of slavery are exceedingly curious.
Thus we find the Young Men’s American Bible Associa-
tion issuing a special edition of the New Testament,
carefully annotated, as an Anti-Abolitionist pamphlet.
The General Assembly of the Cumberland Presbyterian
Church seized a man’s goods for debt, and, some negroes
being among the effects, these were sold, and the money
devoted to missionary purposes. The Baptist Mis-
sionary Union furnished to the world, at one of its
meetings, the picture of a clergyman offering to sell a
slave for two hundred dollars if the buyer would send
him to Africa to preach the Gospel to his colored
brethren. The American Board of Missions rejected
unanimously a resolution to the effect that “ slave-
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holding is a practice which is not to be allowed in the
Christian Church.” The American Bible Society declined
to interfere with “ the moral or civil rights of com-
munities or individuals”; and, on one of its agents
being arrested in New Orleans for distributing Bibles
among slaves, declared that in so doing he was acting
contrary to instructions. This society numbered hun-
dreds of slaveholders among its published list of
members.*

It is useless to multiply quotations. Enough has
been said to show that the support given to slavery
was pretty common to all the Churches. And let it be
borne in mind that this support was given to one of the
worst forms of slavery the world has ever seen. | have
already pointed out a number of the laws in existence in
America prohibiting the slave acquiring an elementary
education, which, unfortunately, is only one of the
directions in which the condition of the modern slave
was worse than that of his prototype in antiquity.
Perhaps the best commentary, however, on the subject
is that of the law of Louisiana, passed July 7, 1806,
which stipulated that the slave shall have two and a
half hours’ rest in the twenty-four. A volume could not
say more than this single measure discloses. One
might defy, too, anyone to point to a condition of things
in civilised antiquity such as is pictured by Mr. Weld
in his American Slavery as it Is :—

“ They are overworked, underfed, wretchedly clad and
lodged, and have insufficient sleep ; they are often made
to wear round their necks iron collars armed with prongs,
to drag heavy chains and weights at their feet while work-
ing in the fields....... They are frequently flogged with
terrible severity, have red pepper rubbedinto their lacerated
flesh, and hot brine, spirits of turpentine, etc., poured
over the gashes to increase the torture....... Their ears are
often cut off, their eyes knocked out, their bones broken,
their flesh branded with hot irons....... We shall show, not
merely that such deeds are committed, but that they are
frequent; not done in corners, but before the sun.......
perpetrated by magistrates, by professors of religion, by
preachers of the Gospels, by governors of States, by
gentlemen of standing, and by delicate females moving in
the highest circles of society.”

I could, if necessary, quote yards of newspaper
advertisements for runaway slaves which would amply
verify the description given above. | will let the above
stand alone as a description of what the Christian
Churches in America were supporting and justifying—
supporting it so steadfastly that in 1837 Garrison
declared that not a single hall, or meeting house, or
church, in the city of Boston, over which the religious
organisations had any control, could be obtained for
holding an anti-slavery meeting. The only hall that
could be got belonged to, or was rented by, Abner
Kneeland, an ex-clergyman, who had only recently
served a term of imprisonment for blasphemy, and who
was one of the “ Infidel associates ” whose company
Garrison was charged with keeping.

Very much more might be said on the subject of Chris-
tianity and slavery, but | have said enough to show how
fallacious is the plea that the disappearance of slavery
was owing to the influence of Christian teaching. The
old Bible admittedly teaches it, and the New Testament
encourages habits of mental docility and passive obedi-
ence to which the slave dealer has always appealed for
support ; slavery lingered on long after Christianity was
established, and even increased in extent ; and, finally,
the modern slave trade, which was, as we have seen,
inaugurated by Christians acting under Christian govern-
ments, outdid in barbarity anything that antiquity saw.
To-day Christians repudiate slavery; but this is not
because of the influence of their religion, but in spite
of it—because religious teachings, be they ever so
powerful, sooner or later yield to the demands of a
more rationalised social order and a more humanised
common sense.

C. Cohen.

* | can only mention generally the sources from which | have
derived information, space forbidding details. My principal
authorities are:—Life and Times of Garrison, 4 vols.; Balme's
American States, Churches, and the W ar; Cairne's Slave Paver;
New York Anti-Slavery Society’s Report, 1859-60; Leeds ditto
for 1859-60-61 ; Stowe's Key to Uncle Tom's Cabin ; The Church
the Bulwark ofSIavery by J. G. Birney; Slavery in America,
pubqgdinburgh, 1832 ; Encyclopedia Britannica, vols. 10 and 22 ;
American Slavery as it Ls, by T. D. Weld.
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Religions, Priests, and Gods.

Man is a being of many wants. Civilisation is a
continual increase of the things man cannot do with-
out. Savages are easily satisfied ; the man of culture
rarely, if ever. Religion is a thing of promises, elaborate
and alluring. Man, full of ills, sorrowing, poor, and
bereft, sought comfort in promises and hopes. Religion
is a bill drawn on the future. It is like a life insurance
policy, due and payable when you are dead, provided
the company has not died first.

“

the work of the gods.”

The wants of man upon the spiritual side came early,
and have stayed. The ignorant man feared the unknown;
he trembled before the mystery. He thought the air
was peopled with invisible beings ; that everything that
happened upon the earth was the direct result of an
acting god. He saw calamity ; he felt pain; he was
menaced by death ; he was involved in disasters ; and
he said : “ This is all the work of the gods.” Then he
began to make sacrifices to appease the gods. He
feared, and from that fear religion had its birth. Later
on he felt himself unworthy. His ideal was better than
his attainment. His conscience troubled him. He
worked out the speculative philosophy of sin—of a sin-
hating God ; and then he feared more than ever. That
God could not look upon iniquity ; could not look upon
him, and would banish him from his divine sight forever.
Not satisfied with that, and to make the place of banish-
ment a place of pain and woe, religion—speculative, purely
imaginative—having constructed this fear, constructed
the manner of escape from it. Having ceased to fear
this world, he began to fear the other world. Man had
within his breast, as an inheritance from his early low
estate, from the animal period of his life, the feeling of
hatred and revenge. The fang was not yet aborted
from his jaw. Sometimes, like a reminiscence of the
distant past, he uttered the howl of the wolf, or the
triumphant shriek of the beast of prey, when his fangs
and claws are drinking the blood of the victim. Man
had within him, from his early low estate, the instinct
of hatred, the instinct of inflicting suffering and pain,
and rejoicing in the agony of the thing that writhed.
He wished to satisfy that feeling of revenge ; he wished
to make adequate the suffering with his larger thought.
He felt incapable of inflicting the pain he dreamed of,
and then he did this strange thing—he transferred to
God the work of executing for him, the human being,
satisfaction of his feeling of revenge, and he made the
dogma of hell. That is precisely how it came.

SOURCES OF RELIGIOUS DOCTRINE.

Our blessed and beloved doctrine of hell is the
reminiscence of the animal in man. It did not come
from the sky ; it came from the earth ; it came from
the fang and the crooked claw, from the growl and
the snarl. It is the unevolved beast. We seek to
make it blessed and sacred by saying, “ It is God's
will.”  We profess to be very sorry that it is so, but we
cannot change the nature of God. It is just the animal,
the wolf, the tiger, the poisoned fang.

Then man was poor and also avaricious. All men
that have ever lived have longed to be rich, and have
struggled to be rich, and the majority of them have
failed. That was one of the perpetual wants of man.
The goods and chattels of this world being unable to
possess himself of, the next best thing was the hope,
the promise of riches beyond ; and, when denied the
possession of riches on earth, religion took advantage
of that opportunity and pointed man to the promised
riches in the sky. Gold, gold, gold, round and yellow,
and hard and cold, that men fought and struggled for
here, and few, wonderfully few, possess. It was then
religion said : “ Ah, wait; we will pave the heavenly
streets with the precious stuff ; the curb-stones and the
hitching-posts shall all be gold.” Then man, wearied,
worn, over-burdened, and longing for a surcease of care
and toil, wanted rest; be sought it here in vain ; the
burdens of life weighed more and more heavily upon
him ; he began to stoop with the number of his years,
and to take the last painful steps with staff and crutch ;
he never found rest here, and religion said : “ Wait ;
after a while, on flowery beds of ease, with never a
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care, never a toil, nothing but a harp and a comfortable
seat, shall eternity be spent.” Those were some of the
fundamental wants—the thirst for revenge, the lust of
possession, and the longing for rest; it was the
opportunity of religion. Superstition and priestcraft
flourished ; religion promised to satisfy every one of
these needs. It had a way to escape the God that was
represented as terrible ; the God that goes up and down
seeking whom he may devour ; he has two names.
Religion promised to do it, and its promises were
effective.
THE OLD FORMS NO LONGER SATISFY.

Why, then, with its magic power, is not the old
form good enough ? It has been the corn and oil and
wine. The oil and wine are the symbol by which
poverty has represented its wealth that is to be. Its
nutriment and its stimulant, denied here, are to be
gained in some other world. Why does it not answer
still? Why are not the old forms sufficient? One of
the answers is, that they are not because they are not ;
it is a fact that we confront. The things that satisfied
in the long ago satisfy no longer. The oil has become
rancid, and the old wine is sour.

The conditions under which the old religion grew
have changed. Man’s environment, his intellectual
horizon, has widened. A new being, a new™ human
being, has come upon the earth, and the old things are
no longer adequate ; they do not satisfy. That is the
fact, and the reason for the fact may be discovered in
this, that the old ideas had their ultimate basis in an
mtensely narrow, dogmatic selfishness, and egotism
‘ncomparable in any other of the realms of human
thought. The plan by which man was to escape the
wrath of God was nothing less than by the death of a
G°d that died for men. How is it to be accounted for
that the human mind ever arose to such colossal
altitudes of egotism as to imagine that a God should
leave his throne in the sky, come down here in disguise
°f flesh, and be assassinated in order that man should
escape the wrath of another God ? It is past all com-
prehension. It puts everything we know of man, of
nature, and of the universe at sixes and sevens.
Reason, the sense of justice, of eternal right, our
belief in morality, everything is violated, caricatured,
‘gnored. The plan of religion to satisfy revenge by
creating an endless hell, how is it to be accounted for
mat the human mind ever worked it out? If we came
rorn the animals, what is the reason that the worst of
me animals—the most vicious, the most cruel—uttered
hemselves in our religious dogma ?

MAN'S MONUMENTAL EGOTISM.

. The egotism is equally apparent that man should
imagine that the infinite creator built a hell—a place ot
eternal pain—just to satisfy my revenge. That is the
ultimate analysis of it. It is just our human feeling
transferred to God. The God that we think of is never
anything more than the enlargement of ourselves, and
uU the old doctrines that are a disgrace to human
beings, and yet attributed to God, are only the carrying
to infinite proportions the sentiment, the thoughts, the
wishes, the desires of the human being. When a man
0. 1 the street—a man of the world without religion-
swears, and with language consigns a man to Gods
wrath and eternal punishment, he does not, in my
judgment, do so odious, so hideous, so frighttul a
thing as does the man who piously believes in a place
°t eternal punishment for everybody that disagrees
w'tb him in religious thought. _ ,

I hat conception of the old religion that is to make
s all rich in the future ; that we are to live in palaces
°f amethyst and onyx and chalcedony, and all manner
°f precious stones, and have lawns of burnished gold,
could never have been worked out of anything else than
a heart that lusted so immeasurably and immoderately
? %er wealth as to become insane upon the subject, and

c satisfied with nothing less than the open door of the
reasury of infinite wealth.

The old ideas do not satisfy. They are growing less
and less potent; the oil and wine arc becoming useless
an. unuseable. The criticism is made that the new
feugion is cold and colorless ; that it has nothing to give

. .e place of the things it takes away ; that it lacks
L

e that now is, and promises none for the life that is
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to come. Let it be understood that, whatever the
immediate or temporary result may be, this is forever
true ; that the removal of any falsehood is a gain to
mankind ; that, whatever the temporary results of that
removal may be, no abiding and permanent good can
come to a race by the perpetuation of a falsehood.
Hundreds of thousands of people are persuaded that
the old systems are based upon falsehood, and, there-
fore, their removal is an ultimate gain. We need not
be concerned about what the consequences are; we
know that that much of it is for the progress and better-
ment of mankind.

Moreover, let it be borne in mind that the old religion
only saves us from the things that it conjures up.
There would have been no hell to be saved from if the
old religion had not conjured up a hell. There would
have been no being of wrath to fear if the old religion
had not conjured up a being of wrath to fear. Now
those things it can save us from. That is a simple pro-
position. It created by its imagination anything it
chose, then created by its imagination a plan of escape
from that thing which it had made, and there you are.
But suppose there is no hell ; suppose there is no angry
God, no variable, changing infinite to be saved from,
then what becomes of the plan of the old religion ? It
should also be borne in mind that the things that religion
does not conjure up it cannot save us from. It pre-
tended to say at one time: “ | have been young and
now am old, yet | have never seen the righteous for-
saken or his seed begging bread.” The man that said
that was either a liar or blind. There never was an
age when it was true, and very probably never
will be.

Religion does not save us from poverty. It does not
teach us how to shield ourselves from the men that have
no regard for the sacred and eternal demands of honor
and justice, who take advantage of us simple, con-
fiding, trusting people to our great detriment. Religion
itself, if it were deprived to-day of all the help, all
the contribution from the people who do not believe
in it at all, would have a harder struggle to exist than
it does.

But the new religion, the religion that is swiftly
taking the place of the old, is not forced into the atti-
tude of apology. It does not have a God that it must
make excuses for, nor a world over which it must
piously despair. The religion that is taking the place
of the old has for its first word, as the chief and grandest
of its boons to mankind, “ Emancipation.” It makes
men free. It teaches that he is free to be a part of this
great proposition, the universe. He does not know
much about it—he does not need to know—but he is a
part of it, and as such he shares its dignity and freedom
and power ; as such, he has a right and claim to equity
and justice that religion never dreamed of for this or
any other world. (Dr.) J. E. Roberts.

— Truthseeker (New York).

( To be concluded.)

Correspondence.

KNICKERBOCKERS.

to the editor of “ the freethinker.”

sir,—The remarks in your paper last week re suitable
costumes for the N.S.S. dinner caused me a good
deal of surprise, and must have done so to many others of
your readers who | know, like myself, wear and advocate
the wearing of Rational Dress.

That gou should think it necessary to ask us not to wear
knickerbockers at a public dinner ‘seems to me about as
necessary as to request us not to come in riding-habits or
even in our nightdresses, garments which, like rationals, are
suitable and even becoming in their right place.

It is surely little short of an insult to suggest that a woman
who has sense enough to discard her skirt when it is obvi-
ously in the way, would have so little as to wear her knicker-
bockers when they are unnecessary, and could only call forth
unpleasant comments from the many who, like yourself, are
prejudiced against the costume. M. Lovell.

[Miss Lovell is mistaken. We have no prejudice what-
ever against knickerbockers, or anything else the ladies
choose to wear. A preference and a prejudice are two very
distinct things. We are sorg, for the rest, that our jojte

ed butterfly has proved a mos-
quito.—E ditor.]
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us byfirst post on Tuesday,
and be marked “ Lecture Notice," i f not sent on post-card.]

LONDON

The Athenaeum Hall (73 Tottenham Court-road, W .): 7.30,
G. W. Foote, “ The Pope, the Catholic Church, and the French
Republic.”

Camberwell (North Camberwell Hall, 61 New Church-road) :
7.30, Max O'Rell (M. Paul Blouet), “ The Character of John Bull.”

South London Ethical Society (Masonic Hall, Camber-
well-road) : 11.s, Discussion opened by T. Gautrey, M.L.S.B.,
" Elementary Education in a Strait-jacket 7, F. J. Gould, " The
Ethical Meaning’ of Hell.”

Open-air Propaganda.

Hyde Park (near Marble Arch): 11.30, R. P. Edwards,
" Mark Twain’s Salutation to the New Century ”;7.30, J. W.Ccx.

Battersea Park Gates: 11.30, W. J. Ramsey.

COUNTRY.

Birmingham Branch (Prince of Wales Assembly Rooms,
Broad-street) : W. F. Barnard—3, “ A Sociological View of Reli-
gion 7, " The Beauty of Death.”

Chatham Secular Society (Queen’s-road, New Brompton):
2.45, Sunday-school; 7, Mrs. Bradlaugh-Bonner, “ Famines in
India.”

G lasgow (iio Brunswick-street): 12, Class—Open discussion,
“ Should Vaccination be Compulsory ?”; 6.30, Social meeting in
Commemoration of Burns and Paine.

Hutt (2 Room, Friendly Societies' Hall, Albion-strcet): 7, Mr.
Trumper, “ Poverty.”

Leicester Secular Society (Humberstone-gate) : 6.30, J.
Mentor Gimson, “ Novelists of the Nineteenth Century.”

Liverpool (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square): 7, A lecture.

Manchester Secular Hall (Rusholme-road, All Saints):
C. Cohen—n, “The Significance of Evolution”; 3, “ Man:
Whence and Whither?” 6.30, “ The Foreign Missionary Ques-
tion : Its Dangers and Delusions.” Tea at 5.

Sheffield Secular Society (Hall of Science, Rockingham-
street): C. Watts—3, " The Science of Life ”; 7, “ Will Chris-
tianity Survive the Twentieth Century?” Tea at 5.

South Shields (Captain Duncan’s Navigation School,
Market-place) : 7, Debate on ” Spiritualism v. Materialism.”

Lecturer's Engagements.

H. Percy Ward, 2 Leamington-place, George-street, Balsall-
Heath, Birmingham.—January 27, Birmingham. February 10
and 24, Birmingham. April 28, Glasgow.

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.

160 pages, withportrait and autograph, boundin cloth, gilt lettered,
Price is., postfree.

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 1:2
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.

The Safest and Most Effectual Cure for Inflammation of
the Eyes is

Thwalites’ Celandine Lotion.

Cures inflammation in a few hours. Neglected or badly doctored
cases. 3 or 4 days is sufficient time to cure any case. For Sore
and Inflamed Eyelids. Nothing to equal the Lotion for Dim-
ness of Sight.  Will remove Skin or Film that sometimes grows
on the Eye. As the eye is one of the most sensitive organs of
the body, it needs the most careful treatment.

Cullpeper says in his Herbal Book that if the virtues of
Celandine were generally known it would spoil the spectacle-
makers'trade.  is. ij*d. per bottle, with directions; by post 14
stamps.

G. THWAITES, Herbalist, 2 Church-row, Stockton-on-Tees.
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WORKS BY  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 Sepher Toldoth Jeshu, or
Book of the Generation of Jesus. Edited, with an Historical
Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. W. Foote and J. M
Wheeler. 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.
FiftK-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 ridiculous
historic inaccuracy, with special reference to the (probably;
forged passage in Tacitus and the alleged Neronic massacre ot
Christians. Handsomely printed, 6d.

The Birth of Christ. From the original Life oflesus 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. ” r-

Christianity and Secularism.
foote and Rev. Dr. McCann.
both disputants, is;; superior edition in cloth, is. 6d. i

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

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

G. W. Foote. An Exhaustive Answer to Mr. Gladstone’s
Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture. is.; cloth edition, is. 6d.
Will Christ Save Us? By G. W. Foote. An Examination of the
Claims of Jesus Christ to be considered the Savior of the World.
Contains much Historic Information on Slavery, the Position of
Woman, General Social Progress, and the advance of Science

and Freethought in opposition to Christian bigotry. 6d.

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

Reminiscences of Charles Bradlaugh. By G. W. Foote.
Written directly after Bradlaugh’s death, "and containing
personal anecdotes and characteristics not to be found else-
where. Necessary to those who want to know the real
Bradlaugh.

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

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

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

TJieism or Atheism. Public Debate between G. W. Foote and
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 pam-
phlet by them. 4d.

Royal Paupers. Showin? what Royalty does for the People,
and what the People do for Royalty. By G. W. Foote. 2d.
Open Letters to Jesus Christ. By G. W. Foote.
well as Argumentative. Something Unique. 4d.
Philosophy of Secularism. By G. W. Foote. 3d.
The Bible God. A Scathing Criticism. By G. W. Foote. 2d.

London : The Freethought Publishing, Company, Limited.
( Stationers’ Hall Court, E.C.

Public Debate between G. W.
Verbatim Report, revised by

Racy as
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NEARLY ALL SOLD.
HURRY UP!1!

Lady’s Jacket, out of our last year's stock.
Pair of large Bed Sheets, twilled.
Trousers length of good material.
Remnant of Dress Material for Skirt.
Gent's Umbrella, good and strong.
Lady’s Umbrella, smart and durable.
Pair Lace Curtains, latest design.
Gent's Cap, golf shape.

Beautiful Figured Cushion Square.
Pair Lady’s Black Cashmere Hose.
Pair Gent's Cishmere Socks.

Lady’s White or Colored Apron.
Gent's Linen Collar, any size.

Gent’s Tie, any color.

Large Sample Free Clothing Tea.

All for 21s.

—_

Improved Lot 11

Lady’s Jacket from
year’s stock.

Pair Pure Wool Blankets.

Pair Large Bed Sheets.

Beautiful Quilt.

White Tablecloth.

Large Sample Free Cloth-
ing Tea.

All for 21s.

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

Gentlemen’s
Ready-made Suits, 21s.
Overcoats, 18s.

A splendid lot of goods.

last

Give chest measure over vest,
length inside leg, and height.

Works by the late R. G. Ingersoll.
T,'E House of Death. LastWords on Suicide. 2d
uneral Orations and Ad- God and the State. 2d.
uresses. IS. L
. . Why am | an Agnostic

mistakes of Moses, is Part I. 2d.

JIIE Deyi_l. 6d. Why am | an Agnostic!
superstition. 6d. Part Il. 2d.

Shakespeare. 6d. Faith _and Fact. Reply ti
The Gods. 6d. Dr. Field. 2d.

i “E Holy Bible. 6d. God and Man. Secondrepl;

ply to Gladstone. With to Dr. Field. 2d.
G. W. The Dying Creed. 2d.

E Introductlon b

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

«*ome or Reason ? A Reply
C> ~arcl'nal Manning.  4d.
3dKS AGAINST Criminals.

Household of Faith. 2d.
Ci%TtON on Walt Whitman. Art and Morality. 2d.

: Do | Blaspheme ? 2d.
Dilation on Voltaire. 3d. Social Salvation. 2d.
Abraiiam Lincoln, 3d. Marriage and Divorce. 2d
Paing the Pioneer. 2d. Skulls. 2d.

The Great Mistake, id.
Live Topics, id.

Myth and Miracle, id.
Real Blasphemy, id.
Repairing the ldols, id.

Humanity’s Debt to T homas
Paine.

ek R saen
| P,liLANTHRORPISTS. 2d.

Wi, E TIIE Redeemer. 2d. Christ and Miracles, id.

Jat is Religion? 2d. Creeds and Spirituality
s Suicide a Sin? 2d. id.

and Jesus

London ; The Freethought Publishing Company, Limited,
. 1 Stationers' Hall Court, E.C.
VEGETARIAN, Health Foods, Drinks, and other Househo
Hum D°°ds. Vegetarian, Temperance, Advanced Thougl
list ane’ anc®Dress Reform Literature. Send stamp for prii

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

(Mention the Freethinker.)

(CARETAKER, TIMEKEEPER, WATCHMAN, or any po

y j .tion of trust, wanted by a Freethinker (married). Urn
@pair, garden, etc. Capable and reliable. Good references*
Erti 78 St. Peter’s-strect, Islington, N.
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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—AnOriental Book—Fictitious Supremacy.

“ Mr. Foote is a good writer—as good as there is anywhere.
He possesses an excellent literary style, and what he has to say
on any subject is sure to be interesting and improving. His
criticism of Dean Farrar’s answers fully justifies the purpose for
which it was written.”—Truthseeker (New York).

"A volume we strongly recommend......Ought to be in the hands
of every earnest and sincere inquirer.”—Reynolds's Newspaper.

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

A New Edition

OF

INGERSOLL'S
“MISTAKES OF MOSES.”

Handsomely printed on good paper and bound in stiff paper covers.

Price One Shilling.

Also an Edition de Luxe
Printed on Superfine Paper and Elegantly Bound n Cloth.

Price Half-a-Crown.

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

FREETHINKERS should READ the striking

JL and unconventional work :

EPICUREAN ESSAYS
Jj

in Prose and Verse,
by W. W. Strickland, B.A. (Trim Coll.,, Camb.).

It contains thlrty seven pieces—essays, poems, stories, etc. Some
of the essays are of special interest to Freethinkers ; such as “A
Strike in the Top Storey ” (amongst the angelic host) “ The
Possible Application of Mechanical Discoveries to the Propaga-
tion and Maintenance of Religion"; "Three Fallacies (i, That
Christianity has transformed the world ; 2, High and Low; 3,
The supposed evidence of men of genius in favor of religion) ” ;
“ The Myth of Duty,” etc., etc.

The book is bound in cloth, contains 216 pages, and its pub-
lished price is 2s. 6d.; but it will be supplied to readers of the
Freethinker at the

T) EDUCED PRICE of Is. Gd post free on
XV application to the publisher,

G. Standring, 7 and 9 Finsbury-street, London, E.C.

NOW READY,

Photographs of Mr. G. W, 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 io, when mounted, 2s. 6d., postage 2d.
Order from Miss Vance, 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate
Hill, E.C.
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In the Press. Ready Shortly.

THE

MOTHER OF GOD.

By G. W. FOOTE.

HANDSOMELY PRINTED, WITH COVER.

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

REPLY TO GLADSTONE.

COLONEL INGERSOLL.
A New Edition. Handsomely Printed.

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

they have an opportunity.
PRICK FOURPENCE.

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

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 Il.—Bible Absurdities. Part ll11.—Bible Atrocities.
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, E.C.

THE SECULAR ALMANACK

IFOR 1901.

Edited by G. W. FOOTE
AND

ISSUED BY THE NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY.
CONTAINING

A Calendar, Full Information About Freethoug-ht 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

Printed and Published by The Freetiiought Publishing Co., Limited, 1 Statioaers’ Hall Court, London, E.C.



