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The Flight of Jesus.

Raving dealt with the Crucifixion and the Resurrection,
a the seasonable time of the year, we may as well deal
So w*th the Ascension, and get rid of this ridiculous
story altogether.
fr h is pretended by modern Christians that Jesus rose
if’a> the dead with “a glorified body,” with which
A Orified body ” he ascended into heaven. What they
telT'l ~ ~is " &'or‘fied body ” they are careful not to
IQ W> We can understand a heavy or a light body, a
Q or ashort body, a lean or a fat body, a well-favored
~ an u&ly body. But what on earth is a glorified body ?
k ody knows. The expression is simply used to bam-
°02le the readers who are puzzled by the contradictory
the appearances of Jesus after his resurrec-
At °ne time he & a pure--ghost--entering a--locked
an ni~'Possibly through the keyhole ; or suddenly
af’pear*ng to two men along a lonely road, holding a
CNVeisation with them, and then as suddenly vanish-
ji® At another time he is a solid reality of flesh,
°°d, and presumably bones ; desiring his disciples to
te %r themselves whether he is “a spirit” or a real
k ?" a°d even sitting down with them to a supper of
foiled fish and honeycomb. Now it is difficult to see
k°w a body could appear and vanish, or go through a
~Nole ; and itis just as difficult to see how a spirit is
fat a fish supper. So the subtle divines of the
thenstlan superstition patch up a compromise. Jesus,
the”™ Sa’v rose from the dead bodily, but his body was
p 3 glorified ; a meaningless expression like the
sPrest® 7 of the conjurer, yet sufficient to deceive and
sy a crowd of listening dupes,

he 111 ~is “ glorified body” Jesus went up with into

He pl w”ere he now sitteth at the right hand of

ab < ater » though his sitting at the right hand of

peac' nE who has Ineither parls nor passions,” like the
of God, passes all understanding.

sker © Car™ Christians were obliged to round off the
for ~ Resurrection with that of the Ascension,
they n° naturally needs another to support it. Had
. Preached the Resurrection alone, their hearers
the a *ave asked to see their risen Savior ; but, with
all s ‘tional story of the Ascension, they could silence
p°s ., 1 Inquisitive persons by saying that it was im-
e to see him again as he had “ gone up.”

started the story, however, it is a pity that

Own c°uld not agree about it. We mean from their

theirl°Int  v*%w- From our point of view, of course,

NegpeiNUS°n 's charm™g>  According to the third

from Jer eSUS ascended fr°m Bethany, a short distance
at tj)e j"Usalem, on the very day of the Resurrection, or

GoSpci  es.tthe next morning. According to the second
Nalilee' WHct' gives no particular time, he ascended from
~he Act'WNMCN 's at least sixty miles from Jerusalem.
as t0 j*°t the Apostles agrees with the third Gospel
tai.e; j 6 Piace>but differs very seriously as to the

No °r according to this book, Jesus spent forty
*.030.
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days (off and on) with his disciples before bidding them
adieu in this world for ever.

Another curious feature of the story is this. Jesus is
said to have ascended in the presence of the eleven-
judas, the twelfth apostle, having first ratted and then
committed suicide. Two of those eleven were Matthew
and John, and their names are attached to the first and
fourth Gospels. Yet in neither of these Gospels is the
Ascension related. All the details are given in the
second and third Gospels, whose writers were not
present at the occurrence, nor were they even known at
that time.

It is related in the Acts of the Apostles that Jesus
took the eleven with him to the place of his ascent,
that he there made a brief farewell speech to them, that
he was then “ taken up, and a cloud received him out
of their sight.” They did not see him sail away, grow-
ing smaller and smaller as he went, until he faded into
a scarce perceptible speck and was finally lost in space.
A useful cloud came along and concealed him from
their sight. All they knew, therefore, even according
to the narrative, was that he was lost in a cloud— like
everybody who has believed the story ever since.

The one point of agreement amongst all these writers
is the one that damns their whole story. During the
whole period— whether twenty-four hours or forty days
— between rising from the dead and ascending into
heaven, Jesus skulked about like a thief in fear of the
police. Not a single person outside his own set ever
caught a glimpse of him. Now this circumstance is
absolutely fatal. He was crucified in public, but he
rose from the dead and ascended into heaven in
private. Such a fact throws the allegation under the
darkest and most sinister suspicion. Is it reasonable
to suppose that the Savior of the world, whose
death was to redeem it, would be lifted up on the cross
in the sight of all men, and would carefully hide all the
evidences of his resurrection and ascension? Would
he not have established beyond cavil what was so
necessary for all men to believe ? Would he not have
confronted the Roman governor in open court, and the
Jewish Sanhedrin in full session, and demonstrated
beyond a doubt that he was the very same person
who had been sentenced and executed? Would
he not then have announced the time and place of
his ascent from earth to heaven? Would he not
have allowed deputations from all parts of the Roman
empire to witness the event? Would he not have
taken his flight in the presence of a vast and mixed multi-
tude, who might have returned to their several countries
and given a full and faithful report of what they had seen
to their fellow citizens, and by this means have handed
down the incontestable fact to the remotest posterity ?
That he did not do these things is a proof that he could
not do them—in other words, the fact that the resur-
rection and ascension were both transacted with the
most astonishing privacy is a sufficient proof that they
are not history, but romance. The season of this story
shifts every year. It depends upon a solar and lunar
calculation, and the story itself is clearly mythological.

G. W. Foote.
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Religion and Dramatic Art.

Religion, which is based upon the belief in the alleged
supernatural has depended, for its limited success
upon extraneous elements—that is, its inherent quali-
ties, instead of controlling surrounding conditions,
have been influenced for good or for evil by those very
conditions.  This explains to some extent the varied
aspects the history of religion has presented in different
countries and in different ages. The religion of the
East has but little in common with that of the W est;
and the Christianity of the earlier centuries, as also that
of the Middle Ages, had but few features of resemblance
to those of the faith bearing that name to-day. This
shows how religion in all its forms has been dependent
for its existence and manifestations upon forces apart
from itself. It also indicates that religion was of human
origin, and that the so-called “ religious sentiment ” is
acquired, not innate. Herbert Spencer, no doubt, was
of this opinion when, in his Principles of Sociology, he
wrote : “ Not only by theologians at large, but also by
some who have treated religion rationalistically, it is
held that man is by constitution a religious being.......
But this doctrine, once almost universally accepted, has
been rudely shaken by the facts which psychologists and
anthropologists have brought to light. There is clear
proof that minds which have from infancy been cut off
by bodily defects from intercourse with the minds of
adults are devoid of ideas.” He then quotes several
authorities, giving instances where no idea of religion,
immortality, and the belief in a Supreme Being exists.

Perhaps one of the principal accessories in the promo-
tion of the Christian religion has been the dramatic art.
Plays known as Morals, or Moralities, formed one of the
most powerful instruments by which the progress of the
Reformation was facilitated. Both in England and Scot-
land they were the chief vehicle for attacking the vices of
the Roman Catholic clergy, and undermining their power
by the never-failing weapon of public ridicule. A still
further advance was made when the allegorical person-
ages were dropped and real ones introduced, as was done
in what were called the Interludes. The Mass of the
Roman Catholic Church, and the “ theatrical display”
of the Protestant High Church, together with the
farcical tricks of the Salvation Army and the production
of such absurd and misleading plays as the Sign of the
Cross, are attempts to aid religion in its endeavor to
secure the sympathies of the people. If the churches
were to cease their dramatic efforts, their teachings
would be considered, even more than they are now, as
“ stale, flat, and unprofitable.” It is not simply the
preaching of “ Christ and him crucified ” that draws
the people to the “ House of God it is the singing and
music that attract; also those clergymen and ministers
who display the most dramatic power in the pulpit. It
was so in Rome, where the “ miracle” and other plays
were the principal factors in religious propaganda.
In Greece, also, the dramatic art was made the vehicle
for religious instruction, with the result that among
the Greeks love of the beautiful gained a height never
previously attained, while philosophy reached its culmi-
nating point. It was there that Art, apart from all
theological perplexities, strove to make beauty a per-
manent token of glory, and unrivalled genius and un-
dying splendor became blended and shed their lustre
upon the Athenian Temple.

It is evident that some intelligent professors of Chris-
tianity have discovered the importance of the dramatic
art in the propagandism of their faith. Inthe Christian
World, of April 4, “J. B.,” who is its principal “ leader”
writer, has an article on “ Dramatic Religion,” in which
he urges the necessity of allying more than ever the
dramatic art with Christian advocacy. He says —

“ Amongst the immense suggestions to the Christian
heart of Passion week and Eastertide there is one that
does not lie on the surface, but which is, nevertheless,
worthy of all consideration. It is that of the intensely
dramatic element which belongs to Christianity. The
drama is the expression of man’s feeling for action.......
One cannot, indeed, take any wide survey of things
without realising that the dramatic element in religion is
almost as old as religion itself, and as broad as humanity.
....... In Greece dramatic representation stood largely for
our idea of the religious service. Professor Blackie has
hardly exaggerated in his statement that ‘the lyrical
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drama of the Greeks presents, in a combination else"
where unexampled, the best elements of our seriou
drama, our opera, our oratorio, our public worship, an
our festal recreations.””
Far be it from me even to attempt to depreciate the
dramatic art. | regard it as one of the best means O
inculcating all that is noble and ennobling in nature.
It is a fact that knowledge is received through per
ception, and that the popular mind is slow to grasp
abstract truths. Hence the value of the drama, whose
function it is “to hold, as ’'twere, the mirror up t°
nature ; to show virtue her own feature, scorn her own
image, and the very age and body of the time his foml
and pressure.” The dramatic art brings out every
passion, and, as Colonel Ingersoll remarked, we wan
all our faculties—humor, wit, candor— with reason as
the final arbiter. In my opinion, the “ Bard of Avon,
in mental capacity, in sublimity of thought, in genius O
conception, in grandeur of expression, and in practical
useful teaching, towers mountains high above tn
“ Reformer of Judea.” If it be true that Jesus achieve™
a high position despite his humble birth and lack O
early education, it is also true that Shakespeare, having'
to encounter similar drawbacks, gained a much highe®
position, and gave to the world a legacy of intellectu
worth unequalled by anything found in the New Testa
ment, or in any other literature in the world. WJ1
could be more extraordinary than the success of Shak
speare in the path of true greatness? He was born
illiterate parents, he was self-educated, and he appeal _
amidst a galaxy of mental geniuses and brilliant wits,
and yet he outshone them all. It was Shakespeare wn
found *tongues in trees, books in running brook’
sermons in stones, and good in everything.”
Johnson said of him :(—

Each change of many-colored life he drew,
Exhausted worlds, and then imagined new.

It might be said, to use a form of speech known t°
theologians, “ Never man wrote like this man.” Truy
he was “ not of one age, but for all time.’

While all this, and much more, can be urged in favof
of the drama, it must not be overlooked that it IS
combination of fact and fiction, of reality and imagltia
tion, and of the probable and improbable. Moreov >
it was born of human genius, and is supported >
human sympathies. But Christians will not admit tn
this is true of their faith. They contend that Cm>
tianity is all fact, without any fiction. And yet
Bible is full of materials which could be used for
construction of the most excited melodrama that W
ever put upon the stage. Apart from the stories of
Garden of Eden, Noah and the Ark, Songs of Soloing
the wars of Moses and Joshua, the exploits of Sams
and David, we have in the New Testament niaV
incidents for both serious and comic dramas— suc’Y-fst
instance, as the story of a carpenter’s son, born ajnl»
angelic salutations, performing wonderful acts in. a
youth, proclaiming the gospel of poverty, and denouncl
the arrogance and affluence of the rich. He ref)
against the Government; casts out, in a forcible manil ~
the money changers from the temple ; and rides, 3
king, in a most dramatic fashion into Jerusalem. j
is arrested, tried, convicted, sentenced to death,
crucified upon the cross. At his death “ the veil OL
temple was rent in twain from the top to the 1 ffu
and the rocks rent. And the graves were opened,
many of the bodies of the saints which slept are
After all this he appears to his friends, here and 11 ~
like Banquo’s ghost, and ultimately he is “ earrie -,
into heaven.” Associated with him was the muffl
who cried : “ Hosanna to the Son of David.” VEES
had with him two prominent characters who -
essential to the drama—Judas and Peter ; ée‘u
betrayed by the first and denied by the second-
then the alleged movements of the “ star in the
the songs of the angels, the descent of m? dovecﬁg”)\@jjg
Devil taking Christ up into a high mountain anja Si
him all the kingdoms of the world ; Jesus rid>n» ad
Jerusalem on a colt and an ass at the same tirne’sjng
the sending of thousands of devils into swine, cacOldJiic
them to rush madly into the sea, furnish the n
element for any one drama. Now, it should bh%h ***
bered that the fiction of dramatic art is allied wj -atiS
facts, while, if the facts of the Bible be what Cm1
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allege, they should be allied with no fiction. It is not
hare denied that poetry is to be found in the Bible ; but
A appears to me to lack that poetic genius whose excel-
lence consists in so clothing imagination that its truths
shall appear to us as palpable as the various phenomena
hy which we are surrounded. As the great Master
himself declares in A Midsummer Night's Dream :—

The poet’s eye, in a fine frenzy rolling,

Doth glance from heaven to earth, from earth to heaven ;
And as imagination bodies forth

The forms of things unknown, the poet’s pen

Turns them to shapes, and gives to airy nothing

A local habitation and a name.

The Christian writer of the article to which reference
has already been made deplores the mode hitherto
adopted in the advocacy of religion. He says :—

“That our present method has not worked out right is
clear enough. The simple truth is that under it the
people have lost religion. Whereas of old everybody
was religious, we have now a lofty faith for the élite,
and a vast outside world going its way untouched. _We
have rarefied the atmosphere to suit the higher spiritual
capacities, until the plain man cannot breathe in it, and
hastens away accordingly to a stratum better adapted to
his lungs....... It must be the task of our time to bridge
the gulf which has here yawned between religion and
the common life. The old paganism, in giving, after its
fashion, a religious significance, joyously recognised by
the people, to its art, its drama, its festivities, and its
daily round of affairs, suggests the immense task laid on
the modern Christian consciousness.”

Thls is a frank admission that the Christian method

as failed as a regenerating force, and that paganism
if3s set Christians an example which they must follow
It ~es*e f° avert the doom of other superstitions,
has been wisely said of what is termed religious
| >that it begins with undoubting acceptance, and

Tu- 31 the class of rejected and exploded errors.
Is becoming more and more the case with Chris-
tanity. i(s former power is gone, it has no self-sus-

Njjning force, and the perpetuation of its very name
9. Pends upon secular aids, not upon “ divine agencies.”
th'Creas.on this is not difficult to find. The voice of
oje Pulpit is hollow and meaningless to the intellects
Sh In°thern times. The words used by Bassanio, when
P ~ug of Gratiano (Merchant of Venice), are equally
sd jcable to the average preacher of to-day: “ He
asr S an 'n“n*te deal of nothing....... His reasons are
y two grains of wheat hid in two bushels of chaff,
y u shaH seek all day ere you find them, and when
Il have them they are not worth the search,”
Charles W atts.

Religion and the State.
5] *

'_course of recent events in Russia—the excom-
hvr tlOn  “~ount Tolstoi, the brutal attacks made
~ he Russian police upon the students, with the deter-
cri 1 en?rts of the ruling powers to kill, or at least
su-- ' “Mkeral education and liberal institutions— has
{Ginleencd in making the name of the Procurator of the
tjjg ™ Synod, M. Pobiedonostzeflf, tolerably familiar to
We average newspaper reader. It is not likely, even
re this gentleman with the many-jointed name to dis-

reD ar.~rom 7ace history, that the system of
pression now reigning in Russia would cease ; but at

Poli ent would seem to be the visible emblem of a
abt-C ‘s exc't*ng general disgust both at home and
conv- . A man of great force of character, strong
the Ic*10ns>and a clearness of ideas that is more often

fOr PrePerty of men of his stamp than of those ardent
in c'orms, he presents one with an interesting study
y, e ctash of outworn ideals with modern civilisation.
e~recurator of the Holy Synod, as revealed in

task < 'SWr't*ngs and his actions, is engaged in a dual
govefl °n t”e one s'e fo maintain an autocratic form of
all j nrnent, with a strong dash of paternalism, against
Petu r?°Crat*t innovations ; and, on the other, to per-

Uist;1 f existence of Church and State, not as two
thin,, i“InSs>but as indivisible aspects of the same
verk'l the first portion of this self-appointed

ihay u am not now specially concerned. Two points

nto’ th°Wever> 136 noted. First, the Procurator falls
e common error of looking upon the faults of
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democratic government as a sufficient justification for
the existence of its opposite. That there are faults—
many of them serious ones—few rational students will
deny ; but I think we may reasonably look upon these
as the price a democracy pays for the benefits it unques-
tionably enjoys. The art of self-government has to be
learned, and there is little reason in our expecting to
acquire it without making some blunders during the
course of our instruction.

In the next place—and this is a point that should be
of special interest to all—the Procurator realises very
clearly that the greatest adjunct to the maintenance of
his autocracy is religion. Upon this hangs everything.
Let all the people be united in a single Church, receiving
its tenets with unquestioning obedience, and all else is
easy. When you have destroyed the mental indepen-
dence of man, his physical subjection is a mere matter of
time. In this the Procurator is on sound historical ground.
If history proves anything, it proves that reforms and
revolutions have only been permanently useful as
they have rested upon mental freedom and enlighten-
ment. Without this last qualification the increase in
the machinery of government is too often only increasing
the means by which the crafty few may enslave the
credulous many. The Church and the throne, the priest
and the exploiter, superstition and degradation, always
have gone hand in hand, and, in all probability, always
will. M. Pobiedonostzeff not only knows exactly what
he wants— he also knows the only means by which he
can hope to reach his desired end.

| have said that the Procurator is a man of clear, even
though mistaken, ideas. The truth of this is seen in his
attempt to bring about an identification of Church and
State, if not to make the latter a department of the former.
In dealing with the relation of Christian belief to society,
we are logically bound to take one of two positions.
Either religious beliefs are essential to the well-being of
the State, or they are not ; either they are matters of
earnest, practical importance, or they are speculations
which no man gains by holding or loses by rejecting.
There is no logical middle term. It is this question
which the Holy Synod is at present fighting in Russia,
and it is one which, under various forms, crops up in all
parts of the civilised world.

Now, it does not seem to me that there remains any
room for doubt as to what should be the attitude of a
sincere and intelligent believer in Christianity on this
matter. If we once assume that Christian belief is not
a matter of mere speculation, but of absolute certainty,
and that upon its acceptance or rejection hinges an
eternity of happiness or misery, then its inculcation by
the State becomes a highly commendable policy. And
if we go further and say, as a great many of our own
clergy do say, that the higher forms of social life are
impossible in the absence of Christianity, then the
enforcement of religion by the State becomes an abso-
lute necessity. This seems to me to be the logic of the
situation. It is sheer mental confusion to say that the
State cannot exist without religion ; but, at the same
time, the State may teach everything but the one thing
on which its existence is said to depend.

The Procurator is far too clear-headed to fall into any
such confusion. He denies that it is possible to separate
man into two portions, one concerned with the Church
and the other with the State, and he, quite as emphati-
cally, repudiates the idea that the Church can pursue its
course without any attempt to dominate the State.
“ Can we expect,” he asks, “ that the Church— 1 do not
speak of the Catholic Church in particular, but of the
Universal Church— will consent to abdicate its interest
in civil society, in family society, human society—all, in
short, that is understood by the State?....... No; the
moral principle is indivisible....... and no Church which
retains the consciousness of its own worthiness will
ever surrender its lawful influence on the family or on
civil society. To demand that the Church shall abstain
from intervention in civil affairs is scarcely to give it new
strength.”

Now, | am prepared to be told that this union of
Church and State always has led, and always will lead, to
persecution ; | admit the truth of the statement, and, if
possible, emphasize it. Indeed, my object in playing
the part of “ Devil’'s Advocate ” is to insist upon two
things : first, that the union of the two must prove
socially obstructive and individually injurious, and,
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secondly, that all Christians are logically bound to
work for just such a combination. And, as a matter
of fact, all Christians do work, consciously or uncon-
sciously, for such a union. The muddle-headed plea
of the average Dissenter, that he does not wish the
State to interfere in matters of religion, may be dis-
missed as mere verbiage. Every Christian body,
without exception, asks and receives State support
when and where it can. They all get relief from
taxation ; they all appeal for special privileges ; they
all invoke Government to suppress different agencies
that stand in the way of their own development ; and
they all utilise the national schools in order to impress
their beliefs upon children. All that the Dissenter
means is, that he does not wish the State to patronise
any form of religious belief but his own.

With this reservation the Dissenter has no objection
whatever to the State teaching and enforcing religion.
Nor does he always shrink from employing such
measures of excommunication as are within his power.
He will raise the cry of heresy as readily as others, and
only recently a leading London Nonconformist minister,
the Rev. Mr. R. F. Horton, was found declaring that
those people who do not believe in the immortality of
the soul “are a public nuisance. They bestialise life,
they lower the tone of everything....... I would mark
them all and avoid them, and, if they cannot change
their mind, they should be ostracised from human
society.” The Holy Synod, in its treatment of Count
Tolstoy, has not gone quite so far as this preacher of
“liberal” Christianity would go with unbelievers.
It has only cast him out of the Church ; Mr. Horton
would shut out unbelievers from human society.

It is a fact both in history and in ordinary experience
that every form of organised Christianity has always
and everywhere sought to dominate the secular power ;
and what | wish to emphasize is that this circumstance
is not adventitious, not dependent upon the narrowness
or the intolerance of any particular sect, but results
from the very nature of Christian beliefs. Once con-
vince a body of men that the manner in which we shall
spend an eternity of existence depends upon our holding
certain beliefs, and it is next to impossible that this
conception of life shall not materially influence society
both in thought and deed. Under such conditions the
extinction of heresy becomes a serious social necessity.
The heretic is one who threatens the entire welfare of
society, and his destruction is a mere act of self-defence.
Persecution thus becomes a duty, and the thoroughness
of the persecution becomes a measure of the fervency
of the belief. Earlier generations of Christians punished
heresy with severity because their belief was of an
unguestioning character. The modern Christian does
not persecute so readily, partly because of the temper
of the age in which he lives, partly because he no longer
holds his beliefs with the same thoroughness as did his
predecessors.

In brief, the method by which the modern believer
imagines he harmonises the Christian ideal with present-
day thought, that of “ a free Church in a free State,” is
itself a register, not of a heightened religious sense,
but of a weakened one. As the Procurator of the Holy
Synod rightly says, it is founded not on a principle of
belief, “ but on the principle of religious indifferentism,
and it is associated with doctrines which inculcate not
toleration and respect, but a manifest and tacit contempt
for religion as an outworn factor of the physical develop-
ment of individual and national life.” With this I
entirely agree. Toleration of heresy is itself a mark
of a growing indifference to religion. It would be
foolish to pretend that the majority of people are more
tolerant towards differences of religion because they
realise the intellectual basis of toleration ; they pass
them by for the simple reason that they are becoming
increasingly indifferent to all those questions with which
religion is essentially concerned.

Here, then, is the position. M. Pobiedonostzeff is
being denounced as bigoted, intolerant, old-fashioned,
and unchristian. For what? Because, as | have said,
he aims at keeping his faith pure and undefiled, to
merge the State in the Church, and to extirpate heresy.
But these, far from being unchristian, are, once we
grant the certitude of Christianity, among the most
serious and most sacred of duties. It is not he who is
unchristian, but those who look upon such conduct as
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being in any way reprehensible. It is open to the Free-
thinker to denounce such proceedings ; but, then, he
does not believe that an error in belief here will lead to
eternal misery hereafter, and does not seek to guide life
by maxims drawn from the region of the unknown and
the unknowable. A Christian who really believes in
his creed is bound to measure this life in terms of the
supposed hereafter ; he is bound to attempt to regulate
human conduct in accordance with the supposed neces-
sities of the future state, and to suppress at all costs
those forces which, uncurbed, would imperil his faith.
I readily admit all that may be said concerning the evils
that flow from the connection between Church and
State ; but these, as | have tried to show, are inherent
in the Christian creed, and no Christian can repudiate
such evils without at the same time rejecting some
portion of his faith. C.

Cohen.

Tennyson.

“ There lives more faith in honest doubt,
Believe me, than in half the creeds.”

—Tennyson.

It seems but yesterday that Tennyson was among us.
A short time ago the poet was still singing, and now he
is as voiceless as his beloved Virgil. It is sometimes
the sorrowful great gift of the poet to see that which
no other of his day can see, to be in advance of even
the vanguard of his time. Tennyson, happier than
Shelley, found an audience fit and more than few-
Tennyson’s delineation of the “ spirit of the time ” was
as true, in its way, as that which Thackeray and Dickens
have left of our manners, or as that which Hogarth
presented of the outer aspect of an earlier period. R
is not that Tennyson was less a poet than those who
wrote far in advance of their age. The general and
immediate recognition of his genius arose simply frQll
the fact that the reading public had really reached a
higher intellectual plane than their predecessors, who
were deaf to Keats, and falsely thought of the author
of “The Cenci” and “ Prometheus Unbound” as a
madman with a pretty talent for blasphemy. Ile'v
poets were so fortunate as Tennyson. Preserved from
the temptation to follow literature for the sake of pem
he resisted, or probably never felt, that stronger and
more insidious temptation to woo her for the sake ot
praise. Thus it was only at rare intervals that we saw
those slender green-bound volumes which we opened, as
Gretchen did her jewel casket, with a thrill of delicious
anticipation.

The substance of Tennyson’s work was always char-
acterised by ethical elevation ; its form seldom lacked a
dignity which was all the more impressive for lack or
any taint of pretentiousness. With strong religion
and political convictions, he displayed neither bigotry
nor narrowness. In fact, he made his influence felt uot
as a hater of anything, but as a lover of all things that
are at once lovely and of good repute. Of such a
writer it is difficult—and it seems ungracious—to say a
word that savors of depreciation. It would, however»
be more unfitting to lapse into the vulgar flattery °
falsehood. The truth is that Tennyson, though lo'1»
and honorably known by his mastery over the technil IC
of verse, was really deficient in the signs by which we
recognise the man who is born a really great poet. He
was never so conspicuously flat and absolutely prosaic
as was sometimes his great master Wordsworth, bu
his work reminds us constantly of those frequent Pab
sages in Wordsworth where the external form and t1
measured music of verse clothe but the momentum
an exhausted inspiration. In the work of Wordswor
we half felt the inspiration ; in the work of Tennys® .
we fail to feel it. We have in the latter eniotio‘ia™
fervor, ethical elevation, felicity of expression, and hu
sensibility. We only miss one thing, which, howeve >
happens to be the one thing needful— the vital unt”®
lying thought. The verse is frequently rendered ua |,
tractive by the strain and hysteria, but thinly disguf*
by wealth of language. ry

Now and again a great writer has made the merlVje
of a comparatively unknown friend gracious, I°va A
and lasting. These tributes to dead friendship are v
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touching. Milton elegises his Lycidas, otherwise long
Since forgotten. Shelley beautifies even the beautiful
niemory of Adonais. Carlyle translates John Sterling
1 ramoblivion, and places him amongst the immortals,
tn like manner Tennyson perpetuated the memory of
his friend Hallam. It is for once a fine and equitable
‘tojustment of fate that the mourner has raised his own
best monument, whilst he did but endeavor to build
bat of a dead friend. The self-erected memorial of
(Jzymandias crumbles and leaves nothing but a frag-
ment of a name; but the lament of Catullus over his
beloved brother lives through nineteen centuries.

In Memoriam ” was published in 1850. The work
reveals the extent of Tennyson’s heterodoxy. As in his
ater poems, the thought is often extremely pantheistic.

thoroughly convinced Christian could have written

The Shadow cloaked from head to foot
Who keeps the keys of all the creeds.

The fundamental dogmas of Christianity are held
°osely where the poet speaks of one—

Whose faith has centre everywhere,
Nor cares to fix itself to form.

What shall we say of these lines ?—

There lives more faith in honest doubt,
Believe me, than in half the creeds.

Or the final lines of the whole poem ?—

One far-off divine event
To which the whole creation moves.

Which an eminent critic asserts, in all seriousness,
Dfts the theory of evolution in a couplet.”

~cnnyson had no sympathy with the infamous
doctrine of an everlasting hell. He proclaimed him-

e' a Universalist in the lines in which he hoped—

That nothing walks with aimless feet;
That not one life should be destroyed,
Or cast as rubbish to the void,

When God hath made the pile complete ;
That not a worm is cloven invain ;

That not a moth with vain desire

Is shrivelled in a fruitless fire,
Or but subserves another's gain.

1° “ Despair,”
1 ‘'ounces the same hideous dogma.
Shostic cry out to the parson :—

a poem of his old age, Tennyson
He makes the

”V\%I 'El‘"!,7 I should call on that Infinite Love that has served us so

infinite cruelty, rather, that made everlasting hell,

- Ous, foreknew us, foredoom'd us, and does what he will w
own ;

r our dead brute mother who never has heard us groan 1

Tennyson's friend, Frederick Denison Maurice, a
Priest, dared to deny the existence of hell, and got
'bio trouble with the ecclesiastics. The poet invited
"b to share his hospitality :—

For being of that honest few

Who give the Fiend himself his due,

Should eighty thousand college-councils
Thunder " Anathema,” friend, at you ;
Should all our churchmen foam in spite

At you, so careful of the right,

Yet one lay hearth would give you welcome
(Take it and come) to the Isle of Wight.

eterfn?”son s fiercest attack on this savage doctrine of
throbi, torment occurs in “ Rizpah,” that splendid poem
P°or i*’ w'th humanity. The passionate words of the
bOy ’ dying mother, full of deathless love for her own
fortg 0~ as hanged for robbing the mail, are “ too deep

"Sainst™ i [ & ' ve the quintessence of the moral revolt

El
Buu'b.1t' Election, and Reprobation—it's all very well,
toto-night to my boy, and I shall not find him in hell.

if he fie lost—but to save my soul, that r>»" > [c
U° you think that | care for my soulif myboy s

o/"pHnyson also revolted against the J°" c/|ICu (
~hristianity. He did not approve the text, (

reward in heaven.” He was above such
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commercialism.” He sang of virtue in the very spirit
of Marcus Aurelius :
She desires no isles of the blest, no quiet seats of the just,

To rest in a golden grove, or to bask in a summer sky.
Give her the wages of going on, and not to die.

Pantheism frequently appears in Tennyson’s writings.
Nowhere can we find a better literary expression of it
than in the following :—

Flower in the crannied wall,

| pluck you out of the crannies,

| hold you here, root and all, in my hand,

Little flower—but if 1could understand

What you are, root and all, and all in all,

| should know what God and man is.

in their

Some of his finest similes are

audacity :—
And on the glimmering limit far withdrawn
God made himself an awful rose of dawn.
And again :(—
To rest beneath the clover sod
That takes the sunshine and the rains,
Or where the kneeling hamlet drains
The chalice of the grapes of God.

startling

Professional defenders of Christianity are never tired
of quoting Tennyson. We do not quarrel with them.
It must be a relief for them to turn from the elegant
versified productions of such men as Heber and Keble,
whose twaddle would never be allotted real poetic rank
save by those to whose peculiar superstitions and
religious feelings they happen to give pleasure. The
great masters of song have never been hampered by
creed. The world, it is true, possesses two great so-
called Christian epics—* The Divine Comedy” and
“ Paradise Lost”; but, though Dante and Milton are
definite enough in their theological ideas, these are
merely part and parcel of the literary machinery of their
works.  Everybody has felt that Dante wasted a
splendid genius among theological horrors, and Milton
came perilously near ridicule with his celestial sham-
fights. The theology would be better away, and only
deforms the works of two sublime poets.

As for Shakespeare, the fact that people still dispute
as to whether he was a Catholic or a Puritan is enough
to prove that the poet was neither, “ but of all time.”
Living amid the very clash of furious theological dogmas,
he instinctively felt that religious opinions are very tran-
sitory matters, and that nature is both above and
beyond all creeds.

Tennyson, in spite of his heresy, was buried in W est-
minster Abbey. That, however, is a matter that
concerns a small group of “ illustrious-obscure ” eccle-
siastics, who never neglect an opportunity of body-
snatching for the glory of God. Another and more
fitting memorial exists— which, doubtless, Tennyson
would have liked the best. A plain white cross on the
ridge of a noble down, looking over the sea which he
loved and sung, and standing out as a beacon to aid all
who live and move upon its waters, was a wise and
happy choice. Love of the sea, with all its dangers
and sadness, and a just pride in the people who can rule
it, was one of the strongest passions which he felt. It
is surely well that the multitude of Old England’s
seamen who pass up and down the Channel, near the
poet’s home, should count his monument among their
beacons now that he, too, has crossed the bar. It is
because Tennyson was an almost flawless artist, and
because he loved England,

that precious stone set in the silver sea,

and voiced that love in such noble words, that his verse
will ever stand out, like his beacon, as a guiding star to
Englishmen.
And the stately ships go on
To their haven under the hill ;
But O for the touch of a vanish'd hand
And the sound of a voice that is still.

Mimnermus.

Get your newsagent to take a few copies of the Freethinker
and try to sell them, guaranteeing him against copies that remain
unsold. Take an extra copy (or more), and circulate it among
your acquaintances. Leave a copy of the Freethinker now and
then in the train, the car, or the omnibus. Display, or get dis-
played, one of our contents-sheets, which are of a convenient
size for the purpose. Miss Vance will send them on application.
Get your newsagent to exhibit the Freethinker in the window.
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Little Things.

A good-bye is a little thing,

With your hand on the door to go,
But it takes the venom out of the sting
Of a thoughtless word, or a cruel fling,

That you made an hour ago.

A Kkiss of greeting is sweet and rare
After the toil of the day,
And its smooths the furrows ploughed by care,
The lines on the forehead you once called fair
In the years that have flown away.

'Tis a little thing to say, “ You are kind ;

I love you, my dear,” each night ;
But it sends a thrill through the heart, | find—
For love is tender as love is blind—

As we climb life’s rugged height.

We starve each other for love’s caress ;
We take, but we do not give ;

It seems so easy some soul to bless.

But we dole the love grudgingly less and less,
Till 'tis bitter and hard to live.

—McCall's Magazine.

Acid Drops.

Having spent some eight or nine months in China, looting,
murdering, and violating, the Christian Powers now present
the Celestial Government with their little bill for these
services. Russia comes first of all, being the nearest thief,
and therefore the biggest. She wants £18,000,000. Germany
wants £14,000,000. This includes, we suppose, a large
amount as “ intellectual and moral damages,” in view of the
outraged feelings of pious Emperor William. France wants
,£8,000,000. The United States want .£5,000,000. Great
Britain wants £4,800,000. Belgium, not to be out of the
swim, wants £1,158,000. Italy and Austria, and even poor
old Spain, that will be in it, want £6,000,000 together. Such
is the price which China is expected to pay for her new lesson
in Christian salvation ! Was there ever such a sanguinary
farce in the whole of human history? The world has always
had a large stock of thieves and blackguards, but it was
reserved for Christianity to organise scoundreldom in the
name of virtue and civilisation.

We suppose the missionaries will now have a fresh lease of
activity in China. But why the devil don't they work the
reformation business a bit nearer home ? We don’t believe
there are as many disgusting ruffians to the square yard in
“heathen ” Peking as there are in “ Christian ” London.
Just look at this sample taken from the first evening paper to
hand. A fireman was placed on duty in High-street, Shore-
ditch, near a fire-alarm from which false signals had
frequently been sent to the station. Up comes a rogue-fool,
or a fool-rogue, and breaks the glass for a lark. The fireman
seizes him in the presence of a small crowd. But the crowd
do not assist the fireman. Oh dear no ! They set upon him
and brutally ill-use him; and he is only saved from being
murdered by the timely arrival of the fire-engine with a lot of
sturdy rescuers. The sequel is the arrest of one of the un-
speakable ruffians, and his sentence to a £20 fine or two
months’ imprisonment. Now, we verily believe that the
lowest savages in the “ heathen ” world would have too much
sense and decency to assault a man who was looking after an
agency for saving their lives and property from destruction.
Yet there are “crowds” of savages in “ Christian” cities
capable of such idiotic brutality. On the whole, the mis-
sionaries might as well go to work in London. They seem
to be wanted here, whether they are wanted in China or not.

That the missionaries are not wanted in China seems as
clear as daylight. “ Take away your missionaries and your
opium,” said the enlightened Prince Kung to Sir Robert
Hart, “and all will be well.” And he really appears to
have voiced the almost unanimous feeling of Chinese states-
men.

The Roman Catholic Cathedral, at Westminster, will be
able to boast a number of costly ornaments, and amongst
them a gorgeous throne for the use of the Cardinal Arch-
bishop. It iIs of white marble with Mosaic work, and was
sculptured at Rome after the pattern of the opal throne in
St. John Lateran’s. This throne—mark the word this throne
—will be used by Cardinal Vaughan, if he lives to see the
Cathedral opened for religious services. Like other priests,
he is a poor servant of Christ; indeed, the Pope calls himself
the servant of the servants of God. That is the theory—in
other words, that is the humbug and the hypocrisy. The
practice is not poverty, but wealth ; not renunciation, but
grasping at power and authority ; not humility, but pride and
arrogance. It is all summed up in that one word “ throne.”

Jesus Christ promised that when he came into his kingdom
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his apostles should sit upon twelve thrones judging the twelve
tribes of Israel. Cardinal Vaughan evidently thinks that
Jesus Christ has come into his kingdom, and that a Cardinal
Archbishop has as much right to a throne as a fishy apostle.

The old proverb says that the Devil can quote Scripture to
suit his own purpose. The clergy are imitating his Sooty
Majesty. In Lloyd's Newspaper for April 14 we find the new
Bishop of London quoting Matthew Arnold. Fortunately,
Arnold is dead. He would otherwise object to his verse being
used as soothing syrup for intellectual infants.

If the Devil can cite Scripture for his purpose, there is
a man at Bath pretty nearly as clever as OIld Nick. He
refers to the Scriptural injunction to utter the Lord’s praise
“with his whole heart” in justification of his singing so
loudly as to annoy all the rest of the congregation in the
parish church of St. Luke. The vestry has decided to refuse
him a sitting and to take legal advice.

A curious thing happened in connection with the recent earth-
quake at Constantinople. Turkish women, whose husbands
perform the pilgrimage to Mecca, are also entitled to the
rank of pilgrim if they remain at home all the time that their
lords and masters are visiting the Holy City. Many ladies
were earning this title when the earthquake frightened then'
out of their houses and destroyed their chances of success.

The May Meetings of the various religious bodies are
approaching. Very agreeably—that is, by an advertisement
in its columns—the Methodist Times is apprised of the inter-
esting fact. And, with a thankful heart, it gives a little
editorial note like the fanfare of a herald, it hopes that
familiarity with these yearly gatherings in Exeter Hall “ 'Yl
not breed in any of our readers that foolish contempt witn
which impertinent and ignorant journalists ” sometimes refer
to them.

That is rather rough on the journalists, whose playful
allusions may be impertinent, but can hardly be described as
“ignorant.” Rather does the chaffarise, in many instances,
from too full a knowledge of these pious gatherings—from
possibly the painful experience of having, for the sake of a
modest “ par,” to sit out hours of sanctified oratory inter-
mingled with hymns and prayers. The religious weeklies,
of course, revel in these meetings ; their myrmidons slave
away, piling up page after page of eloquent advocacy O
missions to Timbuctoo or the Fiji Islands, whose inhabitants
are represented as simply dying to hear about Christ. Bu
the sub-editors of the ordinary newspapers groan in agony a
having to find even the smallest amount of room tor tI'L
“rot,” and sometimes they lift up their heads and utter
dreadful curses—alas, it may be, to the danger of their
immortal souls.

Someone writes to the Sunday Companion inquirmg
whether there is any “ harm in a religious person reading a
newspaper on a week day.” The editor gravely informs fun
that there is not, but “ there is a very real danger when th
Sunday secular newspaper usurps the place of attendance a
God's house, and the reading of police-court doings an
worldly affairs is substituted for Bible study.” There no",
we have the whole question dealt with in a nutshell. Bu
can the editor of the Sunday Companion find in any Sunday
newspaper—police-courtreportsincluded—anything appre°aCll'
ing the obscene and revolting character of many parts of tn
Old Testament ? -

“ Blatant Atheism has now quite gone down,” said Mr.~"
Smith, M.P., speaking the other day at Liverpool. VA
don’t know what he means by “ blatant” Atheism.
Atheism has ever been blatant, it has made but a poor sno'
in that respect by the side of Christian Theism. Perhaf\
Mr. S. Smith merely intended the word as a little adjectiv
embellishment not to be taken too seriously. So Athc*sl
has “ now quite gone down "—as he elegantly puts it. *A !
this will be news not only to readers of the Freethinker, b
to many of Mr. Smith’s co-religionists, who, when they wa'
to stir up their audiences into a fever of alarm, never
to enlarge on the growing Atheism and scepticism ot

age. -
After all, it doesn’t seem to matter much whether Atl'e*yy
has “ gone down ” or not, because, according to
Smith, “ beyond doubt, the majority of the male people
no longer be classed as worshippers at any shrine.
Sunday has, with most, ceased to be a holy day, and
become a day of amusement to the masses in the metrop
and large towns.” A truly dreadful state of affairs! An ?
this the latest stage in our history as a Christian nati ¢
Ought we not to cashier the clergy and ministers lot f,
inefficiency ?

Mr. Henry Varley, the well-known revivalist, has fiS
conducting a mission at Aberdeen. In one of his disco »
he characterises the Christian College at Calcutta a
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eSregious failure as a missionary agency, though it was an
excellent educational institution. He said there had not been
asingle conversion within its walls for thirty years, and eight

every ten of its professors were Mohammedans. Sir
ynliam Henderson walked out of the meeting, it is under-
sto°d, as a protest against the statements.

bo that it amounts to this : either Mr. Varley has been
Perverting the truth, or Sir William Henderson is a bigot
Mnd to facts. Both these individuals are Christians.

Providence must surely resemble the typical policeman
who, according to the small wits, looks another way when
re thinks it would be inconvenient to interfere. Else how
are we to account for the following recent occurrence?—1 A
congregation of a sect called Nazarenos assembled in their
I-Rjrch in Hungary for worship. A rival sect, it is said,
®ked the door from the outside, and set fire to the church.
Hiere was a fearful panic. Eventually the doors were burst,
Pi women and children were trodden under foot. Ten were
11 ed, and forty-five injured.”

J ‘1was told only last week,” writes a correspondent of the
-xantiner, “ of two members of the London County Council
f 10unfailingly make it a practice never to go to a meeting
p tae Council without first arranging a time for prayer.’
*resumably they pray for the Divine guidance, not only ot
uiemselves, but of their fellow members at Spring Gardens.
; seems rather a pity that we cannot trace any specific
®&Ppnse from On High. If the Deity is not disposed to use
Is influence in reducing' the rates, he might at least close
mouths of some of the idiots whose voices are for ever
s°unding in the Council Chamber.

acr p Is some Scripture as understood by a young hopeful,
exam-InA\ to a paper handed in by him at a recent school
of Inlti°n: “Joseph was a very lucky boy, he had a coat
broth” cu’ers and he lived with his father. But he had to
that |rS', t were very unkind to him, and he had a dream
and I"aiC™ them moor crosser still and he had a nother-one
took p Went to tell them and they put him down a ditch and
And I coat_dif and dipet it in mud and gave him away.
kaiah T a “on killed him. Absulum, Saul, Soloman,
With 11 °?eb of Arimathea, are tribes, Samson Kkilled a lion
Jurisui  lands>J°hn the baptist baptised, all the pepol of
Peter 6m were baptised by him. John the baptised and
the V\Were apostles. When there father was ded they dug
Were I'Yard UP and found grapes and Rosbery's, the lepers
tealcd by woord and Jesus healed them.”

bave°i-?Iber answers we learn that “ Amen means that you
thimr « y°ur prayers,” verily means when “ God sais some-
Peter VijPortant to His disciples. Jesus fulfilled Abram.

bam-lf bmvt%erl@sié\%gggls, Iziah, Bejamin, Didymus, Iscaurtt,

Tl
Comp| °dler day Miss Wickham, daughter of the rector of
bis aL. On- dec?rated the parish church, and the Lord indicated
ing he r?Va* ‘n *ke mysterious way peculiar to him, by allow-

Tto _be run over and killed by an express train as she
burning home.

Rock thinks there is “ something quaint” in the idea
(jO* Seri°us religious work written to prove that the Bible
bem not tcach teetotalism. So there is, in the sense of its
Q S quite unnecessary. The Rock says that teetotalism and
it lifi~ky are not synonymous. Quite so; if anyone doubts
pL. , mread Mr. Foote’s pamphlet on The Bible and Beer.
in Is”jassociation with “ wine bibbers,” and his first miracle
endin g wine for the marriage feast at Cana, when the
the t Were “well drunk,” might aiTord some evidence that
Scot 1id and Savior was not exactly a teetotaller. The

onL . bo°k, whether “ quaint ” or not, is apparently written
strict Biblical lines.

t’reaslr,111?SOPhic Arthur who stretches his lank legs on the
CGBedinn tlench, and yawns with cynical contempt at the pro-
has re;?s of the House of which lie Is supposed to be “ leader,”
bis per,nty received a protest. It is not a protest against
n'ngton a* 'ncrt'a, but against the appointment of Win-
Protest i gramito the See of London. The people who
iake theivl,''kike all sacerdotalists, Dr. Ingram wants to
b°°din 1 ,e from tile people, and to put a powerful priest-
t\akinr ts P'ace. And the only way to accomplish this is by
u'lb the f 27V °rd of God despised by deluding the unwary
*«ul has3 Se soionce and false philosophy against which St.
PrOfiinenfWlVned us> ~ ’'s known that some of the most
lle Poiso. be Tractarians deliberately helped to spread
°rdertou , German Rationalism at the Universities in
«I°’n of th"1Rrm'ne Protestantism. To gain exclusive posses-

ItiterPretr,-  e>and to make the priests its sole legitimate
s>is the object aimed at.
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This is rather an unexpected disclosure. Are we to suppose
that all Dr. Ingram’s tremendous controversial efforts in
Victoria Park were actuated by a desire to “ make the Word
of God despised” ? Possibly—indeed, actually—that was
the result; but one can hardly think that it was the intention.
And what are we to think of those wicked Tractarians who
“ deliberately helped to spread the poison of German Rational-
ism at the Universities”? There seems to be something
excessively absurd in the idea of trying to get the Bible
despised in order to secure its sole interpretation. To the
rational mind it would appear of the smallest importance
who interprets the book when once it is despised, and there-
fore rejected. -

One often wonders where all the religious literature which
is pitched on to outward-bound ships eventually goes to.
Sailors could tell some yarns about it if they cared, and the
yarns would be closer approximations to the truth than those,
for example, of the converted Mr. Frank Bullen, an alleged
novelist, whom the British Weekly has done its best to exploit.
The Missions to Seamen Society has recently issued an
appeal, in which it is said “ much of the literature is destroyed
by salt water.” The Society does not mean that the literature
is pitched overhoard. We couldn’t expect it to tell the truth
in that barefaced fashion. What it probably means, and
what the pious will readily realise, is that the literature is
soaked into a pulpy mass by the salt tears of Jack Tar’s
repentance. If this isn't the explanation, we apologise.

For several years past the Common Council of the City of
London has been called upon to consider whether its Guild-
hall Art Gallery shall be opened on a Sunday. A good friend
toSunday opening isAlderman SirWilliamTreloar,to whom is
usually deputed the moving of the proposition, which should
“ go without saying,” or, at any rate, should not have to be
repeated annually. A constant opponent is Mr. Lile, a gentle-
man of culture, who is quite independent of education week-
days or Sundays, as may be judged by the following extract
from his latest speech : “ It's a new-fangled idea, and would
not have been entertained by our forefathers who sat here
five, ten, or fifteen years ago.” (Roars of laughter.) He
appealed to the Court to throw the motion out. On a division
it was decided to open on Sundays.

Inconsistency—thy name is religion ! Here is the King ot
our happy Christian and Protestant realm posing as the god-
father of a little Papist. Edward VII., as we remember,
read off at the opening of Parliament a fearful diatribe
against Romanism. Now we hear of him attending the
baptism of the Earl of Denbigh’s daughter, and acting as
god-father—the Earl of Denbigh being, as his father before
him, a pronounced Roman Catholic.

“ A Stupefied Congregation ” is the heading of a paragraph
in the Christian World. Was it a sense of humor that dic-
tated the headline? We can imagine many stupefied con-
gregations—especially those who sit under the Rev. Price
Hughes or Dr. Parker, or those who may hereafter have to
listen to the episcopal oratory of Dr. Ingram. This particular
congregation spoken of by the Christian World seems not to
have been stupefied by gas from the pulpit, hut hy coal gas.
It was in a Connecticut church. Something went wrong with
a furnace in the basement, and the fumes filled the church.
At first no one thought of opening the windows or of leaving,
as all believed that the odor would pass away. Presently,
however, the pastor was overcome and reeled to his chair, and
a little girl fell to the floor. A general, though somewhat
feeble, rush was made for the open air, but twenty persons
could not leave their seats. It took five doctors an hour to
revive the congregation.

Where—oh, where was Providence ? If he can’t take care
of his own worshippers, of what use is he ?

“ Chaplain to the Queen ” used to be a very familiar designa-
tion under which clerics of nodparticular ability, but with
aristocratic connections, paraded themselves in pious and
genteel society. Mr. Labouchere, dealing witli the Civil
List, points out that over 7j6,000 a year was expended for
“ Ecclesiastical salaries and allowances,” and adds that this
amount is practically “ an endowment of the State Church of
England out of public funds.” He thinks that one or two
chaplains for the Sovereign would be ample in place of
the thirty-six which the Queen had. We should think so
too, and probably that opinion is shared by Edward, unless
he is very different to what he used to be.

It is a little late to notice it, but really we must place on
record the charming telegram sent by the pious Kaiser to
Abdul the Assassin. There was a little touch of earthquake
in Constantinople, causing the Sultan to rather precipitately
leave a building inwhich he happened to be at the time. The
Kaiser wired him : “ It is with deep emotion that | have just
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learned what danger your Majesty was in at the time of the
feast of Bairam, and how manifestly God has protected your
Majesty’s precious life...... | pray to the Lord to continue to
hold your Majesty in his gracious and holy keeping.” What
a trio—the Kaiser, Sultan, and the Lord !

It is not surprising, says the Christian World, that Dr.
Schmiedel’s startling contribution to the second volume of
the Encyclopedia Biblica should continue to attract attention.
The Zurich Professor’s daring has quickly lifted him to
notoriety, if not to fame, and dissatisfaction with his conclu-
sions has not precluded a recognition of his ingenuity and
ability. In the Critical Review Principal Salmond sums up
a briefand inadequate notice by describing Dr. Schmiedel’s
method as “science” in a “craze” ; a kind of science, he
adds, which ought “not” to be associated with the name of
Robertson Smith. In the London Quaiterly Review Pro-
fessor W. T. Davison writes much more exhaustively on the
subject, and furnishes one of the best criticisms that have yet
appeared. His article (on “ Christ and Modern Criticism ™)
will be of great service to the large class of non-expert
readers who have no means of finding their way through the
technical intricacies of the question. They know that the
Gospels have been subjected to criticism, and the supreme
consideration for them must always be, how far is the
essential authenticity and significance of the records un-
shaken ?

Then the Christian World adopts with approval Professor
Davison’s argument that, despite the variety of details and
the apparent or real inconsistencies in some of the narratives,
a whole appears for which no rationalistic critic has yet
accounted by his analysis of sources and “ sources of sources.”
But why should any critic be called upon to account for the
Christian mythology either in whole or in part ? If he under-
takes any account of its origin, it is quite as a work of supere-
rogation.  We reject Chrishna and the ancient gods of
Greece and Rome without troubling to ascertain how they
came to be placed on their pedestals. There is, of course, a
general explanation in the one word, Superstition, which
accounts for the accretion of the supernatural to whatever
nucleus of history' there may be at the bottom of the Christian
Gospels.

Pity the poor rector of St. Ethelburga, Bishopgate-street
Within. He can’t find a place wherein to lay his head in the
City. So he has had to betake himself to Kensington, where
he has succeeded in finding a residence at a little less than
jfyao a year for rent, rates, and taxes. He writes com-
plainingly in his parish magazine, and is too dull to antici-
pate possible chaff.

A eulogistic notice appears in the Methodist Times of Dr.
George Adam Smith’s work on Modem Criticism and the
Preaching of the Old Testament. This notwithstanding the
conclusion of the author, which the M. T. quotes, that “on
the present evidence it is impossible to be sure of more than
that they (the narratives of the Patriarchs) contain a sub-

stratum of actual personal history'.

Dr. Nicoll, who edits the British Weekly, has commenced
a series of articles in refutation of the latest criticism of the
New Testament. He says : “ We have in the new volume of
the Encyclopedia Biblica a thorough-going criticism applied
to the New Testament, and in The Historical New Testament
of Mr. Moffatt there issues from the bosom of an orthodox
Church a new claim on the part of advanced criticism for
room and verge. It is of no avail to lift up hands in horror.
The critics have to be met. Iftheyare not frankly encountered,
the door of faith will be closed on multitudes. In one sense,
we take up the discussion with great satisfaction. Now, at
last, the very life of the faith has to be fought for.”

This is very valiant, but, apparently, we shall have to wait
till the next issue of the British Weekly for anything in the
shape of a reply. There is a rather petulant remark that
these modern critics “ ought to have shown how they could
conserve the faith after surrendering what they have
surrendered.” Why should they? The truth is the truth,
whatever the consequences. Criticism is not to be tram-
melled by a desire to “ conserve the faith,” except on the
supposition that there is a hole in the head of the pious which
must be stuffed with something or other, it being of no conse-
guence what it is as long as the vacuum is filled.

Mr. W. L. Courtney, reviewing new books in the Daily
Telegraph, calls attention to a verse of Mr. Rudyard Kipling’s
which gives the title to a novel by Mr. Daniel Woodroffe.
“To my own Gods | go. It may be they shall give me
greater ease Than your cold Christ and tangled Trinities.”
Tangled Trinities—Mr. Woodroffe’s title from Kipling—is a
capital phrase. Mr. Courtney calls it “a mocking descrip-
tion of Christian dogma in the mouth of a member of an
alien creed.” But why mocking? Surely the Christian
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Trinity is a tangled affair. All the divines admit that. We
do not know of one who thinks it can be explained._The
common teaching is that it must be accepted in a spirit ot
faith. And does not the Athanasian Creed—which, by the
way, is adopted by most of the Churches, if not by every one
of them—distinctly say that the Trinity is absolutely incom-
prehensible ?  Not only severally incomprehensible, but
collectively incomprehensible. The Father is incomprehen-
sible, the Son is incomprehensible, and the Holy Ghost is
incomprehensible ; and yet there are not three incomprehen-
sibles, but one incomprehensible. So says the Athanasinn
Creed, and if this is not a “tangle” what is it? M-
Courtney will perhaps explain.

A terrible tragedy (the Daily News reports) has just taken
place here [Naples]. Nearly three years ago an elderly priest,
Don Pietro Potenza, took lodgings in this city in the house
a young, well-to-do widow lady. He had not been long in her
house before he began to annoy her by unwarranted atten-
tions, followed in time, when he found no hearing, by threats-
Things gradually got so bad that Signora Orlanda applied to
the police, and the priest left at the end of the year. Not
long after, Potenza was summoned before the magistrates
charged with the attempted seduction of a young
girl, but was acquitted for want of evidence. He then
again renewed his persecution of Signora Orlanda,
following her in the steets, and repeating his threats-
The whole wretched affair culminated on Wednesday
Signora Orlanda that afternoon went out to visit a friend,
accompanied by her adopted son, Giovanni, aged twelve, and
her own boy, Nicola, aged eight. On her return towards
four o’clock she saw the priest, who by this time had become
an object of terror to her, following them. She hurried on,
but the man, seeing that his victim was almost running!
quickened his steps, overtook her, and began to speak-
Then suddenly he took a revolver from under his gown, and
fired two shots. Both took effect; the lady and her litn°
boy, Nicola, fell to the ground. She was shot through tle
brain, and died instantly; and the boy, with a bullet in h'S
back, succumbed as he was being carried to the hospital
The priest cast off his gown, threw away his three-cornered
hat, and rushed away ; but a carabineer pursued, and caut%jl
him, and he was taken to the lock-up. Potenzais a tall, thin
man of sinister aspect, with an odious squint in his eyes. r*
served mass at two churches in Naples, and had often been
reprimanded by his superiors for irregular conduct. D1
being questioned, he slandered the deceased lady, and con-
cluded with the words, coolly pronounced : “ One knows ho"
he was born, but never how he will die.”

We introduce this case, not in order to gloat over the
crime of a priest, but in order to emphasize the dangers or
celibate priesthood. Don Pietro Potenza, like so many othc
priests, was not deficient in animal passions ; and if he jia®
been married those passions would probably have been disci
plined by affection and domestic attachments. But he "a”
forbidden to marry, and his passions were a perpetual prow
cation. Thrown into the society of a young widow, he T
all control over himself; and as baffled lust soon turns
hate, he ended by becoming a murderer.

“ When the extreme Secularist apostrophises Liberty Uthe
Daily Telegraph says, “ what he really desires is the d
restricted liberty to declaim his sentiments and full power
suppress whatever he disapproves in the opinions of otn
people.” We beg to tell our contemporary that this is
sense, and rather malignant nonsense too. The fact is.
take it, that Christians are very slow to understand frced°n
When a Secularist claims absolute equality with themselvCj
they are apt to look upon him as an impudent upstart; al,,
when he proceeds to enforce his claim, they are apt to 1°
upon themselves as oppressed and defrauded. Long \s'tjje
has given them a vested interest in privilege. That is
secret of all such foolish outbursts as the one we are call'
attention to in the Telegraph.

Poor Sir Isaac Newton 1 According to Mr. David Wardl'?™
Scott, he “spent a long life in teaching a false syst?roCt
astronomy, unsupported by any fact in nature, and indijr
contradiction to the plain statements of the Bible.’
Scott says this in a new volume called Terra Firmas ~
argues that the earth is not a planet and that it is fiat. as .a(l
Bible clearly considers it. We suppose he is a Chris
scientist. Anyhow, we daresay he is a Christian.

We have much sympathy with the Rev. G. Whitehead”
St. Andrew’s Church, Northampton. One hundred and
collections in his church only realised ,£26 16s. 7d. alt°g'e”erd
This is enough to make any parson cry “ Ichabod "+°r
to use stronger language.

A Washington preacher, in praying for Mrs. N*‘iS
recently, said God bless her and keep her, but ke |
in Kansas
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Sundayt April 21, Prince of Wales Assembly Rooms, Bir-
mingham : 3, “ The Fable of Jesus Christ"; 7, “ Priestcraft on
the Birmingham School Board.” At 1045, *f fine>10 the Bull
Ning, Freethought Demonstration.

April 22, Coventry; 28 Manchester.

To Correspondents.

C“ARLESWatts's Engagements.—April 21, New Brompton ;
An, ~nhlic Debate with the Rev. Henry Alcock at the
henreum Hall ; 28, Camberwell Secular Hall. May 5,
‘asgow; 12 and 19, Sheffield.—All communications for
S sbou'd he sent to him at 24 Carminia-road, Balham,
"v; Ifa reply is required, a stamped and addressed envelope

p nstbe enclosed.

WJ Vownr.—Always glad to receive cuttings,

j,Johnson— You will find all that you are seeking in Mr.
°ot'e s Bible Heroes and Bible Romances together. Although
r>tten racily, those two volumes contain a considerable mass of
ccurate information.

»N.Har1.—Accept our best thanks for your weekly batches of
p useful cuttings.

Rp THOUGHT Twentieth Century Fund.—J. Baker, 5s.; T.
ornett, 5s. (A. Jones, is.; W. B., is.; both Manchester, not
p evusly acknowledged.)

j’ Winis.—Cuttings received with thanks.

. *(Glasgow).— Surely you cannot be serious, unless you are in

isf r?at hurry, in suggesting that we should follow the religion-

shn m,the‘r "underhand treatment” of Freethinkers. Better
- wthem a superior example.

*AReriDgEi— Marsi, will doubtless see by this answer that

Sch lavce received his donation of £1 towards Mr. Percy Ward’s

sa °° “oarcl candidature at Birmingham. It is hardly neces-

i, .L _ser|[d hima formal receipt after two acknowledgments
N ‘he Freethinker.

' Geleman.= See paragraph. We hope the East London Branch
11have a prosperous summer season.

J~™MOHAS— Sorry to hear that on your visiting Oxford, after a
Co ~ a”sencci you found it more difficult than of old to obtain a
0 Py of the Freethinker at a newsagent’s. This sort of thing is
i e°j °ur greatest troubles. The sale of this journal is terribly
Peded by the bigotry and timidity of newsvendors. If only
mon justice were done to it, its circulation would be doubled,

P Perhaps trebled.

0 ' M ILLIPS— Mr. Watts gave an explanation at the time in
sea Gumns °f the outside article to which you refer. It is
rcev worth while to reopen the matter now.

"ep, DEE—The reference to Paul at the close of our article on
Ch ‘Ceerus»lein Ghost ” must be taken merely in the light of
a ,?S"an documents and traditions. It does not commit us to
YOyo8ItIVe admission that Paul was an historical character.
t;0n observe that no historian of the first century men-
cOnf alm—though that is not quite conclusive in his case. We
thatg 8 *°.some dubiety on the subject, but we incline to think
8 C ~NUr*Sa*most’ 'C no*Quite» as mythical a figure as Jesus.
AoL~—Tbe late Marquis of Queensberry called himself an
and ?Stli-  The late Oscar Wilde never was a Freethinker,
~ le died a Roman Catholic.

sh-KSON.—We do not know of any such book as you require,
“even"1® I1c Atll cost of religion to this country. Even the
Chur-ieSi°f Ibe Church of England are variously stated. This
ffomu 30cs not receive money direct from the State—that is,
are Consolidated Fund ; but it receives tithes, etc., which
pA nv leviable by virtue of the law of the land.
An'gr Received.—La Raison—Newcastle Daily Leader— East
News”o Gahy Times—Saturday Herald—Manchester Evenin
-N.TPublic Opinion (New York)—Truthseeker (New York
Peon] Is ®Journal—Progressive Thinker— Daily Record—The
pR,ENte S NewsPaPer—Glasgow Herald—Nature.

Parkin send us newspapers would enhance the favor by
Thp ™ 'b>'he passages to which they wish us to call attention.

Ludj~™!°nal.Secular Society’s office is at 1 Stationers’ Hall Court,
1 Msi(;'}/réjmlz—éill, E.C., where all letters should be addressed to

A

>tlrk m
GUI, E n OTICES must reach 1 Stationers' Hall Court, Ludgate
Ordpp by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

Shim/- literature should be sent to the Freethought Pub-
Rill, p ¢ °mpany, Limited, 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate
L*cTersf’

- 1Sta,u.Or .e Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
1Jlg ers Hall Court, Ludgate Hill, E.C.

Office, WH 150 forwarded direct from the publishing
t 10s-Cil."i 1, ' at the following rates, prepaid:—One year,

*cAle Op’ *a year, 5s. 3d.; three months, 2s. 8d.

7eeding AdveRTlsements :—Thirty words, is. 6d.; every suc-
f «6d.j h,?(Words»6d. Displayed Advertisements:—One inch,
°rtepetiti  c°lumn, £\ 2S. 6d,; column, £2 5s. Special terms
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Sugar Plums.

Camberwell Secular Hall was full to the door on Sunday
evening, when Mr. Foote lectured on “ The Fable of Jesus
Christ.” The advertising had been well attended to, and the
result was most satisfactory, in spite of the fact that some
bigots had been round mutilating the posters on the walls.
Mr. Victor Roger, who occupied the chair, took the oppor-
tunity of appealing on behalf of the open-air propaganda in
South London, for which a collection was made as the audience
left the hall. The indoor meetings end with the month of
April, and the Branch concentrates its efforts until September
upon the outdoor gatherings at Station-road and Brockwell-
park. We hope the Camberwell Branch will have a thoroughly
successful summer, as it deserves to do, and that it will reopen
its hall for the winter with the most cheerful prospects.

Mr. Foote lectures to-day (April 21) in the Prince of Wales
Assembly Rooms, Broad-street, Birmingham ; in the after-
noon at 3 on “ The Fable of Jesus Christ,” and in the evening
at 7 on “ Priestcraft on the Birmingham School Board.” In
the morning Mr. Foote has agreed to speak at the Free-
thought Demonstration which is to be held in the Bull Ring
at 10.45. Should the weather be too wet for this open-air
gathering, Mr. Foote will lecture in the Assembly Rooms at
11 on “ Shakespeare and the Bible.”

On Monday evening (April 22) Mr. Foote pays his first
visit to Coventry, where he will lecture in the Assembly Hall,
Union-street, at 8 o'clock, on “ Religion in the Light of
Science.” An effort will be made to start a local Branch of
the National Secular Society.

Mr. George Jacob Holyoake attained to the great age of
eighty-four on Saturday, April 13. We beg to join in the
congratulations that are reaching him from all parts of the
civilised world. We cannot help regretting, however, that
the newspapers, while referring, in more or less eulogistic
terms, to Mr. Holyoake’s political and social work, have been
nearly all (quite all, as far as we know) silent about his Free-
thought labors. Perhaps they think it was so long ago that
he was an active Freethought propagandist that the fact may
as well be forgotten. But it is also possible that they were
too timid or hypocritical to mention that aspect of his career.

Last Sunday evening Mr. Charles Watts lectured at the
Athenseum Hall to a good and enthusiastic audience. He
was in his best form, and the many excellent points in his
address won the hearty and manifest approval of his hearers.
The Rev. J. B. Coles offered some courteous opposition, and
highly complimented Mr. Watts upon his “ very able, fair,
and eloquent lecture. He (the rev. gentleman) would like to
see the lecture in print, and he would do his best to circulate
it as widely as possible.” Mr. C. H. Cattell made an
excellent chairman. -

Mr. Watts lectures this evening, Sunday, April 21, at New
Brompton, and on Tuesday evening next, April 23, he will
debate with the Rev. Henry J. Alcock at the Athenaeum Hall,
73 Tottenham Court-road, upon the question, “ Christ, as
Revealed in Scripture, Perfect in his Character and Teach-
ings.” The chair will be taken at 8 o’clock sharp. The
discussion ought to be an interesting one.

Mr. Cohen addressed three good meetings at Aberdare on
Sunday, and several hames were taken as members of a new
N. S. S. Branch. Mr. Cohen lectures this evening (April 21)
at the Athenaeum Hall, Tottenham Court-road, London,
taking for his subject, “ What is there Left of Christianity?”
No doubt he will have a good andience.

A friend of our far-off colleague, Mr. Joseph Symes, of
Melbourne, has just called upon us with a letter of introduc-
tion from him. We are glad to hear that Mr. Symes is in
good health and spirits, and that his prospects are somewhat
brightening. We are sorry to hear, however, that he has
abandoned, at any rate for the present, his contemplated visit
to England. The insuperable difficulty is that he cannot find
a substitute during his absence, and his paper and his plat-
form must be carried on by some competent person.

The East London Branch commenced its open-air work at
Mile End Waste on Sunday with a lecture by Mr. W. Hcaford,
who was in first-rate form, and attracted a large audience.
Mr. Cohen is the lecturer there to-day (April 21), and we are
asked to request the local “ saints” to rally in strong force
around the platform.

The Literary World, noticing Mr. Watts's pamphlet on
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Spiritualism, thinks it is not enough to say that men like
Wallace and Crookes have been * led astray by their defect of
critical faculty.” Perhaps it is not, but Mr. Watts says a
good deal more than that, as our contemporary might have
told its readers.

Mr. Cohen has done excellent service to the cause of
common sense by writing his new pamphlet on Foreign
Missions: their Dangers and Delusions. He has crammed
this little work with facts and figures, all taken from official
sources, and generally from the Reports of the Missionary
Societies themselves. A large section is devoted to China,
and should prove particularly interesting. Mr. Cohen has
taken great pains to obtain the most authentic information ;
his pamphlet should therefore be of uncommon value, and we
hope it will be both read by Freethinkers and circulated by
them amongst their Christian friends. It is a pity to see
money wasted on this missionary business, when it is so
much required for progressive efforts at home.

The Twentieth Century Edition of Thomas Paine’s im-
mortal Age ofReason is now on sale. This edition is issued
by the Secular Society, Limited, and is sold by the Free-
thought Publishing Company. It is not an enterprise for
profit, but a propagandist effort. Neither expense nor
trouble has been spared to make it the best, as well as the
cheapest, edition that has ever been offered to the public. It
has been printed with brand-new type on good paper, and a
beautiful portrait of Paine appears on the cover. This should
be in itself a very great attraction. Much time has been
spent on correcting the mistakes that had crept into the text
of the work through the blunders and carelessness of former
printers and editors. In addition, a considerable number of
Annotations have been supplied by Mr. Foote, in order to
show the general reader that most of Paine’s conclusions are
the same as those of the so-called Higher Critics of to-day.
Mr. Foote has also contributed a Biographical Introduction,
in which he has presented all the important facts of Paine’s
career in the compass of fourteen pages. On the whole, Mr.
Foote has found this one of the most troublesome jobs he has
ever undertaken. His space was necessarily limited, and he
wanted to do as much justice as possible to one of the greatest
of Freethinkers.

This Twentieth Century Edition of the Age of Reason is
published at the marvellously low price of sixpence, which
places it within the reach of everyone who can buy a book at
all. At this price it ought to circulate by the myriad. The
first issue comprises 10,000 copies, and another should be
called for within six months, or at least before the end of the
present year. From what we hear through the channel of
trade inquiries we think this is not at all unlikely. But it is
not only through trade channels that this wonderful sixpenny-
worth should be circulated. A great many Freethinkers
might turn propagandists at a comparatively small cost, by
purchasing a half-dozen, a dozen, or several dozen copies of
this book, and circulating them gratuitously amongst their
friends and acquaintances. Although it extends to 240 pages,
and is so well got-up, besides being adorned with a very fine
portrait of the author, it will be supplied direct from our
publishing office to such purchasers for free distribution at
the rate of per copy, provided that not less than six
copies be ordered at a time. Six copies will cost 2s. 3d., and
a dozen (of course) only 4s. 6d., in addition to the carriage
when sent by post or rail. For less than 5s. a Freethinker
may put a copy into a dozen well-selected hands of a great
book, full of wit and logic, which has been the means of con-
verting thousands of Christians from error and superstition.
Think of it! Only five shillings’ expenditure, and the
prospect of saving a dozen Christians for the money!
Never before was there such a splendid missionary chance in
the history of the world.

A Cheerful Outlook.

Goodun—"* It is said that the millennium will come when
the Gospel has been preached to all nations.”

Badun—* Well, | guess that's right. The missionaries
will then have no country left in which to make trouble and
cause war.”—Life.

“ What would you say,” began the voluble prophet of woe,
“if 1 were to tell you that in a short space of time all the
rivers in this country would dry up?” *“ 1 would say,” replied
Iche patient man, “ * Go thou and do likewise.’ "—Philadelphia

ress.

In Ohio, recently, Mr. Mawley tried to melt a rusted bullet
out of an old musket. He succeeded. Mr. Mawley was
sixty-one years of age, and leaves a wife and one child.

Little EImer (who has an inquiring mind)—" Papa, what is
conscience?” Professor Broadhead—*" Conscience, my] son,
is the name usually given to the fear we feel that other people
will find us out.”—Harpers Bazaar.
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Drowsy Deities.

No doubt it is rather a tough job to run a universe.
Few of us have tried it, otherwise than in dreams. If
we were to take our coats off and turn up our sleeves,
and say “ Now, then, we are going to make this uni-
verse hum ; everything is going to work on the principle
of an improved automatic machine, and nobody who
puts a penny in the slot shall get a cigarette when he
wants chocolate cream,” we should find it rather diffi-
cult to work out the arrangement, in a practical way,
to anything like universal satisfaction. There would be
sure to be complaints, and indignant letters to the news-
papers, and perhaps even questions in the House. This
would arise from the fact that, after all, we should only
be amateur deities, not fully fledged and “ to the manner
born.”

The chief trouble would be that we should have to
take over from the out-going freeholder a universe not
at all constructed on our own plans— full of dilapida-
tions, and requiring heaps of repairs. Before we could
be said to have a fair chance, we should have to sweep
away no end of rubbish—a few continents it may be, or
two or three millions of planets that are either malefic
or useless in the sense of not being worth their salt-
We should have to alter some of the universal laws
which experience has shown do not work out bene-
ficially to sentient existence. And, really, there
would be so much to do in the way of reconstruction
that one would much prefer to smash it all up and start
afresh.

The present presiding Deity must be, if wakeful an
observant, rather inclined to fall in with that view him-
self. He was seized by a similar feeling some thousand
of years ago. Then he tried to drown the whole world,
of which— soon after he had pronounced it good— he was
inclined to despair. He did not seem to be aware tha
this little trifling orb was but a speck in the infinitude O
his possessions. But now, by the help of science, n
knows that there are solar systems piled upon sola
systems, and that time and space are illimitable-
judging by the way in which things are going on now,
he must be either eaten up with conceit, or has g°°e
sulking into his tent.

We can never think of him as an active, intelhgel
governor. The charitable view is that he has gone
sleep—fatigued, and perhaps disappointed. The gre”®
mistake of his life was to let the Devil go loose, p'ay¥’
“ hell and Tommy” with all his works. Why did.,
make so gross a blunder? Truly, he tried to recti;
the error when practically it was too late. He nev
could have anticipated all the trouble he was piling
for himself. One is not quite sure whether he is n°
deserving of sympathy or of censure. He did his b
to put matters right by sending his Son, who was hi
self, to die a miserable death in order to appease
own displeasure. But that was a blundering kind
move, which has not tended to any appreciable rectd,c
tion. The Devil, like De Wet, has proved himself
elusive, untiring, artful tactician. Whilst the Deity
been asleep the Devil has been at work. And the PO™
clergy and ministers of all denominations have been ~
their wits’ ends to know what to do with a world fu
wickedness, notwithstanding the supreme sacrifice
Calvary’ . o

If wé were believers, we should be inclined to say
God ought to be called to account. He has no righ
bring us into an existence where sin and sorrow P
dominate ; where we are subject to so much temptal
where health and happiness are so difficult

‘- * N
in wait for us at every corner ; where in our swc
cup of joy there is always a taste of bitter aJ°eS' s a
any rate, he has no right to pose all the time ‘~-s
beneficent Being, and to require us to love him.
is really adding insult to injury. Why should we
him? How can we, unless we are hypnotised j jly
adventitious aids to worship employed by the Prl
edgte WAlOH Mio Bi (teBle &b to explain M@ WRYR O  j¢f
to men, and is in the end obliged to confess Of
knows no more than other men about the myst
existence. As to the fabled future, in which eve y/ jt
is to be set right, we have only their wor



April 51, 1901.

easoning from what we know, the future existence, if
Hy-may be as bad as this— perhaps worse.
We, therefore, go back and conclude that Deity,
aying made a fearful botch of his work, and exhausted
imself with futile remedial efforts, has now gone to
eeP> perhaps for millions of years. Who knows— he
ay be dead ! It is not inconceivable that a god may
OU*  existence and leave his work behind him.
io says that he is necessarily eternal ? The priests
ay make that assertion, but it is pure assumption.
the™i ° know ™ The testimony of facts is against
a eldea> _The universe goes on, apparently working in
'mechanical way, stern and ruthless, with no eye to
y.or heart to save. May not the mechanism have
J7ed its maker, if maker it had, and if the sum-
a of things has not existed from eternity as he is
Pposed to have done ?

cal! ®Me 7'*~ * oeifher dead nor sleeping, he must be
by thSly *n~Terent or bound with inextricable bonds
7y he laws of his own making. Nothing else can
and°Um™ ~°r dai‘y atr°clties on this planet, the pain
abo m,Sery’ physical and moral, which everywhere
as°Und. Jove occasionally nodded, and the heathens,
off'Ve '<nowi occasionally suspect their idols of going

° sleep. They adopt a practical method of treat-
Tli Hu>te as sensible as our Western forms of prayer,
ti cytake their idols down and give them a sound good
If ashing, meanwhile shouting to them to “ Wake up !”
lef?ar OWh God wishes to be treated as a gentleman,
vete Ul Best’'r himself, otherwise he will have to be, as a
He lfan ~reethinker once suggested, “ put on half pay.”
mo,las the least excuse of all the Deities, ancient and
mei Crn’ "Because there are three of him. They might
an ea™e’ among st them, turn and turn about, to keep
kind”fOO Pranet Earth which so badly needs some
ton t acti v supervision. Otherwise, if this inatten-
ti; O business and drowsy disinclination to do any-
fiutfc vont'nues>the Lord need not be astonished if the
evetl a Put buttons in the offertory bag on Sundays, or

ahe to openly blaspheming.

Francis Neale.

N

the Present Status of the “ God?”
question, and on Life and Substance.

A Lecture by Dr. Robert Park.
1.

Hnitaladrt~odox dogmatic conception is that of the
as jt rian body, and need not detain us. Forasmuch
bm Clag*s s'mply upon the same authority as the other,

showktL,n™ a d'hferent interpretation, and as we have
Pertin r he authonty to be no valid authority at all, pur-
any ~fO0 be the revelation of a God which never had
man a7 ex>stence outside of the imagination of
most ff , exbibiting to the critical and historical the
ticaily “rant ancl ttrecondilable ephiticticiwng, 1t prac-
c°hefemtS*s uPon nothing. It doesn’t present to

'vershi  /:onception any more reasonably worthy of
Ibis m. taan the other. That its adherents recognise
alar, 7 °e inferred from the fact that they are, to a

CncePt' eXt'nt even Hian tbe orthodox, modifying their
fsPecialloll *n “avor °f some of the philosophical, but
. tfire d I-16 Mantbeistic. Thus, in a McQuaker Trust
~ed Ov e“vered by the Rev. J. Page Hopps, and pre-
Glaf r °y Ibe Rev. Albert Lazenby, and reported in
n~°w Herald, 1 find the following utterance :—
tion 3*. n*?bt tlie first of a course of lectures in connec-
the “b the_McQuaker Trust, which was founded for
beliefs °bject of propagating Unitarian opinions and
Herlc jIn, Scotland, was deljvered in the St..Andrew’s
E/\n.r«cl_ay} ?:Cth Hy the Rev. joﬁ_n bage ﬁoppsf@rongn,
ffzedipy Tl'ere was a good attendance, and the Rev. A.
|Z,,C y presided. The lecturer, whose subject was
'Vus tro . 1°”s God,” observed that every generation
think n  wbb its own problem, and he was inclined
the n,. ,at to;day it related to the fundamental question
belong t”sonality of God and the modes of his manifes-
tl°’ns enf® Hjankind. After discussing various concep-
arf'Vine Clbjlr>ed of God, he said they were at length
Sad He  *e thought that God was really what Jesus
nas in sniS not. an exaggerated man at all; that he
lir>gs—.. m? entirely inscrutable way the cause of all
subtle and vital energy, so that it was literally
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true that in God we all live and move and have our being.
The doctrine of incarnation was a profound scientific
doctrine. It was based on the great fact that all things
are only varying modes of manifestation of one supreme
force, from a beetle to a planet. God not only incarnated
Himself in sentient beings, but in all material things.
He was the universal cause if he was anything, not as
manufacturer, but as inspirer. God the Unseen Father
was as incarnate in a crust as in a Christ. The main
thing they had to do was to see that Jesus did not stand
alone. In the interests of the human race it was high
time to put a stop, if they could, to the deifying of the
man Jesus, and to check what he could only call the
conceit of Christendom. God was their unceasing
Savior, and He saved in ten million ways, and by ten
million of mediators between God and man. In relation
to the deity of Christ, and the exceptional incarnation of
God in Him, he held that the old theory was disappearing.
In its place there was being put a vague affirmation of the
incarnation of God in Him. The change was simply
revolutionary, and abundantly justified the Unitarian
protest and testimony of the past two hundred years.”

Well, notwithstanding the ingenious and plausible, but
very stupid, advocacy of the Rev. J. P. Hopps, we may
congratulate ourselves, | think, upon an entirely
Atheistic attitude towards this conception also.

We have then at first an ambulant, talking anthropo-
morphic personage, wrestling with one patriarch, eating
veal and cakes with another, contending (for a time in
vain) with the magic of other gods, smelling the odor
of meat on the fire—angry, jealous, repenting, sanc-
tioning fraud ; committing fraud by sanction, com-
mitting cruelty, and exhibiting almost every passion
and imperfection of man. These are the god ideas of a
childish age, and clearly reveal the deity as the issue of
the imagination of man, and not a self-revelation of
deity ; because deity, if self-knowing, must have known
better. As man grew in knowledge, and especially as
the parochial Hebrew mind became impregnated with
ideas of deity proceeding from Egypt, Persia, Baby-
lonia, and the far East, we find the Pentateuchal notion
becomes slowly purified, ennobled, and uplifted. This
development may be traced all through Judges, Psalms,
and Prophets, until in the New Testament the idea of
the deity as Love is reached, a notion entirely incom-
patible with and contradictory to the primary, and
implying clearly that, if the books called collectively
the Bible are to be reckoned in any real sense of
the term a revelation, then the deity must, at least, be
as big a liar as Kruger himself, his latest and most
faithful believer and worshipper. This deity may be
Love ; it may be what is called Spirit by those who
pretend to know about such a thing ; it may be Light,
though it isn’t likely ; it may be a father, and it may
stand towards all living things in the relation of father
or begetter, in the sense of being, as Caird put it, “ the
immanent presence in nature.” But, if so, it has all to
be proven. The revelation doesn’t prove it. The devil
has to be taken account of there, and so has hell, or
Sheol as the new version has it. All the assertions of
all the theologians won’t make it so, for us at least,
who have rid ourselves of the bonds of superstition,
and cast from us the cords of exploded dogmas.

This evolution of a god idea is discernible in the
names variously used by various writers, supposed to
be all equally inspired. EI, or Eloah, or Elohim, means
strong ; “ I am that | am,” or Jehovah, means eternal ;
Jehovah-Sabaoth=the eternal Leader of Hosts. St.
John’s idea was that of Light or Spirit, not a personal
notion at all ; then Love ; then the Jesuine notion=
Father.

Then, again, it is traceable in reputed sayings of the
deity. “ Thou shalt have no other gods before me”
—i.e., he, “the Jew-god,” was to be topsawyer. Then
in Exodus : “Who is like unto thee, Jehovah, among the
gods?” And in Kings : “ There is no God like thee in
heaven above or earth beneath.” Moses, before
Pharaoh, represents Him as “ God of the Hebrews.”
This God actually enters into competition of magical
prowess with the Egyptian gods. Moses, if he was the
author— which he wasn’t, there are good reasons for
believing— inspired or otherwise, had no doubt of the
real existence of the Egyptian gods. Until after the
time of David indeed Moloch, Dagon, and Astarte were
as real gods, in the view of the Hebrews, as their own ,
only they were not their gods. Theirs was the superior,
and could beat the others— that was all. When they
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went to war, it was between the gods as well as the
peoples. In this respect Hebrew and Greek and
Roman mythology are on a par. After David the idea
dawned upon the Hebrew mind that the other gods
were no gods at all, but only myths ; but they couldn’t
see that their own God was just as much a myth as any.
Hence the idea grew— being taken up and fostered, of
course, by the craft of the priests—that their God was
the only God ruling the world, or as much of it as they
knew of. Micah and Isaiah envisage the fulness of
this idea. Monotheism was an idea of slow growth,
therefore, in the Hebrew mind, and the Bible unques-
tionably reveals that; but the very fact of the revelation
shows clearly that an omniscient and omnipotent deity
was not concerned in making the revelation, for the
simple reason that the true idea, in all its fulness, could
have been revealed at once; whereas, like Topsy, “it
growed,” like all other ideas.

It is traceable, again, in men’s ideas of the moral
character of God. At first he is strong and vindictive ;
obtains his way by unscrupulous means; he has
favorites; he is jealous ; only partially informed of
what goes on upon earth. This was evidently not a
conception of God revealed to man by the God himself.
The idea is absurd. It was man’s own crude idea of
God when he was intellectually groping, in his igno-
rance, for some explanation of the origin of himself
and his surroundings, and some explication of his
emotional yearnings. The morality involved in the
story of the Fall, in the story of Moses and Pharaoh, is
such as no decent deity would reveal about himself.
He is made to tempt Eve per medium of a talking
serpent ; to harden Pharaoh’s heart ; to endorse and
suggest lying and theft; and then, having thus got
Pharaoh into trouble, punishes with disease and death
all those who were practically carrying out his will.
Surely an omniscient deity must be admitted to have
some self-respect! Or was Moses (or the author) mis-
taken merely, or craftily representing these instructions
as emanating from the Lord ? In either case, then, the
whole “ revelation ” becomes invalid as a revelation.
But, apparently, neither the Jews nor the Christians
of the present day (who would have us believe in an
infallible Bible) seem to see, or have seen, any incon-
gruity in attributing such a morality to Jehovah.

( To be continued.)

Was Abraham Lincoln a Christian?

By the Late Robert G. Ingersoll.

( Concludedfrom page 237.)

I believe that | am familiar with the material facts
bearing upon the religious belief of Mr. Lincoln, and
that | know what he thought of orthodox Christianity.
I was somewhat acquainted with him, and well acquainted
with many of his associates and friends, and | am familiar
with Mr. Lincoln’s public utterances. Orthodox Chris-
tians have the habit of claiming all great men— all men
who have held important positions, men of reputation,
men of wealth. As soon as the funeral is over clergy-
men begin to relate imaginary conversations with the
deceased, and in a very little while the great man is
changed to a Christian— possibly to a saint.

All this happened in Mr. Lincoln’s case. Many pious
falsehoods were told, conversations were manufactured,
and suddenly the Church claimed that the great Presi-
dent was an orthodox Christian. The truth is that
Lincoln, in his religious views, agreed with Franklin,
Jefferson, and Voltaire. He did not believe in the
inspiration of the Bible, or the divinity of Christ, or the
scheme of salvation, and he utterly repudiated the dogma
of eternal pain.

In making up my mind as to what Mr. Lincoln really
believed, | do not take into consideration the evidence
of unnamed persons, or the contents of anonymous
letters ; | take the testimony of those who knew and
loved him, of those to whom he opened his heart, and
to whom he spoke in the freedom of perfect confidence.

Mr. Herndon was his friend and partner for many
years. I knew Mr. Herndon well. I know that
Lincoln never had a better, warmer, truer friend.
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Herndon was an honest, thoughtful, able, studious
man, respected by all who knew him. He was as
natural and sincere as Lincoln himself. On severa
occasions Mr. Herndon told me what Lincoln believed,
and what he rejected, in the realm of religion. He told
me again and again that Mr. Lincoln did not believe jn
the inspiration of the Bible, the divinity of Christ, ori°
the existence of a personal God. There was no possible
reason for Mr. Herndon to make a mistake or to colo
the facts. ,

Justice David Davis was a life-long friend an
associate of Mr. Lincoln, and Judge Davis kne'
Lincoln’s religious opinions, and knew Lincoln as we
as anybody did. Judge Davis told me that Lincoln
was a Freethinker, that he denied the inspiration of tk
Bible, the divinity of Christ, and all miracles. Davis
also told me that he had talked with Lincoln on these
subjects hundreds of times.

I was well acquainted with Colonel Ward H. Lamon>
and had many conversations with him about
Lincoln’s religious belief, before and after he wrote ru
Life of Lincoln. He told me that he had told the
truth in his Life of Lincoln ; that Lincoln never
believe in the Bible, or in the divinity of Christ, or 1~
the dogma of eternal pain ; that Lincoln was a Free-
thinker.

For many years | was well acquainted with the HO *
Jesse W. Fell, one of Lincoln’s warmest friends. ’
Fell often came to my house, and we had many tal
about the religious beliefof Mr. Lincoln. Mr. Fell to
me that Lincoln did not believe in the inspiration of 11
Scriptures, and that he denied the divinity of JeS
Christ. Mr. Fell was very liberal in his own ideas,
great admirer of Theodore Parker, and a perfec )
sincere and honorable man. _

For several years | was well acquainted with Willja
G. Green, who was a clerk with Lincoln at New Sale
in the early days, and who admired and loved Linco
with all his heart. Green told me that Lincoln
always an infidel, and that he had heard him arn
against the Bible hundreds of times. Mr. Green kn ~
Lincoln, and knew him well, up to the time of Linco
death. . X

The Hon. James Tuttle, of Illinois, was a great
of Lincoln, and he is, if living, a friend of mine, and 1a
a friend of his. He knew Lincoln well for many yeag(
and he told me again and again that Lincoln was ™

infidel. Mr. Tuttle is a Freethinker himself, and ~
always enjoyed the respect of his neighbors. A Q
with purer motives does not live. el

So | place great reliance on the testimony of Co* a,
John G. Nicolay. Six weeks after Mr. Lincoln’s dn
Colonel Nicolay said that he did not, in any way, cqiU
his religious ideas, opinions, or belief from the tune
left Springfield until the day of his death.

In addition to all said by the persons | have mentlu N
Mrs. Lincoln said that her husband was nota ChnS3
There are many other witnesses upon this questionw. ?i
testimony can be found in a book entitled Ab>a g,
Lincoln: IVas He a Christian? written by JONIW|
Remsburg, and published in 1893. In that
be found all the evidence on both sides. Mr. Rcw-" ?
states the case with great clearness, and demons
that Lincoln was not a Christian.

Now, what is a Christian ?

First. He is a believer in the existence of Co >
creator and governor of the universe.

Second. He believes in the inspiration of the O|
New Testaments. reSiiS
Third. He believes in the miraculous birth ot J
Christ ; that the Holy Ghost was his father. S

offered
sacrifice for the sins of men, that he was crucified’ ™
and buried, that he arose from the dead, and
ascended into heaven.

Fifth. He believes in the “ Fall of man,” in thes
of redemption through the Atonement. ,efev

Sixth. He believes in salvation by faith, that ~™ \e
are to be eternally happy, and that the many afe
eternally damned. . ] the

Seventh. He believes in the Trinity, >n
Father, God the Son, and God the Holy Ghost- ~

Now, is there the slightest evidence to sho” jje
Lincoln believed in the inspiration of the Old a
Testaments ?
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Has anybody said that he was heard to say that he so
believed ?

Does anybody testify that Lincoln believed in the
‘inraculous birth of Jesus Christ, that the Holy Ghost
was the Father, or that Christ was, or is, God?

Has anybody testified that Lincoln believed that Christ
‘vas raise(j from the dead ?

Did anyone ever hear him say that he believed in the
pension of Jesus Christ? Did anyone ever hear him

@rt that he believed in the forgiveness of sins, or in
avation by faith, or that belief was a virtue and invest!
nation a crime ?

Where, then, is the evidence that he was a Christian ?

there is another reason for thinking that Lincoln
ey® became a Christian.
j. JIw'll admit that he was an honest man, that he
'scharged all obligations perceived, and did what he
ite leved to be his duty. If he had become a Christian,

lie"ifS k*S publicly to say so. He was President;
dad the ear of the nation ; every citizen, had he
Poken, would have listened. It was his duty to make
his exP~clt statement of his conversion, and it was
ha to 40'1l some orthodox church, and he should
n Ve endeavored to reach the heart and brain of the
bi fu» C' ”~ was unmanly f°r him to keep his “ second
rea a secret, and sneak into heaven leaving his old
q S to travel the road to hell.
ber reat pains have been taken to show that Mr. Lincoln
ineV™ ‘n>and worshipped, the one true God. This by

tonNMS ~ave been his greatest virtue, the founda-
thec 'I's character ; and yet the God he worshipped,
natedod to whom he prayed, allowed him to be assassi-

‘t possible that God will not protect his friends ?
~~Truthseekcr (New York).

Correspondence.

G°D, KRUGER, AND THE BIG BATTALIONS.

TO TIIE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,.

-Hinker Jn the ‘instahnogAtt wif s ilestuice 1 kst weskss res-
niaje ) ur. Robert Park makes a point which has been
tVar, ay.some other Freethinkers during the South African
l'eard of |Wh*ch bears a word of criticism. We have often
the blp- r “le Napoleonic saying that God fights on the side of
Try °Se®@battalions, aud Dr. Park, in this connection, says
utterwU , tl,e same. Now, far be it from me to deny the
thid] ° f ?ssness, from any point of view, philosophical or
*esire hO*.the Cod-idea; no one will here suspect me of a
resPectfi’iill al'y way rehabilitate that myth. But | must
vaal jjogly point out that the case of Kruger and the Trans-
rPedficall,1Sran cxccecdingly awkward text on which to
L ers u\ ‘ound such an argument. The success of the
Shteen p aPter time, against forces eight, ten, and even
rdiglonisi“nes. their own, has actually driven pro-Boer
- 7onsti- »»\Wth some show of plausibility, to exult in the
litlebattr °n ™ at Cod sometimes fights on the side of the
|cUsseg') I0ns'  Recently I heard this very aspect of the case
5Jth )10 and °ue speaker rather vigorously summed it up
~Sland ,reniark @ “ Well if, in addition to all the troops
vnif,, .. “as scranori r— - r—..- — ners of the earth,
lad God on her
,jeftmd shOvjlu can only-say the Boers have made a damned
God Aa™alnst the combination.” And the end is not
Vifgt, whO the fiuarter-million have not been able for De

y.'the rgaj Yerhaps, has the Devil backing him.
;Whattdn ac* 's that whilst, other things being equal, the
jJ-e absent**]1a,Wa>s win, yet big battalions alone, and
S, G mi,"06 Political sagacity and a sense of common
of ri‘ent d ten fail—a truth of which history furnishes
Gtinvi°-  *  Napoleon, with his battalions and his Star
JiaSon r°W.cthing suspiciously like the “ Inevitable” of

TisedVas faml?é)?could win battles. But the Napoleonic

hatterViS ?n? °thcr point incidentally connect™ Dr
Farh . which it may be well to endeav , mistake— to
adoPt3£ms by his tone—though 1 ma 9 cnt Kruger of
bein, ®common imputation agains ,, bave known

better~anting hypocrite. “ Old Kruge D park, though

«h?an pray to a Mumbo Jumbo, says"D -1 hibit so

Sify o id Kruger should have been expec cd to of
N /10 H H “ ” o N

.WI cﬁdﬁ%lgﬂﬁq%‘?ﬂ[th&ln mi?ilt%ry%eﬂius,siit:n' t easy

i tlip VAR BWRR VI p TS Of RGN

ground that Mr. Kruger was suen
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knave. It was sadder and somewhat worse to see the war
excused to Freethinkers on the ground that Kruger was so
crassly religious.

The plain fact, again, | take to be that, as between the
Briton and the Boer, the Boer is infinitely the more honest
religionist of the two. The average Boer does really “ believe.”
And | confess, if one must choose between the two types, |
would rather have the rough honesty of the Boer religionist
than the questionable honesty of the average British clergyman,
who gets into his pulpit and preaches the old doctrine, with
his tongue in his cheek and the last volume of the Encyclo-
pedia Biblica on his study-table. Frederick Ryan.

“GRAINS OF SALT.”

TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,—Permit me a brief reply to Mr. Coles. He tells us
he is a Christian—that he takes the Bible as his standard and
test of truth. | am exceedingly sorry ; for, if anything is
easy of demonstration, it is that his “ standard ” is as false
and self-contradictory as any book ever published. However,
as a Christian, he is bound to recognise the Bible-God as a
living reality, and I must confine him to such. Surely he
can have a very little knowledge of creeds if he does not
know that such is anthropomorphic—purely a man-made
tribal deity, “Yahveh,” a brutal, cannibalistic, bloodthirsty
conception, bearing the characteristics of those by whom
fashioned, his chief occupation being ordering of the slaughter-
ing of humanity, the most idiotic ceremonies, commanding
the vilest form of slavery, drowning a world’s inhabitants,
and inspiring men to write the most abominable filth and
falsehoods ever placed between two covers. | am indeed
sorry, if Mr. Coles must have a God, he cannot find a better
specimen to believe in. To me, at least, it seems truly
pitiable that at this time of day an adult should put forward
the Bible as the “ standard and test of truth,” and that it is a
“ revelation from a God.”

Evolution, as applied to the sum-total of the known
universe, takes no cognizance whatever of any personal
God or Creator ; it would be contrary to the fundamental
principles of evolution ; and | am bound to tell Mr. Coles
that neither he (nor any man living) knows of a time when
the universe of matter had no existence and needed creation.
Therefore all * beliefs” in gods or creators can only amount
to mere assumption—presumption ; in short, blind guesses
which arc absolutely valueless to establish a fact.

Evolution does not recognise a personal God or Devil; it
does not teach that organs were designed to function with ;
it does not teach a heaven or hell; it does not teach salvation
through faith ; it does not teach that man is a fallen angel,
nor that his so-styled soul shall enjoy a conscious existence
beyond the grave. Yet all this, and much more, Mr. Coles
as a Christian is bound to believe in ; | must, therefore, leave
to his own judgment whether evolution and Christianity can
both be true. He will first have to tell us where evolution
teaches afirst man, as per his standard of truth, the Bible ;
evolution certainly does not.

He inquires if “evil can bo sufficiently accounted for by
saying it is the result of the remains of the brute.” 1 think
so, decidedly ; but why should a professed Christian ask such
a question ? He has only to refer to his “ standard and test of
truth,” the Bible, and the question is answered— Isaiah Ixv.
7“1 form the light, | create darkness, | make peace and
create evil; /, the Lord, do all these things.”

If the Bible tale of the Fall be true, Mr. Coles’ God must
take all the credit for the “ evil.” He creates man with certain
passions, surrounds him with certain circumstances, and
condemns him and the vast majority of the human race to
everlasting torment fior acting as omniscience had foreseen,
and as lie had made him. If Mr. Coles’ God be supreme, he
could, did he desire, determine the moral character of every
individual born. If he could not, he is not all-powerful; if
he could, and does not, give him the credit for the evil pro-
pensities, for man created nothing.

If Mr. Coles’ beliefs are true, his God fashioned man’s
brain with an incentive to rebel against him—a more
powerful factor than the incentive to obey. If not, why did
Adam fall 2 Mr. Coles’ God knew beforehand what man
would develop, and he possessed the knowledge that he would
have to damn the vast majority to hell (although he would
everyone should be saved). This speaks very little in favor
of a Creator of that which is good. | do not doubt Mr.
Coles is conscientious in his beliefs ; but again | confess |
am sorry for him. Octavius Drewvell.

When you have decided that a thing ought to be done and
are doing it, never avoid being seen doing it, though the
many shall form an unfavorable opinion about it. For, if it
is not right to do it, avoid doing the thing ; but if it is right,
why are you afraid of those who shall find fault wrongly ?—
Epictetus.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC

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

LONDON.

T he Athenaeum Hall (73 Tottenham Court-road, W .): 7.30,
C. Cohen, “ What is there Left of Christianity ?”

Camberwell (North Camberwell Hall, 61 New Church-road):
7.30, J. M. Robertson, “ The Fallacies of Anti-Malthusians.”

South London Ethical Society (Masonic Hall, Camber-
well-road) : 7, Dr. Washington Sullivan,” The Ethics of Property.”

Streatham and Brixton Ethical Institute (Raleigh College
Hall, Effra-road, Brixton Hill) : 7, W. Birks, “ Astronomy and its
Lessons.”

Battersea Ethical Society (455 Battersea Park-road): 3.15,
J. Oakesmith, M.A., “Browning’s Poetry.”

West London Ethical Society (Kensington Town Hall,
High-street) : 11, Stanton Coit, Ph.D., “ The Just and Unjust.”

Open-air Propaganda.

Battersea Park Gates : 11.30, A lecture.

Hyde Park (near Marble Arch) : 11.30 and 7, Mr. White.

Station-road (Camberwell): 11.30, F. A. Davies.

Peckham Rye : 3.15, J. W. Cox.

Brockwell Park : 3.15, F. A. Davies.

COUNTRY.

Birmingham Branch (Prince of Wales Assembly Rooms,
Broad-street) : G. W. Foote—10.45 (In the Bull Ring), Free-
thought Demonstration; 3 (in Assembly Rooms), “ The Fable of
Jesus Christ”; 7 (in Assembly Rooms), “ Priestcraft on the Bir-
mingham School Board.”

Coventry (Assembly Hall, Union-street): Monday, April 22, at
8, G. W. Foote, “ Religion in the Light of Science.”

Chatham Secular Society ((jueen’s-road, New Brompton):
2.45, Sunday-school ; 7, Charles Watts, " Will Christianity Survive
the Twentieth Century ?”

Glasgow (iio Brunswick-street): 12, Discussion Class—D.
Black ; 6.30, J. S. Hill, “ Prehistoric Peoples of Europe.”

Hurl (2 Room, Friendly Societies’ Hall, Albion-street): 7,
A lecture.

Leicester Secular Society (Humberstone-gate): 6.30, F. J.
Gould, “ The Religion of the Greeks."

Liverpool (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square): 7, A. W. Short,
"The Natural History of the Devil.”

Manchester Secular Hall (Rusholme-road, All
7, W. Simpson, “ Memory and Education.”

Sheffield Secular Society (Hall of Science, Rockingham-
street): 7, Lecture or reading by a Local Gentleman.

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

Saints):

School,

Lecturer’'s Engagements.

H. Percy Ward, 2 Leamington-place, George-street, Balsall
Heath, Birmingham. —April 21, Birmingham. 28,Glasgow. May
4 and 5, Stanley ; 12, Birmingham ; 19, Birmingham.

ATHEN7EUM HALL, 73 Tottenham Court-road, W.
A PUBLIC DEBATE

between the

Rev. HENRY J. ALCOCK & Mr. C. WATTS

will be held in the above Hall on

TUESDAY, APRIL 23, 1901.

Question:—* Christas Revealed in Scripture, Perfect in His
Character and Teachings."

Rev. H. J. Alcock Affirms, Mr. C. Watts Negates.

Doors open at 7.30; Chair taken at 8. Admission 6d.; Reserved
Seats is. and 2s.

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 a. W. FOOTE.
16 pp. Price One Penny.

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

HEELER'S "BIOGRAPHICAL DICTIONARY OF
FREETHINKERS.”—The last few copies for disposal at
half-price, 3s. 9d., postage 3d. This work has long been out of
print, and is ordinarily difficult to obtain. No Freethinker can
afford to neglect this opportunity.—A. G. Barker, 5 Verulam
Avenue, Walthamstow, Essex.

URE Undyed Natural Wool Vests, Pants, Body Belts,

Ladies' and Children’s Vests, Bodices, and Combinations.

Write for prices.—The Direct Supply Hosiery Company, Blakey’s
Buildings, Bridlesmith Gate. Nottingham.
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FOR SALE.

130 Black and Navy Men’'s Lounge Suits in Serges ad
Vicunas. All sizes, 18s. 6d. each.

86 Tweed Suits. All good material, well cut, and well finished'
All sizes and all colors, 20s. each.

40 Pairs of Men’s Trousers. All sizes, 5s. 6d. per pair, line™
throughout.

63 Pairs Men’s best Sunday Boots, to be cleared at 7s. 6d. per
pair. All sizes in both broad and narrow toes. Black or tan

23 Men’s Overcoats, Blacks, Greys, and Browns. All sizeS
15s. each.

15 Gent’s Mackintoshes, all fawn, 18s. each.

73 Ladies’ Umbrellas, covers. Warranted, is. 6d. each.
36 Gent's Umbrellas, covers. Warranted, 2s. each.

50 Pairs of Pure Wool Blankets, 8s. 6d. per pair.

55 Pairs Bed Sheets, twilled, good quality, 3s. 6d per pa*

200 Yards Navy and Black fine Serge Dress Material'
is. 3d. per yard, 42 inches wide.

180 Yards Plain Costume Cloth in Black, Blue, Fawn, Greefi
and Grey. 50 inches wide, is. 6d. per yard.

43 Boys’ Navy Sailor Suits. All sizes, to fit boys up t° 7
years old, 3s. each.

67 Boys’' Norfolk Suits, to fit boys up to 11 years old. 1
colors, 6s. each.

All the above are a part of Starkey Brothers’ Bank'
rupt Stock, which we have secured at 45 per cent- O
cost price. The goods are all in splendid conditi°n
and at the above prices they are dirt cheap

Money returned for all Goods not approved-

In ordering Suits give chest over vest and inside L
measure.

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

THE BEST BOXK

ON NEO-MALTHUSIANISM

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

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

IS, 1 BELIEVE,

160 pages, withportrait and autograph, bound in cloth, gilt Uei
Price is., postfree.

In order to bring the information within the reach of the pOB," B
most important parts of the book are issued in a pamphlet:0 ~
pages at one penny, post free 2d. Copies of the pafflpb*6
distribution is. a dozen post free. wr.
The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, saysl Ajje
Holmes’ pamphlet...... is an almost unexceptional statement0 [S
Neo-Malthusian theory and practice...... and throughout apP {0
to moral feeling...... The special value of Mr. Holmes’s serAy is
the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human well-being ffenerOf
just his combination in his pamphlet of a plain statement
physical and moral need for family limitation with a plain a
of the means by which it can be secured, and an offer to a
cerned of the requisites at the lowest possible prices.” .p(
The Council of the Malthusian League, Dr. Drysda ™
Allbutt, and others, have also spoken of it in very high ternl «
Orders should be sent to the author,

J. R. HOLMES, HANNEY, WANTAGE. B

The Safest and Most Effectual Cure for Inflamma’
the Eyes is

Thwaites' Celandine Lotion* a

Cures inflammation in a few hours. Neglected or badly a?
cases. 3or 4 days is sufficient time to cure any case. pin
and Inflamed Eyelids. Nothing to equal the Loti°n gfOc
ness of Sight. Will remove Skin or Film that sometime 0
on the Eye. As the eye is one of the most sensitive b .
he body, it needs the most careful treatment. virtle’ ur
Cullpeper says in his Herbal Book that if the eCtac(
Celandine were generally known it would spoil the F p/st
makers’trade. is. ijEd. per bottle, with directions; 1

stamps.
G. THWAITES, Herbalist, 2 Church-row, Stockton-o*'

ijcS
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THE SECULAR SOCIETY

(LIMITED).

Company limited by Guarantee.

Registered Office— 1 STATIONERS' HALL COURT, LONDON, E.C.
Chairman of Board of Directors— MR. G. W. FOOTE.
Secretary— E. M. VANCE (Miss).

This Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the acquisition and application of funds for Secular

Purposes.

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s Objects are ~ To promote the principle that
urnan conduct should be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon supernatural belief, and that human
Welfare in this world is the proper end of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. To
Promote universal Secular Education. To promote the complete secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to
? such lawful things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, hold, receive, and retain any sums

ruoney paid, given, devised, or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of the purposes
°1 the Society.

The liability of members is limited to fi, in case the Society should ever be wound up and the assets were
‘usufficient to cover liabilities— a most unlikely contingency.

Members pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent yearly subscription of five shillings.

The Society has a considerable number of members, but a much larger number is desirable, and it is hoped
uat some will be gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join it participate in the
control of its business and the trusteeship of its resources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Association

at no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from the Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or
er~st>or ‘n any other way whatsoever.
The Society’s affairs are managed by an elected Board of Directors, consisting of twelve members, one-

Ird °f whom retire (by ballot) each year, but are capable of re-election. An Annual General Meeting of
embers must be held in London, to receive the Report, elect new Directors, and transact any other business

Itlat may arise.

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, Limited, can receive donations and bequests with
in  ute security. Those who are in a position to do so are invited to make donations, or to insert a bequest
im 6 ?ociety’s favor in their wills. On this point there need not be the slightest apprehension. It is quite

P°ssible to set aside such bequests. The executors have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary
ofU|fe adm'n‘strat'oni No objection of any kind has been raised by the executors of two deceased members
me Society, who made bequests in its favor ; one residing in Aberdeen, and the other in Liverpool. The
t,.ond testator left the Society the residue of his estate, after the payment of debts and legacies, including

1 )rteen sums of ;£ioo each to various Liverpool charities. When the estate was realised about f,800 was

g t for the Secular Society, Limited, which amount was duly paid over by the executors’ solicitors to the
°C&fy's solicitors— Messrs. Harper and Battcock, 23 Rood-lane, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C.

n t'r rends °f the Society who have remembered it in their wills, or who intend to do so, should formally
Vfy the Secretary of the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, who will (if desired) treat it as
ictly confidential. This is not necessary, but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid, and
Ir contents have to be established by competent testimony.

the freethought publishing company

(LIMITED).

Registered under the Companies Acts 1862 to 1890.
Capital .£5,000 in Shares of £1 each. Ordinary Shares 4,000. Deferred Shares 1,000.

o5 11 Ordinary Shares are still offered for Subscription, Payable as follows :—
per share on Application, 5s. per Share on Allotment, and Subsequent Calls, at one month’s notice,

as may be required.

The t N
subsc,'K°° ~eferred Shares, bearing no dividend until Ordinary Shares receive 5 per cent, per annum, were all

the ,r .d by Mr. G. W. Foote, of whom the Company acquired the Freethinker, the publishing stock, and
goodwill’Of the business.

Will fe i « OPed that Freethinkers, not only in Great Britain, but in all parts of the English-speaking world,

public™:.11 to be their duty to take up Shares in this Company. By so doing they will help to sustain the

general '°n ?*' Freethought literature, and to render Freethought propaganda more effectual amongst the
reading pWbi;c,

by agre' 'J¥ Foote, who started the Freethinker in 1881, and has conducted it ever since, has bound himself

ten years'l1611  act as Editor of the Freethinker, and as Managing Director of the Company, for a period of

the c O Company’s Registered Office is at 1 Stationers’ Hall Court, Ludgate Hill, London, E.C. Copies of
tvith An ~?ny.s Articles of Association can be obtained there from the Secretary, Miss E. M. Vance, together
Thenr"31°011 Forms for Shares.
PubliCa™o ornpany sells its own publications at this address, and all other Freethought and general advanced
°ns. Orders for books, pamphlets, magazines, and journals are promptly executed.
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IN THE PRESS. READY THIS WEEK.
The Twentieth Century Edition
OF THE
BY

THOMAS PAINE.
WITH A BIOGRAPHICAL INTRODUCTION & ANNOTATIONS

By G. W. FOOTE.

And a Beautiful Portrait of Paine.

ISSUED BY THE SECULAR SOCIETY, LIMITED.

Printed in fine New Type on Good Paper, and Published at the

Marvellously Low Price of Sixpence.

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

FOREIGN ~ MISSIONS:

THEIR DANGERS AND DELUSIONS.
By C. COHEN.

Contents:— General Considerations— Financial— India— China and Japan— Africa and Elsewhere—Converting
the Jews— Conclusions.

Full of facts and figures. Ought to have a wide circulation.
Price Ninepence.

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

ROYAL PAUPERS.

SHOWING

W HAT ROYALTY DOES FOR THE PEOPLE
AND

W HAT THE PEOPLE DO FOR ROYaO ™"

BY G. W. FOOTE.
PRICE TWOPENCE. Post free 2/\d.

THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING Co., Ltd., 1 STATIONERS' HALL COURT, LONDON,

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



