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In the immediate business of everyday life we allow
Ine majority to bear rule. But we do not feel much
confidence in the wisdom of the many where matters
belonging to a higher sphere are concerned.— GOETHE.

Pious Bragging.

there ever a religion like Christianity for
gagging? Its advocates pretend that all the good
here has been in the world since its appearance has
Resulted from it, and that all the good there was in
ie world before its appearance was an anticipation
‘L And as very few people know anything of
'story, except what they have taken on trust from
hese said advocates, it is easy enough to impose
uPon their credulity. The majority of the people in
every Christian country, from Russia to the United
tates of America, believe that the world was an
awful place to live in before Christianity became
established, and that it has been an unspeakably
otter place to live in ever since; just as they
elieve that morality and happiness are only to be
,cund 'n Christian countries now, and that every
10athen country is full of vice and misery.
While the multitude are so easily deceived it is
. & to expect any compunctious visitings of honesty
In the breasts of Christian preachers. We are not
astonished, therefore, that the pulpits worked this
[ear » Good Friday for all it was worth. Common
Ung was unseasonable ; it was a time for splendid
‘Mendacity ; and it must be admitted that some of
lem, at any rate, rose to the occasion. One of
lese enterprising and successful perverters of the
'nth was the Rev. F. B. Meyer, a well-known Non-
c’°Dformist, and a leader of the Passive Resistance
Movement. This gentleman prepared a “specially
"ntten” sermon for the London Daily Chronicle’,
atlother being *“ specially written ” by the Arch-
eaeon of London ; so that the two largest divisions
the Great Lying Church might be suitably
~Presented.
intend to let the Archdeacon of London’s
p'i~on pass and devote our attention to the Rev.
B- Meyer’s. This gentleman took his text from
K nx'x’” “be place where he was crucified
eie was a garden.” After an introductory para-
~aph he began his trickery straight away. That
..rence to a garden, he said, was not to be taken
aa a mere note of locality ”; it was a “picturesque
"nd deep allusion to the universal truth, that that
r°’ss has created Gardens, wherever it has been
rected.” Now anyone who takes the trouble to
,fazthe nineteenth of John for himself will see
at this is an absurdity. Here are the last two
Wwses
“Now in the place where he was crucified there was
a garden ; and in the garden a new sepulchre, wherein
was never man yet laid. There laid they Jesus there-
fore because of the Jews’ preparation day; for the
N “opulehre was nigh at hand.”
°tbing could be simpler or plainer. When you
sad the whole text you see clearly why the garden
as mentioned. And you also see that Mr. Meyer’s
sgesis is only of those sickly sentimentalities
. lare so common nowadays, when Christianity
mtellectually played out, and men continue
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to preach it (for a living) with downright dis-
honesty.

This is a very good introduction to Mr. Meyer’s
praise of the Cross. He soon gets along in full sail,
and this is the result—

“ For uncounted centuries, before the cross was erected
on Calvary, widows were burnt on funeral pyres, villages
raided for slaves, women exposed to nameless wrongs,
prison-stones worn by the tread of naked feet, battle-
fields drenched with blood, torture-chambers saturated
with the piercing cries of hapless sufferers, burying-

places seamed with graves, where hope and love lay
buried.”

Every person who has even an elementary
acquaintance with ancient history knows that
this is ridiculous as a comprehensive statement
of the condition of the world before Christ;
and if it is not meant as a comprehensive state-
ment it loses all its force, for the simple reason that
pretty well everything in it is equally true, in detail,
of the Christian period.

We need not trouble about the burning of widows
on funeral pyres. Not even Mr. Meyer will have the
audacity to assert that this was a characteristic of
Greek and Roman civilisation. We will take the
next item—* villages raided for slaves.” How long
is it since Christian raiders went to Africa, stole
negroes there, and took them to America to sell to
Christian purchasers ? And is not the racial problem
of “black and white” in the United States a direct
nemesis—natural, not supernatural—of that infernal
traffic ? We might also point to what is going on in
Africa to-day ; particularly to the wanton atrocities
in the Congo Free State, which was carved out of
Africa by the European Powers and placed under the
authority of the Christian King of Belgium.

Now for the “ women exposed to nameless wrongs.”
How long is it since the last punitive expedition sent
by the Christian Powers to Pekin, after the Christian
population of Europe were stuffed full with lies
about the massacre of the European Legations?
Only a very few years. And were no women
“exposed to nameless wrongs ” then ? Thousands
of Chinese women were violated, and thousands more
threw themselves into rivers or wells to escape the
“purity” of the “soldiers of the Cross.”

As for the “ battlefields drenched with blood,” one
can only feel astonishment that the most impudent
or reckless advocate of Christianity should introduce

this topic. Even the latter half of the nineteenth
century was a history of “blood, blood, blood to
use the passionate words of Othello. Christian

Europe was tired of war after the orgie of the
Napoleonic era, and for a whole generation it lay in
the peace of lassitude. Then it recovered its old
lust of fighting, and the Crimean war, the Franco-
Austrian war, the Prusso-Austrian war, and the
Franco-German war followed each other in rapid
succession. England shed blood all the time some-
where in the world, and finished up on a large scale
in South Africa. Now there is another war going on
between Russia and Japan, and the Christian Power
is undoubtedly the aggressor. Yes, the less Mr.
Meyer says about “blood ” the better.

Now for the ““prison stones” and the “torture
chambers.” We have not heard of any Christian
country which has abolished its prisons; and there
are thoughtful men who deliberately say that the
*“silent system ’ is the most brutal system of punish-
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meat yet invented. We believe, too, that the worst
“torture chambers” in the whole world’s history
were those of the Christian Inquisition; and that
they would be in full swing now if it were not for the
growth of secular civilisation. For the secret of
toleration is expressed in Ingersoll’s epigram, at once
witty and profound, that the Church did not leave off
burning men alive because it was ashamed or tired,
but because there came at last to be too many men
who objected to being burnt alive.

Torture chambers, forsooth ! The Cross was well
planted at Venice during her time of power, and we
know' what a “garden ” of tenderness grew around it.
Mr. Meyer has probably not read one of the best and
brightest of books from many points of view—the
Letters of Charles Dickens. Wewillquotehimthefollow-
ing from one of Dickens’s letters to Douglas Jerrold.
It is about Venice—the *dreamy, beautiful, incon-
silstent, impossible, wicked, shadowy, damnable old

ace.”

P “ And, oh God ! the cells below the Water underneath
the Bridge of Sighs; the nook where the monk came at
midnight to confess the political offender; the bench
where he was strangled; the deadly little vault in which
they tied him in a sack, and the stealthy, crouching
little door through which they hurried him into a boat,
and bore him away to sink him where no fisherman dare
cast his net—all shown by torches that blink and wink
as if they were ashamed to look upon the gloomy theatre
of sad horrors ; past and gone as they are, these things
stir a man’s blood, like a great wrong or passion of the
instant. And with these in their minds, and a museum
there, having a chamber full of such frightful instruments
of torture as the devil in a brain fever could scarcely
invent, there are hundreds of parrots, who will declaim
to you in speech and print, by the hour together, on the
degeneracy of the times.”

Yes, these were Christian instruments of torture ;
or, if you object to that statement, true as it is, they
were instruments of torture in one of your “ gardens ”
of the Cross ; and, although we loathe and hate them,
we cannot say the right damning word about them,
until a man of genius comes along and tells us that
they beat all that could have been invented by the
devil in a brain fever.

Mr. Meyer does not even know, or does not tell,
the truth about the early progress of- the Christian
Church.

“When was the Primitive Church most prosperous
and victorious ? When she sunned herself in the beams
of Imperial Favor, and enjoyed the emoluments, prestige,
and splendor which Constantine’s Court afforded ?
No....... It was when the disciples of Christ were driven
to celebrate their mysteries in the crypts of the Cata-
combs, and poured out their blood in rivers.”

We may observe, in passing, that this “blood in
rivers ” is a wild exaggeration. The Christians have
given to the world the story of their own martyrdoms,
and they have not omitted to heighten their suffer-
ings and their heroism. The real truth is that the
“ten great persecutions” are ten great romances;
and that the Christian blood shed by the Romans
was nothing compared with the blood that was shed
in after ages by the Christians themselves.

But that is by the way. The chief point is Mr.
Meyer’s nonsense about the progress of the Christian
Church, which he says was retarded by the patronage
of Constantine. Now the facts are all against him.
Gibbon’s computation—not disputed by his orthodox
editors, Dean Milman and Dr. Smith—is that during
the three hundred years from Christ to Constantine
the Christian Church had succeeded in converting

one in twenty of the inhabitants of the Roman
Empire. That was by means of preaching and per-
suasion. But within another hundred years the vast

majority of the remaining nineteen in every twenty
were converted by means of bribes, persecution, im-
prisonment, and social and political ostracism. So
much more efficacious as a missionary was the
Emperor than the Holy Ghost.

The final lesson of Mr. Meyer’s sermon is this :
that Christianity was born of superstition and
nursed by fraud; and that the arts by which it is
still supported are redolent of its sweet, tender, and

innocent youth, G Wi footb,
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Mr. Campbell and the New Humanism.

London Opinion is the last new-comer among the
crowd of weekly gossiping journals that compete for
public patronage. A number of writers discourse
therein on life in general, and among them the Rev.
R. J. Campbell accounts for over five columns on
“Religion and the New Humanism,” an effusion
neither better nor worse than the rest of Mr.
Campbell’s productions. There is about it the same
air of profound thinking, and the usual pretence of
occupying an impartial position and holding the
scales evenly between rival parties, that are found
in all Mr. Campbell's sermons and addresses. How
much these are worth it may not be uninteresting
to discover.

Mr. Campbell commences by telling his readers
that religion has always played an “important ” and
“indispensable” part in the history of mankind.
This is confusion number one. Important no one
will deny religion to have been. Anything that has
consumed the energy and attention that religion has
must bean important factor; but that it is indispensable
by no means follows. War and slavery have also
been important factors; but I do not know that any-
one will argue, in Mr. Campbell’s way, that they
must be indispensable. Continuing, Mr. Campbell
says: - “Human nature has never been entirely
without it. Sometimes it has been so far in the
background as to be almost forgotten ; at other times
so much in the foreground as to be a bane instead of
a blessing. Frequently it has expressed itself in
superstition, and at other seasons and in other senses
it has been the marrow of culture, and Greek art,
for instance, owes almost everything to Greek
religion....... Human society has always had to take
account of religion...... It might well be contended
that this is the distinguishing feature of human as
contrasted with sub-human societies.”

Now, all this is not bad for an opening paragraph.
To begin with, religion is indispensable; yet the
indispensable gets into the background, and is almost
forgotten; so that evidently the indispensable had
been largely dispensed with. And yet, again, even
when it was almost forgotten, human society had to
take account of it—which could not have been a
very serious matter. Then it has been a bane as
well as a blessing, when it was expressed as super-
stition. And the only distinction between religion
and superstition is that noted long ago by Hobbes—
the difference between what is and what is not
allowed. Then religion has been of the very marrow
of culture; and the proof is that “ Greek art owes
almost ever}thing to religion.” Now, in the first
place, Mr. Campbell would label the Greek mythology
as superstition, and therefore as being “a bane
instead of a blessing.” And, in the second place,
even a Nonconformist preacher might be expected to
avoid the absurdity of claiming that because Greek
sculptors used mythological subjects, therefore they
owed their art to the prevailing mythology. 1 do
not lay stress upon the very evident fact that Greek
art was a great glorification of the natural and the
human, because, if Mr. Campbell is unable to appre-
ciate the first point, it is dead certain he will he
unable to understand the last. And even at the risk
of it being thought impertinent to bring a mere
Charles Darwin against the high priest of the City
Temple, 1 would venture to point out that Darwin
expressed the opinion that the feelings of a dog
towards his master might not be profoundly different
from those of a savage towards his god, and that
Darwin’s opinion has been endorsed by later writers.

Now, this hotch-potch of conflicting statements
and loose reasoning is contained in an opening para-
graph of just twenty-five lines; and its author is a
man whom the Nonconformist world acclaim a pro-
found thinker and a brilliant reasoner. Mr. Campbell
may well assert that his life would be quite changed
were it not for Jesus Christ. Imagine a man capable
of writing twenty-five lines such as the above trying
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to make aliving in any branch of intellectual labour
save religion!
After this introduction Mr. Campbell turns to deal
he calls the “new humanism.”
Religious institutions always tend to conservatism
and to persecution,” which is quite a brilliant
generalisation—for him ; but whenever a protest has
een made, “the protest has been made in the
name of a larger life, the ultimate sanction of which
js inevitably religious.” *“ Inevitably religious !” To
7'1' Campbell there is no doubt of the truth of this
statement. It is not something to be reasoned
about; it does not require any demonstrating; the
ultimate sanction of life is] religious. Mr. Campbell
aays so, and we are evidently expected to take it as
.ey°nd question. This specimen of fatuous writing
p followed by Lucretius’ splendid apostrophe to
Epicurus as the one who, undaunted by tales of the
Sods, raised human life from the mire and laid bare
he secrets of nature. This, he says, is the “ note of
nnianism, half cynical, but wholly earnest.” Half
°ynical! Why, bless the man, there is not a shadow
| oynicism about the passage. It is a simple hymn
1praise to the great Greek who trampled super-
stition and error underfoot, and taught man “ fearless
WIth level gaze to scan the heaven.” Mr. Campbell’s
°bly reason for calling it names is that it is not
Christian. And as it has to be called some name,
whether it is called cynical, or pessimistic, or any-
hing else that is meant to be unpleasant, matters
htle to Mr. Campbell and his admirers.

And this is followed in turn by this —

“It has often been asserted that the age of Erasmus
and Leo the Tenth was pagan, as was that of Voltaire
and Rousseau. But was it really so? The best in the
old pagan world which the humanist rediscovered was
far from resembling the Opportunism, Atheism, Mate-
rialism of these decadent humanists, who, in repudiating
ecclesiastical trammels, repudiated morality also.”

One is not quite sure whether the “decadent
Humanists ” refer to Erasmus, Leo, Voltaire
and Rousseau, or to somebody else who lived at the
Sam® time as these. On the face of it, it would
Seern that the former is meant, and in that case one
can only brand such a statement as either a deliberate

sehood or a fine specimen of that elaborate
gnorance that does duty as Nonconformist culture.
And one may point out for Mr. Campbell’s benefit
Inati the chief meaning in calling either of these
Periods pagan is that when men began to work for the
betterment of the world, it was pagan literature,
Pagan science, and pagan art that supplied the
bojef stimulus, and the intervening centuries of
~nristian culture were set on one side as sub-
st&ntially worthless.

When Mr. Campbell at length reaches the * new
utmanism ” he reminds one of a savage With a
"Odak. He is evidently at a loss what to do with it.
finally he decides it is just religion, without know-
InS it. And he proves this in his own peculiar
fanner. He was talking to a newspaper man “a

days ago ” (the way in which recent experiences
nt in with preacher’s sermons is plainly providential)
wnose attitude towards religion and church-going
~as one of unmitigated contempt. And before the
Wb separated the newspaper man asked Mr. Camp-
JeU’s co-operation in sending some cripples to the
seaside, and argued that it should be impossible for
Weak and helpless people to be left without
eomfort.” And Mr. Campbell comments, “ Quite
®&>but where did our strong-minded friend learn all
Hus?..... He Was obeying a humanitarian impulse
Which bade him not only speak, but act as though
*he kingdom of heaven were at hand.” And he
proceeds to assure us that the same thing holds
good of those who agitate for the opening of
‘buseums on Sunday, and the development of Sunday
Excursions, of the good work done by the County
Council, and of the reforming efforts of politicians.

So far this is exremely good when we remember
u is said by one who believes the ultimate sanction
bf life is religious. But the awkward fact is that
these advocates of the new humanism do not believe
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in religion, and yet as Mr. Campbell’s newspaper
friend shows, they are ready to do what they can to
make life better for the ignorant, the weak, and
the crippled. But what has Christianity to do with
this phenomenon ? Mr. Campbell believes that
“What is needed at the present moment is that
the religious and humanitarian movements should
combine and come to understand and complete
each other.” Then Humanism “would come to
see that its own impulse was divine, that all
service for humanity is the action of God working
through human hearts, and hands, and brains.”

Which is quite a convenient conclusion—for a
preacher. Humanism—that is, the belief that man
needs no religious beliefs to keep him to the path
of duty, and the determination to make the most of
life on a broad basis of human fellowship—is here,
and here to stay/ Its adherents under various
names increase daily. More good work is being
done in the name of humanity, and less in the name
of God. And Mr. Campbell, seeing that Humanism
holds the winning cards and is bound to win in
the end, thinks it wbuld be a good thing to combine,
which, | repeat, would be an excellent consumma-
tion—for parsons.

Mr. Campbell’s proposed alliance reminds one of
that in a recent comedy. Says one friend to another,
“We will share all our money and troubles together
—your money, my troubles.” So Humanism is to
do the work, and religion get the credit. * Men,”
Mr. Campbell admits, “are not so much interested
in a heaven beyond the grave as they care jin doing
something to make heaven here.” And he thinks
it remarkable that “this humanitarian impulse
should so seldom be able to give any account of
itself.” The justice of the first observation has to
be admitted ; and it sounds the death-knell not only
of Christianity, but of all religion. For the funda-
mental belief of all religions is that of a soul and
a continued existence beyond the grave ; and when
this weakens religion surely decays. Old habits,
interested institutions, a professional priesthood
may manage to give it a longer lease of life than
it would otherwise have, but none of these agencies
can confer upon it immortality.

What Mr. Campbell means by the last remark is
not quite clear, probably not even to himself. It
may mean either that the humanitarian impulse
cannot give an account of its origin, or that it
cannot justify its existence. If the former, one
need only point out that a study of social evolu-
tion would quite inform Mr. Campbell’s mind on
that aspect of the matter. And if the latter, then
the justification of the humanitarian impulse is
found in the fact that all the improvements in
social life may be traced to its existence. It has
even toned down many of the more revolting
features of Christian theology, and destroyed
others. It has during the past century made even
ministers of religion feel that the needs of man
are more imperative than the wishes of God, and
that human perfection, if it is ever to be realised,
must be effected here on earth and not in some
fantastical heaven in the clouds.

C. Cohen.

“The Originality of Christ’s Teaching.”

______ [ S

At the Newcastle-on-Tyne meeting of the Free
Church Council it was repeatedly stated that present-
day attacks upon Christianity are so weak, vulgar,
and ineffectual that they neither deserve nor require
any serious refutation. The motto of the assembly
with reference to them seemed to be, “ Do not be at
the trouble to refute ignorance.” And yet every
minister in the land makes an attempt to answer
the modern critics of Christianity. The fact is that
the Churches are beginning to realise that the situa-
tion is intensely grave, and that unless some vigorous
action is taken the time will soon come when their
doors might as well be closed. Hence from innu-
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merable pulpits, from all the religious newspapers,
and from public platforms not a few, issue crushing
and final replies to Haeckel, Blatchford, & Co. |
have already called attention to several lectures
delivered at the Central Hall, Manchester, and, as
many readers of the Freethinker are aware, those
were numbers of a series of twenty-two or more
“popular lectures on subjects relating to recent
attacks on Christianity.” The fourteenth of that
series was given by the Rev. A. L. Humphries, M.A,
and is entitled “The Originality of Christ’s Teaching.”
This is undoubtedly and by far the best of the series
hitherto delivered, and it deserves to be seriously
considered. Mr. Humphries makes the very most of
a radically bad case.

But being an orthodox divine he falls into several
obvious errors. As he is supposed to be arguing with
sceptics he has no right to assume what they deny.
By doing that he fixes an impassable gulf between
himself and them. He assumes the Incarnation
which they reject. He says: “It is at once the
wonder and the glory of the humiliation to which
the Son of God stooped in the Incarnation that, so
far as knowledge was concerned, he chose to become
even as we.” That is an unwarrantable assumption.
How does he know that Jesus was the Son of God
clothed with human flesh ? What sceptics believe is
that, if Jesus ever lived, he was even as we are in
all essential respects. Had he been the Son of God
he would have been omniscient, for, according to
Orthodoxy, the Incarnation did not make him a
human person; but if he continued to be a divine
person after the Incarnation, it follows that he must
have retained all his divine attributes, among which
is omniscience. Mr. Humphries assumes the his-
toricity of the Four Gospels, which sceptics em-
phatically reject; and in their rejection of it they
are at one with several eminent Professors of New
Testament Exegesis. What sceptics believe is that
the Four Gospels are largely if not wholly mythical.
This contention is capable of positive proof, and has
been proved to the hilt by such Christian scholars as
Wilhelm Soltau, Usener, Schmiedel, Abbott, and
Moffat. Does Mr. Humphries maintain that the first
two chapters of the Gospels of Matthew and Luke
belonged to the original copies, and arc consistent
with the rest of their contents? Dors ho imagine
that the last eleven verses in Mark’s Gospel were in
the first edition? If he does, he is at variance with
the great majority of living scholars. If he does
not, why does he build his argument on the gra-
tuitous assumption that the Gospels are historically
trustworthy ?

Mr. Humphries takes for granted that the Four
Gospels contain the genuine teaching of a historical
Christ. But there are many believers in the
historicity of Jesus who yet regard most of the
sayings attributed to him as spurious. Even so con-
servative a critic as the late Dr. Martineau admitted
that many of them cannot be accepted as genuine.
That was also the opinion of the late Professor
Bruce, of Glasgow, a more conservative scholar still.
An ever-increasing number of present-day critics are
arriving at the same conclusion. Many of these aver
that the mythical element in the Gospels outweighs
the historical. While still adbeiing to the belief in
the historicity of Jesus, they do not hesitate to
affirm, in the most positive manner, that the majority
of the deeds and utterances ascribed to him were
partly invented by his admiring followers, and partly
borrowed from the heathen world. Mr. Humphries
ignores this fact altogether; but the sceptics with
whom he is arguing take full cognisance of it, and
contend that he had no right to leave it out of
account.

In consequence of that blunder Mr. Humphries
presents a fundamentally inaccurate statement of the
sceptical position. His lecture is calculated to
seriously mislead all who have no direct and inde-
pendent knowledge of the teaching of Freethinkers
on the subject in di-pute. His main contention is
that in becoming man the second person in the Holy
Trinity lost his omniscience and became as ignorant
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as any ordinary Jewish peasant; that although one
moment before the Incarnation he possessed the
most intimate and minute acquaintance with all the
religions of the world, yet one moment after it, and
during the whole of his life on earth, he was not
aware that such great men as Confucius and Buddha
had ever existed ; and that consequently he could not
have appropriated any of their teaching. But itis
an egregious mistake to imagine that sceptics regard
Jesus himself as a plagiarist. In their estimation
Jesus was quite as ignorant as Mr. Humphries so
inconsistently represents him to have been. Dis-
missing the stupendous miracle of the Incarnation as
absolutely unbelievable, they have no difficulty what-
ever in accounting for that ignorance. Whatever
may have been true of the educated and professional
classes of that period, it is a certainty that a Galilean
carpenter would have known nothing of the great
world-forces outside Palestine. On this point I am
in full agreement with the lecturer. 1 could adopt
his own words and say that “1 know of no scholar
who believes that Christianity had such an origin,
because no one believes that Jesus had the universal
knowledge which that theory assumes.” “ No ! Jesus
was not a disciple of Buddha,” nor of any other
heathen master. Furthermore, | contend that Jesus
was not the founder of the religion that perpetuates
his name. According to numerous New Testament
critics who call themselves Christians, the bulk of
the contents of the Four Gospels is composed of pure
inventions or myths. Professor Schmiedel is firmly
of opinion that they contain only nine “absolutely
credible passages about Jesus.” Paul knew nothing
of a teaching God-man ; for on the supposition that
he knew of him his silence concerning him is utterly
inexplicable. But if Paul, say in the year 70, did not
know of the teaching, who did? Is it not fair to
infer that the churches which that great apostle is
said to have founded shared his ignorance ? Then it
must be borne in mind that the first written Gospel
must have been a very slender production; and no
one can tell when the Four Gospels reached their
present dimensions. All we know is that they grew
gradually and slowly. New stories were added to
them from time to time,, and the original material
was periodically modified to suit new conditions.
That is doubtless the explanation of the innumerable
contradictions found in them, which no amount of
exegetical ingenuity can reconcile, and which stamp
the Gospels as totally unhistorical. ¢

To prove the originality of Christ’s teaching is
impossible until it has been proved that the Gospel
history can be trusted—a task which no scholar has
hitherto succeeded in performing. Professor Adeney
made a heroic attempt to perform it, a few months
ago, but ignominiously failed. Now, then, I base my
argument against Mr. Humphries on the assertion
that the teaching of Christ did not exist, except
germinally, as late as the year 70, and that it was
compiled and arranged by Gentile Christians, who
were in close touch with several great religions, and
constantly on the look-out for fresh material to be
used in the construction of the cult of Jesus. Mr-
Humphries is entirely wrong in saying “that we
must demand that Christianity, in any process of
comparison, shall be confronted by other religions
one by one, and not by all of them together,”
because the contention of Secularists is that
Christianity is indebted, not to Buddhism alone, but
to several pagan religions. For the legends of the
Virgin Birth, the Angelic Song of Praise, the Magi,
and the Guiding Star, it was not necessary to go
farther afield than Greece and Rome, where wonder-
fully exact prototypes existed in great abundance.
The sources of the teaching were more varied, in-
cluding Judaism and Buddhism. Christianity is “a
mosaic ” constructed “after that eclectic fashion.”
Mr. Humphries himself admits that “ Christianity
is not a perfectly independent growth,” but * has its
roots in Judaism,” and that the resemblances
between it and Buddhism * are sufficiently striking
to deserve investigal ion.” But he denies that there
was any path by which a knowledge of Buddhism



Apbil 10, 1904

could have reached the miDd of Jesus. “ By what
reute, theD,” he asks, “is Buddhism thought to
have come ?”  Some think “ there is good reason to
suppose that the Buddhists, who were the first and
the most successful of all missionaries, reached
Egypt and Palestine, and made their influence felt. »
“There is good reason to suppose no such thing,”
triumphantly exclaims our lecturer. It is pro-
verbial how theologians give one another the lie
direct on almost every point, and as a pertinent
instance of it | cite the following extract from an
article by Dr. T. M. Lindsay, of the United Free
Church of Scotland, who is, to say the least, fully
as competent to speak on the subject as Mr.
Humphries (Encyclopaedia Britannica, vol. 5, p. 692) :
“In the 5th century before our era the vast Buddhist
movement had overspread the East from Thibet to
Ceylon, and the Greek and Roman conquests in Asia
brought Europe within the intoxicating influence of its
subtle religious ideas. This strange Eastern theosophy,
which during the first four centuries of our era is
known by the name of Gnosticism, had a most power-
ful influence on the old religions of the West, which
seemed to dissolve under its touch. Everywhere in the
art and literature of the period we find its prevalence
in the West during the age of Augustus and his
successors. It insensibly undermined the beauteous,
sensuous mythology of Greece, and the harder, sterner
religion of Rome, and substituted for them a religion in
which, if fear was the prevailing emotion, worshippers
still felt that there was more spirituality and greater
claims to universality than their old national religions
could give.”

Will Mr. Humphries still cry, “There is good
reason to suppose no such thing ”? Will he call his
Dither Professor a false witness? He himself
Admits that the missionaries of Buddhism penetrated
hito Persia and Bactria; but why does he refuse to
kecept the testimony of pillars and rock-inscriptions
which tell of the conquests of this religion in the
West as well as in the East, in Egypt, in Greece, and
jh Babylon as well as in Ceylon and Bactria ? Every-
@My knows that some two or three hundred years
efore our era the relations between East and West
"ere of the closest and most vital nature. Greece
rad established itself in Bactria and Persia in
Babylonia, and there was nothing easier or more
hatural than the gradual dissemination of the know-
etge of Buddhism in Egypt and Palestine, in Greece
rhd Babylon as well as in Eastern countries. There
are Hindu Books of Chronicles which relate the
Successes that attended Buddhist missions in dif-
erent Western lands. There are gold and silver
c°rns which bear witness to the reign of the Greeks
hot only in Bactria but also in Afghanistan, the
. unjab, and a large tract of northern India, and it
Is undeniable that in all those territories Buddhism
'vas the chief religion, as various inscriptions on
Sinpler coins used by the natives abundantly testify.

Mr. Humphries makes much of the fact that no
iMerence to Buddhism is to be found in Greek and
jornan classics which he claims would not have been
he case had Buddhism gained any considerable
noting in the West. But this silence of classical
Writers proves nothing, because they are almost
eThally silent about Mithraism and Christianity.

Mr. Humphries has done his best; but the facts
1le dead against him, and he knows it. The cause
°r which he pleads is doomed, and no amount of
special pleading can help it. Christianity as a
Pecially revealed and infallible religion stands
(hally condemned. What is the use of saying that

h'hrist’s teaching as a whole is a seamless robe ”
‘hen it is not true ? What is the use of placing
/hhstianity on a pinnacle, immeasurably above all

her religions, when there are impartial and un-
P~ejudiced scholars who unhesitatingly declare that
j°Qdhisni is ethically its superior? Christianity
\vf @~ sP°ken the highest word concerning ethics,
hatever its highest ethical word may be it can be
atched with a similar word from other religions. But
jU Humphries knows as well as did the late Bishop
hagee that the maxims of Christianity cannot be
°hverted into practice. Who does or can love his
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enemies ? Who has ever made hatred of his nearest
relations and best friends a test of Christian disciple-
ship ? No religion is wholly bad, and none is wholly
good. “Some of you may remember,” says Mr.
Humphries, “ Wellhausen’s caustic answer to those
who affirmed that all that Jesus said was to be found
in the Talmud. ‘Yes,” replied the German scholar,
‘all, and a great deal besides.”” Secularists admit
that there is not a little ethical truth in the Four
Gospels, but they are bound to add that there is a
great deal besides. John Lloyd.

Moral Causation.

[An extract from one of Mr. Foote’s speeches in his debate with
the Rev. Dr. McCann. Now reprinted for the sake of some who
are puzzled by the Free-Will discussion.]

Dr. McCann does not appear to understand the
doctrine of moral causation. 1 will as briefly as
possible explain what | think it is. If you go to
the inanimate world you find causation ruling.
Every fact, as even the Christians now admit, has
its antecedent cause or causes; and wherever the
physical cause or causes operate the effect or effects
will follow. There is no disputing that in the in-
animate world. We pass from the inanimate world
to the animate world. We come to the lowest forms
of vegetable life. The transition is so gentle that
it is practically impossible for the most skilful
botanist to put his finger on the point where the
vegetable world begins, and the inanimate world
ceases. Even the Christian does not dispute that in
the vegetable world the rule of causation still
obtains. But no person can deny that a new form
of causation has come into existence. The vegetable
is generally stationary. It has a local position, and
what we call life; that is, it has the power of pre-
serving its identity against the shock of the sur-
rounding universe. Now there is a capacity in this
plant of responding to external stimulus. It comes
under the law of excitation. There are plants so
developed in this respect, that they actually live by
flies and are carnivorous, and they are so susceptive,
and so unconsciously discriminating, that if a piece
of meat is dropped upon a leaf it will fold upon it\
but if a piece of stone is dropped on it, which is of
no use, it will not attempt to digest it. We pass by
a gradual transition from the vegetable world into
the animal world. No physiologist can lay his finger
exactly on the spot and say, “Here the vegetable
world ceases, and here the animal world begins.”
Among the lowest forms of animal life we find this
response to external stimulus. The law of excitation
obtains there very much as it does in the vegetable
forms. But as the animal rises in the organic scale
—as it develops a nervous structure and a brain—it
gets what we call intelligence ; and when this intel-
ligence reaches a certain point motivation com-
mences. That is, the external world stimulates the
organism, not only directly through the channels of
sense, but indirectly through the intelligence, which
remembers previous facts of sense, and has a
capacity of looking forward, and of regulating its
course, by considerations that extend far beyond the
mere external solicitations of the moment. As you
proceed higher and higher you come to man. Those
of us who are Darwinians believe that there is no
absolute difference between man and other forms of
life. We hold that man has been developed from a
lower form, and he is still subject to the law which
ruled his progenitors. An ordinary man acts mainly
through immediate external stimulus. A glass of
beer is there. Unaccustomed to think, the man
drinks it, and then he drinks another and another,
and gets frightfully drunk. He beats his wife,
neglects his children, and becomes a suicide or
perhaps a murderer. Another man, with some
culture, with more capacity of thinking, not only
sees the consequences of his action, but is brought
under the sway of fresh motives. Let us take an
illustration. An ordinary criminal is about to commit
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a burglary. Suppose | know, as well as he does, that
£50,000 is in that house, and might be had if the
burglary were successful. The temptation to me
would be very much smaller than it would be to him
—partly because of my past life, which has been
decided by my organisation and my training, and
partly from the fact that my superior culture gives
me a greater power than he possesses of estimating
the consequences of my actions. Nay, my superior
culture has also opened up in me a number of
motives which may be latent in him, but are certainly
not operative. | have dear friends, and to lose their
respect would be worse than death. | have a large
circle of acquaintances throughout the country,
belonging to the party which | have the honor to
represent, who would scorn me and hate me for com-
mitting such a crime, and my punishment, if 1 were
detected, would be infinitely greater than the
ordinary criminal would suffer. Thus you see | have
resh motives, and these fresh motives come not
through the heart but through the head. When you
improve men’s understandings you give them fresh
motives, besides strengthening the old ones. Not-
withstanding all Dr. McCann’s speeches, and all the
sermons on his side, | say that a great argument in
my favor is the one advanced last Thursday and
which he has not replied to. The Education Act of
1870 has reduced crime more than all the sermons,
from all the pulpits in Christendom, through all the
centuries.

A word as to praise and blame. | am on explanatory
lines now, because I want Dr. McCann to understand
my position. If a man strikes me, and inflicts pain,
I cannot help feeling annoyed or wroth, as the case
may be. If a man does me an injury, that is, if he
retrenches the happiness | should otherwise have
enjoyed, or inflict upon me positive pain, | cannot
help feeling indignation or hatred towards him.
Thatis a recognised fact, which has been decided for
us by nature. Were it not so it would be very
obvious, as Bishop Butler points out, that society
would soon go to rack and ruin, because individuals
would not have sufficient self-assertion to protest
against wrong. An external object is palatable or
serviceable, and I call it so. Why do | not praise or
blame it? Simply because it is not an organism
under the rule of motivation. It is an inanimate
object, not amenable to motives. Whenever men
even cease to be amenable to motives, you treat them
accordingly. You put them in lunatic asylums. You
no longer praise or blame them, but treat them with
kindness to the end of their lives. Now if | praise
an action which 1 like, it is an inducement to the
person | praise to repeat it. Society punishes in
order to prevent crime, and not merely to wreak its
vengeance upon the man who has violated the law.
Punishment is sensible if you know that men are
amenable to motives, and that the dread of the
punishment will be a strong deterrent from crime.
But if you cannot calculate—if man does anything he
pleases according to some fantastic free will of the
soul lying in some secret recess of his being—then
legislation against crime is an absurdity. No pre-
vision is possible without causation. You would be
dealing with an incalculable future that might frus-
trate all your efforts and baffle all your designs. We
punish to prevent crime. We know it will do so,
because men are amenable to motives. We know
that the man who violates the social law, and has not
the social instincts strong enough within him to con-
form to it deliberately, may conform to it under the
fear of punishment. If he do not then conform, the
punishment is inflicted ; he is incarcerated in gaol,
and is sent there, if need be, again and again, until
he learns the lesson, or ceases to plague the world.

The Divine stands wrapt up in his cloud of mysteries, and
the amused Laity must pay Tithes and Veneration to be
kept in obscurity, grounding their hope of future knowledge
on a competent stock of present ignorance.— George
Farquhw.
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Acid Drops.

Good Friday is supposed to be the anniversary of Jesus
Christ’s death, and Easter Sunday of his resurrection. One
of the aliases of Jesus Christ is the Prince of Peace. I'0L
our part, we have always regarded this as a bit of
burlesque ; and it seems that the Volunteers think so too,
for they have been using the “holiday ” time to practise
shooting and drilling. We understand, though, that most of
them are Christians.

The Bishop of Ripon addressed a large meeting in the
Leeds Town Hall on Good Friday evening, and the news-
paper report before us says that the audience consisted of
“workingmen.” Possibly this is true; probably it is not
true. We should like to know who checked off the 3,500
“working men,” and what test was applied. Did they hold
out their palms to show that they were “ orny ‘anded sons
of toil 7 ?

Another Good Friday exhorter was the Rev. Dr. Hanson,
of the Marylebone Presbyterian Church. This gentleman
remarked that “ Infidelity remained absolutely dumb before
the mystery of Christ’s death and resurrection.” Well, it is
evident that Dr. Hanson will never be dumb before anything.
He has too much confidence and loquacity for that. What he
says about “ Infidelity ” shows that he speaks from a
plentiful ignorance of the subject. “ Infidelity ” sees no
sort, of “ mystery ” in the ressurrection of Jesus Christ, It
was a common-place occurrence in ancient times. This is a
fact which Protestant exporters always try to hide.

It is getting quite a common trick amongst professional
exhorters to make out that they were once unbelievers;
probably because they want to create, as cheaply as possible,
the impression that they are quite up to both sides of the
question. Here is the Rev. W. Carlile, of the Church Army,
for instance, who burst out on Easter Sunday—or, as he
delicately called it, Egg Sunday—with a reference to “ When
I was an Agnostic, and was too big for the Bible, too big f°r
Heaven.” Of course it is open to any exhorter to say he
was once an Agnostic ; the difficulty is to specify when and
where, and to produce corroborative evidence. We don’t
suppose for a moment Mr. Carlile will do this. It is too
much to expect from a man of God who plays the trombone
in the pulpit, and appeals for funds to purchase a “ good
drum ” —one that will make plenty of “ noise.”

Good Friday fell this yea appropriately enough on the
first of April—all fools’ day. The first of April, as the Daily
News observed, is also the anniversary of the death of
Adam; an old gentleman as mythical as Christ. The day
was marked in old calendars as “ Memorial of the Death of
Adam.” “It is to be feared, however,” our contemporary
says, “that the observance of the death-day of Adam was
lamentably neglected ” this year. We should think so.
Few people outside the Daily News office gave “ the grand
old gardener ” a thought.

“ According to the Oriental legend,” our contemporary
says, “Adam when he was dying ordered his body to be
embalmed and interred in a cave near Paradise, and directed
his children to bury him when they quitted that neighbour-
hood at the centre of the earth, whence should come salva-
tion. This was done by Noah and Melchizedek, who buried
him on Calvary.” We are tempted to ask what is the
Oriental legend ? There are many Oriental legends about
Adam. According to some ancient writers, he was buried at
Hebron. Origen taught that he was buried at Calvary,
where Christ was crucified; but Jerome doubted the story,
although it was soothing to the popular ear. The Persians
say that Adam was buried at Ceylon, and his tomb used to
be shown there. According to Jewish tradition, his body
was embalmed, taken into the ark by Noah, and after-
wards buried at Jerusalem by Melchizedek. The skull was
actually found there in later ages; hence the spot was
called Golgotha. Such is the legend, and we are not going
to dispute it. All we wish to say is that Adam’s skull must
have been pretty thick. A bigger simpleton was never
born : we beg pardon—never existed ; for Adam was not
born, he was manufactured.

Lots of football matches were played on Good Friday ;
yes, and the Daily News reported them. This fact—not the
football, but the report—must have been felt by many Non-
conformists as “ the most unkindest cut of all.”

Father Adderley, wearing a cassock girt with a leathern
belt—as who should say, Look at me now!—has been
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holding forth to an interviewer on the sad falling-off in the
Pious commemoration of Good Friday. The nation is going
irom bad to worse in this respect, he says ; and the natural
result is the increase of sin and degradation. The only
hght for all our social darkness comes from the Cross ; and
People, alas, look to it less than ever. Sad! Very sad!

quite feel for the weeping “ Father,” and are half
Winded to offer him a pocket-liankerchief.

Rev. R. j. Campbell, the day before Good Friday,
paeacbed in the City Temple on the incident of Pilate
washing his hands, and saying, “1 am innocent of the blood

ef this just person, see ye to it.” Of course there is nothing
‘oo silly and incredible for Christian ministers to preach
about. We arc therefore not surprised at Mr. Campbell’s
choosing this particular subject for his oratory. It could
hardly be expected that he would tell his congregation how
absurd it was to believe that a Roman Governor acted as
Fhlate is said to have done, and that washing the hands in

IS way would have been uiterly meaningless to any Roman.
Agood text for a sermon is not to be sacrificed for the sake of
accuracy and honesty. _

Rev. R. M. Spoor, Wesleyan minister, of London, was
seized with illness while conducting morning service at
Grace-hill Wesleyan Chapel, Folkestone, on Easter Sunday,
and died in the afternoon. There is no moral to the story
except that one thing befalleth ministers and other people—
yea, they have all one breath.

The Bishop of Norwich says that cycling itself is a
harmless pleasure, yet when it keeps people from going to
church it becomes a sin.  Of course it does. Everything is
asin that keeps people from going to church. Formerly
such sin was punishable by law. Now the only penalty is a
reproachful sermon—which you need not hear. What a
Wessed improvement!

Churches and chapels, being dedicated to the service of
God, are exempted from local rates. Hospitals, being
dedicated to the service of Man, have to pay up. Mount
Vernon Consumptive Hospital has had to appear, through
Rs secretary, at the Hampstead Police Court, in answer to a
summons for non-payment of the rates due on that institu-
tion. The Hospital is greatly in debt, and a fifth part of
tire beds have been closed for want of funds. Surely the
Nearest half-dozen gospel-shops might well be made to pay
the Hospital rates between them.

. A French soldier named Denouel, on his way by train to
loin his regiment at Rennes, swore—yes, positively swore—
J1.” like most persons who swear, used the name of “the
eity.” Whereupon a seminarist, a young man about to
ccome a priest, rebuked the soldier, who told him to mind
us own business, This the seminarist did in a peculiar way.
At Rennes he handed the soldier over to a railway official,
'. 0 delivered him over to the stationmaster, who passed
him on to the Major in charge of the garrison, who sentenced
uni to eight days’ imprisonment. But that was not the end
?) Gm matter. Rennes is a very Catholic town, and the
rench officers are most ardent clericals. So further trouble
'Vas in store for poor Denouel. The General commanding the
istrict changed his sentence from eight to sixty days. It
®eins almost incredible, yet it is perfectly true; and General
udre, the Minister of War, has been appealed to on the
Subject by M. de Pressense. After this one knows what to
e?Pect from the narrow-mined Jesuit-trained French military
officers. It enables one to understand the Dreyfus affair a
little better.

. A discussion on dancing has been going on in religious
circles recently. Such a discussion is nothing new ; it has
been going on, at intervals, for hundreds of years. The
question is this: Should Christians dance ? Is dancing com-
patible with Christianity ? Is it even compatible with
uecency ? The general verdict of Christians, especially of
Professional Christians, is that dancing is sinful. One man

God, however, says it is not so if it be carried on in the
Proper way. And what is the proper way ? The men should
‘lance together in one room, and the women should dance
‘°gether in another, This is the man of God’s lively sug-
gestion ; and he ought to have a medal for it. While it is
being got ready we are trying to make up our mind whether
Re is too simple or too clever for this world.

Rancing, like so many other things which the clergy now
i“u mn’began as a religious exercise. We see this even
j, the Bible. David danced before the Ark when he brought
, . UP to Jerusalem. All he had on was a linen ephod round
As iniddle, which did not conceal what it affected to cover,

or he capered and leapt; or, as the text says, he “ danced
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before the Lord with all his might ”—which must have
played the deuce with that dangling bit of linen. That it did
so, indeed, we maybe sure from the reproaches of David's wife
who watched his antics from a window and “ despised him
in her heart.” *“How glorious,” she said to him afterwards,
“was the king of Israel to-day, who uncovered himself to-
day in the eyes of the handmaids of his servants, as one of
the vain fellows shamelessly uncovereth himself.” Evidently
they had seen too much.

All the “ nobs ” amongst the Jews danced at the close of
the Feast of Tabernacles. The members of the Sanhedrim,
the rulers of the synagogue, and the doctors of the schools,
leapt and danced with torches in their hands for a great
part of the night; and the people watched their perform-
ance. Special provision was made for dancing in the choir
in the early Christian Church. Scaliger says that the
bishops led the dance on feast days. But dancing fell into
discredit with the Agape, or love-feasts, when more than
heavenly love sometimes prevailed. It lingered on in the
Church, however ; and as late as 1818, at Seville, twelve
young men danced before the Sacrament on Holy Thursday.
Even in England, in the eighteenth century, the Welsh fol*
lowers of Whitfield, called the Jumpers, took for their text:
“ Rejoice ye in that day, and leap for joy.” Not so many
years ago, in the early days of the Salvation Army, the hal-
lelujah lasses, with their tambourines, often danced like
bacchantes. And less than half a generation has elapsed
since the Army of the Lord at Brighton, worshiping in a
place called the Glory Hole, used to dance until they fell
exhausted ; women, as well as men, taking part in the pious
exercise, and often exhibiting an unfashionable amount of
stocking—to say nothing of worse exposures when they
tumbled helpless on the floor.

Russian convents are said to be fabulously rich. They
have plenty of money and heaps of precious stones. Accord-
ing to a St. Petersburg correspondent of the Westminster
Gazette, the Troilsko-Sergius Monastery, near Moscow, has
pails full of pearls ; and one of the principal jewellers in
Europe, who has seen them, says they are the only pearls
worth mentioning. This is how the professional followers
of Jesus Christ lay not up for themselves treasures on earth.

Archbishop Maguire made a curious request to the
Catholics of Glasgow on Palm Sunday. He urged upon them
to abstain from all intoxicating liquors during the last week
in Lent, in commemoration of the Sacred Thirst of Christ.
Intoxicating liquors do not quench thirst, and abstaining
from them would not make the faithful Catholics thirstier.
Perhaps the Archbishop had the idea that abstention would
develope a craving, and this would give his flock a notion of
what Christ suffered on the cross. But the idea is very
fanciful at the best, and we wish Archbishop Maguire would
explain his meaning. Not that it is of much importance in
itself, but he has excited our curiosity.

The dear Daily News could not wait for the publication of
Herbert Spencer’s Autobiography. It had to come out with
a leader on the “ advance ” extracts printed in the Times.
“Herbert Spencer on Himself ” was the title of the leader,
which was deliberately vicious. Naturally the organ of
the Nonconformist Conscience is glad to have a fling at
“philosophers.” It dreads them as the Devil is said to
dread holy water, and for a similar reason.

Dr. Horton is not finding much benefit from prayer. He
has gone to Wiesbaden to consult a German specialist about
liis eyes, which are giving him much trouble. During his
recent seclusion the reverend gentleman has composed a
poem on St. John. We presume this St. John is the person
who is believed to have written the fourth gospel. Well now,
we read in that gospel (Chapter IN.) of the clay-and-spittle
treatment by which Jesus cured blindness ; and we suggest
that Dr. Horton should try it himself, instead of resorting to
such a commonplace remedy as medical seience. Perhaps he
would reply that he knows where to get clay, but not where
to obtain the saliva of Jesus. But that is a matter in which
faith must help him. It is impossible for us to offer him any
assistance. _

Dr. Clifford has been interviewed by the Passive
Resistance daily newspaper on the arrangment that is
reported to have been made between Mr. Balfour and the
Rev. R. J. Campbell for amending the new Education Act.
We do"not propose to criticise Dr. Clifford’s natural
hostility to what emanates from Mr. Campbell. That is a
personal matter which does not specially interest us. Wo
shall simply deal with Dr. Clifford’s own declaratioi of



232

policy on the matter of religious instruction, which is con-
tained in the following extract
“Would you, Dr. Clifford, give your support to the
Secularist Folicy?” o
“ If Parliament undertakes elementary education, it must
not debar the young mind from access to the finer portions
of the highest literature the world possesses ; and yet if the
State is to act fairly towards all organised religions, it must
make illegal any sectional and partisan use of that literature.
But though this is my conviction, | would not impose my
will on another, and therefore | would leave the question as
to the use of the Bible exactly as it is left by the Act of 1870,
that is, purely optional to the_rate#)a%/ers, through the edu-
cation authority. Thus the will of the people would deter-
mine which of the two courses shall be taken, Parliament
only asserting that the local authority shall not do anything
that may endanger the larger life of the whole community.
Therefore the only difference between my position and that
of those who advocate what is known as the secularist
policy is that, while they abolish the Bible from the schools,
I would allow the citizens in each district to determine for
themselves whether they retain it or not.”
Our readers will see that Dr. Clifford is thoroughly steeped
in the hypocrisy of his position. What humbug it is to
start a discussion on what is the highest literature in the
world 1 What on earth has *“literature” to do with the
present controversy ? Dr. Clifford has been reminded again
and again that the Bible was not placed in the schools as
“literature,” and nobody would lift a finger—much less
spend sixpence—to keep it there as “literature.” It was
placed there as a book of religion ; in short, as the Christian
Scriptures ; and the Nonconformists are trying to keep it
there as the Word of (their) God. All this talk about
“literature ” on Dr. Clifford’s part is downright dishonesty.
And the same condemnation applies to his affected love of
popular control. He would leave the question of religious
education to the ratepayers. Well, it is left to them now.
Town Councils are as much elected by ratepayers as the
School Boards were ; nay, more so, for an immensely greater
number of ratepayers take the trouble to vote for the more
important body. What this reverend Nonconformist really
means is that he wants toevade the discussion of principles—
as he has been doing alt along. He knows that the majority
of the ratepayers are professed Christians, and that if the
matter is left to them they will, in ninety-nine cases out of a
hundred, just provide the Christian instruction that they
can agree upon. And he also knows that what they can
agree upon is pretty certain to be undenominational. Which
is precisely the Nonconformist ticket.

Let us put a case which will serve as atest of Dr. Clifford’s
sincerity. Suppose the majority of ratepayers in any locality
resolved to have the Church Catechism taught in the provided
schools. Would Dr. Clifford recognise this as just and right
because the citizens in the district had determined for them-
selves ?  Or would he call it an abuse of power and clamor
for a strong display of Passive Resistance ? Everybody
knows, of course, that he would do the latter. What is it,
then, thathe would leave to “the citizens in each district ” ?
Simply the determination of whether they will have Bible
readingand explanation or no religious teaching at all. That
is to say, thecitizens must not decide locally between Church
and Dissent, for that would “ endanger the larger life of the
whole community "—which is a grandiose way of saying
that it might be rough on the Nonconformists. But the
citizens may decide between Dissenters and Secularists—for
Dr. Clifford knows how that decision would go. This is what
Dr. Clifford’s policy comes to under a full analysis ; and we
have not the slightest hesitation in saying that he is a
mouthing charlatan who talks pure disinterestedness while
he is simply pursuing the interests of his own branch of the
clerical profession. He is far less entitled to respect than
the bolder bigots of the Anglican Church.

There are a few honest men, in relation to the Education
guestion, amongst the Nonconformists, and we cheerfully
admit their existence. Even at the late Free Church Con-
gress a handful had the courage to vote against Dr.
Clifford’s hypocritical policy. We note also that the Rev.
G. B. Stallworthy, Congregational minister, of Hind-
head," writes to the Daily News declaring that: *“We
want no arm of the law to assist priest, parson, or
minister, or any religious body, in driving children in to

-,rinstruction. The last people to wish for this should be
Nonconformists. For them to insist on Bible teaching sup-
ported by the rates is to give their principles away.” Pre-
cisely so. We have been saying this all along. Noncon-
formity does not mean membership of one of the so-called
Free Churches. That is a contemptibly narrow definition.
Nonconformity means the denial of the right of the State to
meddle with religion at all; discouragement and patronage
on the part of the State being equally offensive.
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There are two more Passive Resistance “ martyrs” at
Birmingham. Mr. C. W. F. Coney and Mr. Richard
Woosnam, said to be well-known (we don’t mean to the
police), were sentenced to three days’ imprisonment each.
Terrible ! The early Christian martyrs should hide their
diminished heads.

Rev. G. W. Wellburn, of Deal, another Passive Resistance
“martyr,” was to be arrested at Folkestone and taken to
Canterbury Gaol for the awful term of a fortnight. But
some unknown person paid the rate for him half an hour
beforehand, and the man of God was grievously disappointed.
At least he says so.

A Passive Resister at Chipping Norton, Mr. John Fowler
Maddox, a Justice of the Peace, eighty years of age, told the
Bench that he would never pay the rate. “ They might take

anything out of his house,” he said, * except his
wife.” Evidently the old gentleman looks upon his wife
in the spirit of the tenth commandment. It will be re-

membered that the wife, with the house, the ox. and
the ass, is there included in the inventory of the husband’s
belongings.

Amongst the goods of three Passive Resisters sold at Bir-
mingham was a gold presentation watch belonging to the
Rev. James Barnes, Primitive Methodist minister. This was
the second time it had been offered for sale, so it must have
been bought in. Moreover, the reverend gentleman must
have deliberately handed it over to the bailiff, as you cannot
distrain on a man’s person. What a comedy !

Fancy a “martyr ” in a silk hat and frock coat1 This
was the rig-out of Mr. E. P. Luke, a Passive Resistance
martyr, who has just done fourteen days in Exeter Gaol.
He was allowed to wear his silk hat and frock coat in
prison—which must have been a great comfort. It appears
that he came out of prison “ much better and stronger than
he went in”—which speaks volumes for the cruelty of
the martyrdom. We shall presently see some Passive
Resistance martyrs, weighing twenty stone, exhibited round
the country.

The National Union of Teachers opened its thirty-fiftb
annual Conference at Portsmouth on Easter Monday. Mr.
G. Sharpies, a Manchester headmaster, delivered the Presi-
dential address, and had something to say about the religious
education difficulty. He evidently looked upon the question
at issue as one entirely between Christians ; other citizens,
apparently, not being entitled to a “Jook in.” Here is an
extract from Mr. Sharpies’ speech :

“If this un-Christian strife was to continue with ever-
increasing bitterness, men would be driven to the only logical
conclusion, secular instruction alone. His own opinion was
that such a result would be a national calamity. He believed
that the mass of the people were in favor of simple Biblical
teaching in the schools, and he implored the leaders of the
Christian Churches to come to some common agreement, for
the sake of the children.”

What a spectacle 1 The President of the Teachers’ Trade
Union talking about “the only logical conclusion ” as “a
national calamity.” Mr. Sharpies seems to have as much
respect for logic as he has for justice and fair-play. And the
worst of it is that the assembled teachers applauded him ;
which is a sad reflection on their average intelligence and
character. There must have been a minority, however, who
cherished saner and more liberal opinions ; and it is a pity
that they had not the courage to avow them.

We see that England has as many women as men who
are classed as habitual drunkards ;

That there is more drinking in Great Britain in pro-
portion to the population than in any country on the
earth ;

That all
drunkards;

That the only people who do not get drunk are the
heathen ;

That the morals of India, China, Japan, and most of Africa
are in many respects higher than those of Europe or of
America ;

That there is less stealing in Bombay than in Boston;

That there is less gambling in Pekin than in London ;

That Christians have a religion that does not make
them moral;

That missionary labors should begin at home.

—Boston Investigator.

so-called Christian nations are filled with
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Mr. Foote’s Lecturing Engagements.

Sunday, April 10, Town Hall
Heathen Japan.”

April 17, 24, Printers Hal, London.

Stratford, 7.30, “Holy Russia and

To Correspondents.

0- Cohen’s Lecturing E ngagements.—Address, 241 High-road,

Byton.—April 10, Camberwell; 17, Stratford Town Hall; 24,
South Shields.

1 Lecturing Engagements.—Apr“
, Merthyr Tyduvil; 24, Failsworth.
Campbel1.—Of course quite up to date cuttinﬁs are pre-
ferable. Glad to hear vou appreciate your Freethinker, and
HfloPe you will always do so.
dt ?backlet®n.—\When we see a letter in a morning paper,
ated from the writer’s residence, we presume that he is at
ome ; ai 4that, being at home, he cannot very well he else-
here, still, it does not matter a straw whether the Rev. It. C.
i hngham was in England or America at the time we wrote
,UrPara%rapIi, and nobody but himself is likely to fly into a
sniper about it. When the reverend gentleman refers to the
 itor of the Freethinker as “a besotted idiot ” he simply speaks
‘er his kind, and we are too familiar with it even to feel
annoyed. We are obliged to you, however, for a look at the
Correspondence; and we note that Mr. Fillingliam is not such
a besotted idiot” as to answer your civil question about
ecular Education. He and his like treat that question with a
~well-calculated reticence.
p® S. Benevolent Fund—Miss Vance acknowledges —
Glasgow Branch 12s. 3d., Huddersfield Branch 15s., Dr.R. T.
Beed°dS Gifts of cast-off clothing are now urgently

y.‘Lt=  We have a paragraph or two on the general subject in
is week’s “ Acid Drops.” Sorry we cannot see our way just
present to writing an article on Good Friday football at
ottenham—or elsewhere. We have too many articles mapped
ut already, and the subject would he stale by the time we
J oIl <reach it. Thanks, all the same, for the suggestion.
aqukss.—Order transferred to the proper hands. No doubt
ome Freethought lectures would do a lot of good down Mon-
outh way- But the “saints” in the district would have to
IV j I0Cally- -"re i'hcy ab'e and willing to do so ?
U “NeBarr.—Your cuttings are always welcome.
"' "“Pleased to hear from you again, and glad to learn you are
ji ®™ng a little more leisure.
i ®BN)IFRS—O0ne of the best single-volume English Dictionaries
s the 'new Chambers’s “ Pronouncing, Explanatory, Etymo-
logical.” It is published at 12s. in cloth. Of course there are
“Ft 01 -L"MMiionarios, and one of the best of these is Chambers’s
yy etymological "—price, we believe, 4s.
“mR —Glad to hear you are so pleased at the resumption of
y, °°k Chat.” We hope to make it a strong feature of the
‘eethinker in the immediate future. We have quite an
“~cumulation of books read and marked for notice in the
thBe(r)r?k Chat  column, and we begin to feel like tackling
THern F reethinker.—The National Secular Society’s Con-
ference is always held on Whit-ounday, and we expect to
ako a definite announcement as to the i>lace in our next
sue. The choice is being made as we write between two
""his, and either of them Is near enough to your locality to
W ate reasonably possible for you to attend.
NSpencer.—We noticed Mr. J. M. Robertson’s edition of Buckle
« ew weeks ago. and noticed it very favorably. It isimpossible
,,IBs to give the book a longer notice at present, nor do we
nik it would serve any useful purpose to do so. Mr. Robert-
n Reditorial notes are man?/, and it would be a heavy task to
j through them. We sampled them, and found them, in our
J flgment, very good. Surely this is sufficient on the part of a
nr\IWer- On the personal question, since you ask it, we do
think Buckle as great a man as Comte. Comte was one of
inf ~ e?lest °f thinkers, and profoundly original, in the only
® ,g'ble meaning of the term. Moréover, he has been, as
Tiijluse* &<t Llaltei “damned good to steal from.”
p National Secular Society’s office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
j ari'Ingdon-street, E.C.
p Secular Society, Limited, Office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
Le arrmgdon-street, E.C.
RS *or Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
ewcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.
AONAGES must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
Q ee' E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.
lisVS ~°r iiferature should be sent to the Freethought Pub-
st 1BC Obthpaly, Ljmited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
pr €€t E.C., and not to the Editor.
Ysons remitting for literature by stamps are specially requested
tho6 1 “4aVPemy stamps, which are most useful in the Free-
T  uS“t Publishing Company’s business.
* freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing
lo":e” Post free, at the following rates, prepaid:—One year,
gCi ““0.; half year, 5s. 3d. ; three months, 2s. 8d.
¢ j.OI' Advertisements: Thirty words, Is. 6d. ; every suc-
4s dg® fen words, 6d. Displayed Advertisements :—One inch,
fe * |lalf column, £1 2s. (id. ; column, £2 5s. Special terms
tor repetitions.

10, Manchester;
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Sugar Plums.

Mr. Foote takes the second lecture of the Stratford Town
Hall course. His subject this evening (April 10) will be
“ Holy Russia and Heathen JapaD.” This lecture has proved
very interesting to audiences in other localities, and should
attract a crowded meeting at West Ham. The admission is
free, with a collection towards defraying the expenses.

London Freethinkers will please note that Mr. Foote begins
the Sunday evening lectures in the new meeting-place next
“Lord’s Day ” (April 17). The Printers’ Hall is in Bartlett’s-
passage, Holborn, right behind the well-known furnishing
house of Wallis and Co., and can be appproached on the east
side of Wallis's from Bartlett’s-buildings, or on the west side
from Fetter-lane. Though not in a great thoroughfare, it is
only a stone’s-throw off one, and is really very easy of access
to people who want to find it. Ludgate-hill Station is only
three or four minutes’ walk distant. Farringdon-street
Station on the Underground Railway is about the same. The
nearest Twopenny Tube station is the “ Chancery Lane ” in
Holborn, about two minutes” walk from the Hall. North
London tramcars from Hampstead, Holloway, and Finsbury
Park run to the corner of Gray’s Inn-road and Holborn, which
is quite near the Hall. Several tramcar lines from East
London run to the same place. And everybody knows, of
course, that omnibuses run through Holborn, east and west,
from various parts of the metropolis. Altogether it would be
hard to find a place more centrally situated than Printers’
Hall. We may add that it is little more than a pistol-shot
from the City Temple.

We have already said, but we may repeat it, that the
Printers’ Hall was formerly a Welsh chapel, and still bears
a somewhat ecclesiastical appearance. Now that the
“saints ” are duly notified of this fact they will not be
startled when they go to hear Mr. Foote lecture, fancy them-
selves in the wrong shop, and slip out agaiu saying < This is no
place for me.”

The subject of Mr. Foote’s opening lecture at Printers’
Hall will be announced in next week’s Freethinker. The
intention is to take right up-to-date subjects, from week to
week ; and these cannot possibly be printed on a bill weeks
beforehand.

Mr. Cohen had an excellent audience on Sunday evening,
the Stratford Town Hall being well filled, and a good collection
contributed towards the expenses. It is pleasant to add that
the meeting was very sympathetic, and that all the points of the
lecture were well taken.

Herbert Spencer’s Autobiography will be published
shortly, and we shall review it for the benefit of our readers.
We see that the Times has been giving some *“ advance ”
extracts from the book. Without saying whether this is
wise or just, we prefer to take no notice of such extracts,
but to wait until the whole Autobiography is available. An
extract is often modified or qualified by the context.

Mr. John Davidson, poet, dramatist, and critic, had an
interesting paper headed “ A Drastic Discussion ” in last
week’s Academy. What made Tennyson popular (he says)
was not his poetry, but his “good bourgeois morality,” the
note of which is so bathetically struck in the reference in
the May Queen to “that good man the clergyman.” Mr.
Davidson thinks that Mr. Swinburne’s reputation will have
to wait for generations on account of his political and
religious heresies. “ Religion and politics,” Mr. Davidson
adds, “still hide Shelley away ; and the great immoralist of
Scotland, Robert Burns, the Dionysos who brought a free
mood into the most priest-ridden country in Europe, is
worshiped only in public-houses and drinking clubs. It may
yet appear that the real source of the traditional preference
of Virgil to Lucretius is not his superior art, but the theo-
logical bias which could not tolerate the noblest materialism,
which approved the orthodoxy of the pious /Eneas, and
detected a Messianic prophecy in the Eclogues.”

Last week’s Athenceum, reviewing the complete edition of
Christina Rossetti’s poems, makes the following observation,
which we have ourselves made in other words before —* It
is curious—curious and regrettable—how few poets retain
the white heat, the thorough-blast of their inspiration when
they dedicate themselves to direct religious themes. Since
the days of Crawshaw, Vaughan, and Herbert many have
felt themselves called, but few have been chosen. It seems
only to demonstrate the inferiority of holy-water to the
Pierian spring as a source of inspiration.”
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“Japan and Christianity ” is the title of an article by Mr.
C. W. Salesby in last week’s Academy, the following extract
from which will interest our readers —“ A little less than
half a century ago the country was opened, and the history
of Christianity in Japan begins a new chapter. And first
as to its official history. Some years ago, when the Mikado
and his Government were engaged in the reconstruction of
Japanese society, they considered the question of Chris-
tianity. A Commission was appointed to prepare a report
upon its influence in checking vice and crime abroad. The
verdict was unfavorable, and was in consonance with that of
Kaempffer in the seventeenth century, who said of the
Japanese, 1They profess a great respect and veneration for
their Gods, and worship them in various ways. And | think
I may affirm that, in the practice of virtue, in purity of
life, and outward devotion, they far outdo, the Christians.’
The Commission seems to have been appointed in recogni-
tion of the principle ‘By their fruits ye shall know them.’
One wonders whether the horrible irony of the situation
has appealed to the officials of Christianity.”

Mr. W. H. Thresh delivered two lectures on Sunday
for the Merthyr Ethical Society, and has been invited to
“'come again.” The hall was full in the evening, and the
local Express says that the'lecture was “extremely inte-
resting ” and that the lecturer “ held the audience from start
to finish.”

The East London N.S.S. Branch starts its open-air work
again this morning (April 10) at 11.30 on Mile-end Waste.
Mr. Ramsey will deliver a lecture on Easter. The local
“saints ” are requested to note this,

M. do Charmoy, a rising young French genius, has just
finished a bust of Ernest Renan, which is said to be a noble
and characteristic sculpture. It will be placed either in the
Panthéon or the College de France.

Good Friday was chosen by the French Minister of Justice
for beginning the removal of crucifixes and other religious
emblems from the Courts of Justice. This ought to have
been done long ago, and the delay shows the absurdity of
the idea that the Freethinkers are in power in France and
use the opportunity to oppress their Christian fellow citizens.
What the Freethinkers are doing is simply putting an end to
the old Christian usurpation. Christians should keep their
emblems in their own buildings ; they have no right to place
them in buildings belonging to the whole community.

The Parisian Freethinkers held their annual banquet in
honor of “ The Crucified for Freethought in All Ages” on
Good Friday, under the presidency of Deputy Gustave
Hubbard. Speeches were delivered by Victor Charbonnel,
Gustave Féry, and others. A feature of this gathering was
a special delegation representing the Post and Telegraph
Departments. Other Freethought dinners were held on
Good Friday in various French towns.

M. Furnémont, the well-known Belgian Freethinker and
member of the Belgian Parliament, has just returned from a
propagandist tour through Italy in the interest of the Inter-
national Freethought Congress which is to take place at
Rome in September. M. Furnémont was splendidly received
everywhere, and all the Italian dailies reported his meetings
in the various cities he visited. In Rome itself he was enter-
tained at a public dinner presided over by an Italian deputy.
M. Furnémont reports that the Rome Congress promises to
be a phenomenal gathering of Freethinkers.

The April number of the Pioneer contains an article
by the editor on “The New Eastern Question” which
ought to interest a good many readers of the Freethinker.
There is also an excellent article by the writer who signs
himself “Julian” on “ A Christian Atmosphere.” Other
contents of this little monthly will be found in our adver-
tisement pages. We appeal once more to our friends to
circulate the Pioneer amongst their more liberal-minded
acquaintances, or in other judicious ways that may suggest
themselves.

Correspondence.

PROFESSOR PEAKE EXPLAINS.

TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,—Il am sorry to trespass on your space, but | must
clear up a mistake on which Mr. Lloyd comments severely
in his review of my lecture “ Did Jesus Rise Again?” in
your issue of March 20th, 1904. On p. 11 of my lecture the
following sentence occurs —* The Church has consistently
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asserted that the explanation of this strange fact, that the
Jews accepted a person who had been crucified as Messiah,
is to be accounted for by the belief that that person had
risen from the dead.” Mr. Lloyd, naturally, could scarcely
believe the testimony of his eyes, for in his own admirably
chosen words he says, “ | had always thought that not even
a Professor of Theology could have fallen into such an
obvious and absurd error.” It would surely have occurred
to Mr. Lloyd, if he had not been so ready to believe that
a professor could make so grotesque a blunder in the
elements of the subject he has to teach, that the error lay
in the reporting, transcribing, or printing. If for “the
Jews ” he will read “ Jews ” he will have what | said and
what | meant. The reference was to the disciples of Jesus,
who were Jews, and retained a belief in his Messiahship in
spite of the crucifixion, not to “the Jews,” who neither
before nor alder his death accepted his Messiahship. | am
the more surprised that Mr. Lloyd should not have hit on so
obvious an explanation, when on the opposite page this
sentence occurs  “For this is our problem—How was it
that Jews, who had been brought up to believe that no man
could hang upon a cross without falling under the ban of
God, could yet suppose that this had happened to the leader
of the Messianic movement, and still retain their faith in his
Messiahship? ” Here “Jews,” not “ the Jews,” is correctly
given, and “ retain their faith ” shows that it was not the
Jews in general, but the followers of Jesus whom 1| had in
mind. The reference to “a belief on the part of the
apostles ” in the sentence after that quoted by Mr. Lloyd
makes my meaning clear; and | may call attention further
to the following sentence on p. 13 : “ As | have already shown,
it was a serious problem to the original apostles how they
could still believe one who was crucified to be the Messiah.’
Mr. Lloyd himself gives a quotation on p. 180 at the foot of
the first column, which reiterates the point about “ his
followers.”

I enclose a copy of my lecture that you may verify my
quotations. Arthur S. Peake.

16, Wellington-road,

Whalley Range, Manchester.

e gladly insert Prof. Peake’s letter, for we like fair play and
dislike misunderstandings. But we are bound to sa?/t at “ the
Jews ” on p. 11 of his pamphlet is precisely as Mr. Lloyd quoted
it; and when a lecture appears in pamphlet form it is generally
supposed to have had the speaker’s revision.—E ditor.] -

National Secular Society.

Report Of Monthly Executive Meeting held on Tuesday,
March 29 ; the President, Mr. G. W. Foote, in the chair.
There were also present Messrs. C. Cohen, F. Cotterell, W.
Leat, Dr. R. T. Nichols, J. Neate, S. Samuels, T. ThurloW,
and the Secretary.

Apologies were read from other members in consegnence
of illness and the pressure of the holiday season.

Minutes of previous meeting read and confirmed.

The Secretary produced a very creditable balance-sheet
of the Lectures recently delivered at Coventry, and
reported that the Branch had revived consequent upon the
President’s highly successful visit, in proof of which sixteen
new members’ forms were presented to the meeting and
accepted.

An application for permission to form a Branch at Leeds
was received and granted, and four new members were also
received for the Birmingham Branch.

Correspondence was read from the Liverpool Branch
expressing their desire to invite the Conference and asking
for a slight extension of time, during which they hoped to
be able to conclude arrangements. The friends at Leeds
were also endeavoring to make arrangements, and it was
finally resolved to hold the Conference in Liverpool »
possible, otherwise to leave the arrangements in the hands
of the President.

The Children’s Party Committee reported
successful function, albeit there was a deficit still.

Other routine business having been dealt with
meeting closed.

a highly
the

Edith M. Vance,
General Secretary.

N.B.—Secretaries of Branches arc requested to kindly
note the date upon which the Books of the Society close,
and the time for sending in notices of motion for the
Agenda as per the Circular now in their hands.

It was never intended that men should be saints ib
heaven until they are dead and good for nothing else.—Dod
Grile.
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Story of the Inquisition.

By Dr. J. E. Roberts
(Minister of the Church of This World, Kansas City, Mo.).

The story of religion is a story of blood. Every
Religion that has had the power has persecuted,
fyo lligion has ever possessed power and exercised
Frwith justice and gentleness. Jesus said he * came
to send not peace, but a sword.” The fulfilment of
that prophecy drenched the earth with slaughter,
tu every age the heretic has been hated. Until the
present time free thought and free speech have been
capital crimes. In every age to differ from the
majority in matters religious has been an invitation
to death. The fire on the altar and the fire at the
martyr’s stake have lighted the pathway of religion,
mihe worshipers of God have been the destroyers of
men. The cries of victims and the strains of the
ai Peum ” have mingled and mounted together.
Al this is different now. Civilisation and enlighten-
ment have put out the fires of persecution and
wrested the sword from the hand of religion.
Civilisation has civilised religion.

But why should man persecute man for opinion’s
sake? Why should men inflict wanton pain upon
their fellows ? If these circumstances were found
jmly here and there they might be attributed to the
ladness of the individuals, but when we find every
tehgion persecuting, when we find the stains of
Wbod on every hand, explanations fail and theories
are futile.

Who or what is responsible? How shall we
explain man’s inhumanity to man? Out of what

T'hese cruelties arise? As for the Christian
rehgion, there are two things which must share the
responsibility of Christian cruelties. That was a
fateful hour for our human world when a miscel-
laneous collection of writings produced by a san-
guinary and barbaric people was exalted and revered
as a revelation from God. At that moment reason
Went into eclipse ; it was no longer the guide. Men
fumbled blindly in their unreasoning adoration, and
he natural instincts were stifled. It is notorious
hat imitators copy and exaggerate the imperfections
and faults of their models, while at the same time
hey remain almost blind to their excellences.

-the worshipers of the Bible reproduced its im-
perfections with disastrous fidelity. The Biblical
InJunction, “ Thou shalt not suffer a witch to live,”
Ws the death warrant of unnumbered thousands of
he unfortunate. The representations that the

.0sen people upheld slavery forged chains for
millions of human beings. The fact that the
alleged chosen people waged wars of rapine and
c°nquest, exterminating or enslaving weaker tribes,
gave for hundreds of years to bloody war the Chris-
ian and Biblical sanction. David, the man called
_after God’s own heart,” lying upon his death-bed,
?. ectionately called his son to his side and adjured

Hu to “remember Joab, my enemy, and see that

oar head goes not down to the grave in peace.” At
.he moment of going into the mysterious beyond,
his same man *“ after God’s own heart” said to his
8°h> “ Remember Shimei, to protect whom | took a
olemn oath ; see to it that his grey head goes down
0 Mm £rave 'n hlood.”

Moreover, had not the same God that made that
Revelation declared death against any heretic or
apostate ? Were not the tenderest ties of affection
Hd love required to be violated ? Was not the

usband of a wife required to be the first to hurl the

one upon her that she might be stoned to death
she had turned away from the God of her fathers?

id not that same God who made the revelation
imself execute wholesale death upon a world of
~Postéates by sending a flood to destroy them ? How
°uld a symbol like that of the ancient Scriptures,
halted as it was by an ignorant people, and revered
Hd worshiped as God’s divine message to man, how
°uld its influence be anything else than to brutalise,
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harden, and make savage its votaries? How could
the worshipers of this God be any more humane or
gentle or kind than the being to whom they bowed
down ?

Until the year 825 the Christians were weak, for
the most part poor, often persecuted, and, as a
general thing, sane. Apostates and heretics were
treated with leniency and consideration by the
early church. In that year the throne of Rome
was, for the first time in its history, occupied by a
prince professing the Christian name. The Popes
and Bishops under his successors, many of them
being men of exemplary lives, displayed great zeal
for the triumph of the Catholic faith, and the ex-
tirpation of heresy. They succeeded in inducing
Constantine and his successors to enact civil laws
against heretics. That was the beginning of what
was to develop into the Inquisition. In the year
382 the Emperor Theodosius published a decree
requiring the Manicheans to be put to death and
their property confiscated for the State. As far as
I have Dbeen able to ascertain, that is the first
mention of inquisition and accusation in connection
with heresy. The power of the Church was now
rapidly augmenting. The ambition of its leaders
knew no bounds.

Two principles were established which did more
than any other- to enlarge and strengthen the
ecclesiastical power. The first principle was that
the Pope possessed the power to release the subjects
of any king, or sovereign, from allegiance to their
ruler. This principle made the kings, princes, and
ruling nobles subject in reality to the Pope. It
became necessary for all rulers to conciliate him.
The second principle was that excommunication
carried with it and produced all the effects of
infamy, not only to the one upon whom the
anathema fell, but to any who should assist, aid,
or in any way have communion with the excom-
municate.

Three other principles were developed, and they,
with these that have been mentioned, form the
foundation to the Inquisition. One was that ex-
communication could be pronounced against any
species of crime; not alone that of heresy, for
which it first existed, but any crime that the
ecclesiastics chose. The second was that the person
excommunicated, after the period of one vyear, if
he did not seek reconciliation with the Church,
was regarded as an obdurate heretic, and proceeded
against with the extreme penalty, The third was
that it was a meritorious act to denounce a heretic,
and that compensation for such service in the
interest of the cause of religion was made by
giving special indulgences. With these principles
well established in ecclesiastical law, the Pope is
practically the master of all sovereigns of Catholic
states—every man under suspicion, and everyone
promised a reward who will inform against or
denounce another as guilty of heresy. It must not
be concluded that this execrable institution was
established without bitter opposition and indignant
protest.

In the year 1,202 or 1,203 Pope Innocent III.
commissioned twelve monks to go into Prance and
preach against and persecute the Albigenses. In
the year 1232 Pope Gregory IX. sought to estab-
lish the Inquisition in Spain. In the years that
followed there was the most determined opposition
from ruling princes and nobles, as well as from many
ecclesiastics that were still loyal to the Catholic
Church.

The Inquisition was not securely established in
Spain until two or three centuries afterwards. In-
deed, so great was the outcry against it that it
remained in a state of comparative inactivity for
more than a century. Meanwhile, the Pope had
issued a decree requiring the Bishops or their
archdeacons to visit at least once a year every
diocese and put all of the inhabitants under
oath to denounce heretics. He had threatened
every count, duke, and ruling noble with ex-
communication and the confiscation of his pro-
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perty if he did not aid in the work of the

Inquisition.

Let me mention some of the things for which
men were accused and punished. The first was
blasphemy. Here is an illustration of blasphemy.
A man, whose daughter was sick, invoked the
Virgin in her behalf in these words, “Holy Mother
of God, command thy Son that my daughter re-
cover.” The daughter died. The man took a
metal image of the Virgin that he had been used
to carry about with him and threw it away. He
was informed a%ainst, brought before the Inquisition,
and put to death.

Then there was the crime of sorcery, the crime of
invocation of demons, the crime of sheltering or pro-
tecting in any way a heretic, the crime of any noble
who refused to banish all heretics from his state, the
refusal of any sovereign or ruler to annul any laws of
his kingdom that might interfere with the operation
of the Inquisition, the crime of any lawyer or notary
who should give advice to or otherwise aid anyone
suspected of heresy, the crime of being a deceased
person and having it discovered afterwards that
during his life he had been guilty of heresy, the
crime of being a Jew or a Moor and endeavoring to
make converts to those religions. Every phase and
field of human life was covered. Moreover, the Pope
issued a decree declaring that anonymous testimony
was valid. You might go in the dead of night to a
certain appointed place and drop a note without your
signature, or any witness, denouncing somebody as
guilty of heresy ; this man would then be appre-
hended by the agents of the Inquisition and brought
to trial—that is, to torture. The certainty of these
trials may be inferred from the fact that of those
accused only one in two thousand escaped con-
viction.

But the Inquisition which is generally in the minds
of people when the Spanish Inquisition is spoken of
is that which was established or re-established under
the reign of Ferdinand and Isabella in year 1481. In
the general mind this institution stands identical
with the Roman Catholic Church. Those who have
read hastily, or have acquired their information by
hearsay and report, think of the Spanish Inquisition
as the right arm of the Pope of Rome; but it must
be said, I think, in all justice, that the Pope of Rome
was not the originator nor chiefly instrumental in
the re-establishment of that hideous institution in
1481. The responsibility seems to lie with three
parties—Ferdinand of Aragon, lIsabella of Castile,
and her father confessor, the execrated and forever
infamous Torguemada. The motive of Ferdinand
seems to have been simply the acquiring of the
money and the property of the horeucs. It was a
form of robbery under ecclesiastical law. The motive
of Isabella seems to have been the unification of dif-
ferent provinces of Spain under her and her husband’s
joint reign, and the ultimate conquest of the kingdom
of Grenada and other Mohammedan states in the
peninsula. The motive of Torquemada seems to have
been simply one of lust for blood. Under the first
two years of the Inquisition, from 1481 to 1483, the
executions were not so frequent. In the month of
January, 1481, they burned alive but six persons ; in
March but twenty-six ; in November of the same year
only 298, and during all of these first two years of
the new Inquisition only two thousand were burned
at the stake. Torquemada succeeded as inquisitor
general in the year 1483. He held that office for
eighteen years, and then, on account of his unspeak-
able atrocities and bloodthirstiness, was removed by
one of the Popes of Rome, be it said to his credit for
all time. During the eighteen years of his sway as
head of the Inquisition he is said to have burned
alive more than ten thousand persons, to have burned
in effigy more than six thousand, and to have other-
wise tortured and punished more than one hundred
thousand. The burning in effigy was what occurred
after a man was dead, or after he had fled and could
not be apprehonded, and the effect of a trial, con-
demnation, and execution in effigy was the confisca-
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tion of all bis goods, money, and property, and the
attaching of infamy for all time to his family.

The successor of Torquemada held the office for
twelve vyears. He is credited with burning alive
more than three thousand people, with burning in
effigy more than one thousand, and with otherwise
torturing and punishing more than thirty-five
thousand. He was succeeded by a man who held
the office for five years, and who was then relieved
of it by being elevated by election as Pope of Rome.
When he ascended the papal throne, when he put on
the triple crown, when he robed himself in purple
as the vicar of Jesus Christ on earth, he had placed
to his credit twenty-eight thousand victims of the
Inquisition.

(To be concluded.)

Isaac Selby Has Turned Up at Last.

Many Of the Blade readers will remember the above indi-
vidual, as he made a tour of this country some years ago,
preaching in churches against Infidelity. He is an Australian,
and for many years was a co-worker there with Symes, in
his Infidel propaganda. He lectured all over Australia, and
next to Symes was that country’s most prominent Infidel.

But Selby had an itching palm, and as he was not making
money fast enough preaching Infidelity, he turned Christian,
and great was the joy among the holy ones, as he went
about preaching Christianity in the places where he had
taught Infidelity. And he prospered.

About seven years ago he came to America, and made a
tour, advertising himself as the great converted Infidel of
Australia, and challenging Infidels as he went to debate
with him.

He came to Cincinnati and Covington, and churches opened
to him, and he drew great crowds.

Having all the advantage of Infidel training and education,
he could handle the ignorant Christian crowds to perfection.
He was careful to expose only the weak points of Infidelity,
and having set his men of straw, he would proceed, to smash
them, much to the delight of the gaping Christian crowds.

The Liberals all saw that he was a hypocrite, and that
he was using his knowledge of Infidelity against the facts of
Infidelity, as a lawyer uses the tricks of law against the law.

I reported his Cincinnati visit in the Blade at the time,
and cautioned Liberals to be on the look-out for him, and
predicted that it was only a question of time when the
trickster would turn up in a scrape and be kicked out of the
churches which he was playing.

WELL, HE HAS TOENED UP.

A San Francisco paper at hand gives an account of his
arrest, fine, and imprisonment for cruel treatment of his wife.
She could stand his brutality no bnger, and applied for a
divorce, and thus this contemptible Infidel’s rascality came
to the surface. Her statement of his starvation of her and
his cruelty, falsehood, hypocrisy, and general meanness and
worthlessness was well established by witnesses.

The Judge gave him aterrible scoring, and the limit of
the law, and wished that it was only twice as severe, that
he might apply the full penalty to such scoundrels.

So little lkey Selby has at last reached the jumping-off

lace.

P Both Christians and Infidels have found him out, aud he
has at last learned that it is better to be honest than to be
a hypocrite

His career in this country is no reflection upon Chris-
tianity, even though he played the churches for all he could
get, and they took him up and championed him with great
bluster and pride.

Selby is an Infidel. He was out for graft. As long as his
heart was in the cause of intellectual liberty he had char-
acter and standing. When he began playing the hypocrite
he began to degenerate, just as every other man will do who
S0 acts.

If he had been sterling and honest ho might have held
high position in the Freethought ranks in this country. He
is a man of undoubted information and ability. We needed
him. We could have kept him in the field. But alack | he
has the fatal weakness of not being true to himself, aud it
follows, as the night the day, he cannot be true to any man.
Christianity has lost out in taking up with this mountebank,
and Infidelity has gained in getting rid of a contemptible
hypocrite. If we ever hear of Selby again it is not likely
that we will hoar of anything good.

We are pleased to expose this man, just to show that
Infidelity is as quick to hold up rascality of Infidels as to
expose the rascality of the clergy.

—Blue Grass Blade (Lexington),
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The Scolliver Pig.
JE— y —

One of Thomas Jefferson's maxims is as follows: “When
angry> count ten before you speak ; if very angry, count a
hundred.” 1 once knew a man to square his conduct by
this rule, with a most gratifying result, .laeob Scolliver, a
man prone to bad temper, one day started across the fields
to visit his father, whom he generously permitted to till a
small corner of the old homestead. He found the old
gentleman behind the barn, bending over a barrel that was
canted over at an angle of seventy degrees, and from which
issued a cloud of steam. Scolliver pére was evidently
scalding one end of a dead pig—an operation essential to
the loosening of the hair, that the corpse may be plucked
and shaven.

“Good morning, father,” said Mr. Scolliver, approaching,
and displaying a long, cheerful smile. “ Got a nice roaster
there?” The elder gentleman’s head turned slowly and
steadily, as upon a swivel, until his eyes pointed backward ;
then lie drew his arms out of the barrel, and finally,
revolving his body till it matched his head, he deliberately
mounted upon the supporting block and sat down upon the
sharp edge of the barrel in the hot steam. Then he replied,
‘Good mornin’, Jacob. Fine mornin’.”

" A little warm in spots, | should imagine,” replied the
son. “ DO you find that a comfortable seat ?” “Why—yes
—it’s good enough for an old man,” he answered, in a
slightly husky voice, and with an uneasy gesture of the
legs; “dont make much difference in this life where we
set, if we’re good—does it? This world ain’t heaven,
anyhow, | s’spose.”

LThere | do not entirely agree with you,” rejoined the
young man, composing his body upon a stump for a philo-
sophical argument. “ | don’t neither,” added the old one,
absently, screwing about on the edge of the barrel and con-
structing a painful grimace. There was no argument, but a
silence instead. Suddenly the aged party sprang off that
barrel with exceeding great haste, as of one who has made
UPhis mind to do a thing and is impatient of delay. The
seat of his trousers was steaming grandly, the barrel upset,
and there was a great wash of hot water, leaving a deposit
of spotted pig. In life that pig had belonged to Mr.
Scolliver the "younger! Mr. Scolliver tire younger was
angry, but remembering Jefferson’s maxim, he rattled off
i*he number ten, finishing up with “You——thief I’ Then
perceiving himself very angry, he began all over again and
ran up to one hundred, as a monkey scampers up a ladder.

the last syllable shot from his lips he planted a dreadful
blow between the old man’s eyes, with a shriek that sounded
e — “You son of a sea cook 1’

Mr. Scolliver the elder went down like a stricken beef,
and his son often afterward explained that if he had not
counted a hundred, and so given himself time to get
thoroughly mad, he did not believe he could ever have licked
tlle old man.

—Dod Qrile.

To April.

[In this month of uncertain weather a chapel-stone-laying cere-
si..” In Colchester, and the remarks of the Circuit Bug pre-
the va- W&re brought to an abrupt and unrehearsed conclusion by

O fair blue eyes and rosy cheeks,

April, thou girl of quips and freaks,

When solemn folk outdoors are met,

Why come with showers that plash and wet ?

When chapel-stones are being laid,
Capricious, pert, wild-hearted maid,

And dames with silks and bangles graced,
Why send them flying in hot haste ?

Oh ! was it maidenly for you,

Who should have look’d your sunniest, to
Cut short the Reverend O’K.

Right in the middle of his “say 7 ?

What | no regard for chapel stones ?
Nor all the flock of chapel drones ?
O April, girl of quips and freaks,

O fair blue eyes and rosy cheeks.

THE RAILROAD OF LIFE.

tak°®laefcimes ~ think that a world with death in it is a mis-
kno°® e wenld you think of a man who built a railroad,
th y!Iri8 that every passenger was to be killed—knowing

cheerf ?CG Was no esoaPe > What would you think of the
fulness of the passengers if every one knew that at
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some station, the name of which had not been called out,
there was a hearse waiting for him ; backed up there, horses
fighting flies, driver whistling, waiting for you ? Is it not
wonderful that the passengers on that train really enjoy
themselves? Is it not magnificent that every one of them,
under perpetual sentence of death, after all, can dimple their
cheeks with laughter ; that we, every one doomed to become
dust, can yet meet around this table as full of joy as spring
is full of life, as full of hope as the heavens are full of stars ?
| tell you we have got a good deal of pluck.—Inge,moll.

LIFE’S PHILOSOPHY.

Of human life the time is a point, and the substance
is in a flux, and the perception dull, and the composition of the
whole body subject to putrefaction, and the soul a whirl,
and fortune hard to divine, and fame a thing devoid of
judgment. And, to say all in a word, everything which
belongs to the body is a stream,and what belongs to the
soul is a dream and vapor, and life is a warfare and a
stranger’s sojourn, and after-fame is oblivion. What then
is that which is able to conduct a man? One thing, and
one only, philosophy. But this consists in keeping the
demon within a man free from violence and unharmed,
superior to pains and pleasures, doing nothing without a
purpose, nor yet falsely and with hypocrisy, not feeling the
need of another man’s doing or not doing anything; and
besides, accepting all that happens, and all that is allotted,
as coming from thence, wherever it is, from whence he
himself came; and, finally, waiting for death with a
cheerful mind, as being nothing else but a dissolution of the
elements of which every living thing is compounded.—
Marcus Aurelius.

Triub Philosophy.—This is philosophy ; to make remote
things tangible, common things extensively useful, useful
things extensively common, and to leave the least necessary
for the last.—Landor.

There are thousands of men who believe that superstition
is good for women and children—who regard falsehood as
the fortress of virtue, and feel indebted to ignorance for the
purity of daughters and the fidelity of wives. These men
think of,priests as detectives in disguise, and regard God as
a policeman who prevents elopements. Their opinions
about religion are as correct as their estimate of woman.—
Ingersoll.

The world of mind will be divided upon the question of
baptism as long as there are two simple and effective
methods of baptising, and they are equally disagreeable.—
Dod Grile.

I choose the nobler part of Emerson, when, after various
disenchantments, he exclaims, “1 covet truth.” The glad-
ness of true heroism visits the heart of him who is really
competent to say this.—John Tyndall.

Better than councils, better than sermons, better than Par-
liament, is that free discussion through a free press, which
is the fittest instrument for the discovery of truth and the
most effectual means of preserving it.—J. Anthony Fronde.

There was an absent-minded Episcopal rector in Texas.
One Sunday just before the service the organist went to him
and said: “What would you play?” “ I dont know,”
replied the rector. “What kind of a hand have you got?”

Parson Hosking, a Collingwood (Vic.) gospel dispenser
and a vigorous Prohibitionist, is said to have forwarded the
following letter to R. H. Lemon, secretary to Victorian
Licensed Victuallers’ Association :—* Sir, | am astonished at
your statement, that | seriously damage the reputation of
the liquor trade. Why, | would damage it any hour if I
could, and send the whole traffic to the devil. It is the
most damnable traffic on the face of God’s earth at the
present time. It is blasting the homes, crushing the child-
hood, womanhood, and manhood of the State. It is im-
possible for me or anyone else to slander the liquor trade.
It is a dirty traffic, a traffic in slavery of the worst kind, a
God-hating, soul-destroying traffic, a menace to the health,
life, and morals of the people. To slander such a traffic is
impossible. My prayer to God is, ‘damn the liquor traffic,
and send it back to hell I Wishing you and your association
every success in trying to stir the mud and stench of this
traffic, yours, etc., John Hosking.” If a man can use
language like that on cold tea what a noble bullocky he
would make after two rums -—Sydney Bulletin,
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday
and be marked ““ Lecture Notice,” if not sent on postcard.

LONDON.
North Camberwell Hall (61 New Church Road, Camberwell):
7.80, C. Cohen, “ Science and Man.”
Stratford Town Hall: 7.30. G. W. Foote, “Holy Russia and
Heathen Japan.”
South London Ethical Society (Masonic Hall, Camberwell
New-road) : 7, J. M. Robertson, “ Yellow Perils.”

West London E thical Society (Kensington Town Hall, High-
street) : 11.15, Service.

W ood Green E thical Society (Fairfax Hall, Portland-gardens,
Harringav) : 7.15, G. E. O’Dell, *“ Forsaking All.”

Outdoor.

E ast London Branch N. S. S. (Mile End Waste) : 11.30, W. J.
Ramsey, “Easter.”

West Ham Branch N.S.S. (The Grove, Stratford) : 11.30,

W. Thresh.
COUNTRY.

Glasgow Secular Society (110 Brunswick-street) : 12 noon,
Discussion Class, A. McCron, “ Caverns”; 6.30, A. G. Nostic,
“ The Antiquity of Man.” With lantern illustrations.

Leeds (Covered Market, Vicar’s Croft) : 11, George Weir,
“Why | am a Secularist”; Woodhouse Moor: 3, “ Did Jesus
Ever Live?” Town Hall Square: 7.30, W. Woolham, “ Secu-
larism and Socialism Compared.”

Liverpool (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square) : 3, W. C.
Schweizer, “Is Socialism Possible?” 7, H. Perqy Ward,
“ Spooks: An Exposure of Spiritualism.”

Manchester Secular Hall (Rusholme-road, All Saints’):
John Lloyd, 3, “ The Trial of Christianity ” 6.80, “ What Think
Ye of Christ?” Teaat5.

Sheffield Secular Society (Hall of Science, Rockingham-
street) : W. J. P. Burton, F.G.S., 3, “ The Ancient Volcanoes of
Derbyshire ””; 7, “ The Origin and Antiquity of Man.” Illus-
trated with lantern slides. Tea at 5.

South_Shields (Captain Duncan’s Navigation School, Market-
place) : 7, Business Meeting. Lecture arrangements.

NOW READY.

Introduction to the History of
Civilisation in England
BY HENRY THOMAS BUCKLE
New and Revised Edition with Annotatisns and an

Introduction by John M. Robertson.
Demy Svo, bound art linen, price Five Shillings

THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING COMPANY, L td.

2 Newcastlk-street, Farringdon-street, L ondon, E C.

THE BEST BOOK

ON NEO-MALTHUSIANISM 1S, | BELIEVE,
TRUE MORALITY, or THE THEORY and PRACTICE
OF NEO-MALTHUSIANISM.

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

160pages, with portrait and autograph, bound in cloth, gilt lettered.
Price Is., postfree.

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

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

of 112 pages at one penny, post free 2d. Copies of the pamphlet

for distribution Is. a dozen post free.

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

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

Orders should be sent to the author,

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

IN

LONDON

I shall visit London Tuesday and Wednesday,
April 12 and 18, with a full set of samples in all
kinds of Suitings and Dress Goods. | shall be glad
to see all old and new friends at

Morse’s Temperance Hotel,
2G Oknaburgh Street,
FiDston Road,
London, N.W.,

on either of the above days, between 12 noon and
11 p.m. Persons who would like to see me, and who
cannot call at the above address, please send name
and address on a postcard, and I will call upon them
during the same week.

FREETHINKERS

Everywhere should send at once
for my New Spring Patterns in
both Ladies’ and Gentlemen’s
Materials. They are best quality
and best value procurable.

| guarantee satisfaction at all
times.

T W
0. 1.

fATT 2 &4 UNION STREET, BRADFORD, A\D
UUi 1, 20 HEAVITREE RD,, PLUMSTEAD, S.E.

NO FREETHINKER SHOULD RE WITHOUT THESE:—
Just Arrived from America.

Design Argument Fallacies. A Refutation of
the argument that Nature exhibits marks of having been
designed by an Intelligent Being. By the Editor of the
New York Truthseeker. Price 8d., postage Id.

Answers to Christian Questions and Argu-
ments. By D. M. Bennett. Price Is., postage 2d.

Sabbath Breaking. Giving the Origin of Sabbath
Ideas. A book brimful of good reasons why the Sunday
Laws should be repealed. By John Remsburg. Price Is..
Postage 2d.

The Freethought Publishing Co., Ltd.. 2 Newoastle-street,
Farringdon-street, London, E.C.

MR. W. THRESH.

WISHES TO LECTURE ON THE FREE-

THOUGHT PLATFORM.

N. S. S. Branches and other Secular Societies are respect-
fully requested to communicate with him with a view to
engagements during the present winter. Terms very
moderate; his primary motive being a desire to stand on
the Freethought Platform as a lecturer on Secularism and
popular scientific subjects.

Dates booked:—April 10, West Ham Branch, 11.30; 17>
Camberwell Secular Hall ; May 22, Betlinal-green Branch, 3.15 ;
June 12, West Ham Branch, 5.30 ; July 24, East London Branch,
11.30 ; West Ham Branch, 5.30.

ADDRESS :
17 Weston Road, Southend-on-Sea.

Protection or Free Trade

By HENRY GEORGE.

Special Reprint.  Authorised Shilling Edition. 360 Pages.
Large Print.
Half Price, Sixpence. Postage 2|d.

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newoastle-st,, Farringdon-st., London, E.C.
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CONTENTS:

DEATH AND WESTMINSTER ABBEY..
LINCOLN CATHEDRAL AND THE HAIRY AINUS

LUCRETIUS

WOMEN’S RELIGION

THE SIGNS OF THE TIMES
THE SINLESSNESS OF ATHEISM
“MOSES WROTE OF ME”

National Secular Society : Official Information.
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ANNUAL

1904

By G. W. FOOTE

By F. J. GOULD

By C. COHEN

By MARY LOVELL
By JOHN LLOYD

By “CHILPERIC”
By “ ABRACADABRA’
Other Freethought Organisations.

Newsagents Who Supply Freethougkt Literature

PRICE SIXPENCE

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C.

THE

SECULAR

SOCIETY,

(LIMITED)
Company Limited by Guarantee.
Begistered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C.
Chairman of Board of Directors—Mr. G. W. FOOTE.
Secretary—E. M. VANCE (Miss).

a s/\°pety was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the
T\ w0l and application of funds for Secular purposes.
Obi t ®emorandum °f Association sets forth that the Society’s
sho S S,are '—0 Prom°te the principle that human conduct
hati iu See<® upon natural knowledge, and not upon super-
end f i le”and that human welfare in this world is the proper
or all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry.
Promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com-
lawf6 ,s??9arisati°’n of the State, etc., etc. _And to do all such
things as are conducive to such objects.- Also to have,
or b’ receive> and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised,
edueathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of
‘ho purposes of the Society.
shoi ti lability of members is limited to £1, in case the Society

hab’l f.6Ver ~ wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover
i ities—a most unlikely contingency.

v,, fibers pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent
tF oUMOrTti°u of five shillings,
lars 6 Society h»s a considerable number of members, but a much
Sain % nurr'ger is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
it n eZ.amonSst those who read this announcement.  All who join
its rrtl0'Pa*e iu the control of its business and the trusteeship of
tijrces. Itisexpressly provided in the Articles of Assoeia-
the m 110 fflcuiber, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from
an,. oclew, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in
a«y way Whatever.
Lire f Society’s affairs are managed by an elected Board of
twelC°rS’ 00nsisting of not less than five and not more than
- ve members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

R owers of

FREETHOUGHT.

By G. W. FOOTE.
First Series, cloth - - - - 2s. 6d.
Co t .®eoon” Series, cloth - - - - 2s. 6d.
Articll118 sc°res of entertaining and informing Essays and
es on a great variety of Freethought topics,
r— The Freethought Publishing Co., Ltd.- London.

A GLASGOW FREETHOUGHT NEWSAGENT

D. BAXTER,

32 BRUNSWICK STREET
Rail™axX®r 's

Glasgow Branch’s newsagent at the Secular
cotnm’H ®un”aya-

He is energetic and trustworthy. Orders
teSula i WB receive prompt and proper attention. His
a,, PLce of business is 24 Brunswick-street, where he keeps
travel]' 8foct all advanced literature. Local “ saints,” and

him a In? 4 reethinkers who happen to be in Glasgow, should give
»call—g, ooie

but are capable of re-election. An Annual General Meeting of
members must be held in London, to receive the Report, elect
new Directors, and transact any other business that may arise.

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, Limited,
can receive donations and bequests with absolute security.
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to make
donations, or to insert a bequest in tlie Society’s favor in their
wills.  On this point there need not be the slightest apprehension.
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The executors
have no option but to gay them over in the ordinary course of
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised in
connection with either of the five wills by which the Society has
already been benefited,

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battcock, 23
Rood-lane, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C.

A Form of Bequest—The following is a sufficient form of
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators :—“1 give and
“bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of £--—---
“free from Legacy Duty, and | direct that a receipt signed by
“two members of the Board of the said Society and the Secretary
“thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors for the
“said Legacy.”

Friends of the Society who have remembered it in their wills,
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the Secretary of
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, who will
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not necessary,
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid, and
their contents have to be established by competent testimony.

THE SAFEST AND MOST EFFECTUAL CURE FOR
INFLAMMATION OF THE EYES.

Thwaites’ Celandine Lotion.

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

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

G. THWAITES,

HERBALIST, 2 CHURCH ROW, STOCKTON-ON-TEES.

TWO SECULAR BURIAL SERVICES

PRICE ONE PENNY.

THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING COMPANY, Ltd.,
2 Newcastle Stbeet, Farbjnodon Street, London, E.C.
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CONTENTS FOB APRIL

The New Eastern Question The Star of Bethlehem Questions for Women
Frightening the Japs Gissing on Pioneers How Brains Grow
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PIONEER LECTURES’

EVERY SUNDAY EVENING

BEGINNING APRIL 17
WILL BE DELIVERED BY

MR. G W. FOOTE

IN THE

PRINTERS"™ HALL

BARTLETT'S PASSAGE, HOLBORN, LONDON, E.C

SUBJECTS
Will be announced from week to week

SEATS, ONE SHILLING, SIXPENCE, AND THREEPENCE

FROM CHRISTIAN PULPIT
TO SECULAR PLATFORM

A MENTAL HISTORY

JOHN LLOYD (eRehgian Mriss)

Best Edition, in handsome cover, 6d. Popular Edition, 2d.
THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, E.C.

A NEW TRACT.

“GOD AT CHICAGO”

G, W. FOOTE

Reprinted from the Freethinker. Four pages, well printed, on good paper.

Sixpence per 100—Four Shillings per 1,000. Postage 3d. per 100; Is. per 1,000.
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THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C.

Printed and Published by The Freethought Publishing Co., Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, London, E.C.



