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Hamlet advised that Polonius should play the™fool
nowhere but in his own house, and someone .should
advise the parsons to play the fool nowhere bu in

own pulpits.  Immemorial usage will plead for the
there, and to be hard upon them in that environment
would be downright cruelty. But the case is altered
when they go outside their churches and challenge
world’s attention. Criticism is then just, and some-
hmes even necessary, as we take it to be in the present
instance. We have read this volume of sermons on
Shakespeare, by preachers of considerable eminence,
With far greater attention than it deserves ; notbecause
we had the slightest pleasure in the task, but because
We wished to be entirely fair to our intellectual oppo-
nents. Having perused the book in this spirit, we
have no hesitation in saying that it is almost beneath
contempt. We did not think it was possible to be so
f.ull and vapid on such a subject. There is a magic in
the very name of Shakespeare that should lift the
heaviest soul, and quicken the steps of the dr@r'es’
Plodder. But it fails to produce any such effect upo
the clerical collaborators on this miserable abortion.
Nothing could more decisively show the depth o
inephfude to which the modern pulpit has descended.
,-Vhe brains are out” of Christianity, which is now
IMng on its inherited spiritual capital. Its ministers
rem>nd one of Carlyle’s “ Dead Sea apes, sitting
round a fire that was kindled by others, without the
£bllity to replenish it with fresh fuel. The fire is slowly
hat surely dying down, and they are already beginning
tO shiver. “ pO00r Tom’s a-cold ” might be the cry of
every one of them. Certainly it might be the cry of the
?e\ea preachers who have sent forth these wretchedly
teeble addresses on the mightiest genius of this planet,
one whose radiant magnificence might “ put a spirit o
le in everything” that retained a spark of vitality.

Let these seven—it is a sacred number be Immor-
ral.sed, even as the peddlers and drivellers were immor-
1 ue? Mlthe Dunciad, or as the prince of dullards was
embalmed in Mac Flecknoe. Here they are, in their
own order of pubfieationi-Dr. G. F. Browne, Bishop
°f Bristol; Rev. R. S. de C. Laffan, rector of St.
~Phen’s, Walbrook, London; Rev. Alfred Amger,
faster of the Temple and Canon of Bristol ; Rev Dr.
p* N>cholson, vicar of St. Alban’s, Leamington ; Very

C. W. Stubbs, Dean of Ely ; Very Rev. F. W
farrar, Dean of Canterbury ; and ev. George
jybuthnot, vicar of Stratford-on-Avon. |he last, who
s the most foolish of all, edits the volume, and con-
futes two sermons—all the others contributing one.
x/* Arbuthnot’s second sermon is nearly all abou
b Patriohen i hitoRsd 0n %S thé ubdrelhr VRESS
V e tbe Queen,” which is enough to make him turn in

grave ; and where we are seriously informed by a

fhat to honor and obey the Queen (King now)
< > ai who are put in authority under her is taught in
fifth Commandment.”

lirst of all, to get rid of this feature at once, let us
ti° s°me of the abject follies of this book. Two of
anjiP™achers choose their text from the story ot Balaam

L his diking jackass  gpe of them records his
iNc 10109,
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personal conviction that Shakespeare’s story isjust “ as
interesting and as fascinating.” Another remarks that
“ Shakespeare knew the Bible "~which would naturally
be true, considering the transcendent importance of the
book in those days. Not satisfied with this, however,
he delivers himself of the fatuous observation that the
“ phraseology ” of Shakespeare and the Bible “ is alike,”
and then accounts for it by “ the contemporaneousness
of the Authorised Version and the plays.” Now the
Authorised Version was not published till 1611, and the
last of the plays was written in 1612. Shakespeare
had thus been writing dramas for twenty years, and
had produced all but the very last of them, before King
James’s Bible saw the light of day. After this non-
sense, it is not surprising to hear that “ It surely was
not by an accident that his two daughters bore the
names of the two chief women mentioned in the
Apocrypha.” Doubtless it was no accident, but we
daresay that Mrs. Shakespeare had more to do with it
than her husband. One daughter was christened
Susanna, probably without reference to the Jewish lady
whose chastity was impregnable to the assaults of two
old men— although, as a French wit said, it might have
been in greater danger from the attack of a single
young one. The other daughter was christened Judith,
after Judith Sadler, as her twin brother was christened
Hamnet after Hamnet Sadler—two inhabitants ot
Stratford, who were lifelong friends of Shakespeare.
It does not seem necessary, therefore, to drag in the
Apocrypha as an explanation. And when we are told
that Shakespeare “ in its sacred pages met the Lord,”
we can only shrug our shoulders and pass on, for
articulate speech is not equal to the expression of our
feelings.

The preacher who is responsible for this last absurdity
says that we may congratulate ourselves on the fact
that, although Shakespeare sometimes uses words that
cannot be spoken now, and even paints vice in startling
colors, he never makes it victorious, and “ on his pages
virtue always triumphs.” Is it possible, we ask, for
Shakespearean criticism to sink lower than this? The
perpetual triumph of virtue is a falsehood of the pulpit.
It is not one of the truths of nature— or of Shakespeare.
Such facile optimism was not for his sagacious intellect.
Never for a moment did he pander to this weak delusion.
Othello is caught in the toils, and Kills himself after
slaying Desdemona ; Hamlet is treacherously done to
death after the sad ending of poor Ophelia ; and Lear
draws his last breath of torture upon the lips of the
murdered Cordelia. Is this the triumph of virtue?
Vice and crime do not escape their natural penalty, but
virtue is too often involved in their doom. This is,
indeed, the very essence of tragedy. Not the cheap
tragedy of “good, improving” literature, but the tragedy
of nature, the tragedy of Shakespeare ; the tragedy
that appals, that touches emotions too deep for tears,
that clutches the heart in a spasm of pity and revolt,
and prompts the terrible cry—

As flies to wanton boys are we to the gods ;
They kill us for their sport.

We will now notice some of the exhibitions of slip-
shod in this volume. It is not astonishing to find
preachers loose and inaccurate, for they are accustomed
to speaking like oracles, and have seldom to face ques-
tions or criticism. But they might be expected to take
more care when addressing the general public on
themes outside their scriptures and religion. No such
effort, however, is made by these gentlemen. The
trick of the pulpit clings to them, and they seem to
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think anything is good enough. “ An American writer ”
is cited by Dr. Farrar as saying that, “ of all great
personalities, Shakespeare is at once the least known
to us and the best known.” Who was this American
writer? Had he no name? Why drag him in anony-
mously ? Why not say “ Emerson” at once? It is
both shorter and more precise. “ Somebody says” is
another vile expression, and all the viler when it relates
to “ a trite quotation.” No wonder such men cannot
guote correctly. There is a shocking blunder in averse
of Sterling’s on page 73; Shakespeare himselfis insulted
on page 118, where “ shall 7 is substituted for * must”
in the lines—

And it must follow, as the night the day,
Thou canst not then be false to any man.

“The ” is substituted for “ our ” in Macbeth’s exclama-
tion that- — - '

1
_ this even-handed justice .
Commends the ingredients of our poisoned chalice
.To our own lips.

All the peculiar force of the idea is lost by this careless-
ness. And the culprit in both these manglings of
Shakespeare is Dean Farrar. Another distinguished
preacher, Dr. Stubbs, quotes some lines of Wordsworth'’s
on page 81 ; but, instead of giving the poet’s name, he
refers us to page 270 of a book by the late Walter
Bagehot! Yet people still wonder at the laxity of the
Christian Fathers nearly two thousand years ago.

It was natural that these clerical critics should advert
to the occasional “ indelicacy ” of Shakespeare. Bishop
Browne deals with this point gingerly. “ He lived in
an outspoken age,” the prelate says, “and he spoke
out. The coarser part of his writings we can avoid.”
Canon Amgen remarks that the worthy Bowdler would
have accomplished “ a laudable and useful task ” if he
had confined himself to excising “every coarse and
indelicate jest” in Shakespeare’s dialogue. *“ For,” the
Canon says, “we wish Shakespeare to be in the hands
of our women and children.” Bless his innocence !
Does he think the women are such simpletons after
all ? Before he repeats the suggestion of a castrated
edition of Shakespeare for ladies, we advise him to go
and hear Marie Lloyd. As for the children, we doubt
if there is really anything in Shakespeare to hurt them.
Ruskin’s opinion was that the daintiest girl might be
allowed to pasture freely in the Master's pages. We
admit, however, that the point is debateable ; only we
venture to suggest that if clergymen want a Bowdlerised
edition of classics for children, they should begin with
the Bible. Meanwhile we may be permitted to observe
that Shakespeare is wonderfully free from “ grossness ”
if he is judged by the standard of his time. He has
none of the rollicking indelicacy, or the wallowing
obscenity, of some of his contemporaries. Jack Falstaff
himself is only once as freespoken as several of the
women, and even a few of the high ladies, in Massinger,
and Webster, and Beaumont and Fletcher.

. These parsons had better have left Shakespeare’s
“indelicacy” alone. * God commissioned him to speak,”
says Canon Ainger. He was therefore inspired. In
that case, his “ indelicacy,” like the filth of the Bible,
is chargeable upon the Holy Ghost, and censure is an
unpardonable sin.

Editor Arbuthnot shares this view of Shakespeare’s
“inspiration.” “ The Lord met Shakespeare,” he says,
even as the Lord met Balaam—though the bard was
not found in company with a jackass. Balaam was
inspired, at least for once in his life; and so was
Shakespeare, always. And what is “inspiration” ?
Mr. Arbuthnot tells us: “ It is God by his Spirit
urging and forcing and driving the man further than
he would otherwise be carried.” Does this account
for the warmest passages of Venus and Adonis? Was
the Bard of Avon urged, forced, and driven on by the
Spirit that “inspired” the Song of Solomon? Were
the most daring expressions of Jack Falstaff due to the
Spirit that “ inspired ” Ezekiel to depict the libidinous-
ness of Aholah and Aholibah ? We presume so from
what is said by Canon Ainger and Mr. Arbuthnot.
They throw a really fresh light upon the subject.
Thanks to their help, we begin to understand it. But
will they kindly tell us why Shakespeare forgot to say,
“ Thus saith the Lord”? G. W. Foote.

f To be concluded.)
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Is Religion Necessary ?

T he answer to the above question will depend upon the
meaning attached to the word “ religion.” If by that term
is meant the Christian faith, my reply is decidedly in the
negative. The avowed object of religion is to induce
the living of noble and useful lives, in which truth,
honor, and justice shall be active factors. Now we
learn from history and experience that these virtues
have abounded, and still abound, apart altogether from
Christianity. There is not one moral principle taught
in the New Testament that was not in force long before
the dawn of the Christian era. In fact, ethical conduct
in Rome was far more pronounced before than after the
advent of Christianity. No sooner was the religion of
the Cross partially established than its devotees proved
themselves inimical to personal and general progress.
The Christian Church delighted in the worst kind of
persecution; its weapons were the rack and other
tortures for men’s bodies, and curses and damnation
for their supposed souls. Bigotry and fanaticism were
its legitimate offspring ; it sought to bind the human
mind in bands of iron, and whipped its victims with
lashes like scorpions.

Even from a religious point of view the Christian
faith was in some respects vastly inferior to the one
which immediately preceded it. Paganism was the
most tolerant of all religions ; she enjoined upon her
devotees strict adherence to her forms and ceremonies,
but left others at liberty to worship as they thought fit-
Christianity appeared, and, not content with attending
to its own business, began to vehemently denounce all
who differed from it, and thence came what is called the
persecution of the early Christians. However, the
religion of Jesus paid back with a vengeance all the
persecution it had received at the hands of others,
when it obtained the power to do so. And even at the
present day, if the laws are not enforced against un-
believers, it is not because Christians want the will, but
because they fear popular opinion. They hurl their
anathemas abroad as freely as ever, and use for their
weapons slander and calumny in place of the rack and
the stake. They destroy reputations instead of taking
life, and blast men’s prospects in lieu of burning their
bodies. Popular religion is now but little more than a
bundle of absurd creeds and dogmas, while the pro-
fession of them is a gigantic hypocrisy. England’s
so-called National Religion, with its foolish and in-
human doctrines of Original Sin, the Fall, the Atone-
ment, and of the devil and hell, is based upon the
belief in a God who is an angry, wrathful, and exacting
judge. The cross of Calvary stands out before all
the ages of its existence as an emblem of anger
and inutility. If Christ be a type of love, he is
shown subordinated, in his own proper person, to
wrathful justice. One may see, in imagination, the
blood-drops trickling down his fevered brow in the
Garden of Gethsemane, and recognise in them the
price of the Atonement, the carefully-exacted expiation
of an offence said to have been committed ages before
his life upon earth. Christianity is a religion of rigor,
of servitude, and of fear. Such a religion is not
necessary for the welfare of the human family ; on the
contrary, its absence is a benefit to thousands who have
escaped its allurements, and its entire obliteration
would be an unspeakable advantage to the world in
general.

Of course, if the term “ religion” is accepted in its
etymological and ethical sense rather than in that of
the alleged supernatural ; if it is taken to mean a bind-
ing system between man and man for secular purposes,
and the inculcation of ethical truths free from all theo-
logy, then no doubt such a religion is necessary. But
all this is really Secularism, a term which appears to
me to be more appropriate than the name religion,
because the latter word is likely to be associated with
the speculations of supernaturalism and the formalities
of the Churches. It is only fair to say that there is a
great difference between orthodox believers and such
men as Theodore Parker, Foxton, Froude, Fox, Francis
Newman, Renan, the late Professor Momerie, and others
of that school, who, whilst rejecting the barbarities of the
so-called orthodox faith, still clung to a sentiment which
I they called religion. Their views, however, on this point,
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nght or wrong-, can be of little interest to society, since
?rny etnotional feeling must be felt, not preached, and
cnee the inutility of advocating it to those not sus-
ceptible of it by experience. The believer in what is
ca et*natural religion as a rule eschews theology, and,
?s a matter of course, does not acknowledge sacred
ooks. Hence dogmatism forms no part of his teach-
Ing, and hurling anathemas at the heads of his oppo-
nents is foreign both to his feelings and his faith.
1hat ethical religion can be distinguished from super-
naturalism is evident, inasmuch as there are systems
ased upon truth, virtue, and love, apart from any super-
natural hypothesis. If we go back nearly six centuries
Pn°r to the Christian era, we are confronted with
uddhism in its very origin. That it is a religious
s)stem”™ no one denies, though it postulates nothing
respecting God, devil, heaven, or hell. Its specially
religious doctrines are— right teaching, right purpose,
riffr  ~'SCOl,rse, right behavior ; and it aims at removing
selfishness,™ falsehood, hatred, sensuality, error, and
pride. This is also the object of Secular philosophy,
nnd we accept the teaching from Buddha without having
'ny sympathy whatever with the mystic Theosophy
'Inch has crept into his system. Secular discrimination
eappears to me to be the “ one thing needful ” in reference
O all the religions of the world. There is much in
inost of them that is necessary to well-doing, and there
's also much in them that is not only unnecessary,
. decidedly undesirable. For instance, the humani-
arianism of Auguste Comte is commendable, but his
eaching as to the worship of humanity is not, to my
nnnd, either sensible or useful. So it is with Spencer’s
octrine of the Unknowable. Although it contains
a self-evident truth, it is of no value as an active factor
In daily life. That of which we have no knowledge is
0 us non-existent, and therefore, so far as we are
W-are’ *as 110 ethical influence upon our conduct.
ith regard to Christianity, its orthodox believers talk
1 Jesus as though he had more than human love for
aian, and a superhuman desire to effect his welfare.
fie Secularist, instead of this, maintains that the same
“*hh and lofty feeling of philanthropy, of brotherly love,
lay Feat in every human bosom, and needs only wise
and patient cultivation to bring forth golden fruit. The
ullgion of Secularism declares that there can be no
Slander impulse, no loftier, more animating incentive,
'an an honest, steadfast desire to benefit the whole
, Ur,an race. It does not reach to the clouds, or
d .nipt to penetrate behind the veil of nature into the
rcRion of the unknown and unknowable ; but it aims
MMy at instructing and inspiring human nature, so that
lere may be perfect harmony between that and external
nature, and absolute peace, concord, and Kkindliness
etween man and man.
this article my principal object is to enforce the
ruth that man can be moral without possessing what
Is .generally called religion, and, therefore, the only
Rnide required for the formation of the best possible
aractcr is reason aided by experience, which Secular-
lyll offers as the greatest known monitor in the cultiva-
‘°n of the human mind and the proper regulation of
UTjan action. This, in myjudgment, makes it superior
o Christianity, with its moral degradations and its per-
P'exing theological teachings. Secularism is not called
uP°n to reconcile irrcconcileable antinomies; has no
Hfeed to palter with the standard of right and wrong,
and falsehood ; does not ask for pretence of belief
"ere there is no assurance ; does not fetter the reason
”.d ,T>utilate the conscience. It recognises abundant
V4 and misery in the world, and endeavors by hard
'°rk to decrease and, as far as possible, to destroy
‘'em ; jt recognises much good and happiness, and
ntleavors by wise work to increase and extend both ;
. ntrarnmelled in cither case by obsolete myths or
~Nicredible dogmas. The Secularist loves and reveres
Ojs 'ellow men whom he knows, not a phantasmal God
inr WMOm I'c knows nothing. Upright, as an honest
~N<dn who respects himself and his fellows should be,
th , cs. n°t abase himself, and crouch down, cryin
inai. e > a miserable sinner, and that there is no healt
co «m' only religion which he deems necessar
a ns!sts in being honest, truthful, temperate, and jusi
¢ Instriving to live a life of enduring service to th
Use of individual and national redemption.
Charles W atts.
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Christianity and Civilisation.—X.

Magic and Medicine.
( Continued, fromp. )

And now, from this brief review of the position of
medical science in antiquity, let us turn to an estimate
of Christianity’s influence on the progress of the healing
art. So far as the Old Testament is concerned, there
does not occur a hint that disease is at all due to
natural causes. The boils that troubled Job, the leprosy
that afflicted Uzziah, the plagues that were sent upon
Egypt, are all directly due to the action of God ; while
in the fourteenth chapter of Leviticus we are gravely
informed that the method of cleansing a person from
leprosy is for the priest to take some oil and blood
from the trespass offering, and place a little of each
“ upon the tip of the right ear of him that is to be
cleansed, and upon the thumb of his right hand, and
upon the great toe of his right foot,” pour all that is left
of the blood and oil upon his head, and the operation
is over. If the efficacy of the method only equalled its
simplicity, it seems a pity it was ever allowed to fall
into disuse.

The New Testament can hardly be said to improve
on the Old. Where disease is supernaturally caused, it
seems only logical to look for a supernatural cure.
“The Lord giveth and the Lord taketh away” is
applicable here if anywhere ; and, as Lacroix says,
“ Christ healing the sick by the laying-on of hands,
restoring sight to the blind, making the lame to
walk by an appeal to God, and raising the dead to life
in the name of the Father, seemed to intimate to the
world that prayer and faith were the best remedies for
human ills.”* Peter’'s mother was cured of fever by a
touch, a servant was cured of palsy with a word, a man
was cured of deafness by a touch and a prayer, the
High Priest’'s servant had his ear stuck on again after
Peter had cut it off. Paul also cured fever by a laying-
on of hands and prayer, and raised Eutychus to life,
after his preaching had caused him to fall down dead.
Peter also raised Dorcas from the dead. The New
Testament is perfectly explicit on this point ; its teach-
ing is “ The prayer of faith shall save the sick,” and its
practice exemplifies the teaching.

There is little wonder, then, that under the influence
of Christian teaching the medical science of antiquity
languished and died, and was replaced by a host of
senseless superstitions and practices identical in kind
with those existing among savages. Jesus, it is true,
told his disciples that they should cure the sick ; but
how ? “ In my name.” By the methods of the Peculiar
People, whose peculiarity consists, not in believing in
the New Testament, but in trying to carry out its teach-
ings. Jesus gave his disciples a medicine-chest that
was filled with— Faith ; and if his teaching, and the
teaching of the Apostles, be correct, medical science is
useless. If medical science is of use, the teaching of
Jesus must be dismissed as pure fantasy.

Christian influence on the treatment of lunacy was
still more disastrous. Nowhere is there the least indi-
cation that mental disorder or weakness is due to any
other cause than that of demoniacal possession. Some
demons obediently left people’s bodies on being told;
others, with less politeness, went not out save by prayer
and fasting. To-day there does not appear the least
doubt among educated believers even that the demoniacs
of the New Testament were people suffering from
epilepsy or some neurotic disorder. It is a nice ques-
tion,as Dean Trench remarks with unconscious sarcasm,
if one of the apostles “ were to enter a madhouse now,
how many of the sufferers there he might recognise as
‘possessed.””! On this subject the believer is in a sad
dilemma. Either he has to admit that Jesus was mis-
taken as to the nature of the disease that afflicted the
“ demoniacs an admission that strikes a heavy blow
at his divinity— or he has to assume that he deliberately
used language with the misleading nature of which he
was thoroughly acquainted, and thus make him respon-
sible for all the evils that afterwards resulted from the
belief in “ possession.”

Without discussing this aspect of the matter, the

* Science and Literature in the Middle Ages, p. 134.
t On the Miracles, p. 168.
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plain historic fact is that coincident with the rise of
Christianity there was a decline of medical science, and
that the Christian Fathers showered some of their
choicest vituperative morsels upon such as were impious
enough to attempt to banish disease by natural methods.
St. Augustine denounces “ men called anatomists who
inhumanly pry into the secrets of the human body to
learn the nature of disease, its exact seat, and how it
might be remedied.”§ St. Ambrose declares that the
“ precepts of medicine are contrary to celestial science.”
Tertullian denounced the surgeon Herophilus as a
“ butcher ” because he had been guilty of the crime of
dissection. Only one cause for disease was admitted—
the agency of demons. Thus Origen says: “ It is
demons which produce famine, unfruitfulness, corrup-
tions of the air, pestilences ; they hover concealed in
clouds in the lower atmosphere, and are attracted by the
blood and incense which the heathens offer to them as
gods.” St. Augustine said : “ All diseases of Christians
are to be ascribed to these demons ; chiefly do they
torment fresh-baptised Christians.” Tertullian was
convinced that an evil angel was in attendance upon
each person. Gregory of Nazianzus declared that bodily
pains are provoked by demons, and that medicine was
therefore useless ; while other Saints and Fathers are
equally at one in denouncing all those who trust to the
aid of medicine instead of trusting to prayer and the
intercession of their priestly leaders.!

With such teachings concerning the uselessness, if not
the sinfulness, of natural methods of combating disease
as those | have given, institutions for the cultivation of
medical science were anomalies. The Temple Hospitals
were closed and the chief avenues of medical know-
ledge destroyed. The Barbarians, in their repeated
invasions of the Empire, had respected the existence and
objects of the medical schools situated at Tréves, Arles,
Bordeaux, Alexandria, Athens, and elsewhere ; but they
were either closed or their usefulness destroyed by the
Christian rulers of the fifth and sixth centuries. At a
time, too, when the treatment of disease had been
practically restricted to the religious orders, decrees of
Church Councils were passed prohibiting the practice of
surgery or the study of medicine. Thus, as samples of
many similar instances, the Council of Le Mans, 1248,
and the Council of Rheims, 1119, interdicted the study
of medicine by monks. In 1246 the Council of Beziers
prohibited Christians applying to Jewish physicians,
when the Jews had, in Christian Europe, the monopoly
of medical science, and at a time when pope and bishops
maintained their private Jewish physicians. The Domi-
nicans, in 1243, banished all treatises on medicine from
their monasteries. Innocent I1l. forbade physicians
practising save under the supervision of an ecclesiastic.
Honorius, 1222, forbade priests studying medicine ; and
at the end of the thirteenth century Boniface VIII. inter-
dicted surgery as being Atheistical. !

The methods advocated by thé Church were of a much
simpler kind than those followed by the physician, and
more profitable—to the priest. For each particular
disease the Church had a special saint. Thus, St. Blaise
cured sore throats ; St. Polonia looked after toothache ;
St. Domingo attended to fever ; St. Rogue cured the
plague ; St. Gervaise monopolised specifics for rheu-
matism.§ As a further effort of specialisation, the body
was carefully mapped out, and each joint placed under
the charge ofsome one. The procedure was consequently
plain. Once the disease was identified or the injured
part located, all that had to be done was to consult the
chart of the celestial college of surgeons, and supplicate
for a cure. There was a trifling et cetera in the shape
of a fee to the priest ; but this, of course, was a mere
incidental.

Not that the clerical curative treatment was limited
to prayers. What one may call positive medicines were
plentiful, if not pleasant. The Rev. Baring Gould says
that, if Paul had consulted St. Luke in his capacity as a
physician, he would have recommended “ against fever
the burning of incense in the hollow of a canine tooth

* City of God, bk. xxii., ch. xxiv.

t See White’s Warfare of Science with Theology, ii., p. 27.

X For numerous illustrations see White's Warfare, Fort's Medical
Economy during the Middle Ages, and Buckle's Posthumous Woris,
ii., 302
8§ For a lengthy list of saints and the diseases under their con-
trol see Pettigrew’s Superstitions Connected with the Practice of
Medicine, pp. 37-8.
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of a crocodile, and an application of crocodile fat. For
headache he would prescribe the rust of door-hinges
dissolved in vinegar, the touch of an elephant’s trunk,
or the rope with which a man has been hung....... for
epileptic  fits....... then the infallible recipe was the
sloughed skins of newts.”* A thousand years later
the Christians were still cheerfully travelling along the
same road. Water in which the hair of a saint had
been dipped was used as a purgative. The saliva of
saints was a powerful cure for numerous disorders, and,
as this method of curing blindness had been sanctioned
by Jesus (John ix. 6), it was in great demand. The
parings of saintly nails, remnants of saintly clothing,
pieces of saintly bones, were extensively used. For
certain complaints people were told to take a number of
plants, “ put them into a vessel, set them under the
altar, sing over them nine masses, boil them in butter
or sheep’s grease, add much holy salt, strain through a
cloth....... If any ill-tempting occur to a man........ smear
his body with this salve, and put it on his eyes, and
cense him with incense, and sign him frequently with
the sign of the cross. His condition will soon be
better” (White, ii., p. 39). In his day Montaigne
describes doctors as using “ the left foot of a tortoise,
the stale of a lizard, the dung of an elephant, the liver
of a mole, blood drawn from under the right wing of a
white pigeon, and, for us who are troubled with the
stone, some rats pounded to small powder, and such
other foolish trash, which rather seems to be magic
spells or charms than effects of any solid science”
(Essays, bk. ii., ch. xxxvii.). For scurvy or scrofula
the king’s touch was all-powerful. Charles Il., a par-
ticularly delicate instrument for the divine influence to
filter through, is said to have touched and cured over
100,000 people.

From the point of view of general hygiene the influ-
ence of Christianity was equally disastrous. The
abstention of the early Christians from the social life of
the Empire, the conviction of the approaching end of
the world, and of the sinfulness of all pleasure as being
so many wiles of the devil, led to a neglect of the
ordinary decencies of life, and finally culminated in a
perfect epidemic of asceticism. From the fourth till the
tenth century the clergy were busily engaged in
preaching the sanctity of dirt. Maceration of the body,
an absence of cleanliness, disregard of all the normal
affairs of a healthy social life, were looked upon as
certain signs of Christian excellence. “ A hideous,
sordid, emaciated maniac, without knowledge, without
patriotism, without natural affection, passing his life in
a long routine of useless and atrocious self-torture.......
had become the ideal of the nations that had known the
writings of Plato and Cicero and the lives of Socrates
and Cato.”f

The behavior of these self-appointed leaders of
society almost passes comprehension. St. Jerome
narrates that he knew one monk who for thirty years
lived on nothing but a piece of bread and a drop of
mouldy water per day; another who only cut his hair
on Easter Sunday, who never washed his clothes, and
who starved himself until his flesh grew like a pumice
stone. Some carried heavy iron weights about with
them, and found their dwellings in old wells, holes in the
ground, or caves. Others threw off all clothing and
ran about like wild beasts. In Syria one sect existed
who spent their time on the mountain side, and ate
grass like cattle. St. Athanasius says that St. Anthony,
the leader of this movement, had never been guilty of
the crime of washing his feet. One famous virgin
never washed any part of her body except the tips of
her fingers. St. Euphraxia belonged to a body of nuns
who “ never washed their feet, and who shuddered at
the mention of a bath.” St. Abraham, however, came
out an easy first in this race for uncleanness, since he
never washed either face or feet. St. Simon Stylites is
said to have lived for over thirty years on the top of a
pillar, his body covered with hideous ulcers, while his
biographer “ stood by his side to pick up the worms that
fell from his body, and to replace them on the sores,
the saint saying to the worm, ‘ Eat what God has given
you.'"|

* A Study of St. Paul, p. 208

t Leck¥, European Morals, ii., p. 107.
X See, for fuller particulars, the list compiled by Lecky, Morals,
ii.,, pp. 110-12, and Gibbon, ch. xxxvii.



February 3, 1901.

Nor was this filthiness confined to a few individuals ;
it was fairly general. The wearing of linen was pro-
hibited among all the monastic orders. Bathing was
also prohibited as a heathenish custom. For nearly
seven hundred years there was not a public bath in
Christian Europe, while the Mohammedan city of
Cordova possessed nearly nine hundred. The highest
dignitaries of the State were often in a filthy condition,
as, for example, Thomas k Becket, who, after his
murder at Canterbury, was found to be wearing a hair
shirt that was literally covered with vermin. The
following is a picture of European cities in the sixteenth
century, as drawn by Draper :—

In Paris and London the houses were of wood daubed
with clay, and thatched with straw. The luxury of a
carpet was unknown ; some straw, scattered in the room,
supplied its place. There were no chimneys ; the smoke
from the ill-'ed, cheerless fire escaped through a hole in
the roof. No attempt was made at drainage, but the
putrefying garbage and rubbish was simply thrown out
°f the door. Men, women, children, slept in the same
apartment; not unfrequently domestic animals were
their companions ; in such a confusion of the family it
was impossible that modesty and morality could be
maintained...... Personal cleanliness was utterly unknown.
...... To conceal personal impurity, perfumes were
necessarily and profusely used. The citizen”clothed
himself in leather, a garment which, with its ever-
increasing impurity, might last for years...... The streets
had no sewers ; they were without pavements or lamps.
After nightfall the chamber shutters were thrown open,
and slops unceremoniously emptied down, to the dis-
comfiture of the wayfarer, tracking his path through the
narrow streets, with his dismal lantern in his hand.’ *

When one considers all that has been said above, with
ail its implications, there is little need for surprise that
during the Christian ages plagues were such frequent
and such deadly visitors. And while Christianity had,
°n the one hand, suppressed the medical science of
antiquity, it had, by its teachings, encouraged the
growth of all conditions that would give disease a sure
‘oothold. Nearly all the plagues and manias of the
Dark and Middle Ages were closely connected with
religious festivals or movements. Where religious
extravagance did not initiate a disorder, as in the case
°f the dancing mania, it aided its spread by the methods
adopted, as when Clement VI. called the faithful to
Rome during the Black Plague, and thus caused a new
eruption of the disease.t f

In the matter of mental diseases the evil |nf|uence ot
f-nristianity is clear and unmistakable. | have already
mentioned the fact that the New Testament everywhere
reats this class of disorder as being due to demoniacal
Possession. This of necessity marked out the method
°f treatment for all good Christians to pursue. Ihe
early Christians prided themselves on the power of
Spelling demons, and challenged the Pagans to set
contests. There were set forms through which the
Priest went. The lunatic was prayed over, washed with
encense, evil-smelling drugs burned under his nose in
Oruer to drive the demon out, and a set form of abuse
—Ilean sow, greedy wolf, Tartarean boor, entangled
*P«J*r lousy swineRerd, ete— Rurled at the indwelling

*e. ipping-posts were set up, and a severe
plpplng administered, with the object of making the
demon’s dwelling-place uncomfortable. Here is a
fPecimen recipe of this class : “ In case a man be
lunatic, take a skin of mere swine, work it into a whip,
and swinge the man therewith ; soon he will be quite
CUred. Amen.” In Scotland, as late as 1789, lunatics
werc placed in the churchyard all night, bound hand
fuel foot, covered with hav, and with a holy bell on
meir heads. In Cornwall’ they were pitched up and
uown in a pool until they were cured—or killed. + Even

eirn races . of prostltutes were recommended as a
Cure or

insanity.
U tor centuries there was not a voice raised against
‘ese ignorant and brutalising practices. Nor ere

 Fior %NS .2 eligion and Science, pp. 264-5.

| ©amg Oparient O the asanneation between religious move-
£es. cnucs see Hecker’s Epidemics of the Middle

r’\thds fopnn» n°* Por]llt detailed accounts of the priestly
7* ‘Qls in Whit GreT™ lu,,a”y- The reader will find ample Situs-

s Eorsf,»ﬁhe BrLilJ, (,qu? xv- a,d Tuke' HUlory °f Ihc
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they peculiar to one body of Christians; they were
common to all. Luther, Calvin, and Beza were as firm
in the belief in their utility as any Catholic priest— the
latter declaring that the idea of insanity as a natural
malady was *“ refuted both by sacred and profane
history.” In the face of such teaching there is some-
thing peculiarly sarcastic in the claim of Christians to
have built the first lunatic asylums. It invites the
retort that there are few religions that needed them
more, or did more to fill them. But they were not the
first. The Mohammedans led the way in building
homes for lunatics, as they did in a saner method of
treating them (Lecky, Morals, ii., 88-9). And, curiously
enough, the first home for lunatics ever opened by
Christians was in Jerusalem, to accommodate those
monks who had driven themselves insane by their bar-
barous penances (Gibbon, ch. xxxvii.).

The gradual growth of a saner method in the treat-
ment of disease tells the usual tale of Christian obstruc-
tion and brutality. Until the fifteenth century medicine
maybe said to have been exclusively Arabic. WhileChris-
tians were suppressing, the Mohammedans were develop-
ing, medical science ; and all those in Christendom who
practised medicine until the end of the fifteenth century
were taught, directly or indirectly, by the followers of
the prophet. There is no more sickening chapter in the
history of mankind than the opposition of the Churches
to those men who were risking and spending their lives
in the attempt to lessen the ravages of mental and bodily
disease. The chief cause of the expulsion of the Jews
from France in the early part of the fourteenth century
was that their use of the Arabic medicine was inter-
fering with the profits of the Church arising from
prayers, relics, and pilgrimages. Roger Bacon spend-
ing fourteen years of his life in prison ; Arnold De
Villanona, the greatest physician of his day, driven from
pillar to post like one unfit for the company of humankind;
Vessalius, the founder of modern anatomy, who risked
his life over and over again among the charnel houses ot
infected cities in seeking for a knowledge of disease ;
are a few instances among many that help to point the
real influence of the Christian faith on the world’s
destinies. Opposition to inoculation and vaccination,
which, in the opinion of some, might be justified, was
based, not on their being useless or dangerous, but
on the grounds that it was bidding defiance to the
will of God ; while one divine asserted that “ Job’s dis-
temper was smallpox, and he had been inoculated by
the devil. Disease was sent by God as a punishment
for sin, and the attempt to prevent it is a diabolical
operation.” Even the use of chloroform in obstetrical
cases was denounced from hundreds of pulpits as an
impious attempt “ to avoid one part of the primeval
curse on women.”

Space prevents my giving any further illustrations of
even modern opposition to the improvement of our
knowledge concerning the nature and cure of disease.
Had the Churches been strong enough, we should still
have been governed by that teaching expressed in the
articles of the Established Church, that “ Whatsoever
your sickness is, know you certainly that it is God’s
visitation ”— an expression of belief not by any means
confined to one sect, as daily experience demonstrates.
For, great as the victory of science over superstition has
been, it is far from complete ; perhaps it is not even
safely assured. The prayers offered up for recovery
from sickness, the suggestions made for days of
humiliation and fasting, show that, much as has been
done, more still remains to be accomplished. Not
that these expressions of prayer and fasting and
humiliation are not strictly and logically Christian.
Christ healing the sick by faith, and casting out devils
by prayer, in the first century, and the Peculiar People
in the twentieth century, form the beginning and end of
Christian medicine. What the effect of the Christian
conception of disease has been | have, all too briefly,
indicated.  Against this spirit of supernaturalism
science has urged a long and bitter warfare ; and,
although the steps of science may b$ slow and cautious,
yet an advance once made is seldom lost; ultimately
reason and humanity vindicate its supremacy, and
demonstrate that there is no disease which afflicts
mankind that may not be weakened or destroyed by
experience and common sense.

C. Cohen,
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Acid Drops.

“ God save the King!” is the cry now. “ God save the
Queen !” is all over. On Sunday, January 20, Christian
congregations all over the Kingdom were praying for Queen
Victoria’s recovery. On the Tuesday following she died.
That was God Almighty’s answer (on their theory) to their
united supplications.

It was difficult to understand why the Christian royalists
prayed so hard. In the first place, the Queen was dying of
senile decay ; and if she had recovered temporarily, she would
only have survived as the wreck and ruin of herself. Surely
it was better for her to die when she did. In the second place,
the Christian royalists do not really believe in prayer. They
only play at believing. They asked God Almighty to work a
physiological miracle in the case of Queen Victoria. Yet
when an honest member of the Peculiar People asked the Lord
to work a physiological miracle in the case of his sick child,
and then piously left the matter to Omnipotence, his fellow
Christians sent him to gaol with hard labor like a common
felon. But his child died, they will say. No doubt. And so
did the Queen.

It appears that Queen Victoria had been breaking-up for
sixmonths. To conceal this fact there was a general con-
spiracy of silence. That is how the royal lady’s death came
so suddenly to the nation. It must be admitted that the
conspiracy of silence was well kept up. But it suggests that
there may be another conspiracy ; not a conspiracy of silence,
but a conspiracy of loquacious flattery. It is just as easy to
deceive the people in one way as in the other.

Queen Victoria was doubtless a good woman. We had
not the honour of her personal acquaintance, but those who
knew' her better than we did say that she was an admirable
wife and mother, and we will take what they say for granted.
She was a good woman, That is all right. Still, We hope
this is not a distinction in England. We believe there are hosts
of good women in the country. Indeed, we are sure that
there arc. Ay, and hosts of good women in every country.
There must be, or the world would go to pot. Men may go
wrong and do a lot of mischief, but if the women went WWrong
it would be all up with the race.

As a good woman Her Majesty made a very successful
Queen. Public life is carried on (at present) almost exclu-
sively by men, and they were willing to bow to a woman on
the throne. There was something even maternal in her case
as she grew older. Indeed, if the nation must have a
sovereign, it seems to us that the sovereign should always be
a woman, and if possible an old one ; a woman in whom, so
to speak, the passions arc extinct and the affections still
living.

“ Soldiers of the Queen” was a catching phrase. It was a
god-send to the military spirit which has been carefully
fanned ever since the 1887 jubilee. Soldiers are all men, and
there was something natural (as the world goes) in fighting
for a woman. When she was called the Widow of Windsor,
a still more sympathetic cord was touched in their breasts.
But there is no such magic in “ Soldiers of the King.” Many
a man who looks at Edward the Seventh will probably say
(or think), “ Fight for him? Not I. Let him fight for him-
self.”

Her Majesty made a good queen because she was a good
woman. But it is'-absurd to call her a great queen. There
is no longer any room for a great queen,in the. British Con-
stitution. The sovereign is the head of the State in name but
not in fact.'" The governing power lies inthe Cabinet—which,
in turn, represents the majority of the electors of one way of
political thinking. Practically, the sovereign has no direct

olitical power. True, the government is carried on in the

ing’s name ; but so is the business in the law courts. What
was once a fact has now become a fiction. We are really
living under a veiled Republic, and the position of the
sovereign has entirely changed. Once the King was at the
helm of the ship of State ; now he is at the bows. Once he
was the pilot ; now he is the figurehead.

It is nonsense to compare Queen Victoria with Queen
Elizabeth. The virtues of the one were chiefly negative ; the
virtues of the other were chiefly positive. Elizabeth was not
a good woman, in the common meaning of the words. She
appears to have been far from chaste, although they called
her the Virgin Queen ; and she was vain and vindictive. But
she had brains and courage. She-was a real ruler. In her
time the Crown was nearly absolute ; the Parliament counted
for next to nothing. The policy of the State was her policy,
and the men who carried on its affairs were of her direct
choosing. There is thus no analogy between the two reigns ;
and where there is no analogy there can be no comparison.

With regard to the “ national grief” at Queen Victoria’s
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death, we are bound to say that it is very largely insincere.
She had attained to a great age, and her death was to be
looked for in the natural course of things. Yet a stranger
would imagine that she had been cut off in her prime, and
that the public loss was startling and irreparable. The nation
is indulging in an orgie of sorrow. Some time ago Khaki
was the only wear ; now lads of sixteen go about smoking
cigarettes and wearing black neckties. The very theatres are
closed. It is felt that it would be disloyal to see even a play
of Shakespeare’s until after the Queen’s funeral. The music-
halls, however, are all open. Marie Lloyd, Gus Elen, and
Dan Leno are in full swing. And crowds of loyal people
laugh and clap. They wear crape on their arms and a grin
on their faces. And we fancy there is more truth in physiog-
nomy than in millinery'.

The newspapers have been “ going it blind.” Even the Stai
has shed tears enough to float a ship. Unlimited gush has
been the order of the day. It could hardly have been worse
if the Crucifixion had just taken place, and no one had received
a tip about the Resurrection. We are glad, however, to note
a signal exception in the case of Reynolds's Newspaper. Mr.
Thompson is to be congratulated on his immunity from the
prevalent fever.

One Radical paper—heaven save the mark —ended its
article on the death of Queen Victoria by the solemn declara-
tion, which was no doubt also meant to be affecting, that she
had “gone to face her God.” Probably the writer would
have been puzzled to say what he meant. God is said to be
everywhere, and therefore everybody faces him always.
Look straight in front of you, and ycu face him ; turn round,
and you face him still. Perhaps the writer in question had a
vague feeling that the arrival of the Queen would be a signal
event in heaven, and that the Almighty would feel consider-
ably honored by her visit. It did not occur to the Radical
gusher to reflect that the British Empire is a much bigger
thing than Queen Victoria ; that it is nevertheless by no
means all the world ; that, even if it were, the world itself is
as nothing in the universe; and that the Governor of In-
finitude could hardly be expected to attach much importance
to the exit of one “ distinguished ” insect from this insigni-
ficant spot in space.

Of course the “ poets ” have been turned on like watertaps.
The Poet Laureate was naturally well to the front, having to
maintain his position and earn his £\<x>a year. We have
seen his verses—long ones—in the newspapers. But we
have not read them. Our sins are many, but not heavy
enough to call for such a penalty. Still, we have glanced
over Poet Austin’s word-spinnings for this occasion, and we
are satisfied that they are the same old stuff, and up (or down)
to the same old level. Let the Poet Laureate pass then ; and
let us look more closely at a brand new poet who has suddenly
sprung to light in the pages of the Referee. This is no other
than Mr. Wilson Barrett, who has grown wonderfully pious
since he found there was a pot of money in the Sign of the
Cross, and has recently informed the world that his great
object in composing that sublime masterpiece was to counter-
act the “ infidel” teaching of Ingersoll. We have heard it
said, by persons who affect to know Mr. Barrett’s private
opinions, that he believes in Christianity just as much, and
just as little, as Ingersoll did ; but we reject this slander as
scarcely short of blasphemy. Mr. Barrett's poem on the dead
Queen shows him to be a true Christian. It is full of the
wildest sentimentalism. All the poetry in it consists in the
heading, which is a quotation—"“ He giveth his beloved
sleep ” ; and in the last line of the last couplet, where God is
said to have “ closed the tired eyelids o’er the tired eyes.”
Although not printed in inverted commas, this is also a
quotation, and a spoiled one. As the image appealed in the
Lotos Eaters it was lovely— '

Music that gentlier on the spirit lies

Than tir'd eyelids upon tir'd eyes.
That is how Tennyson wrote it. Mr. Barrett reproduces it in
his own fashion. And what a fashion, to be sure !

The most obvious thing to say about the Queen is
“ Mother,” and Mr. Barrett works it for all it is worth. Here
is a sample :

Thou, great Mother of the nations, gave the nations peace.

“Thou gave” is beautiful grammar to begin with. But let
that pass. What we want to know is the meaning ot
“ Mother of the nations.” What the devil can it mean?
England has been called the mother of free nations—such as
Canada and Australia ; and perhaps Mr. Barrett remembered
it and said to himself, “ That’s a good phrase ; I'll stick it on
to the Queen.”

Mr. Barrett might also tell us how and when Queen
Victoria “gave the nations peace.” We cannot see that it
was in her power, or in any one person’s power, to do any-
thing of the kind. And, as a matter of fact, she did not do
it. All the great wars since Waterloo have been fought in
her reign. The wars with China, the wars with Afghanistan,
the Crimean War, the war in India, the war with Abyssinia,
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the war between North and South in Ameri > ,
between France and Austria, the war between

Austria, the war between France and Germany,

between Russia and Turkey, the war between Turkey a
Greece, the war between the United States % South
the war still raging between Britisher and B .
Africa, to say nothing of the “ punitive expedition '
with all its horrors of rape and massacre. Rea y>

of the Referee should have been ashamed to 1
rubbish ; and we suggest that if Mr- Barrett is

more “ pcems ” for that journal, he should be presented
an elementary text-book of modern history.

The Sunday Sun was bound to come out with something
striking. “Victoria the Good ” was the title of its effort, and
the first line ran, “ The greatest monarch of the ages sleeps.
Not the best) but the greatest. The Edwards, the Henrys,
and Elizabeth are nowhere ; and Alexander, Julius Caesar,
ﬁgg&lserick the Great, and Napoleon hide their diminished

Right under this wonderful “ poem ” is the beginning of a
«°ng laudatory article on Queen Victoria. The writer starts
7 »'ring his literary knowledge. He refers to Shelleys
statement that we look before and after. Well, Shelley did

m the Ode to a Skylark that “ We look before and after,
bless this writer’s soul, Shakespeare said it more than
two hundred years earlier. It is really too bad to leave this
?°rt of literary censorship to the editor of a vulgar, illiterate
journal like the Freethinker. We love Shelley much, but we
‘ove Shakespeare more ; so we refer the Sunday Sun man to
the end of the fourth scene of the fourth act of Hamlet,
where he will find these words, which we dare say are not
10* e “stage” editions
W hat is a man,

If his chief good and market of his time’

he but to sleep and feed ? a beast, 110 more.

Sure, he that made us with such large discourse,

Looking before and after, gave us not

That capability and god-like reason
*pjj To fust in us unused.

thee¥6' ~OU Sunday Sun man, whoever thou art, we make
nothing.reSent °f that>as cheap as we got it, free, gratis, for

to” for afew words about the Queen’s funeral. It seems
anoth u SratiGcatlon oGa very morbid taste, unless it be
body 1 oG imperial stage-management, to keep her dead
*t for « Por e best part of a fortnight, and then to drag
of o ashow through the streets of London. The first idea
<%nifrdyal_fam!ly. tO do them justice, was more natural and
as 1. The Queen’s remains were to be laid as privately
news SSh’e beside her husband's at Frogmore. But the
up an agitation for a public display, and

anj"; Monties have yielded to it; for are not the anonymous
ffosponsible journalists the masters of England to-day ?

the st r CS iyarw™n’s dead body was taken silently throu%h
morn”? °f London in the dead of night, for burial in the
Catjonnli In Westminster Abbey. There was no press notifi-
Londn 00 Processi®n, and no crowd. The transit through
Victor’ll 'i'Us a'most stealthy. Yet when the death of Queen
dust ofV ,as ceased t° be a nine days’ wonder, when all the
Verdict tiKLfuneial crowds has long since settled, when the
grain f °f ~'me ‘s Passecb when history has separated the
of the rom fbe chaff, it will not be the name of any sovereign
outeJ e°0Ond bah’ of the nineteenth century that will stand
and swnent and conspicuous, but the name of that modest

village t'"atured £enius who, in the quiet of a little Kentish
thouH V llla*Lired the ideas that were to revolutionise llie

c'viliscj andj indirectly the practice, of the whole of the

and ti, “ave the Queen I’ is all over now, as we have said ;
b°w AfiCry IS" ~od Save tGe King I’ It is amusing to note
though . rt. Fdward has suddenly become another person—
NJfead If 's not he that has changed, but his situation.
ncw roh'™\C SC tGe hand of loyal tradition weaving him a
the orig’ °/ character. The whole process reminds us of
Vales w'n°i, Gospel history. Presently the ex-Prince of
Edwar i 11 become cLuite a mythical new personage as King
Under U tle Seventh. We see the myth growing already
our very eyes.

death of paVe Ibe King I”  When Byron heard thatcry on the
°fsatir! u°rR®Gh he sat down and wrote his masterpiece
king ,  Vision ofJudgment. George Ill. was a “ good ”
afdowede ordinary sense of the word ; that is, he was
stancy r "f11 the domestic virtues, and even with *“con-
of st* Oa bad™ugly woman.” But from the point of view
AayhowS, T?nShip’ b® was blind, stupid, and mischievous.
Praises ' | ytOn- tGe Republican, was not going to sing his
the sum r 6 sang something else. He made Satan claim
jnhell g .i eorSe HI., not because they were short of kings
'nto hoi Ut because justice was justice. The old king got

"Oathev \&L right at the finish, but he slipped in while
y> the Poet Laureate, played Old Harry with the

THE FREETHINKER.

Tr

hosts both of heaven and hell by reciting his own verses.
And, says Byron,

When the tumult dwindled to a calm

I left him practising the hundredth psalm.

Here is a special verse of Byron’s great satire :—
“ God save the King ' Itis a large economy
In God to save the like ; but if he will
Be saving, all the better ; for not one am |
Of those who think damnation better still:
I hardly know too if not quite alone am |
In this small hope of bettering future ill
BK circumscribing, with some slight restriction,
The eternity of hell’s hot jurisdiction.

“ God Save the King I”  Well, if there be a deity, God save
all of us! Why concentrate his attention on kings ? There
are wiser and more useful persons in existence. God should
extend the scope of his attention. As Ebenezer Elliott
sang —

When wilt thou save the people ?
O God of mercies when ?

Not thrones, O Lord, but nations ;
Not kings, O God, but men?

The Sunday Strand, it seems, has taken to the re-telling of
Bible stories “ with much elaboration.” We don'’t object to
this reproduction of fiction, but it appears that the Rock
does. It says that this kind of thing Is a “ startling innova-
tion.” And it goes on to explain that in the January issue
of the Sunday Strand “ the story of the Garden of Eden is
put into the mouth of Eve, becoming a realistic and sensa-
tional narrative. Does there not seem something pre-
sumptuous in this freedom of dealing with the sacred books?
There can be no living writer qualified toadd to the stories told
us in Scripture ; and if the public will not read these in their
right place, why should the same tales be dressed up in a
spurious and tinsel manner? Many will sincerely hope that
the popular magazine will quickly drop this °‘startling
innovation.””

If it is possible to. impart a “ realistic” appearance to any
of the Scriptural narratives, we should not complain, nor
should Christians, who ought rather to rejoice that there is a
chance of making these stories look something like the truth.
As for “ freedom in dealing with the sacred books,” we have
quite outlived any feeling that desecration lies that way.

Western civilisation is making rapid strides in some parts
of Palestine. Jerusalem has got the electric light as well as
a railway, and two post-offices have been opened for the
Germans and French respectively. A carriage road to
Nablous, the ancient Shechem, is in course of construction,
so that it will soon be possible to drive to the neighborhood
of Jacob’s Well. And yet some of the old customs live on
side by side with modern novelties. An architect who
journeyed lately in a carriage from Gaza to Beersheba had
the way prepared for him by men sent on in front to smooth
the rough places.

The Rev. Blakeney, M.A., has offered to the world a review
of religious belief in the pastcentury. He doesn’t think that
scientific thought has affected belief in the Bible—an opinion
to which he is quite entitled, though it is absurd. He is
obliged to admit, later on, that “ critical investigations ” have
had some influence on religious thought.

And then he has the impudence to say that Agnosticism is
“ the easy resort of uneasy thinkers.” He probably fancies
that this is what is commonly known as a “ fetching remark.”
But nobody is likely to be disturbed by it. We rather think
that we have seen this observation applied, not to Agnosticism,
but to Roman Catholicism. Any way, there is nothing original
about it except its impudence.

The Christian is up to one of the hackneyed tricks of
modern orthodoxy. It rejoices over the death of Secularism.
Of course, it knows very well that Secularism is not dead,
but it is policy to bamboozle the Christians who fancy it was
long since buried. The more they are kept in ignorance, the
easler itis to practise upon their credulity. Our contemporary
says that Secularism “ made a great noise for many years, and
claimed a large following, especially among working men,”
but “ at the beginning of the new century it finds itself in a
poor plight on both sides of the Atlantic.” In justification of
this statement some nonsense is quoted from an American
Christian paper on the late Secular Congress at Cincinnati.
We will not condescend to reply to such stuff. Let the Christian
deal with England first. We invite it to give its readers some
evidence that Secularism is dead in this country, and then to
publish our reply.

So ignorant is the Chtistian of the history of Secularism
that it puts “ Hyndman and Bradlaugh” together as two of
the “ gifted and determined minds ” under whose “ inspira-
tion” it made great headway in England. As a matter of
fact, Mr. Hyndman never had any sort of connection with
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the Secular Movement, although we believe he is a Free-
thinker and even an Atheist. There is, indeed, something very
comical in coupling his name with Mr. Bradlaugh'’s, for they
were very much opposed to each other on most subjects, and
to all appearance there was little love lost between them. It
is said that adversity makes us acquainted with strange bed-
fellows; but the Christian has gone one better than adversity
itself in this direction.

After airing its ignorance, or doing something still worse,
the Christian displays another orthodox virtue. “ It is a
remarkable fact,” it says, “that when men revolt from
Revelation, on the ground that it is unreasonable, they often
gravitate either towards immorality or superstition.” Mrs.
Besant is cited as an instance of the gravitation towards
superstition—just as though nearly all the mysterious non-
sense she now teaches could not be found within the covers
of the Bible! Nobody is cited as an instance of the gravita-
tion towards immorality. This is at least discreet, for the
less evidence you adduce on behalf of a lie the better.

The Fatal Opulence of Bishops is the title of a book just
published by the Vicar of St. Thomas’s, Camden Town, N.W.
The subject is one on which much might be said that would
hardly be agreeable to the Bench of Bishops. The author
had better look out for squalls.

Writing in the Guardian of Hymns Ancient and Modern,
the Rev. A. Sloman, of Godmanchester, cites as objection-
able the following lines, which appear in a well-known hymn
in that volume :—

Whatever, Lord, we lend to Thee,

Repaid a thousandfold will be ;

Then gladly will we give to Thee,
Who givest all.

Another choice excerpt made by this clerical critic is the
following:—
Christian, dost thou see them
On the holy ground,
How the troops of Midian
Prowl and prowl around ?
Christian, up and smite them ;
Counting gain but loss ;
Smite them %y the merit
Of the holy Cross.

He objects that “ prowl and prowl around ” is both ludicrous
in sound and inaccurate as Scripture history, for the troops of
Midian did not prowl around ; other troops prowled around
them. Then he argues that “ counting gain but loss” is an
inversion to find a rhyme with “ Cross,” and that it ought to
be “ count loss but gain.” Mr. Sloman does not like—

Give us Thy grace to rise above

The glare of this world's smelting fires,

which appears in the hymn for St. Matthew’s Day, and most
people will sympathise with his distaste for the couplet. Of
another verse —
And he, whom yet we look upon
With comfort and delight,
Will quite depart from hence anon
And leave us to the night,

Mr. Sloman asks—* Could baldness furthergo ?” We might
add many instances of the lack of poetry in Hymns Ancient
and Modern.

The late Bishop of Worcester (Dr. Philpott) used to express
his inability to understand the popularity of the Hymnal.
He attributed it mainly to the few striking tunes which
belong to the selection.

The recent Theosophist Convention at Benares serves to
remind us what a long time it is since people used to talk
about Mahatmas, and precipitation, and astral bodies, and
all the rest of it. Fashions have changed since then, and
Theosophy has been followed by many other forms of amuse-
ment. ho would to-day desert an exciting game of ping-
pong in order to talk about Karma Rupa and the rest of it?
Really, we cannot be so decadent after all.

The Nonconformist section of the members of the Wivels-
field (Sussex) School Board object to the children being
“coached up” in the observance of Palm Sunday, Good
Friday, and other Church festivals, on the ground that it is
using the thin edge of the wedge to introduce sectarian
instruction. There is surely a great deal of much more
useful information which it is possible to impart to children.

The following is rather a good story of a pious and canny
Scot. One Sunday, writes a correspondent, | called at a
cottage in the south of Midlothian and requested a measure
of milk, which was promptly handed to me. | offered the
woman who attended to my wants a few coppers, but she
curtly responded, “ | canna tak siller on a Sawbath ' |
thanked her, and was turning away, when she whispered,
“ Mon, ye can drap the bawbees in that tub wi’ the graith
(soap-suds) in't.  I'll get them oot the morn !”
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Not to be outdone by the Free Churches, the Bishop ot
Ripon has started a new Century Fund of 1,000,000 shillings.
Likely enough, he will get that amount, for even at this
time of day the Church can collect money if it can’t do any-
thing else.

The Church Army has now commenced a “ Twentieth
Century Million Shilling Fund.” Two friends have already
promised to give 10,000 shillings each, provided the
1,000,000 shillings be given or promised before the close of the
year. These provisional promises do not look altogether
right. They may, of course, have the effect of winning
additional subscriptions, and just as much of course they
may have the effect of stopping them, for no one likes to be
absolutely dragged into contributing even for his dearest
object on earth or heaven, if he believes in it.

The superintendents of the seven Buddhist sects in Japan
administer a sharp rap on the knuckles to the missionaries
in China of all denominations, who, they allege, “have
stepped beyond the legitimate sphere of religion,” and given
the Chinese reason to regard them with suspicion as “ inti-
mately connected with the foreign policies of their own
countries.” The Buddhist heads an appeal to the Christian
missionaries, in conjunction with themselves, “to devote
their energies to formulating some plan by which the sus-
picion as well as the indignation harbored by the Chinese
against the foreign missionaries may be removed.” Mis-
sionaries should, for instance, be hindered from inducing
their Governments to carry out schemes of aggrandisement
against China, on the plea that they have been persecuted ;
and the missionaries should be prevented from doing anything
tr%ac':(hr_night be construed as disturbing the social institutions
of China.

Recently Canon Gore admitted that the Bible narratives
“ prior to Abraham can no longer be received as historical.”
This truly alarming admission seems to have much disturbed
the Rev. James Silvester, rector of Nympsfield, Gloucester-
shire. He addressed a protest to the Church of England
Pulpit, which reported the sermon; but that paper does not
appear to have been willing to open its columns to the indig-
nation of the rector. Perhaps we should never have known
of_his protest but for the Rock, which is gracious enough to
print it. He has some suspicion that he will be regarded as
“ narrow and one-sided,” and will be ranked amongst those
who are “incapable of thinking for themselves.” Still, he
insists that “ if there is one principle enforced by our Church,
it is that of the authenticity of the Bible.” Indeed! Then
the practice of many leading lights ot the Church is quite
contrary to the principle enforced, for there are tew portions
of Holy Writ which have escaped damaging clerical criticism.

This Gloucestershire rector admonishes all whom it may
concern to “ supple,” in the words of a well-known homily,
“our hard, stony hearts,” and take care that we be not
“contemners and deriders of God’s infallible word.” Of
course, we should not become anything so impious if we
were assured that a God exists, and that the miscellaneous
collection of writings called the Bible are indeed his “ infallible
word.” But these initial propositions will take a lot ot
proving. -

Mr. W. T. Lee, Christian Evidence lecturer, is referred to
in the Christian World in connection with a series of addresses
he has recently delivered at Manchester. The title ot the
concluding lecture was “ Nazarene, Thou hast Conquered,”
which, to say the least of it, is somewhat of an assumption.
The C. W. correspondent says : “ A good many Secularists
attended several of the lectures, and, although the organisers
were quite prepared to see no visible results, it is gratifying
to be able to record that such results have been achieved.
Mr. Lee, who is still a young man of forty, has had a long
experience of Christian evidence work, reaching back now
for twenty years. He debated with Mrs. Besant shortly
before she abandoned Secularism, and has debated ten or a
dozen times with Mr. Foote. He is thoroughly familiar with
Secularist literature and the Secularist point of view. His
lectures have thus an appositeness which is often absent in
certain types of apologetics. He is much better read in the
best modern apologetics than | should imagine to be the case
with many lecturers on Evidences.”

This, after all, is not very high praise for Mr. Lee. To be
in any way an improvement on the bulk of Christian evidence
lecturers does not necessitate or indicate much. The C. IF
correspondent concludes with these significant words : “ 1
could very much wish that the Churches would take more
seriously the duty of meeting the Secularist propaganda,
Whiclh i(si playing such deadly havoc in so many workshops of
our land.”

With the heading, “ Good Enough for the State Church,”
Reynolds's Newspaper says that the Archbishop of Canterbury
has just presented to the living of Ashurst, in Kent, a gentle-
man who was sentenced, when a curate of thirty-six, to six
months’ imprisonment for a criminal offence of a grave
character. . .
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Mr. Foote’'s Engagements.

February 10, Glasgow; 17, Manchester.

To Correspondents.

*?% Charles Watts's Engagements—Al communications for
Ir. Watts should be sent to him at 24 Carminia-road, Balham,
«. If a reply is required, a stamped and addressed enve-

tope must be enclosed.

‘ Facey— See acknowledgment.
T1'l never—as other readers arc
1hanks for your good wishes.
omeone has sent us 4s. for Shilling Week.
with Dear Sir,” but forgets to add his signature.
acknowledged as “ No Name.”

*Wirttiams.—Your letter re literature for distribution at Mr.
t reharne-Jones’s lectures has been handed to Miss Vance, the
N.S.S. Secretary.

e Mumby.— (1) During the editors indisposition it has been
mipossible for him to write more than his ordinary copy for the
reethinker, which is always a good deal. He will resume the
twentieth Century Fund appeal as speedily as possible.
I hanks for your generous offer of another £5, or even £10, if
others show a disposition to subscribe more liberally. (2) Much
obliged for the Huxley extracts. (3) What you say is pre-
cisely what we told the Moral Instruction League. It is
nnpossible to keep the Bible in the schools as literature. It
was put there as a sacred book, and would never have been put
there otherwise. We think you are right on the matter of
Policy. (4) Moral instruction has become established in the
Board schools by the action of the Education Department,
under the Act of 1870.

J Brierley.—Sorry we cannot undertake to answer legal ques-
:10ns>and yours is rather complicated. If you wish to apply
t0 QS°t'citor, we can recommend Messrs. Harper & Battcock,
23 Rood-lane, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C.

XttMIAPMAN —Glad to see the South Shields friends bestirring
hemselves on behalf of “ Shilling Week.” We hope to see
you all soon.

T- Hunt.— There are various ways, of course, of helping the
cause. Thanks for the copy of your well-written, vigorous,
and effective letter to the Chairman of the Watch Committee
ot the Stockport Borough Council on Sabbatarian persecutions.

e are very glad to have your opinion that the Freethinker is
a splendid educational medium.”

e Calcutt.—Yes, we are winning, as you say ; that is, our
principles are permeating the public mind. But it is hard
Work for the pioneers, all the same.

Gardner, of the Hull School Board, desires to correct an

, ijid Drop” in our January 20 issue. We seem to have got
°*(L°f the direct opposite of what she said, doubtless through

a brief, misleading report. Her resolution was carried in spite
the opposition of three clerical members. What she objected

? was “male” and “female” teachers, those terms being

~obsolete and suggesting the animals that went into the Ark.

*Garner— Unless you have a great deal of time on hand,
we cannot advise you to spend any of it on the writings of

«wedenborg. There are good things in his many books, but the
“'gging out is a long and heavy work, and comparatively
‘*"remunerative.  Perhaps the Divine Love and Wisdom,
ranslated by Dr. Garth Wilkinson, would be the best for you
0 attempt. It is a small volume, cheap, and largely cha-

racteristic.'

r Percy Ward.—Mr. Foote is writing you.

*Vickers.—Your long letter on the Drink Question shall be
ead carefully with a view to insertion.

E berts.—The personal matter is hardly worth pursuing

Of course it is better late
recommended to note.

He begins his letter
We have

P’ P°'VEN__The matter has been attended to. Pleased to have
yeur strong approval of our reply to Dr. Colt. He certainly™
scemsa bit hazy on the “religious” side, though an able and,
We believe, an estimable man.

* Pabtr.doe.—The subject of your letter shall be duly con-
sidered. Mr. Foote will write you on the matter shortly.
« | «Bali--—-Always glad to receive your cuttings.
" Robertson.—Subjects to hand and noted. Shall be glad to
receive a bill in due course.
Apers Received.—Truthseeker (New York)—Democracy—
rescent—China Mail—Life and Beauty—La Raison— Boston
jbvestigator—Torch of Reason—Secular Thought— Hornsey

Biends who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by
arkuig the passages to which they wish us to call attention.
lj E Rational Secular Society's office isat 1 Stationers’ Hall Court,

udgate Hill, E.C., where all letters should be addressed to
M'ss"Vance.

E[(pn_l? P'OTICES must reach 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate
1i E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

lish-)RS 'feature should be sent to the Frccthought Pub-
jlill'ng Company, Limited, 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate

tTers for ule Editor Df the Freethinker should be addressed to
stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate Hill, E.C.
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T he Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the Bublishing
office, post free, at the following rates, prepaid:—One year,

10s. 6d.; half year, 5s. 3d.; three months, 2s. 8d.

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

Mr. Foote had acrowded audience at the Athenaeum Ilall
on Sunday evening, when he lectured on “ The End of ‘ God
Save the Queen.”” He was followed with the closest atten-
tion, and was very warmly applauded. Some points of his
lecture are reproduced in this week’s “ Acid Drops.”

Mr. Cohen occupies the Athenaeum Hall platform this
evening (Feb. 3), taking for his subject “ Religion and
Insanity.” We hope he will have a good “congregation,”
including some of the religious people. The insane are too
far gone for Mr. Cohen’s treatment, but the half-way people
would be benefited by listening to him.

Mr. Foote is taking a Sunday off to-day (Feb. 3), with a
view to getting into perfect trim again for the rest of a hard
winter's work. A large program for the next few months
lies before him, and he is anxious to do it justice. W.ith just
a little rest and change he expects to be once more in first-
rate fettle. He is already much better bodily, though still
somewhat troubled with insomnia, and is just beginning to
feel his absolutely necessary work less of a burden. In
ordinary circumstances his work is a pleasure ; chiefly, of
course, because it is a labor of love.

On the following Sunday (Feb. 10) Mr. Foote delivers three
lectures at Glasgow, and on the Sunday after that three more
lectures at Manchester. He hopes also to visit the Tyneside,
including South Shields, during February.

Mr. E. Treharne-Jones, late Church of England minister,
continues his campaign against the faith from which he
seceded on account of its falsity. He lectures to-day (Feb. 3)
at the Long Room, Temperance Hall, Wetherall-street,
Abcrdare. His subject at 2.30 is “ Priestcraft,” and at 6
“Is the Bible out of Date ?” All the Freethinkers in the
district should make a point of rallying round the ex-reverend
gentleman.

Pontypridd and district Secularists arc requested to attend
a meeting to-day (Feb. 3) at the City Restaurant, Pontypridd,
at 6 p.m. The organising committee will report progress in
regard to the local Frcethought propaganda.

Mr. Percy Ward informs us that the Birmingham N. S. S.
Branch can no longer retain his services as organiser. The
difficulty is a financial one, and is much regretted by the
Branch, as we learn by another letter from Mr. Partridge,
the secretary. Mr. Ward has engaged himself, however, to
lecture for the Branch every other Sunday. This allows him
to lecture for Branches in other parts of the country, and we
hope he will receive plenty of invitations. Mr. Ward still
means to devote the whole of his time to the Freethought
cause, if it be possible to do so. All he asks in return is to
make both ends meet; a thing which is so difficult, alas, in
the service of Reason, and so easy in the service of Faith,

According to the Life and Letters of the late Professor
Huxley, edited by his son, Leonard Huxley, it is quite certain
that Dr. Stanton Coit has misunderstood his position with
regard to the use of the Bible in Board schools. *“ He sup-
ported,” his biographer says, “ what appeared to be the only
workable plan under the circumstances, though it was not his
ideal ; for he would not have used the Bible as the agency for
introducing the religious and ethical idea into education if
he had been dealing with a fresh and untouched population.”
It always remained his belief that “ the principle of strict
Secularity in State education is sound, and must eventually

prevail.”

Writing to a correspondent in 1894, Huxley referred to the
Compromise as “an armistice ‘ between’ contending parties
who were absolutely irreconcilable.” On the whole, he rather
hoped that the Clerical party might upset the Compromise,
in order that * the sweep into space which would befall them
in the course of the next twenty-three years might be com-

plete and final.”

Mr. J. M. Robertson delivers three lectures for the Glasgow
Branch to-day (Feb. 3). There can be no question as to his
ability, and we hear that he has become a very effective
public speaker. He should have good audiences in a city

like Glasgow.
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A Great Poet’s Exile.

The story of Victor Hugo’s exile gives dignity to his
life. For nineteen dark years he ate the bitter bread of
banishment. They were years of exile, but also years
of glory. Exiled by fate that he might do his work.

As one who has suffered shipwreck upon the stormy
waters of life, and bravely struggles to the shore, so
did Victor Hugo reach the island of Jersey on August 5,
1852. The house which the Hugo family occupied in
the island stands on the low shore, a little way out of
St. Helier. It is an ordinary seaside house, with a
slight French appearance from its green shutters.
Along the back lies the garden, some of the contents
of which, with an exile’s tenderness, had been brought
from France and planted there by Hugo himself.

A sandy ridge hides the sea from the lower rooms.
Beyond this stretch the sands, and then come the
encircling waters. Well had this eagle chosen his
eyrie. One likes to think of him watching the con-
tinual pageant of old ocean. Its vastness, its freedom,
its joy, and its beauty must have impressed the poet’s
mind. Sometimes shining in the sun, an expanse of
shimmering silver. Sometimes, instinct with wrath,
its huge masses rising and clashing together, and
breaking into crests of foam, a very witch’s caldron.
Now, grey and quiet as if in sleep. Anon, shrouded
with a white mist, deepening the sense of mystery by
which it is ever enwrapped. At night, rolling gently
under the soft light of the stars, save where beneath
the quiet moon, a glorious pathway, broadening to the
far horizon, allures and seems to point to “ fairy lands
forlorn.” Or, maybe, a wilderness of burnished gold, as
its billows are furrowed with phosphorescent fire.

Transportation from Paris produced a vast change in
the lives of the Hugo family. How dull the gaieties of
St. Helier must have seemed to the young Parisians.
But they accepted the inevitable cheerfully. They
worked, rode, fished, fenced, bathed, and took photo-
graphs. Charles, who had been a Boulevard Adonis,
now dressed manfully in homespun. Miss Adéle gladly
accepted the Jersey dances in default of more brilliant
assemblies. Victor Hugo did a great deal besides con-
templating the beauties of nature. He wrought with-
out remission at prose and verse. The first fruits of
his toil were a volume of poems, published in 1853.
The title of the book frankly indicates its character.
Les Chatiments deals with the misdeeds of “ Napoleon
the Little.” These works furnished the strongest invec-
tives ever uttered against “the man of December.”
They exhibit a man of supreme genius expending all the
wealth of satire and denunciation in the white heat of
passion. A terrible book, well named “ The Chastise-
ments,” and written by perhaps the finest purely literary
genius that France ever produced.

Did ever despot suffer such an impeachment as
Napoleon the Third ? Was ever monarch attacked in
such grand and sonorous lines, with such sinewy
rhetoric, sounding declamation, pictorial richness?
Lyrics, written for the political purposes of the moment,
for ever echoing in the heart and present in the memory
of the people who read them. The Empress, of whom
he always spoke with courtesy, saw the volume. After
reading'it, she observed : “ M. Hugo must hate us very
much.”- So he did. He hated the Emperor with a
perfect hatred—as a dangerous reptile, to which no
“quarter” could possibly be given.

After all, the Government of “ Napoleon the Little ”
was destined to ruin. In the Coup d'Etat lurked the
germs of the Debacle. Therefore history, for all her
large tolerance, will refuse to obliterate Victor Hugo's
terrible impeachment. It lives by its literary power and
by its truth.

The illustrious exile was not long allowed to remain
at Jersey. The French exiles in the island were, intel-
lectually, miles above the natives. They issued a
newspaper, LHomme (* Man ”), to which they confided
the story of their wrongs and hopes. Sooner or later
a collision™betyveen them and the ignorant and prejudiced
islanders seemed inevitable. The end came in a 1l110b
attack on the publishing office. The town was in an
uproar, the exiles were in peril, and Victor Hugo sent
his manuscripts into hiding. Whereupon the Governor
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ordered the editorial staff of L'Homme to leave the
island. Hugo and his friends were expelled, and left
by the steamer for Guernsey.

Toleration was hardly to be expected in Jersey.
Hugo was a Republican and a Freethinker, and the
island was a hotbed of piety and loyalty. Almost every
action and every word of the exiles must have run
counter to popular sentiment. According to tradition,
a goodly number of saints have visited Jersey. One
and all assisted to convert the natives to Christianity
and to bigotry. St. Helerius, after whom the town of
St. Helier is named, arrived on these shores early in the
sixth century. High on the rocks, near Elizabeth
Castle, is still to be seen his hermitage. Here he is
said to have dwelt, and the bed he scooped out for him-
self in the solid rock shows that he was no sybarite, to
complain of a crumpled roseleaf. To-day the odor of
sanctity has departed from the cell, and given place to
the more salubrious ozone. Holiest of all the saints,
the Virgin herself is said to have honored the isle with
a visit. At Havre de Pas formerly stood a chapel of
Notre Dame de Pas, the name being derived from a
legend that the dainty footprints of the Virgin remain
discernible in the rock on which she appeared to a
favored devotee. The name exists ; the footprints and
the Virgin are no longer to be seen. Maybe the
proximity of the Fort Regent garrison may account for
this bashfulness on the part of the august lady.

Not only have the saints from time to time honored
the isle with their presence ; the devils themselves have
been here. At Samares Point, in the garden of a gabled
house, is the Rocbert, or Witch’s Stone. It is believed
to have been the meeting-place of uncanny persons, who
had sold themselves to the Powers of Darkness for a
consideration not specified. Legend tells us of a maiden
rescuing her lover from destruction by bearing aloft the
sacred emblem into the midst of a circle of witches.
Indeed, Jersey was one of the last places where laws
against witchcraft remained in force. A still more
important member of the Christian mythology came to
Jersey. Satan,'who has facetiously been described as
“ the fourth person of the Trinity,” did not wish to
leave this favored isle unvisited. North of the Isle of
Plemont is the Devil’s Chair, located on the verge of a
precipice with a sheer fall of a hundred feet or more to
the shore beneath. From this seat one obtains a clear
view of the rocks facetiously named the Paternosters. A
few miles eastward of Plemont may be seen the Creux du
Vis, or Creux Terrible, popularly known as the Devil’s
Hole. At the present day, on payment of the modest sum
of twopence, His Satanic Majesty himself may be inter-
viewed. lie isofswarthy complexion, and armed with the
needful toasting-fork and two formidable horns. Mow
are the mighty fallen ! He, who once contended with
Omnipotence, is now chained in a kind of fowl-house.
He creates much amusement among the excursionists,
who are privileged to inspect him through a wire
netting. Satan must be as gifted as his mighty
adversary. Or, maybe, he had an understudy. On
being expelled from France in 1880, the Jesuits made
their headquarters in Jersey. Opposite the residence
of the members of the Society of Jesus is a nunnery
The nuns are known as “ Auxiliaries of the Souls in
Although the excursionists may smile at
the devil at Creux du Vis, the Great Lying Catholic
Church still considers His Satanic Majesty a valuable
asset in its attempt to deceive humanity.

Mimnermus.

Shilling Week.

Third List.

T. Hopkins, is. ; J. Baker, is. ; T. Dunbar, is. ; Martin
Weatherburn, 2s. 6d. ; Members of West Ham Branch, 16s. ;
J. Brierley, 9s. ; D. R. Bow, 2s. 6d. ; J. O, Bates, 3s.; T.
Pacey, 2s. 6d. ; No Name, 4s.; Jennie Smith, is.; E
Chapman, is. ; T. Hunt, 2s. ; G. Calcutt, is.

Corrections.— T. Wighain, is. (in last list), should have
been 2s. 6d.
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The Household of Faith.

There is a continual effort in the mind of man to find
the harmony that he knows must exist between all
known fact. It is hard for the scientist to implicitly
believe anything that he suspects to be inconsistent
with a known fact. He feels that every fact is a key to
many mysteries—that every fact is a detective, not only,
but a perpetual witness. He knows that a fact has a
countless number of sides, and that all these sides will
match all other facts ; and he also suspects that to
understand one fact perfectly—like the fact of the
attraction of gravitation—would involve a knowledge
of the universe.

It requires not only candor, but courage, to accept a
fact. When a new fact is found, it is generally denied,
resisted, and calumniated by the conservatives until
denial becomes absurd, and then they accept it with the
statement that they always supposed it was true.®

The old is the ignorant enemy of the new. The old
has pedigree and respectability; it is filled with the
spirit of caste ; it is associated with great events and
great names ; it is entrenched ; it has an income it
represents property. Besides, it has parasites, and the
Parasites always defend themselves.

Long ago frightened wretches, who had by tyranny
or piracy amassed great fortunes, were induced in the
moment of death to compromise with God, and to let
their money fall from their stiffening hands into the
greedy palms of priests. In this way many theological
s*minaries were endowed, and in this way prejudices,
mistakes, absurdities, known as religious truths, have
been perpetuated. In this way the dead hypocrites have
propagated and supported their kind. ..

Most religions— no matter how honestly they origi-
nated—have been established by brute force. Kings
and nobles have used them as a means to enslave,
to degrade, and rob. The priest, consciously and
miconsciously, has been the betrayer of his followers.

Near Chicago there is an ox that betrays his fellows.
Cattle—twenty or thirty at a time—are driven to the
P'ace of slaughter. This ox leads the way—the others
jollow. When the place is reached, this Bishop Dupan-
loup turns and goes back for other victims.

This is the worse side. There is a better.

Honest men, believing that they have found the
whole truth—the real and only faith—filled with enthu-
siasm, give all for the purpose of propagating the

divine creed.” They found colleges and universities,
and, in perfect pious, ignorant sincerity, provide that the
creed, and nothing but the creed, must be taught, and
Jnat, if any professor teaches anythinglcontrary to that,
"S_must be fjnstantly dismissed—that is to say, the
C;h'ldren must be beaten with the bones of the dead.

Thege good religious souls erect guide-boards with a
provision to the effect that the guide-boards must

w'ttfl0' whether the roads are changed or not, and
ani t'le /urther provision that the professors who keep
r repair the guide-boards must always insist that the
ads have not been changed,
here is still.another side.
fofes&ors .db not wish to lose their salaries. They
T 1Ctheir families, and have some regard for themselves,
¢ ®e is a compromise between their bread and their
On pay-day they believe—at other times they
bv\e. their doubts. They settle with their consciences
in ~vn8 °td words new meanings. They take refuge
Se,a eff°ry, hide behind parables, and barricade them-
fri V& with Oriental imagery. They give to the most
tea B © Passa8fes a spiritual meaning; and, while they
cl the old creed to their followers, they speak a new
Phdosophy to their equals.
~ ere is still another side.
Sa.- -~ast number of clergymen and laymen are perfectly
fat,Sle<T They have no doubts. They believe as their
Su:.ers,and mothers did. The “ scheme of salvation”
- s them because they are satisfied that they are

B OEEe PGy befevE Begaust 1y %o no' Understand:

They have no doubts because ~ ~ ~ “ orthodol
regard doubt as a thorn m the P hate only
slumber. Their souls are asleep, and t / keep

those who disturb their dreams. “l(h ./have them

their creeds for future use. They inten
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ready at the time of dissolution. They sustain about
the same relation to daily life that the small boats
carried by steamers do to ordinary navigation—they
are for the moment of shipwreck. Creeds, like life-
preservers, are to be used in disaster.

We must remember that everything in nature— bad
as well as good—has the instinct of self-preservation.
All lies go armed, and all mistakes carry concealed
weapons. Driven to the last corner, even non-resistance
appeals to the dagger.

Vast interests— political, social, artistic, and individual
—are interwoven with all creeds. Thousands of millions
of dollars have been invested ; many millions of people
obtain their bread by the propagation and support of
certain religious doctrines, and many millions have been
educated for that purpose, and for that alone. Nothing is
more natural than that they should defend themselves—
that they should cling to a creed that gives them roof
and raiment.

Only a few years ago Christianity was a complete
system. It included and accounted for all phenomena ;
it was a philosophy satisfactory to the ignorant world ;
it had an astronomy and geology of its own ; it answered
all questions with the same readiness and the same
inaccuracy ; it had within its sacred volumes the history
of the past and the prophecies of all the future ; it pre-
tended to know all that was, is, or ever will be necessary
for the well-being of the human race, here and here-
after.

When a religion has been founded, the founder
admitted the truth of everything that was generally
believed that did not interfere with his system. Im-
posture always has a definite end in view, and, for the
sake of the accomplishment of that end, it will admit
the truth of anything and everything that does not
endanger its success.

The writers of all sacred books— the inspired prophets
— had no reason for disagreeing with the common people
about the origin of things, the creation of the world,
the rising and setting of the sun, and the uses of the
stars, and, consequently, the sacred books of all ages
have endorsed the belief general at the time. You will
find in our sacred books the astronomy, the geology,
the philosophy, and the morality of the ancient barbarians.
The religionist takes these general ideas as his founda-
tion, and upon them builds the supernatural structure.
For many centuries the astronomy, geology, philosophy,
and morality of our Bible were accepted. They were
not questioned, for the reason that the world was too
ignorant to question.

A few centuries ago the art or printing was invented.
A new world was discovered. There was a complete
revolution in commerce. The arts were born again.
The world was filled with adventure ; millions became
self-reliant; old ideas were abandoned— old theories
were put aside—and suddenly the old leaders of thought
were found to be ignorant, shallow, and dishonest.
The literature of the classic world was discovered and
translated into modern languages. The world was
circumnavigated ; Copernicus discovered the true rela-
tion sustained by our earth to the solar system ; and
about the beginning of the seventeenth century many
other wonderful discoveries were made. In 1609 a
Hollander found that two lenses placed in a certain
relation to each other magnified objects seen through
them. This discovery was the foundation of astronomy.
In a little while it came to the knowledge of Galileo ;
the result was a telescope, with which man has read the
volumes of the skies.

On the 8th day of May, 1618, Kepler discovered the
greatest of his three laws. These were the first great
blows struck for the enfranchisement of the human
mind. A few began to suspect that the ancient Hebrews
were not astronomers. From that moment the Church
became the enemy of science. In every possible way
the inspired ignorance was defended—the lash, the
sword, the chain, the faggot, and the dungeon were the
arguments used by the infuriated Church.

To such an extent was the Church prejudiced against
the new philosophy, against the new facts, that priests
refused to look through the telescope of Galileo.

At last it became evident to the intelligent world that
the inspired writings, literally translated, did not contain
the truth— the Bible was in danger of being driven from
the heavens.
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The Church also had its geology. The time when
the earth was created had been definitely fixed, and was
certainly known. This fact had not only been stated
by inspired writers, but their statement had been
endorsed by priests, but bishops, cardinals, popes, and
oecumenical councils ; that was settled.

But a few men had learned the art of seeing. There
were some eyes not always closed in prayer. They
looked at the things about them ; they observed
channels that had been worn in solid rock by streams ;
they saw the vast territories that had been deposited by
rivers ; their attention was called to the slow inroads
upon continents by seas, to the deposits by volcanoes,
to the sedimentary rocks, to the vast reefs that had
been built by the coral, and to the countless evidences
of age, of the lapse of time ; and, finally, it was demon-
strated that this earth had been pursuing its course
about the sun for millions and millions of ages.

The Church disputed every step, denied every fact,
resorted to every device that cunning could suggest or
ingenuity execute ; but the conflict could not be main-
tained. The Bible, so far as geology was concerned,
was in danger of being driven from the earth.

Beaten in the open field, the Church began to equi-
vocate, to evade, and to give new meanings to inspired
words. Finally, falsehood having failed to harmonise
the guesses of barbarians with the discoveries of genius,
the leading Churchmen suggested that the Bible was
not written to teach astronomy, was not written to
teach geology, and that it was not a scientific book,
but that it was written in the language of the people,
and that as to unimportant things it contained the
general beliefs of its time.

The ground was then taken that, while it was not
inspired in its science, it was inspired in its morality, in
its prophecy, in its account of the miraculous, in the
scheme of salvation, and in all that it had to say on the
subject of religion.

The moment it was suggested that the Bible was not
inspired in everything within its lids, the seeds of
suspicion were sown. The priest became less arrogant.
The Church was forced to explain. The pulpit had one
language for the faithful and another for the philo-
sophical—i.e., it became dishonest with both.

The next question that arose was as to the origin of
man.

The Bible was being driven from the skies. The
testimony of the stars was against the sacred volume.
The Church had also been forced to admit that the
world was not created at the time mentioned in the
Bible—so that the very stones of the earth rose and
united with the stars in giving testimony against the
sacred volume.

As to the creation of the world, the Church resorted
to the artifice of saying that “ days” in reality meant
long periods of time ; so that, no matter how old the
earth was, the time could be spanned by six periods—
in other words, that the years could not be too numerous
to be divided by six.

But when it came to the creation of man, this evasion
or artifice was impossible. The Bible gives the date of
the creation of man, because it gives the age at which
the first man died, and then it gives the generations
from Adam to the Flood, and from the Flood to the
birth of Christ, and in many instances the actual age of
the principal ancestor is given. So that, according to
this account— according to the inspired figures— man
has existed upon the earth only about six thousand
years. There is no room left for any people beyond
Adam.

If the Bible is true, certainly Adam was the first man ;
consequently, we know, if the sacred volume be true,
just how long man has lived and labored and suffered
on this earth.

The Church cannot, and dare not, give up the account
of the creation of Adam from the dust of the earth,
and of Eve from the rib of the man. The Church
cannot give up the story of the Garden of Eden— the
Serpent, the Fall, and the Expulsion ; these must be
defended because they are vital. Without these absur-
dities the system known as Christianity cannot exist.
Without the Fall, the Atonement is a non sequiiur.
Facts bearing upon these questions were discovered and
discussed by the greatest and most thoughtful of men.
Lamarck, Humboldt, Haeckel, and, above all, Darwin,
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not only asserted, but demonstrated, that man is not a
special creation. If anything can be established by
observation, by reason, then the fact has been estab-
lished that man is related to all life below him— that he
has been slowly produced through countless years;
that the story of Eden is a childish myth ; that the Fall
of Man is an infinite absurdity.

If anything can be established by analogy and reason,
man has existed upon the earth for many millions of
ages. We know now, if we know anything, that
people not only existed before Adam, but that they
existed in a highly civilised state; that thousands of
years before the Garden of Eden was planted men com-
municated to each other their ideas by language, and
that artists clothed the marble with thoughts and
passions.

This is a demonstration that the origin of man given
in the Old Testament is untrue ; that the account was
written by the ignorance, the prejudice, and the egotism
of the olden time.

So, if anything outside of the senses can be known,
we do know that civilisation is a growth ; that man did
not commence a perfect being, and then degenerate,
but that from small beginnings he has slowly risen to
the intellectual height he now occupies.

The Church, however, has not been willing to accept
these truths, because they contradict the Sacred Word.
Some of the most ingenious of the clergy have been
endeavoring for years to show that there is no conflict
— that the account in Genesis is in perfect harmony with
the theories of Charles Darwin ; and these clergymen
in some way manage to retain their creed, and to accept
a philosophy that utterly destroys it.

But in a few years the Christian world will be forced
to admit that the Bible is not inspired in its astronomy»
in its geology, or in its anthropology—that is to say»
that the inspired writers knew nothing of the sciences,
knew nothing of the origin of the earth, nothing of the
origin of man—in other words, nothing of any par-
ticular value to the human race.

It is, however, still insisted that the Bible is inspired
in its morality. Let us examine this question.

We must admit, if we know anything, if we feel
anything, if conscience is more than a word, if there js
such a thing as right and such a thing as wrong
beneath the dome of heaven—we must admit that
slavery is immoral. If we are honest, we must also
admit that the Old Testament upholds slavery. It will
be cheerfully admitted that Jehovah was opposed to the
enslavement of one Hebrew by another. Christians
may quote the commandment, “ Thou shalt not steal,”
as being opposed to human slavery ; but after that
commandment was given Jehovah himself told his
chosen people that they might “ buy their bondmen and
bondwomen of the heathen round about, and that they
should be their bondmen and their bondwomen for
ever.” So all that Jehovah meant by the command-
ment, “ Thou shalt not steal,” was that one Hebrew
should not steal from another Hebrew, but that all
Hebrews might steal from the people of any other race
or treed.

It is perfectly apparent that the Ten Commandments
were made only for the Jews, not for the world, because
the author of these commandments commanded the
people to whom they were given to violate them nearly
all as against the surrounding people.

— R. G. Ingersoll.

( To be continued.)

An Evangelical contemporary observes oracularly, appa-
rently apropos of the Bishop of London’s death, that “ no one
but a Bishop can tell what a Bishop’s work is.” Well, any-
how, Bishops seem to survive pretty well, whatever labors
fall to their lot. Of Bishops at present on the Bench one,
the Bishop of Gloucester, was born in 1819 ; two, the Arch-
bishop of Canterbury and the Bishop of Llandaff, were bonl
in 1821 ; the Bishop of Worcester carries us back to 1823 ; the
Bishops of Ely, Durham, Oxford, and Bishop Bickerstcth a”
date Iroin 1825. The death of a Bishop who was only born
in 1843 seems, then, premature and unusual. The Bishop*
of Chester, Salisbury, and Rochester were all contemporaries
of Bishop Creighton at Oxford, and may be counted still
amongst the younger Bishops. There are also three Colonial
Bishops living who were consecrated in the fifties. Perhaps»
after all, the strain on Bishops is not so terrible.
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Taking Moody In.

When D. L. Moody went to Bethany during his travels i
the East he was very soft-hearted over all the multitude of
beggars there, not only because the place is so unusual, but
because he was moved by its traditions. He gave quantities

“bakshish,” and then asked if any of the children had the
names of Mary and Martha. Yes, indeed, they had. And
that opened his pockets again.

The news of his generosity spread through the V|Ilage and
new claimants came, until his visit seemed likely to result in
a nght for existence. The case was getting desperate, and
he told the_ dragoman to call for silence while he made an
eaddress.  Then"he s a i d

I have come six thousand miles to see this little village ot
Bethany. It was a place my Master loved tovisit, and 1 have
come to see it because he loved it. |1 am very glad to meet
)°u all; but now | want to be alone. | have no more
eakshish, and | bid you good-bye.”

A fine-looking boy of sixteen replied to the address, rle
sPoke fluently, and with the grace of an orator. Mr. Moody
Was delighted with the beginning of his oration, but not with
~conclusion.

We are glad to see the gentleman and his friends who
have come so far. But the gentleman must not think that
h's actions are equal to the importance of his visit, bix
thousand miles is a long way to come, and the gentleman
roust have sacrificed much to make thevisit. In consequence
I"\s natural for us to expect that he would be munificent in
bakshish. This he has not been, and we now expect that he
1'1.S've us a great deal more.’

. ftir- Moody was so disgusted that he abandoned the situa-

°aentirely, and hurried away with his friends.

baksh'd'h’thInk’” said he* “that boy had a SU ab°\e

“ And did you think, too, that some of the children were
named Martha and Mary 2" he was asked.

LSertainly. ' Why not?”
—1" , ng ;only they were all boys.’

ye°uth's Companion.

Thirty-Four Poor Jesus Men.

church of England Bishops' Incomes.
p " Blessed be ye poor."—Jesus Christ.

;10 N TALE (Canterbury_ >Willelm Ebor[SYork)
DurhTe\ Lundin (London), £10,000 unelm
Watt-;,, £7.000; Randall Wlnton (Wlnchester) £6,500;
Batha n d ' ( Bang°r>¢ 4.200! G- W. Bath and Wells
Bin W 1 j®Isp» A 5.0001 G. R. Bnistol (Biristol), £3,000 1
£1200 arIIsIe (Carlisle), £4,500; F. J. Cestr (Chester?
(EIy| rnest R. Cicestr (Chlchester) £4,060 ; Alwyne Ely
’\Rrefotw'VuOO‘ C- J- Gloucester (Gloucester), £5,000; J.
*64.2001 p reford)’ £4,200 ; Augustus Lichfield (Llchfleld)

LiverrLLn L|ncoln g_lncoln) £4,500; F. J. Liverpool
anchPC ' .¢"4i200; Landaff (LandaIT) £4,200; J.
castlei /e (Manchester) £4,200 ; Edgar Newcastle (New-

(Oxfordl v-500" J°hn Norvic (Noanch £4,500; W. Oxon

W. p £5.000; E. C. Petriburg (Pe erborough) £4,500;
03,800 « 1381 (Fipon), £4,200 ; Edward Roffen (Rochester),
Albansl’ ™ In Saram (Salisbury), £5,000; J. W. Alban (St.
David 'k tb 207’ A- G. Asaph (St. Asaph), £4,200 ; J. St.
*631:00. Tt , avid), £4,500 ; George Southwell (Southwell),
(Wakefiei N Tnuron (Truro), £3,000; G. R. Wakefield
Herbert p i,*3'°°0 1J-J- S. Worcester(Worcester) £5,000 ;

Fyle (Exeter), £4,200. Total, £170, 560.

Mr. Watts at Leicester.

Skiesasi <
~Ninkers f ru* as Niobe did not deter the Leicester Free-
Jath mo/?m greeting Mr. Charles Watts in large numbers,
"kc him »n” ant* evening, last Sunday. “We want more
ro°rninp-i cxclaimed an old Secularist at the close of the
'be Tw»«iCtur- on the question. “ W|II Chrlst,larbgy Sur\gva
Stwentieth Certury?” Mr. Sydney "H™¥
ti 'be evening lecture’on “ Spiritualism,  «Pa pve (y debate.
. at some opposition might turn up t e ... a desire for
S ; Wat's Yrankly credited Spintua .st ~ "freedom of
thl an™ Wlth havmg done much t < . claim to be
ht. r% y recognised the force of h.sci gtud
f@: td on thes ject since’he had devoted five yea« ™ “con_
.. t. attended hundreds of séances, and s i Point
ttons except that of having hisarms an  klaughter> Mr.

\\t P°Int deep sjlences or uPr°a science ” of th
P Bursue(ﬂus rBthless crs|t|ocnsm of the « ) conc?uéeg

Ieg |b le and invisible spiritual existences He con

~Nenunciating six tersel, crisp «a& M e Speeches and
ole ro- A lively discussion ensued, but thin char-
U'roosof the opposition were of an e. yers with so
ills’ ®ne the critics took the lecture ence Of good

snirPace that Mr. Watts had to invoke the presence
>isto assuage his irritated nerves.
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Correspondence.
CHRISTIANITY AND SLAVERY.
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”
Sir,— Kindly permit a short supply to Mr. Sanders. His

scathing reflections on slavery in the Southern States only
reiterate the sentiments of Uncle Tom's Cabin, that well-
known production of an earnest Christian lady. These
sentiments were endorsed by European Christendom, and
by the Northern States, who at last combined to sweep away
“ the accursed thing.”

But all this does not touch the argumentation of my letter.
I contended that slavery solely perished through the realisa-
tion of doctrines taught by Christianity. Unhappily the vast
amount of capital invested in the vile system stood between
the Southern States and this realisation. The influence of
Christianity may be judged from two facts. First, slavery
has never perished in any country, ancient or modern, where
the influence of Christianity has not been largely felt. Second,
it was not science or philosophy which roused anti-slavery
indignation, but the indignant remonstrance of Christian
persons who reverenced their Bible and were prepared to
stand or fall by its contents in this and every other
particular.

This is my own attitude, and therefore, 1 am astounded
to read that your correspondent Dundonlan has objections
which Christians cannot answer. | can onIy say for myself
that (without setting up for a learned man) | think | could
give a clear reply to any objection which might be urged
against my Bible." If you will allow any of your correspondents
to bring one forward, and be good enough to let me reply, |
will try to make my words good. Henry J. Alcock.

“WE ARE ALL ATHEISTS NOW.”
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,—1 If Mr. Holyoake believes in astronomy, he
dispenses with, “ is wicked,” and without (a, privative) the
God hypothesis, like La Place ; therefore he Is an Atheist.

2. As he denies, has a contempt for, and actually and
practically opposes the Christian, unscientific, anthropo-
morphic idea of a * gaseous vertebrate” (God), he is an
Antitheist.

3. As he professes to be in ignorance of or rejects
the doctrine of final causes and supra-sensual explanations
of man and the universe, he is an Agnostic. H

. Seal.

A Bogey Census.

A rew years ago the fears of childhood afforded a founda-
tion for theological teaching. To-day they have become
material for the statistician. The Bureau of Education at
Washington has been collecting reports of the interior of the
child’s mind, and has discovered that thunderstorms are its
chiefterror. Then come, in order, reptiles, strangers, dark-
ness, fire, death, domestic animals, disease, wild animals,
water, insects, and ghosts. That wild animals should obsess
the juvenile imagination less than domestic animals—which
probably means simply dogs—may perhaps be explained by
the fact that in civilised parts there are fewer of them. It
was found that where fear of ghosts existed at all it was very
strongly felt. In most cases it had its source in stories told
by other children ; next, in stories that had been read ; and
after that in the tales of servants. The parent was directly
responsible in less than one per cent of these instances.

— Westminster Gazette.

Obituary.

I am sorry to record that the veteran Freethinker, Mr. John
Titherington, who has been a member of the Blackburn
Branch for over a quarter of a century, died on the 21st
inst., after a short but painful illness. He had a purely
Secular funeral, at which Mr. Austin llolyoake’s Burial
Service was vegy impressively read by Mrs. James Knowles,
who had nursed him during his sickness.—J. E. Har1ey.

The sight of a pleasure in which we cannot, or else will
not, share moves us to a particular impatience. It may be
because we are envious, or because we are sad, or because we
dislike noise and romping, being so refined, or because, being
so philosophic, we have an overweighing sense of life’s gravity;
at least, as we go on in years, we are all tempted to frown
upon our neighbor’s pleasure. People are nowadays so fond
of resisting temptations ; here is one to be resisted. They
are fond of self-denial; here is a propensity that cannot be
too peremptorily denied. There is an idea abroad among
moral people that they should make their neighbors good.
One person | have to make good—myself. But my duty to
my neighbor is much more nearly expressed by saying that |
have to make him happy, if | may.—Robert Louis Stevenson.
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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.

T he Athenjeum Hall (73 Tottenham Court-road, W .): 7.30,
C. Cohen, “ Religion and Insanity.”

Camberwell (North Camberwell Hall, 61 New Church-road):
7, Conversazione.

South London Ethical Society (Masonic Hall, Camber-
well-road) : 7, Professor Earl Barnes, “ Asceticism.”

West London Branch (The Victory, Newnham-street, Queen-
street, Edgware-road) : February 7, at 9, Branch meeting.

Open-air Propaganda.
Hyde Park (near Marble Arch): 11.30 and 7, F. Davis.
Battersea Park Gates: 11.30, A lecture.

COUNTRY.

Aberdare (Temperance Hall, Weatherall-street): E. Treharne-
Jones—2.30, " Priestcraft 6, “ Is the Bible Out of Date ?”

Aberdeen (Northern Friendly Society’s Hall): 6.30, C. E.
Farquharson, “ Creeds and Deeds.”

Birmingham Branch (Prince of Wales Assembly Rooms,
Broad-street): 11 and 3, W. Skett and H. Percy Ward, “ Secular-
ism or Agnosticism—Which?"; 7, Concert: Mr. Davis and party
and Messrs. Terry Brothers and others.

Chatham Secular Society (Queen’s-road, New Brompton):
2.43, Sunday-school; 7, Joseph McCabe, “ Matter the Basis of
Life and Thought.”

Glasgow (no Brunswick-street): J. M. Robertson—11.30,
“The Imposture of Christian Love”; 2.30, “ The Darwinian Prin-
ciple in Morals ”; 6.30, “ The Struggle in South Africa.” With
lantern illustrations.

Leicester Secular Society (Humberstone-gate) : 6.30, J.
Brandon Medland, “A Continental Ramble.” (Including the
Paris Exhibition and the Ober-Ammergau Passion Play ; illus-
trated by dissolving views and animated photographs.)

Manchester Secular Hall (Rusholme-road, All
6.30, W. H. Barnes, “ The Credibility of the Gospels.”

Sheffield Secular Society (Hall of Science, Rockingham-
street) : 7, Lecture or Reading. See Saturday’s local papers.

South Shields (Captain Duncan’s Navigation School,
Market-place) : 7, “ The Materialism of the Age ”; 8, Important
Business.

Saints):

Lecturer’'s Engagements.

H. Percy Ward, 2 Leamington-place, George-street, Balsall
Heath, Birmingham.—February 3, Birmingham ; 10 and 24, Bir-
mingham. April 28, Glasgow.

PECULIAR PEOPLE.

An Open Letter to Mr. Justice Wills,

On his sentencing Thomas George Senior to four months’
Imprisonment with Hard Labor for Obeying the Bible by not
calling in a Doctor to his Sick Child.

By G. W. FOOTE.

16 pp. Price One Penny.

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

THE BEST BOOK

ON NEO-MALTHUSIANISM IS, I 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, with portrait and autograph, bound in cloth, gilt lettered,
Price is., post free.

In order to bring the information within the reach of the poor, the
most important parts of the book are issued in a pamphlet of 112
pages at one penny, post free 2d. Copies of the pamphlet for
distribution is. a dozen post free.

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

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

Orders should be sent to the author,

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

ARETAKER, TIMEKEEPER, WATCHMAN, or any posi-

tion of trust, wanted by a Freethinker (married). Drive,

repair, garden, etc. Capable and reliable. Good references.—
Bert, 78 St. Peter’s-street, Islington, N.

London :

February 3,. 1901.

WORKS BY G. W. FOOTE.

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

The Jewish Life ofChrist. Being the Sepher ToldolhJeshu, 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. ByG. W. Foote. Subjects :—Creation
—The Believing Thief on the Cross—The Atonement—OIld
Testament Morality— Inspiration—Credentials of the Gospel-
Miracles—Prayer. 128 pp., is.

Flowers of Freethought. (First Series.) By G. W. Foote.
Fift%-one essays on a variety of Freethought topics. 214 p>
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 of Jesus by the
famous Strauss. With an introduction by G. W. Foote. A
most thorough Analysis and Exposure of the Gospel Story by a
Master Hand. 6d.

Christianity and Secularism. Public Debate between G. W-

e -Foote and Rev. Dr. McCann. Verbatim Report, revised by
both disputants, is.; superior edition in cloth, is. 6d.

Bible Heroes. From Adam to Paul. B} G. W. Foote. fr"
structive, interesting, amusing and honest; in fact, the only
honest book on the subject. 200 pp., cloth, 2s. 6d.

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

G. W. Foote. An Exhaustive Answer to Mr. Gladstone3
Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture. is.; cloth edition, is. 6d.
Will Christ Save Us? By G.W. Foote. An Examination of tb°
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. By G. W. Foote. A full and minute account
of Darwin’s mental development, with a brief Memoir of s
grandfather, the famous Erasmus Darwin ; containing all the
passages in Darwin’s works, and in his Life and Letters, beat-
ing directly or indirectly on the subject of religion. Every
Freethinker should have, and keep, a copy of this important
little volume. 6d.; cloth, is.

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 gJ
War. By G. W. Foote. Christian papers have called I
“ powerful ” and “ masterly.” 2d N

Infidel Death-Beds. By G. W. Foote. Second edition, rews®s
and much enlarged. Contains authentic details of the last no
of sixty-two historic Freethinkers, and in most cases a s*
of their lives. Precise references given in every mstan
8d.; cloth, is. 3d. X

Comic Sermons and other Fantasias. By G. W Foote
selection of the author’s best satirical writings. ~Contentsy,_ p
A Sermon on Summer—A Mad Sermon—A Sermon on Sin—g
Bishop in the Womkhouse—A Cimiigliinas Sehmoo—@hristm e
Eve in Heaven—Bishop Trimmers Sunday Diary The J1
and the Devil—Satan and Michael—The First Christm
Adam’s Breeches—The Fall of Eve—Joshua and Jericho
Baby God—Judas lIscariot. 8d.

Theism or Atheism. Public Debate between G. W. Foote
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 O
basing Teetotalism on the Christian Scriptures. Carcfe’
thorough, and accurate. Freethinkers should keep this
phlet by them. 4d.

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

Open Letters to Jesus Christ. By G. W. Foote. Racy &
well as Argumentative. Something Unique. 4d.

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

The Bible God. A Scathing Criticism. By G. W. Foote. >

London : The Freethought Publishing, Company, Limited'
I Stationers’ Hall Court, E.C.
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In stout paper covers, is.; cloth, 2s.

THE

BOOK OF GOD

In the Light of the Higher Criticism.
With Special Reference to D ean Farrar’s Nero Apology.

W. FOOTE.

By ..

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
ChurchofEngland—An Oriental Book—Fictitious Supremacy.

He nr." ~OC0% Is a good writer—as good as there Is anywhere.

on anSS6SvoS an. exce*ent literary style, and what he has to say

critic' ~su®Ject is sure to be interesting and improving. His

whirl!3-? Dean Farrar’s answers fully justifies the purpose for
u a "as written.”— Truthseeker (New York).

ofevVOUmewe strongly recommend......Ought to be inthe hands
ry earnest and sincere inquirer.”—Reynolds's Newspaper.

show'lavV* reac™with great pleasure your Book of God. You have

tion nj\V*~ Perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Farrar’s posi-

becau 1 «°i'Eratulate you on your book. It will do great good,

bea.,.B\11 Is hUed with the best of sense expressed with force and
auty. - Col. R. G. Ingersoll.

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

A New Edition
INGEF\’OTSOLL’S
“MISTAKES OF MOSES.”

AandSOime,y printed on good paper and bound in stiffpaper 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,
i Stationers’ Hall Court, E.C.

F>st Published, 24 pp. in cover, price 3d. (with a Valuable
Appendix),

Spiritualism a Delusion: its Fallacies Exposed.

Criticism from the Standpoint of Science and Impartial
Observation.

By CHARLES WATTS.

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

NOW READY,

Protographs of Mr. G. W. FOOTE,

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

~hese are excellent portraits,' and the proceeds of the sales
the kindness of Mr. Geo. Cross, Photographer, South-

R°V will be handed to the Twentieth Century Fund,
1 rets is., postage id.

oJA%;_er Slze>12 by 10, when mounted, 2s. 6d., postage 2d.
~N.derTrom Miss Vance, 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate
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BANKRUPT  STOCK.,

14 Days’ Sale. All Sound Goods.

Everything at Half-price or less.

Men’s Lounge Suits, Black, Navy, Brown, or Grey—Good
Cloth, and well made and trimmed, 18s. each.

Men’s Overcoats, Black, Navy, Brown, or Grey. Doubled
Breasted 17s. 6d., Single Breasted 16s.

Youth’s Suits, all colors, 14s. each.

Youth’s Overcoats, 12s. each.

Boys’ Suits, all colors, 10s. each.

Boys’ Overcoats, 9s. each.

Juvenile Suits, 6s. 6d. each.

Juvenile Overcoats, 5s. each.

Little Boys’ Sailor Suits, 3s. 6d. each.

Little Boys’ Reefer Overcoats, 3s. each.

Men’s Standard Screwed Sunday Boots, 7s. 6d. (leather).
Women’s Calf Kid, lace or buttoned, Boots, 6s. (leather).

DRESS GOODS.

Black or Blue, all Wool Serge, is. per yard.
Plain Costume Cloths, all colors, is. 6d. per yard.
Blankets, pure Wool, 8s. 6d. per pair.
Umbrellas—Gents’, 2s. 6d.; Ladies’, is. 9d.
Gents’ Mackintoshes, 17s. 6d. each, all sizes.

For Suits and Overcoats give chest over Vest
Measure and length inside leg; also your height
and weight.

Money returned for all goods not approved.

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

Works by the late R. G. Ingersoll.

The House of Death. What is Religion? 2d.
Funeral Orations and Ad- Is Suicide a Sin? 2d.
dresses. is. Last Words on Suicide. 2d.

Mistakes of Moses, is. God and the State. 2d.

The Devil. 6d. Faith and Fact. Reply to

Superstition. 6d. Dr. Field. 2d.

Shakespeare. 6d. God and Man. Second reply

The Gods. 6d. to Dr. Field. 2d.

The Holy Bible. 6d. The Dying Creed. 2d.

Reply to Gladstone. With The Limits of Toleration.

an Introduction by G. W.
Focte. 4d.
Rome or Reason ? A Reply
to Cardinal Manning. 4d.
Crimes against Criminals.

3d.
Oration on Walt W hitman.
Oration on Voltaire. 3d.
Abraham Lincoln. 3d.
Paine the Pioneer. 2d.
Humanity’'s Debt to T homas
Paine. 2d.

Ernest Renan and Jesus

Christ. 2d.
T hree Philanthropists. 2d.
Love the Redeemer. 2d.

A Discussion with the Hon.
F. D. Coudert and Gov. S. L.
Woodford. 2d.
Household of Faith. 2d.
Art and Morality. 2d.
Do | Blaspheme? 2d.
Social Salvation. 2d.
Marriage and Divorce.
Skulls. 2d.
The Great Mistake,
Live Topics, id.
Myth and Miracle, id.
Real Blasphemy, id.
Repairing the ldols, id.
Christ and Miracles, id.
Creeds and Spirituality.
id.

2d.
id.

London : Thp Freethought Publishing Company, Limited,
| Stationers’ Hall Court, E.C.

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

Thwaites’ Celandine Lotion.

Cures inflammation in a few hours.
3 or 4 days is sufficient time to cure any case.
Nothing to equal the Lotion for Dim-

Will remove Skin or Film that sometimes grows
As the eye is one of the most sensitive organs of

cases.
and Inflamed Eyelids.
ness of Sight.
on the Eye.

Neglected or badly doctored
For Sore

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.
stamps.

is. ij~d. per bottle, with directions; by post 14

G. THWAITES, Herbalist, 2 Church row Stockton-on-Tees.
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BIBLE ROMANCES.

By G. W. FOOTE.

CONTENTS:
The Creation Story. The Tower of Babel. Balaam’s Ass. A Virgin Mother.
Eve and the Apple. Lot’'s Wife. God in a Box. The Resurrection.
Cain and Abel. The Ten Plagues. Jonah and the Whale. The Crucifixion.
Noah’s Flood. The Wandering Jews. Bible Animals. John’s Nightmare.
THE SECOND (REVISED) EDITION COMPLETE.
160 Pages. Bound in Cloth. Price Two Shillings.

Free by Post at the Published Price.
THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING Co., Lta., 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 1l1.—Bible Absurdities. Part I11.—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.

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

THE SECULAR ALMANACK

FOR 1901.
Edited by G. W. FOOTE
ISSUED BY THE NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY.

CONTAINING

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

PRICE THREEPENCE.

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

Printed'and Published by The Freethought Publishing Co., Limited, 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, London, E.C.



