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True poets and true women have the native sense of the 
fineness of what the world deems gross material 

substance.—GEORGE MEREDITH.

George Meredith and Women.

great poets have always been friends to wom en; 
partly because there is always chivalry in deep feel- 
lng—and in tru e  passion, as distinguished from lust, 

* * *  is indeed its  very opposite ; and partly because 
He genius of great poets is bisexual, having the ferni- 

IVne as well as the masculine elem ent in itscom posi- 
i°n. p or th is reason it is th a t Shakespeare, the 

greatest of all great poets, is so supremely generous 
o women. He understood them  as being, through 

®lr.motherhood, nearer th an  men to the very heart 
things. And what a gallery of women he painted! 
° mer} with beauty and feeling and w i t ; yes, and 

j h wisdom th a t did not falter when the best of the 
en around them  went astray. Shakespeare painted 

flawless men ; he painted many perfect women, 
ore and there he sketched a woman irredeemably 

acl; but in th a t also he was tru e  to  nature, and by 
Ho means unflattering to  her sex ; for is it not a 
Proverb th a t the  corruption of the  best is the worst?

orne day or other the women of England will tu rn  
^way from {¡he coarse insults of the Bible and 

etcome the  noble compliments of Shakespeare; 
tu d ^  they must bow the head and bend the knee, 

ey will reverence and adore the m ighty and 
gtacious poet who drew  the  loftiest and loveliest 

^a*8 of their sex.
Shakespeare stands unapproached and unap

proachable. B ut if we except the M aster, is theie  
any w riter who excels —is there one who equals— 
morge M eredith in the  delineation of female 

aracters ? Being not only a great novelist, but 
s° a great poet, he has the Shakesperean faculty 

creating vital women, breathing, pulsating, and 
orable ; women, not of some impossible world of 

fin an ce , but of this world of reality  ; women th a t 
^ Ve and rejoice and suffer, and laugh and weep, and 

hearts of gold, and carry brains in their heads ; 
mates for the best men the  world may produce,

. H fit m others for the b etter men of whom we are 
ee to dream. George M eredith’s women are not 

Possessed of the sickly negative v ir tu e s ; if they 
r 6 good, they are positive. And th is is the highest 

t of genius. I t  is so easy to draw bad characters 
« make them  interesting, if not a ttra c tiv e ; for 
Hkedness lends itself to movement and sensation, 

the trium ph is to draw good characters, who, 
g Hi the nature of the case, cannot be active 
anflFeS -n any sens.ationalism, and who yet fascinate 
{.l . satisfy by the'force and subtlety  and beauty of 
j eir personalities. This is w hat George M eredith 
^  8 clone through a long line of creations, from the 
gju°y Feverel of his first novel to  the Am inta 
^arrell of his la s t; and in the m idst of it the 
s tH'oine of Emilia  and Vittoria, whom Jam es Thom- 
, n did not hesita te  to call “ the sovereign character 

°ur modern fiction.”
t during his whole life George M eredith has helped 
Hof ?ause women in the best of all possible ways ; 
bv s°ft preaching, nor by hard organisation, but 

y steadily pressing the sanest and sweetest sexual
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ideals upon the  atten tion  of his thoughtful re ad e rs ; 
and he has had, and yet has, more thoughtful 
readers th an  any other w riter in England. Never 
for a moment has he ceased to pro test against the  
savagery th a t still lurks in our sexual arrangem ents. 
I t  was George E liot who said th a t m arriage m ust he 
a relation of either conquest or sympathy. George 
M eredith has pleaded—not as preachers plead, nor 
as advocates plead, hu t as lovers plead—for the 
nobler relationship. He has declared th a t th is  is 
impossible while a single fe tte r rem ains on woman’s 
mind or life. She m ust be free. Man m ust not 
prescribe for her. He m ust leave her to nature, 
who will then  bring her to  him  again, henceforth not 
as a toy or a slave, bu t as a dear companion and 
spouse. And even if she will not be so brought, but 
will stand alone and live her own individual life, she 
is to be barricaded against no form of social service, 
but is to be free and welcome to try  her powers in 
every honest direction.

I t  was on these lines th a t George M eredith 
expressed himself once more in his late interview 
with a representative of the  Daily Chronicle. In c i
dentally he said th a t women ought to be parsons. 
Not th a t he was in love w ith parsons himself, for ho 
said th a t he dropped going to church forty years-ago 
because he could no longer stand the nonsense he 
heard there. W hat he m eant was th a t while 
England has pulpits women should be as eligible to 
occupy them  as men. I t  was really a plea for the 
fuller voice of women in hum an affairs.

Im agine our astonishm ent at reading the  follow
ing remarks on George M eredith by a woman in last 
week’s Clarion:—

“ But, really, I think one of the most unkind things 
has been said by Mr. George Meredith. He says women 
ought to be parsons. There ! Some woman must have 
been lecturing him ; or was he thinking of Mrs. Caudle ? 
Whatever his reason is, that remark is past forgiveness, 
and I am glad to take this opportunity of saying I 
always held out, in face of all argument, that I do not 
like Mr. Meredith’s novels, and that he does not in the 
least understand women, as his heroines prove.

“ Now, Mr. J. M. Robertson is much more gallant 
than Mr. Meredith. He weighs the evidence for and 
against women, and shows, in his new book, that they 
have attained great heights in literature, acting, painting, 
and poetry. All these things have been done, therefore 
they can be done again.”

These rem arks are signed “ W inifrid B iatchford.” 
We do not know the  lady. Presum ably she is a 
member of Mr. Robert B latchford’s family. But 
th a t is a m atte r between himself and her, and is of 
no im portance to the general public. The lady, who
ever she be, is allowed to write “ Our W om an’s 
L e t te r” in the  Clarion, and the  editor cannot avoid 
the responsibility for the appearance in his paper of 
such im pertinent nonsense about a veteran of 
English literature, who has never w ritten  for pay or 
applause, but has held aloft for fifty years the flag 
of an invincible sincerity. We say nothing, in th is 
connection, of George M eredith’s genius, or of the 
passionate adm iration in which m any of his greatest 
contem poraries have held him. I t  is enough to 
refer to  his age, his long service to literature , and 
his acknowledged position in the world of letters.

Really the  notion th a t “ Mr. J. M. Robertson is 
much more gallant th an  Mr. M eredith ” is ineffably 
comical. Mr. Robertson is a w riter of g reat ability,
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and a brave soldier on the  unpopular side ; but, as a 
mere m a tte r of chronology, George M eredith was 
“ gallant ” before Mr. Robertson was born. The poet 
and novelist has certainly not “ weighed the  evidence 
for and against women ’’—which is ra th e r an odd 
kind of g a llan try ; bu t he knows all about the 
“ great heights ” th a t  women have reached. A good 
m any years ago, when he accepted an invitation (in 
common w ith  o ther w riters) to  indicate w hat he 
considered the  finest passages in verse and prose, he 
chose a glorious passage (in prose, of course) from 
C harlotte B ronte’s Villette. W hat higher compli
m ent could be paid to  woman in the  field of lite ra
tu re  ? And such a compliment is necessarily 
sincere ; which is more th an  can be said of some of 
th e  com pliments th a t  buzz around female ears.

George M eredith would not go on eternally  
chattering  about “ George E lio t and C harlotte 
B ronte.” One gets so tired  of hearing the changes 
rung eternally  upon these two names. There are 
others. W hy do we hear so little  of E lizabeth 
B arre tt Browning and C hristina Rossetti, who, with 
Em ily Bronte, make up the  trio  of indubitable 
English poetesses ? Some rank Mrs. W ebster high 
in poetry ; others rank “ Ouida ” high as a novelist. 
Colonel Ingersoll though t Ariadne the  greatest novel 
in the  English language. We do not share his 
opinion, bu t we m ention these facts (w ithout going 
back to Jane Austen, M aria Edgeworth, Miss 
Mitford, etc.) to show th a t  wom an’s achievem ent in 
lite ra tu re  is very far from being a new discovery.

The sta tem en t th a t  George M eredith “ does not 
in th e  least understand women ” is a criticism  on 
the w riter as well as on George M eredith. W hat 
sort of woman is it th a t  makes th is  sta tem en t ? 
L et us take an illum inating sentence from her 
article. “ A fter all,” she says, “ it  really does not 
m atte r w hat the  men th ink  or say about us.” Many 
women would say th a t very little  else does m atter. 
In  any case, the  lady’s sentence is one of those 
insolencies which pouting young lips may indulge in 
w ith  im punity, but which no woman should ever 
a ttem p t when she is old enough to  be judged gravely. 
W hat men th in k  of women, and w hat women think 
of men, happens to be the  main pivot of hum an 
activity.

All th a t  anyone can say about “ the  woman 
movement ” was set forth  in profound and graceful 
verse by George M eredith in “ The Ballad of Fair 
Ladies in Revolt.” The pros and cons are stated  
w ith splendid insight and wit, in a constant atm o
sphere of poetry. The scales are held quite evenly, 
yet you know in your own mind which way the poet 
inclines. And the  “ Ballad ” was first printed some 
th ir ty  years ago !

We will now turn , alm ost a t hazard, to w hat 
George M eredith has said about women of brains in 
his prose. Any one of his novels would do, but our 
hand falls upon Diana of the Crossways, and we take 
the  following passag e:

“ The something sovereignly characteristic that 
aspired in Diana enchained him. With her, or rather 
with his thought of her soul, he understood the right 
union of women and men, from the roots to the 
flowering heights of that rare graft. She gave him 
comprehension of the meaning of lo v e: a word in 
many mouths, not often explained. With her, wound 
in his idea of her, he perceived it to signify a new start 
in our existence, a finer shoot of the tree stoutly planted 
in good gross earth ; the senses running their live sap, 
and the minds companioned, and the spirits made one 
by the whole-natured conjunction. In sooth, a happy 
prospect for the sons and daughters of Earth, divinely 
indicating more than happiness : the speeding of us, com
pact of what we are, between the ascetic rocks and the 
sensual whirlpools, to the creation of certain nobler 
races, now very dimly imagined.”

The m an who wrote th a t superb passage, and the 
noble m otto we select th is  week, and hundreds of 
o ther th ings w orthy to  stand  beside them —the 
veteran F reeth inker and Liberal, in the  best sense 
of the  words—is picked out for petty  insult in an 
“ advanced ” journal. Surely th e  editor will p rin t 
an apology. G. w _ Foote>

The Clergy.

M iss Marie  Corelli has recently been denouncing 
the  shortcom ings of the  clergy. I  should be the 
last to deny th a t there  is much ground for denuncia
tion, although my reasons would not be those 
advanced by our lady novelist. Those who are 
familiar w ith Miss Corelli’s works, and who are con
sequently aware how hazy are her notions of the 
distinction between history and hysteria, fact a n d  
fiction, will not, of course, be surprised a t the  nature 
of her recent attack  on the clergy. She c o m p l a i n s ,  
principally, th a t  the  clergy do not take enough 
in terest in the “ p o o r”—th a t providential oppor
tu n ity  for sentim ental notoriety-hunters and intel
lectual incom peten ts; they  figure a t swell garden 
parties instead of living among the  lowly and 
oppressed, and th ink  more of theological disputes 
and of th e ir own advancem ent in life th an  they do 
of promoting th e ir “ M aster’s ” principles as inter
preted in the pages of The Master Christian.

All of th is may be true  enough. I t may be quite 
correct th a t the  clergy do not seek to im itate Jesus, 
and one questions w hether lay Christians would 
allow them  to rem ain a t large if they were foolish 
enough to  try. I t  is true  th a t the  average clergy
man is far more in terested  in a “ call ” to a more 
lucrative post th an  in one to the New Jerusalem ; 
and also th a t the man with an income of ten 
thousand a year commands far more a tten tion  than 
one w ith a wage of twenty-five shillings per week- 
All th is is tru e  enough ; but if some of our popular 
novelists included in th e ir train ing  only a smattering 
of historic and sociologic study they would realise 
th a t much of w hat they complain—at six shilling® 
per volume—is the  fault of a religious system based 
upon an im practical and absurd ideal ra th e r than 
the fault of men who are humbugs largely because 
th e ir lives are taken up w ith the preaching of an 
impossible creed. W riters like Miss Corelli are m 
the position of one who rails a t the man because 
small-pox has left him disfigured for life.

There are, however, reasons for complaints against 
the  clergy, and these reasons are the more serious 
owing to the  m anner in which the  clergy have oi 
recent years emerged in the  field of political action- 
To ignore the  influence of about fifty thousand men 
standing in the position of teachers is a t any time 
ab su rd ; bu t when these men stand as the heads or 
organisations aiming a t some degree of political 
action, and when th e ir action is frankly determined, 
not by the  in terests of the nation at large, but by 
the  in terests of Church or Chapel, to ignore them 
means political and social suicide. Such a body 0 
men cannot help having an influence for good oi 
evil. And though they stood altogether aloof f l0rn 
political action, even th is  would represent a far from 
agreeable sta te  of affairs. I t  is the plain duty 0 
every citizen to take some part in the life of tn® 
society to which he belongs. This may be taken aS 
axiomatic ; the im portant question is always whether 
the  educative influences bearing upon him have a 
tendency to  make his social conduct helpful or tn 
reverse.

Probably the first defence th a t a champion of tn 
clergy would offer is th a t  they are teachers 0 
morals. If this is m eant to cover the delivery ° 
moral exordiums I do not know th a t anyone wl 
dispute the statem ent. The clergy have always 
deluged people with moral maxims and the like, 
although the  fu tility  of the  method has been exel11' 
plified by th e ir own lam entations as to how 
im provem ent was taking place. There is hardly 
crim inal in the country who could not give us ad t b 
moral precepts we get from the pulpits, and then 
proficiency in th is  direction has about as 
deterren t effect on their own characters as a clergy 
m an’s exhortation to speak the tru th  has in P’ 
venting him slandering his opponents. . .

In  reality, character—of which conduct is " . 
expression—is a question of heredity in the oX
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^stance, and, secondly, of a certain  tone of mind 
that comes to us as a result of our general educa- 
tion. One cannot, of course, expect the  clergy or 
anyone else to seriously modify th a t portion of 
conduct th a t  comes under the  heading of character, 
out it is certain  th a t so far as conduct may be 
effected by a cultivation of feeling and by m ental 
discipline, the  influence of th e  clergy as a body is 
morally unhealthy.

Consider the  feelings excited and m aintained by 
jMigion. The most generous of them  are limited 
oy creed, the  narrower by puny sectarian divisions. 
°° far as people outside a particu lar creed are 
considered, it is as potential members of one’s own 
party. The larger, healthier, hum anitarian  note is 
Jacking. The fact is adm itted  in the  appeals to 

Christian men and women ” and to “ C hristian 
reeling ” made by C hristian leaders when striving to 
?PUr their followers to behave decently. Of course, 
, . may be said th a t th is does represent the highest 
und of feeling to  these people, but the excuse 
carries with it its own condemnation. For th a t 
surely is not the best teaching which rests its loftiest 
appeal upon w hat is essentially a sectarian feeling. 
7“ ,ls but a poor defence to  argue th a t clerical 
¡gaining has so moulded the people th a t their be tte r 
eelings can only be roused to  activ ity  by exciting 
eelings of th is nature.

On smaller issues the phenomenon is still more 
Patent. In  Ireland Catholic and P ro testan t, in 
^ngland Catholic and P ro testan t, Episcopalian and 

msenter, Jew and Christian, believer and unbeliever, 
. nu their social relations warped and often broken 
m consequence of religion. Political action is deter- 

med by religious considerations, measures opposed 
°c supportod as they re tard  or fu rther the  in terests 
ct Church or Chapel. And the  tem per bred in the 

eld of religion is carried into life in general, with 
result th a t questions of national in terest are 

®bated, not from the standpoint of the  community 
large, but from the point of view of the  in terest 

th class or th a t  occupation. There is nothing 
at one misses more in the speeches of our political 

eaders than  the  entire absence of anything like a 
vF°ad, lofty, and national view of a question. The 
lew is essentially of a sectarian ch a rac te r; and, I 
Peat, we are reaping here the  harvest sown in 

Church and Chapel.
Much m ight be said here, by a defender of the 

i as to the value of their work in reclaiming
p. characters. And to th is two things may be said. 

llst, the inflnenno f,Vm clergy may exert, and for
is , ey claim the credit as religious professors,

es by indh
djg,— iiurmai suciai reiauions. Although more
in in quite as many instances by individuals

their normal social relations 
[ mult, it would still be possible to compile a fairly 
m>gthy list of persons who have 

r , ers> w ithout any religious trann 
P and inspiration to  do

of their caste.T u'm ôr the credit 1 beli

received from 
pings, the same 
th a t the clergy 

And, secondly,
Ver jeve  the  moral and social value of these con

to n s  to be enormously overrated. I t  is, indeed, 
questionable w hether character ever can be

anged, w hether we do not end life w ith the same 
g ,ractcr we s ta rt with, but w ith its  expression modi- 

°r diverted from tim e to time, 
ch °W mucb broader or sweeter is the average 
^ I 'a c te r  after conversion ? Is the drunkard, 
ev by religious influences into a furious
^ C g e lica l bigot, filled w ith hatred  against all 
and *̂ °. no  ̂ a8ree w ith him, conniving a t social 
°Uu ^ ^ i c a l  injustice so long as it punishes his 
i ^ e n t s ,  and guiding his actions by the  sole 
80/ e s t  of his narrow creed, a much more valuable 
A-lcu a?se  ̂ th an  he was before ? I have my doubts, 
of ,° l ic intoxication has been replaced by a species 
¡jj ^iigious dram-drinking, one form of morbid excite- 

nt has been replaced by another, and th a t is about 
Ph ■■ chief difference is the use of a num ber of 
Whu8es of a more or less ethical character, but often 
L  , a Complete absence of anything like a socially 

^  thy 01, ¿ eipfui morality, 
be case is still clearer as regards m ental dis

cipline ; for th is is one of the  virtues th a t is almost 
to tally  ignored by th e  clergy of all denom inations. 
They may insist upon the  im portance of right 
belief, bu t never upon th e  duty  of forming righ t 
opinions after a careful survey of the  whole of the 
ground. Their advice is all in one direction—to 
shun opposing opinions, w hether oral or w ritten , to 
hold oneself aloof from “ dangerous ” doctrines, and 
to cultivate a certain  hum ility  of mind th a t will lead 
to th e  acceptance of teachings, not because they are 
supported by the  larger num ber of facts, bu t because 
they are nearest a t hand and m inister to  the  average 
person’s dislike to m ental exertion. And th e  result 
is w hat one m ight expect. Along w ith a m outh
ing of moral phrases there goes, w ith the  average 
religious person, an absence of th a t  finer intellectual 
appreciation of one’s duties and responsibilities to 
hum anity at large th a t constitu tes one of the 
essential conditions of a healthy working morality.

The clergy are a far b e tte r instance of th is Moral 
Anemia even th an  laymen. In  ordinary life, social 
conventions serve to keep alive a certain  sense of 
responsib ility ; bu t the  pulpit appears to have an 
ethic of its  own. And of th is  no b e tte r illustration 
can be found th an  th a t of the  way in which the 
clergy have treated  those men, dead and living, who 
have been, or who are, opposed to  them . Let anyone 
recall the  libellous stories circulated by the  clergy 
concerning such men as Voltaire, Paine, Bradlaugh, 
and whole classes of unbelievers, and it will be agreed 
th a t, did the  clergy carry the  ethics of the pulpit into 
ordinary life, they  would find them selves either in 
prison or shunned by decent men and women. W ith 
out the slightest evidence, men and women have been 
pictured as the vilest of scoundrels, charged w ith all 
m anner of offences, and whole classes included in a 
general condemnation. Nor does it b e tte r the case 
to argue th a t some of these stories were believed to be 
true  by those who circulated them . People have no 
righ t to circulate such stories w ithout getting  evi
dence ; and, in these instances, the evidence did not 
exist. Even in politics some care is taken th a t 
charges against persons shall not be quite u n 
supported by facts. But in the pulpit the  restra in ts, 
even of political life, are throw n off. And it is really 
tim e th a t we cured ourselves of the  habit of- reserv
ing the ep ithet “ crim inal ” for the  man who picks a 
pocket or burgles a house, and letting  off scot-free 
he who blasts the  characters of men and women 
whose only offence is an intellectual disagreem ent. 
Em phatically, the  man who picks a pocket is 
not nearly such a socially dangerous character as 
those who bring up the young men and women under 
their influence to misread history, m isunderstand 
hum an nature, and circulate falsehoods about the 
character of large num bers of th e ir fellow-citizens. 
Criminals, in a legal sense, these men may not be ; 
but their character, from a moral point of view, 
hardly adm its of discussion.

And yet it is perhaps the  system, more th an  the 
man, th a t  is a t fault. There is a geographical 
m orality, there is a class m orality, and there is a 
caste morality. Each class and caste in the S ta te  
has its own special moral rules, and the mischief is 
th a t the clergy has its  own religious caste morality, 
th a t  subverts the  health ier social consciousness. 
Outside the  pulpit the  clergyman, as a member 
of society, may conform to th e  same rules as 
his fellow-citizen. I t  is when he enters the field of 
religion, when he mounts th e  pulpit steps, th a t  the 
social responsibilities drop, and any course becomes 
justifiable so long as it promises to  be for the 
“ G reater glory of God.” The story—probably 
apocryphal—told of Bunyan, who said, on seeing a 
crim inal being led to execution, “ There but for the 
grace of God go I,” may be applied here. W ere any 
of us in the pulpit, bound by its  trad itions and 
swathed in its  religion, we all m ight behave even as 
the clergyman does. I t  is not the  man th a t spoils 
the  religion, bu t the  religion th a t spoils the man. 
And th is is the  bottom  reason for its  destruction.

C. Co h en .
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Jesus and the Gospels.

IN my article, entitled  “ The Originality of C hrist’s 
Teaching,” which appeared in th e  Freethinker for 
April 10,1904,1 claimed th a t many C hristian scholars 
who still believe in the  historicity  of Jesus are yet 
forced to pronounce a large num ber of the sayings 
a ttrib u ted  to  him  in the  Gospels more or less 
spurious. In  th a t class I ventured to place the  late 
Dr. M artineau and the late Professor Bruce, both of 
whom frankly adm itted th a t the Pour Gospels are 
not stric tly  historical. Not long ago “ An Open 
Conference ” was held in th e  C entral Hall, M an
chester, a t which Professors J. Hope Moulton, M.A., 
D .Lit., and A. S. Peake, M.A., replied to  a series of 
questions th a t had been sent in beforehand. P a rt 
of Question 6, replied to by Professor Peake, was 
th u s worded : “ I t  has been said th a t the late Dr. 
M artineau and the  late Dr. Bruce held the  m ythical 
theory of Christ. Is th is  tru e  ? ” I was not aware 
before th a t those two distinguished scholars were 
ever claimed by the  m ythical school, nor am I con
vinced of it now. To m aintain th a t there is mythical 
stuff in the  Gospels is radically different from regard
ing Jesus as a pure m yth. Every reader of the  well- 
known work, The Seat of Authority in Religion, 
remem bers how passionately Dr. M artineau believed 
in the h istoricity  of Jesus, although he argued con
vincingly th a t  several of the  Gospel stories m ust be 
looked upon as largely mythical. Professor Peake, 
in his answer, made th is  quite clear :—

“ I am not quite sure what is intended by the phrase 
‘ mythical theory of Christ,’ because there is an ambi
guity about it. I expect that to many minds here the 
term will suggest the view that Christ was a myth, that 
he never really existed. Of course neither Dr. Martineau 
nor Dr. Bruce ever held anything so absurd as that. 
But that is not the technical sense which the term 
bears. The term is often used to express the view 
that the account we have of Jesus in the Gospels has 
been very largely shaped under the influence of the 
mythical spirit, and thus various accretions have clus
tered around the historical figure of Jesus of Nazareth.”

Now, Professor Peake adm its th a t  Dr. M artineau 
may have been, to  th a t extent, an advocate of the 
“ m ythical theory of C hrist,” but denies th a t Professor 
Bruce was virtually  a member of th e  same school. 
I t  is w ith  th is  denial th a t  I  wish to  deal in the 
present article.

In  his early years Dr. Bruce was a champion of 
Orthodoxy. Some of his first books, such as The 
Training of the Twelve and The Humiliation of Christ, 
were hailed w ith boundless delight by conservative 
theologians. B ut Dr. Bruce had a wonderfully open 
mind, and his intellect was ever on the  alert for new 
light on old them es. Each new book he published 
was more progressive th an  its  predecessor. His 
Apologetics was chiefly famous for its  manly con
cessions to the  H igher Critics, while W ith Open Face 
m ight have been w ritten  by Professor Schmiedel 
him self in his younger days. H is Commentary on 
th e  Synoptical Gospels in The Expositor's Greek 
Testament, under th e  editorship of Dr. W. Robertson 
Nicoll, paved th e  way for his notorious article, 
“ Jesus,” which appeared posthum ously in  the 
Encyclopaedia Biblica. For years before he died 
Professor Bruce was suspected of heresy, while after 
his death his artic le on “ Jesus ” came as a veritable 
bombshell.

Professor Peake assured his M anchester audience 
th a t in th is  article Dr. Bruce “ expresses ra th e r a 
reconstruction of the  life reached on purely historical 
principles and excluding theological presuppositions, 
th an  his own fu ll belief.” L et us see w hether th is  is 
tru e  or not. Referring to the  Gospels, Professor 
Bruce says :—

“ These documents are of varying value from a his
torical point of view. Critical opinion is much divided 
as to the fourth, that which bears the name of John, 
the judgment of many critics being that it is the least 
trustworthy as a source whether for the words or for 
the acts of Jesus. By comparison, the first three, from 
their resemblances called synoptical, are regarded by 
jnany as possessing a considerable measure of historical

worth. But even these, from a critical point of view, 
are not of equal value, nor do the contents of any one 
of them possess a uniform degree of historic probab ility - 
They present to the critic a curious, interesting, and 
perplexing problem still far from final solution.”

Even th a t ex tract alone abundantly justifies my 
original observation B ut I  wonder w hat P r o f e s s o r  
Peake can make of the  following reference to the 
accounts of the Passion :—

“ The apostles would have to tell at once what they 
knew,—-especially when preaching outside Je ru sa lem - 
Thus began to form itself the passion-chronicle: the 
main facts first, then this nucleus gradually gathering 
accretions of minor incidents, till by the time w ritte n  
records began to be compiled, the collection of passion- 
memorabilia had assumed the form which it bears in> 
for example, the Gospel of Mark. The p re su m p tio n  is
that the collection as it stands there is the truth, or at

least the truth as far as it could be ascertained. 
modern criticism the story, even in its most historic 
version, is not pure truth, but truth mixed with doubttu 
legend.”

Surely, here is the germ of “ the  m ythical theory of
C hrist.” Once it is adm itted th a t in the Gospels 
there is “ tru th  mixed w ith doubtful legend,” the 
gates are opened and the flood of scepticism naturally 
flows in. C hristian criticism  should concede nothing 
unless it is prepared to concede all to sceptics 
demands. If there is m yth in the Gospels at alb 
who is com petent to  fix the quantity  of it ? It 
now simply a question of degrees. There are not 
many so narrow-minded and creed-bound as the 
Rev. Dr. Campbell Morgan, who asserted, the other 
day, th a t  the Four Gospels are absolutely tru st
worthy and au thoritative; while great m ultitudes are 
prepared to admit, w ith Dr. Bruce, th a t  although 
these documents are in the  main historical, yet ® 
certain  am ount of legendary accretion has clustered 
around them  from which it is now most difficult t 

sscuo the kernel of historic tru th . Well, from this 
position it is only a step to th a t occupied by P 1'0' 
fessor Schmiedel, who m aintains th a t the Font 
Gospels are in no true  sense a biography of Jesu > 
and from th is  position again there is only a step t 
th a t so much adorned by Mr. John M. Robertson an 
num bers of o ther non-Christian scholars. A c c o r d in g  
to Dr. Bruce, “ in the present s ta te  of the  inquiry “ 
dogmatic tone is inadm issible.” In  a Christian 
pulpit, or in a purely orthodox journal, Dr. Canipbc 
Morgan may indulge in as much dogmatism as n 
pleases, w ithout much fear of con trad ic tion ; but i  ̂
the world of open debate and scholarly discussion 
is to tally  different.

In  Professor Bruce’s estim ation Jesus was any 
thing but om niscien t: “ The words of Jesus con 
cerning the  fu ture show lim itation of vision, 
o ther directions we may discover indications tha t 
was the  child of his tim e and people.” I t  is 1,1J 
wise adm itted th a t his language c o n c e r n i n g  t  
F a th er shows a sim ilar lim itation of vision. .

W ith these facts in mind, are we not justified 
affirming th a t  Professor Peake was guilty of tb r°  
ing dust into the  eyes of his M anchester audien 
when he told them  th a t “ Dr. Bruce certainly neV , 
held anything of th a t kind ”? We have Pr0'  c 
beyond a doubt th a t  Dr. Bruce did hold the vie 
th a t the Four Gospels are, to  some extent, legend»1)̂  
and th a t Jesus had his lim itations. Is it not strung 
th a t in an article on Jesus in a Christian Diction*1' j 
of the Bible there should occur no mention of 
Virgin B irth , the Angelic Song, and the Visit of 
M ag i; th a t the miracles, as such, should be u tte1 ^ 
ignored ; th a t  no reference whatever should be r£lilj(j 
to the Atonement, and th a t, throughout, Jesus sboo^ 
be trea ted  as a mere man ? I th ink it was unPj10 
towards Dr. Bruce to suggest th a t  in his article 
did not express his fu ll belief. This is how ProfesS . 
Peake pu ts i t : “ So much Jesus was on any showing,; 
for his own faith, I  do not doubt, he was much more-^ 
W ithout reflecting on th a t personal allusion, I aSS ^ 
most em phatically th a t so much Jesus was not oW g 
showing. On Professor Schm iedel’s showing he 
unspeakably less, while on the showing of many 11 
Christians be never existed at all, except in idea-
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The only conclusion to which we can come, th e re 
fore, is that, on the showing of Dr. M artineau and 
Professor Bruce, there is much in  the  Gospels th a t  
*s purely mythical. How m uch could be pronounced 
mythical depended, in each case, on the in te l
ectual and religious bias of the  man. H ad Dr. 
Bruce been born and bred in Germany, I  believe 
os would have been a more destructive critic 
than Professor Schmiedel, who can only find nine 
absolutely credible sayings about Jesus in the Four 
Bospels. On Professor Schmiedel’s showing, then, 
Oot only are the documents largely m ythical, bu t 
Jesus himself is alm ost a pure m yth. W hat a hope
lessly confused sta te  of th ings ! As far apart as the 
Poles are the extrem es of C hristian opinion ! And 
each school curses all the others in the  name of 
eommonsense and reason. Even Professor Peake 
sieges th a t not one of the  scholars who either 
Joubt or deny th e  historicity  of Jesus can claim to 
he an expert in th is  particu lar subject. But what is 
jjhe real test of expertness ? Is everyone who dilfers 
from me in opinion on th a t account an am ateur ? 
The tru th  is th a t  the case for the h istorical t ru s t 
worthiness of th e  Gospels is so u tterly  hopeless 
that its forlorn champions can do nothing b u t pour 
abuse and scorn upon th e ir opponents, and seek to 
throw discredit upon their scholastic attainm ents. 
Br. Soltan’s little  book, The Birth of Jesus Christ, is 
crammed with facts which disprove th e  Virgin B irth  

'has it been answ ered? N either th e  Bishop of
orcester nor the  Bishop of London has answered 
and yet they  have both  reasserted  th e ir belief in

W,
it,
that superstitious dogma, cowardly ignoring all the 
j_h*’utnents against it. “ This is a revealed tru th ,” 
p  ey say, “ and it is ourbounden  duty to  believe it.” 

°or Mr. Beeby, because he could not believe it, 
j j  to be kicked, out like a dog. Men like Canon 

ensoni because they are too strong to be attacked, 
tb6 severely alone to sow the seeds of doubt in 
ao?, rnjn<i 8 of the laity. I t  is by ecclesiastical 
Q , hority, it is by the living tyranny of dead creeds, 

by reason and argum ent, th a t  such dogmas are 
rust down the  th roats  of unthinking people, 
ns and the Gospels are condemned a t the bar of 

a as<?n> but blind faith  still clings to them, and 
So .ma^ ses aB unbelievers. The only begotten 
a |Qf f'Be H ighest, who became incarnate and lived 
mj1 u*0*’ Pa*n > an(J died a death of shame, th a t  he 
re J i  save the world from the w rath  of God, has 
but° V6<̂  himself into a mere m an or a pure m yth ; 
Lo ? nreasoning belief still loves and adores him as 
sin and caiis all doubters and deniers unregenerate 

? ei's. But in spite of all the  zeal and assiduity 
t h /  S ° fficial and Paid defenders, in the  Pulp it and 
f ° v,gh the Press, C hristianity  is a rapidly dying 
we ' The people no longer believe in it. And yet 
trium^r t0ld th a t ifc is m arching on to glorious 
a.„ ^ P a  while the  crowds are m arching jubilantly 

Way from it. T m r
J ohn T. Lloyd .

^°es Woman Owe Anything to the Bible ?

Win ,arrogance of C hristian apologists is proverbial, 
"'erk ° f61 ' S S001̂  the  world is claimed as the 
an khe Church and C hristianity. The source of 
slavll0rality *s khe Bible. The churches supported 
c o m ^  an<l opposed em ancipation as long as they 
tians’ and now they claim it as the work of C hris
t y  S Th°y neglected and opposed education for 
est Masses, and now assert i t  was C hristians who 
tioQ, .bed it. In  fact, if you believed the asser- 
Wovf C hristians, all the good in the world is the 
evil • C hristianity  and the  churches, and all the 

j produced by the Devil and unbelievers. 
sllD 1S a well-known fact th a t women are the chief 
the ° rters Priests  and the  churches. W ithout 
Ul0n'Vomen, or w ith them  in the same proportion as 
tUa ’ many churches would be alm ost empty. And 
Si0n y„me.n> 0llt the a ttendan ts, go to church occa- 

auy for the sake of domestic peace, and to please

the  women. And the  priests repay the devotion of 
the women by flattery, and by telling them  w hat 
great th ings the  Bible and C hristianity  has done for 
them . I t  is C hristianity  an d 'th e  Church th a t  has 
em ancipated woman and placed her on the  high 
platform  she occupies to-day. And th e  irony of the 
m atte r is th a t  women, in their ignorance, believe 
w hat the  priests so often tell them . I t  will be 
useful, therefore, to see from the  Bible itself w hat 
the Bible and C hristianity—for the  two are one, and 
cannot be separated—has done for woman.

We first m eet woman in the creation legend. As 
a m atte r of fact, there  are two creation stories, 
totally  different, by two different authors, as it is 
impossible th a t the  same m an could have w ritten  
both. The Book is evidently a composite collection 
of fragm ents belonging to different w riters, and 
different ages and nations. Two creation stories so 
different in character could not be the belief of the 
same nation.

In  the  first legend, m an is created male and female 
at the  same time. “ So God created man in his own 
image, in the image of God created he him ; male 
and female created he th e m ” (Gen. i. 27). This 
first story of creation ends w ith th e  th ird  verse 
of the second chapter. Though it comes first in the 
Bible, it is evidently a much more modern m yth 
than  th e  second legend, as the  thoughts in it show 
an advance in civilisation. In  th is account of the 
creation there is not a word about the Garden of 
Edon, the  Tree of Knowledge of Good and Evil, the 
Serpent and the Fall, and so on. H ad th is  first 
story been accepted by the world instead of the 
second fable, the whole theology of the Jew s and 
C hristians would have been very different in char
acter to w hat it has been and is  now.

Unfortunately, through some unaccountable aber
ration, the second legend was accepted, and the 
consequence has been disastrous ever since, and 
continues to be so even to-day. The story 
evidently belonged to  a people in a low state  
of evolution. The idea of God collecting dust and 
forming a clay man, and then  breathing into his 
nostrils the  breath  of life, is a very prim itive concep
tion of God and of man. I t  is doubtful w hether any 
people ever had a lower idea of a God and th e  origin 
of m an th an  is contained in th is legend. L et the 
Bible speak for itself. “ And the  Lord God formed 
man of the dust of the  ground, and breathed into 
his nostrils the breath  of life ; and m an became a 
living so u l” (Gen. ii., 7). The making of woman is 
more ridiculous th an  the  making of man, if th a t  be 
possible. W hen God found th a t it was not good for 
man to be alone, which is an after-knowledge, out of 
the ground he formed every beast of the field and 
every fowl of the  air for the  purpose, evidently 
thinking they would be m eet companions for man 
(Gen. ii., 18, 19). Finding he had again made a 
mistake, as the beasts and the  fowls were not a 
help m eet for Adam, he resolved to try  again, and 
th is  is the way he did i t : “ And the  Lord God caused 
a deep sleep to fall upon Adam, and he s le p t : and he 
took one of his ribs and closed up the flesh instead 
th e reo f; and the rib which the  Lord God had taken 
from m an made he a woman, and brought her unto 
the man ” (Gen. ii., 18, to  the  end of the chapter). 
I doubt th a t anything more ridiculous, absurd, and 
degrading to God, man, and woman th an  th is  story 
can be found in the mythologies of the whole world. 
And its  influence on the  destiny of woman has been 
disastrous. H er creation was a mere afterthought. 
The first thought of God was only a male man. His 
second thought was to make beasts and fowls a 
help m eet for him. The making of woman was 
only a last resource. The whole story implies in 
feriority and subjection to man. She was only made 
to be a servant to man, like his beasts and his fowls. 
And th is  degrading idea of woman’s position runs 
through the  Bible from Genesis to Revelation, as we 
shall see as we proceed. The whole Bible is a male 
book, by males, for males. H ad woman anything to 
do in the  production of the Bible it  would have been 
a very different book from w hat it is.
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In  the  account of the  Fall, in the  th ird  chapter of 
Genesis, the  chief blame is p u t on the  woman and 
th e  chief punishm ent is pronounced against her. 
Adam put the  blame on the  woman, the woman put 
it  on th e  serpent, and God put the greatest punish
m ent on the  woman. “ Unto the  woman he said, I 
will greatly  m ultiply thy  sorrow and thy  conception; 
in sorrow thou shalt bring forth  ch ild ren ; and thy 
desire shall he to thy  husband, and he shall rule over 
th e e ” (Gen. iii., 16). The key to  th e  whole position 
of woman in the  Bible is contained in the  sentence, 
“ he shall rule over thee.” She was to  be the servant 
and property of man, like his slaves and his animals. 
And th is  b ru tal Bible notion survives amongst 
ignorant men to th is day, for m any of them  think 
they  can tre a t their wives as they like, and even sell 
them  when so disposed. T hat the sin of the Fall is 
laid to  the  charge of woman is not confined to the 
Old T es tam en t; i t  is repeated in the New Testam ent. 
“ For Adam was first formed, th en  Eve. And Adam 
was not deceived, but the woman being deceived 
was in the  transgression ” (1 Tim. ii., 13, 14); “ For 
the  m an is not of the woman, bu t the  woman of the 
man. N either was the  m an created for the woman, 
hu t th e  woman for the  m an ” (1 Cor. ii., 8, 9).

The same idea is embodied in w hat is called the 
Ten Commandments. The woman is classed with 
the  property of man, such as his house, his os, and 
his ass. “ Thou shalt not covet thy  neighbor’s 
house, thou shalt not covet thy  neighbor’s wife, nor 
his m an servant, nor his maid servant, nor his ox, 
nor his ass, nor anything th a t is thy  neighbor’s.” 
(Exodus xx. 17). Throughout the  Old Testam ent 
the  inferiority of woman is implied. A fa ther could 
sell his daughter to a man for a wife w ithout con
sulting her wishes. Child-bearing defiled a mother, 
bu t not the father, and giving b irth  to  a girl defiled 
her twice as m uch as giving b irth  to a boy. In  the 
case of a boy the m other was unclean seven days, 
but in the  case of a girl she was unclean two weeks. 
Of course the fa ther was clean all the  time. In  the 
case of adultery the laws were severe against the 
woman, bu t not against the  man. The power which 
th e  law gave to  the  man over his wife and daughter 
placed them  completely a t his mercy.

The estim ate of the Preacher of woman is in 
agreem ent w ith  her position throughout the Bible. 
“ And I find more b itte r th an  death, the  woman, 
whose h eart is snares and nets, and her hands as 
bands ; whoso pleaseth God shall escape from h e r ; 
bu t the sinner shall be taken by her. Behold th is I 
have found saith  the preacher, counting one by one 
to  find out the ac co u n t: which my soul seeketh, but 
I  find n o t : one man among a thousand have I found: 
but a woman among all those have I not found.” 
(Preacher vii. 26,27, 28). Here, as elsewhere, woman 
is inferior to man, and worse th an  man. The reason 
for th a t  is, m an wrote the  Bible, and woman had no 
hand in the  making of it. Had the Bible been 
w ritten  by women it would have been an entirely 
different book. The God of the  Bible is a male, 
because he was made by males. H ad woman made 
a God she would have made a female one. But 
woman had no righ t of any kind, personally, eco
nomically, or socially. All the  righ ts belonged to 
man. The right over self belonged to man only. 
The wife and daughter had no righ t except in the 
hands of fa thers and husbands. Economically, wives 
and daughters had no right to anything. E verything 
belonged to th e  m a n ; and, socially, woman had no 
rights. The only vocation of woman was to  obey 
m an and serve him, like a slave. She was excluded 
from every office, every au thority  and privilege. 
T hat was the  rule. Exceptions prove the  rule. She 
was excluded from the priesthood. The priests were 
all males. Of course, I only refer to the  Jewish 
priests. And the  C hristian priests are no exception, 
they  are all males. The twelve apostles were twelve 
males. Jesus, of whom women th ink  so much, left 
them  out in the cold. In  the  Church, all the offices, 
authority , and privilege were reserved for males. 
Socially, again, woman had no personal righ t or 
standing. The Sanhedrim s were all males. The

scribes, lawyers, doctors, and officials were males. 
All avenues of profit, authority , and honor were 
closed against women, and jealously reserved for 
males. And owing to  th e  influence of the  Bible the 
position of woman remained in th a t hopeless con
dition until very recent tim es. In  our own country, 
woman is only partia lly  emancipated. She is not 
placed on an equality w ith  man. W ithin  the 
memory of living men and women, woman was 
barred from all colleges and professions. To-day she 
is not welcomed in any of them. Doctors and 
lawyers do all they can to prevent her admission 
to th e ir unions. And her chief opponents are 
Christians, influenced by selfishness and Bible 
teaching. P arliam ent is closed against her, and she 
has no voice to  determ ine who shall go there to 
represent her. There is much to  be done yet before 
woman is thoroughly em ancipated and placed in a 
position of equality w ith man, her na tu ra l place- 
And the chief barrier across her path  of progress 
is the  Bible. R. J. De e f e L-

(To be concluded.)

Acid Drops.

The oracle of the City Temple has joined the m arty rs- 
Having refused to pay his rates, as a Passive Resistor, bo 
suffered a distraint upon the furniture at his anything but 
pauper home at Enfield. A silver lamp was seized and sold 
by auction. Of course it realised the £3 odd which the ra te- 
collector wanted. Mr. Campbell is now a distinguished hero 
—as Nonconformist heroes go. Next time, perhaps, he w’j1 
play up for two or three days in Holloway Prison. A 
martyrdom like that would last him for the rest of his hte- 
time.

Professor Massie, of Oxford, a leading* Passive Resister,1 
one of the prospective Liberal candidates for Ipswich. ' 
he aims at becoming a law-maker it is natural that he shou  ̂
feel it necessary, or at least advisable, to say something 1 
justification of his role as a law-breaker. What he has 
say upon the subject, however, only shows that Profess0 
can be guilty of very bad logic. He points out that L° 
Halifax has declared, on behalf of the English Chur 
Union, that if the Nonconformists win at the next elect)°»J 
and establish unsectarian religious teaching at the Put) , 
expense, “ therewill be a general refusal of rates on the Pa 
of all Churchmen throughout the country.” You see, tb6* 
fore, Professor Massie says, that the principle of Pa8 1̂ 
Resistance is accepted by Churchmen themselves; 80 1 .j 
nonsense to accuse Nonconformists of singularity. 
was Nonconformists who started the game ; the C hurchW  
merely threaten to follow suit—with the ace.

Professor Massie’s argument is like that of a burglar 
should fire at a householder, and get fired at himsei 
return ; and then justify his own use of a revolver J 
arguing that the householder had one too.

The Education Council of the Congregational Union h»® 
prepared another hypocritical manifesto, which is be 
forwarded to all its representatives throughout the coarL^p 
It positively reeks with the usual Nonconformist claP;" r> 
about “ religious equality ” and “ unsectarian instruct) \  
Everything is done to shirk the plain issue which a g 
many Nonconformists already see to be inevitable. Uo»f> 
gationalists ought to be able to recognise that there nan®
“ sectarian instruction,” that there cannot be “ re ’̂ ig ” 
equality,” and that there cannot but be “ religious t®®, jJe 
while religion is allowed at all in the public schools. ^ 
only possible way to banish sectarian teaching, to a . tr0. 
religious tests, and to establish religious equality, is t° lU 
duce Secular Education. And, for our part, we believe  ̂
leaders of Nonconformity know this as well as we do. ", j 
thev are fii/litin.u fo r is not relictions lih e rtv  but the C°U

to

they are fighting for is not religious liberty but the 
of State education. Simply this and nothing more.

Rev. F. B. Meyer, who has never been known ®v°y[jar 
squeak a protest against the imprisonment of , o_]teU 
People as felons for trusting to prayer when their cl» y 
are sick, according to New Testament instructions; this .ftj 
gentleman appeals to all the Free Churches to hold SP 
prayer-meetings, asking the Lord “ that the G o v e rn )»  t  
licensing proposals may be brought to nought.” If Mr- .
does not believe in prayer, this appeal proves him a ^  j ê
cr ite; if 
Peculiar People proves 
scoundrel.

byp°;
,r the ice , e a

him something very m u c h  »
he does believe in prayer, his silence over
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Mr. M eyer h as ano ther p rayerfu l p ro p o sa l; nam ely, th a t 
Nonconformist m inisters and C hurch parsons should m eet 
together for “ un ited  p rayer on behalf of th e  nation .” The 
reverend gen tlem an appears to th in k  th a t  th e  L ord  will 
listen b e tte r if h is  ears are  thoroughly w ell battered .

Mr. Horatio Bottomley advises the D aily News to “ keep 
to cocoa.” This expression occurs in his first letter replying 
to that journal’s attack upon his candidature in South 
Hackney We know very little about the question in dispute, 
and we do not propose to discuss it. But we cannot help 
sailing at the silly airs of intellectual as well as moral 
superiority which the Daily News gave itself over Mr. 
Hottomley’s second letter. “ So far as the references to 
purselves are concerned,” it said, “ we leave Mr. Bottomley’s 
adecent epistle to speak for itself.” “ Indecent ” is good ; 
Jt is a word these pious people are very fond of, and perhaps 
they are good authorities upon it. But it is not true that 
the Daily Neivs let Mr. Bottomley's epistle speak for itself. 
Calling it “ indecent,” to begin with, is an appeal to preju
dice. But there was something worse. The headline printed 
?? front of the epistle ran: “ Another Yulgar Letter from the 
financier.” This is how the D aily News lets letters speak 
*or themselves.

The Daily News might easily find something better to do 
"ban circulating missionary yarns. For instance, it might 
°ok after its advertisements, and decline to insert things 

Which would never find a place in an “ infidel ” journal like 
be Freethinker. Does our contemporary believe in the 

honesty of advertisements that invite people to earn ¿615 
Weekly with a capital of only ilO  without work or worry ?

Mliat pious yarns are told about 11 distinguished” men of 
°d ! And how silly some of them are ! Here is a cutting 

«om Tit-Bits
“ A pathetic story is told which well illustrates the good

ness of heart of the Bishop of London. One broiling summer’s 
day not so long ago Dr. Winnington Ingram visited a dying 
girl in an East-end garret. The patient, whose death was 
imminent, cried out for water, and the Bishop—he was 
Bishop of Stepney then—endeavored to accede to her request. 
But search where he would in the hovel, there was not a drop 
of anything with which to moisten the poor girl’s lips. The 
kindly Bishop was not to be outdone, however. He walked 
half a mile to hi» house and returned soon carrying a supply 
of water.”

i-bis is how religious stories are written. Fancy a house in 
°ndon with no water in it 1 However poor people are they 

biust drink. And they could hardly depend upon water 
(ought to them out of charity. No, they trust to the Water 
oinpauy—just like their “ betters.” But even if the Bishop 
ld find a house without water, why on earth should he walk 

5 mile to fetch some ? Couldn’t he have popped in next 
0or> instead of keeping a dying girl waiting at least a 

^barter of an hour ? Are we to believe that the neighbors 
°rudn’t have given a cup of cold water to moisten the poor 

feature’s lips with ? The story is simply idiotic.

The flirtation between Royalty and the Salvation Army 
Continues. Perhaps we ought to call it by a more serious 

am°.. Before the breaking up of the Strand Congress a 
essage was sent by “ a thousand staff officers of the Salva- 

km Army assembled in Council ” to King Edward at 
bckingham Palace. It was a loyal message, and . it wound 
P with a pious hope “ that the blessings of a full salvation 
W descend upon you and upon all who are dear to you.” 

. bch, we suppose, means that the King and all the royal 
I by may reach heaven instead of dropping into the other 

P ace. King Edward, in return, sent his “ warm thanks ” 
i . b kid best wishes for the success of the Salvation Army.

e also referred to Booth as “ your General ” and to the 
oCbtlemen who sent him the loyal telegram as “ your Staff ” 

Which must be eminently gratifying.

Sir Charles Wyndham is a fine actor, but, as the saying 
,L esi he should stick to his last. Speaking at a recent 
b r v f t h e  Actors’ Church Union, he talked about 
tj*bgmg the chasm which at present divided the stage, from
tn6 Church, so 
l °gether

that the mother and child might come 
again; for, as he said, they all knew that the 

Urck gave birth to tho drama. But who are “ they ” ?I*'or our part, we deny Sir Charles Wyndham’s statement, 
l 6 Church fostered the old miracle-plays, and the miraclc- 

Plays went before the English drama ; but to represent the 
“hurch as therefore the mother of the drama itself is down- 
f'gkt absurdity. The Church always knew better. It hated 
the drama and tried to trample it out of existence.

sions aPPily,” Sir Charles Wyndham said, “ the two profes- 
but Were beginning to appreciate each other.” How nice 1 
Hr rpre, Hmy two professions ? Some years ago the late 

talmage (we believe) made a savage attack on Sarah

Bernhardt, who was then playing in America. The great 
actress did not prosecute him, neither did she lose her 
temper. “ You and I,” she said, “ belong to the same pro
fession : why should we quarrel with each other ? ” That 
was her bright sarcasm. Talmage didn’t admit the joint 
occupation—though the public had their own opinion on the 
matter.

111 believe God sent me to punch that man’s head.” So 
said the Rev. Henry Alban Smith, curate of Denver, 
Norfolk; but the Downham Market magistrates could not 
accept the theory of his inspiration. They fined him 20s. 
and 32s. costs for assaulting George Munns during a pastoral 
visit, and an inquiry why the said George Munns did not 
come to church.

Mr. J. Williams Benn was not thought at one time to be 
overburdened with religion, but now that he is Chairman of 
the London County Council and M.P. for Devonport he 
apparently fancies he ought to see to his character in this 
direction. Last week he attended the annual assembly of 
the United Methodist Free Churches, and warmly welcomed 
them to London, not in his official capacity, but “ as a Free 
Churchman who admired the work of that democratic 
Church.” (Great Applause.) Having put them in a good 
temper by a bit of flattery, which is warranted to work the 
trick every time, he proceeded to treat them to some humor, 
calculated, we suppose, for the level of religious intelligence. 
He said that he had the misfortune not to be born a 
Methodist (as if nature instead of training made Church 
members), but he had endeavored to overcome that draw
back by marrying a Methodist, and he had found the experi
ment most satisfactory. (Great laughter.) Then he sailed 
off on a serious tack, and said that he felt assured that 
unless they brought the people under the influence of that 
holy religion which had brought them there that morning 
their social agencies must fail. (Tremendous Applause.)

We wonder if Mr. Benn meant it all. Does he really 
believe that the English people cannot be improved socially 
unless they all turn Methodists—or something similar ? We 
should like to know.

What a relief it is to turn to the sineerer public life of 
“ infidel ” France, where statesmen, and even politicians, do 
not think it necessary to court religious prejudices ! And 
why, oh why, was it reserved for the “ democratic ” Mr. 
Benn to be the first Chairman of the London County Council 
to play up to the orthodox gallery ?

The Czar seems to be praying (as he has prayed before) 
for a son and heir. Several old women are said to be 
interesting themselves in the matter, although Providence 
shows no disposition to hurry up. A “ prophetess” from 
Oriel claims that she can change the sex of children after 
their birth. What a pity she did not speak before ! We 
suppose it is too late to work backwards and turn one of the 
Czar’s daughters into a son.

The article on “ The Tsar ” in the new Quarterly Beview 
is announced as “ from the pen of a Russian official of high 
rank.” Substantially it represents the Czar as suffering 
from the form of swelled-head which is apt to overtake 
rulers by the grace of God. When a poor “ forked radish ” 
feels himself called to govern a nation by divine right he is 
very likely to carry on in a way to set other people iaughing 
—or crying. The Czar has come to look upon himself (this 
writer says) as the centre of the world, with a heavenly mis
sion to set everything right on this planet. If he had a great 
political genius it would not be quite so bad. But he has 
nothing of the kind. He is quite a commonplace being, and 
in some respects even weak minded. “ He is ever struggling 
with phantoms,” wo are told, “ fighting with windmills, con
versing with saints, or consulting the spirits of the dead.” A 
very pretty person to preside over the destinies of a hundred 
million people 1

Clergymen of all denominations in the Upper Thames 
Valley are wailing over the lax observance of the Sabbath 
in that district. Crowds of visitors are on the river, and the 
natives go to see the spectacle, so the churches are empty. 
But how is this state of things to be stopped ? People 
cannot be compelled to go to church, and the entertainment 
doesn’t attract them. We submit that the clergy should 
carry their complaints elsewhere. Let them seek the Lord. 
He is the only party who can help them.

The eight Sunday traders at Darlington who have been 
fined every week for more than three years have triumphed 
at last. The Bench decided to dismiss the charges last
week. We offer our condolence to the local bigots__
especially to those of the clerical brand.
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During a recent thunderstorm a church was struck by 
lightning near Dover, grave damage being done to the 
steeple. “ Providence ” has not yet learnt to recognise its 
own buildings.

More “ Providence.” A cablegram from Manila states 
that a flood, caused by a cloud-burst, has destroyed San 
Juan del Monte. Two hundred lives were lost, and immense 
damage was done to property. There was a rainfall of 
seventeen inches within twenty-four hours after the cloud
burst.

Many deaths have resulted from the excessive heat, and 
some of them have occurred in the very House of Prayer. 
Mary Pimlott, for instance, aged sixty-two, of Davenham, 
Northwich, attended the Wesleyan church (on a Sunday 
evening too !) and joined heartily in the service. After sing
ing two verses of the last hymn she fell backward and 
expired. There is no particular moral, of course, except 
that of Ecclesiastes—“ One thing befalleth them, yea they 
have all one breath.”

Mr. Bennett Burleigh, writing from Japan to the Daily 
Telegraph, utters a deal of what seems to us great nonsense 
about a possible new religion amongst the Japanese, and of 
a new Church in which all sects— Shintoist, Buddhist, 
Mohammedan, and Christian—are to lie down together. It 
is to have “ one simple, clear doctrine, which shall appeal 
alike to philosophers and fools.” What a funny doctrine, to 
be sure I

Editorial currency is given in the D aily News, which 
probably knows better, to missionary statements by the 
Rev. C. T. Collyer as to the wonderful spread of Christianity 
in Korea. Instead of repeating these statements by pro
fessionally interested persons, our contemporary should deal 
with the very opposite statements made by perfectly dis
interested persons like Mr. George Lynch, the well-known 
war correspondent. Telling lies in England may deceive 
English subscribers, but it will not make a single fresh 
Christian in Korea.

Old Dowie is an exception to the proverb about prophets. 
He is more honored in his own country than he is abroad. 
The people of Zion City gave him an immense reception 
when he returned home, and his miraculous powers seem to 
have gathered fresh strength in consequence. Rain was 
wanted badly, and Dowie prayed for it. When he had 
wrestled with the Lord for the brief space of fifteen 
minutes clouds gathered from all points of the compass at 
once, and there was soon a tremendous downpour, such as 
Zion City had not seen for many months. Good Old D ow ie!

Roman Catholic negroes at Baltimore demand to attend 
the church as whites. Priests reply that there is a special 
church provided for them. Blacks and whites will mingle, 
of course, in heaven ; but not even the blood of Christ can 
unite them on earth. Yet the white Christians, when they 
get into debate with “ infidels ” especially, will talk by the 
hour about the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of 
man, and quote with great unction the text about God 
having made of one blood all nations of men that live in 
this world. They don’t mean a word of it. Watch them 
when a 11 nigger ” comes along.

Here is a pretty negro story from Oyster Bay, where 
President Roosevelt is enjoying his summer vacation. A 
negro clergyman entered a barber’s shop and requested to be 
shaved. The barber replied that he did not shave blacks. 
“ Why not ? ” asked the negro. “ Your color is against you,” 
said the barber. The clergyman then turned to the patrons 
in the shop, and asked them this question: “ Are you 
gentlemen going to allow a Christian man of character and 
education to be treated in .th is way just because of his 
color?” No reply was vouchsafed, and the barber turned 
him into the street. This is Christianity 1 Any decent 
“ infidel ” would have played a better part. Yes, our mind 
goes back to a cold night many years ago when Fred 
Douglas, the black slave orator, walked about the streets of 
an American city because no hotel would let him have 
accommodation, and when Robert Ingersoll the “ infidel,” 
hearing of it, went out and found the hunted black man and 
took him to his own “ infidel” home. Which was a finer 
thing than the finest oration ever delivered.

Rev. J. Stratton, who is a good member of the Humani
tarian League, says in a letter to the New Age that it is 
folly to go to the Old Testament for the regulation of our 
conduct. We agree with him, and we admit that he is h a lf  
a Freethinker, but we should like to see him “ go the whole 
hog.” Mr. Stratton says that he consults the New Testa
ment, which is “ perfect.” Is it, indeed ? In relation to the

subject of “ Cruelty to Animals,” which Mr. Stratton had 
chiefly in mind, we beg to ask him to point out one single 
humanitarian text in the whole of the New Testament. 
This is a plain question, and we invite Mr. Stratton to give 
it a plain answer.

Madame Heloise Lassas and the Rev. Paul Mailon have 
been cast in £500 damages for a particularly mean and crue 
slander on Arthur John Chapman, whom they got turned out 
of his situation at Harrod’s. The judge expressed himsel 
very strongly against the defendants, who, he said, had been 
“ guilty of despicable conduct.”

George Stone, of Ladywell-road, Lewisham, is doing nine 
months’ hard labor for embezzling somo £500 belonging *® 
his employers, Messrs. Hudson Bros., of 160 Bond-street. 
Prisoner posed as a religious man, and preached ana 
lectured to the men under him. •

The man who must thieve should at least keep his hands 
off ministers. Oswald Shepherd is now doing three years 
penal servitude for stealing some things from men of L'0“ 
in North London. The things were not very valuable, and 
the sentence seems disproportionate, but it should be remem
bered that preachers are not overstocked with forgiveness. 
The Rev. John William Fall, of Upper Holloway, was 
relieved of a silver muffineer ; the Vicar of St. Thomas’s, 
Finsbury Park, was eased of a silver stamp box ; and the 
Rev. J. Wood, of St. John’s Park, was laid under contribu
tion for au umbrella. Had the three articles been worth ten 
pounds Oswald Shepherd might have had ten years. We 
hope he will be a reformed character when he comes out of 
prison, but if he will go “ lagging” again he should, for Ins 
own sake, give the go-by to the apostles of the religion of 
love.

Even the lunatics of different religions are not to  be 
mixed up in Germany. Two new State asylums are being 
built in Westphalia, in order that Protestant and C a th o lic  
lunatics may be boused separately. We suppose this is tho 
only way to keep them quiet. The worse the lunatic the 
more acute the bigotry. Was it not the Bishop of E x e te r  
who, at a confirmation in the County Asylum, said that be 
had always found lunatics peculiarly susceptible to religi°aS 
influences ? Many a Freethinker has thought the same thingi 
but was too polite to say so.

According to the Rome correspondent of the Daily Tele
graph, the Pope is “ much afflicted by the sad beginning o£ 
his pontificate ” in regard to France. The indiscreet action 
of the Vatican promises to lead to a complete separation 
between Church and State in France, and this would mean 
a loss to the Church of 40,000,000 francs yearly. This is the 
cause of the Pope’s sadness. The loss of all that cash, of 
even the fear of it, is enough to make him feel melancholy-

The story of the Crucifixion doesn’t seem to have any 
effect in the way of emptying gaols, but it is believed to have 
a deterrent effect on the gentlemen who do the flogging 
the British Navy—where that degrading punishment is sy 
retained. A man who recently came under the care of £he 
Church Army was found to have the Crucifixion tattooed on 
his back. He explained that he had this done many year® 
ago as a protection against flogging. It was believed tha 
no one would wield the lash over such a picture. Well 1 
this be true, it is about the only good we ever heard of *“ 
Crucifixion.

A terrible case of religious mania has befallen a family 
named Lenoch, in Seesch. One of the daughters believe 
that she had seen in a vision the Virgin Mary, and this vva 
taken to mean that death was approaching. All 
members of the family stripped themselves naked, an 
waited to be taken up to heaven. Another daughter tie 
her four-years-old nephew to a tree and beat him till b 
died, as this was the surest way of securing heaven t° 
him. Another niece was trampled to death by her lU_ 
furiated aunt When secured by neighbors and g e n d a rm e  
every member of the family was covered with blood-'' 
D aily Telegraph.

Dumont’s Souvenir Sur Mirabeau, which Macaulay praised 
and Carlyle made great use of in his French Devolution, ha 
just been translated for the first time into English. All t 
newspapers have had something to say about it—most y 
gush; but all of them, as far as we know, have avoid® 
mentioning the fact that Mirabeau was an Atheist, 
would never do to admit, at least gratuitously, that a^grea 
man can be an unbeliever in “ some God or other.” So 
British public is bamboozled by these gentlemen of t  ̂
press in the interest of a prejudice which a good many 0 
them do not really share.
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Mr. Foote’s Lectu rin g Engagem ents. The Rome Congress.
(Suspended during July and August.)

Thanks. Kindly let us have the copy

To Correspondents.

C. Cohen’s L ecturing E ngagements.—Address, 241 High-road, 
Leyton.—July 24, morning, Kingsland; August 14, Fails- 
vv°rth ; 21, morning. Kingsland ; afternoon, Victoria Park.

• K. Sykes.—Your letter arrived too late for notice in last 
Week’s paper. The meeting you refer to at Southend as 
broken up by Salvation Army Hooligans was evidently the 
same one that Mr. Howard wrote to us about. The local 
Salvation Army captain told one of the newspapers that the 
disorderly Salvationists must have come from some other place ; 
but the explanation seems a trifle thin.
' Lewis.—Accept our thanks for your good wishes.
Homas Meynell.—We have some recollection of the case, but it 
!s a vague one, though we are quite sure a complaint was 
raised. Sorry we cannot help you with a precise reference.

' L- ^ ACKINN0N-—Thanks for cutting. See “ Acid Drops.”
p Always pleased to hear from you.

• H oed.—There is no thought, at least at present, of reprinting 
our own or Mr. Cohen’s articles on Herbert Spencer. Probably 
they  would be helpful to some students, but there is a commer- 
01a,l side to such ventures.
• W eir .—Pleased to hear of your activity at Leeds.
' *L ^ iRSH,tAN-—Your suggestion has been made before by 
others, and we may try to act upon it shortly.
• J- and Mrs. Dye.—Received with thanks.
• Clayton.—The pious yarn has done duty ever since we can 
^member. Talmage, Joseph Cook, Dr. Hastings, and Dr. 
Jorrey have all used it. It seems to have happened many 
times in lots of places.

•G ibbons.—Thanks. See also “Acid Drops.” Your comment is 
saiusing.

B’Sgbr,—Quite so. 
early for next issue.

R ome Congress F und.—Already acknowledged £14 13s. 
Received this week A Friend £5, F. Bonte £1, C. J. £1, 

■ J. Fincken £1, W. Elcoat 2s., E. Jones 5s., J. Gibbons 
s-Od., J. C. Is., G. F. H. McCluskey 5s., F. W. Clemence2s., 

L. Rickards 2s.
\L -  H . McClcskey.—That is the trouble with several. They 
do not feel quite sure about being able to go to Rome until 
pretty near the time. We can wait a little longer, but next 

g Week’s Freethinker must have something definite.
L ewis.—The Christian religion is “ impossible ” because no 

one can practise it. Who tries to carry out the Sermon on the 
lount ? Dr. Magee, the late Bishop of Peterborough, said 
hat any society that based itself upon that Sermon would go 

to ruin in a week.
'Wman Murray (Montreal) approves our attitude towards Dowie. 
, Ba;ys that Dowie and his" followers may be laughed at as 

k nnatics, but should not be ill-treated.
\ Gallagher.—Why should we trouble our head about a
hnatic Christian writer who believes (or pretends to) that Mr. 
oote gets, or ever got, £150 for a day’s lectures? Ho would 

^ '«e to see 150 shillings to begin with.
'th°°LB4—*̂ ur vlews on Atheism and Agnosticism, as well as 

°8e of Bradlaugh and Ingersoll, are set forth in our 
Pamphlet, What Is Agnosticism ? to which we refer 

p Price 3d.
F^!' PLEMENCE-—Glad to hear you are so pleased with the 

reelhinker. With regard to your query, our pamphlet, 
®nc»a on God, would probably supply all you want. Price 

P. T' p
• Ross.—What you say is true, but wd had better not get 

W p near *he Lot embers of that political controversy.
^ • Gall.—Many thanks for cuttings.

in  L ondon.— Some people seem very fond of eating 
1 -,er People’s dinners. Secular Societies, to our own know- 
in (*m'’ng the past thirty years, have held scores of meet- 
coS *i0 Gomniemorate Thomas Paine. To talk about Paine 
lmm Lemorations as something novel in England is the veriest 
j ,111 bug. We regret to see American Freetliougbt journals 
{j etl by artful communications, but we cannot spend our

you.

La' ne on detailed corrections. We have other work to do.
tor the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 

ewcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.
^ 0TICEB must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 

jv et' B.C., by first poBt Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.
tha tS- Ŵ ° aen<t ua newspapers would enhance the favor by 

Orb raln8 the passages to which they wish us to call attention. 
lis)I'S °̂r literature should be sent to ihe Freethought Pub- 

Gompany, Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
pgR eet> E.C., and not to the Editor.

(,0 0lis remitting for literature by stamps are specially requested 
S6n<l halfpenny stamps.
freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing 

108C<ejP°8t free> at the following rates, prepaid One year,
S, 6d.; balf year, 5s. 3d. ; three months, 2s. 8d.

Thirty words, Is. 6d .; every suc- 
4s ¿T6 1,011 words, 6d. Displayed Advertisements :—One inch, 
. - b<L : half column, £1  2s. 6d.; column, £2 5s. Special terms

A dvertisements 
4s a,"8 teu words

6d- : half col
repetitions.

I WANT to have a s tra igh t talk  w ith the readers of 
the  Freethinker on the  subject of the  In ternational 
Freethought Congress, which is to be held a t Rome 
the  th ird  week in September.

This Congress is a very im portant event. O ther 
Congresses for m any years have been working up to 
it. The Congress of Congresses, so to  speak, is to 
take place in the  City of Cities. There are larger 
cities th an  Rome, and, from an ordinary point of 
view, more im portant cities. B ut there are only two 
cities in the world w ith magical names. One is 
called Athens ; and it stands for “ the grandeur th a t 
was Greece.” The other is often called the E terna l 
C ity; and it stands for “ the glory th a t was Rome.” 
“ F irs t name of th e  world’s names, Rome,” as Mr. 
Swinburne sang in the  m anliest splendor of his genius. 
W hat a city, and w ith w hat m em ories! The city 
of the  »ancient m asters of the earth , th e  city  of 
Csesar, the empire city of the greatest polity the  world 
has ever seen ; the city from which, in spite of all 
its  faults and failings, and all its vices and crimes, 
radiated  the civilisation which made modern Europe 
possible. The city afterw ards of the Papacy, and 
its  chief possession; for th e  very name of Rome 
had a perpetual w itchery, and, as Hobbes finely 
said, th e  great Catholic Church was bu t th e  ghost 
of th e  dead Roman Em pire sitting  throned and 
crowned upon its  grave.

C hristian doctrines were invented fa rth er east— 
nearer Asia, the  m otherland of superstition. Rome 
invented but one dogma; the  dogma of its  own 
infallibility. I t  organised religion, as the  first Rome 
had organised empire. I ts  genius was not m eta
physical bu t practical, and its  object was wealth and 
power. These it gained, and these it kept. And it 
keeps them  still. For am idst the ruin of the 
Christian fa ith  there is but one Church th a t stands 
firm and p ro u d ; the Church th a t existed long before 
all the  P ro testan t Churches, and will long outlive 
the  last of th e m ; the Church th a t is C hristianity  
historically considered; the Church with which 
Freethought will fight its  final battles for the 
liberation of Hum anity.

Ancient Rome, we are often told, was disgraced by 
gladiatorial shows, and arenas stained w ith blood. 
B ut modern Rome afforded a keener relish to  the 
palate of cruelty. In  the  name of Christ it  brought 
forth  the best of men and burn t them  alive. The 
Christian mob gloated over the dying agonies of 
murdered heroes. I t  was bad when gladiators were 
“ butchered to make a Roman holiday ”; it  was worse 
when the elect of m ankind were deliberately 
butchered in the very name of infinite justice and 
holiness.

The grandest of all the  m artyrs burn t a t Rome 
was Giordano Bruno. H unted  over Europe for half 
a generation, he fell a t last into the  bloody jaws of 
the  Inquisition. For seven years he was imprisoned 
and tortured. Never once in all th a t tim e did he see 
the  face of a friend. B ut when a t last they  led him 
out of his dungeon for a mock tria l, and sentenced 
him to be burn t to ashes a t the  stake, they found his 
noble spirit still untam ed. He told his judges th a t 
they pronounced his sentence w ith more fear th an  
he heard it. A week afterw ards he met his fiery fate 
w ith dauntless fortitude. Never was death more 
desolate. From  the stake to which he was bound he 
looked over a sea of faces, and all of them  hostile. 
Not one man or woman whispered “ b ro ther!” as he 
made his last stand against bigotry and oppression. 
A courage almost superhum an was needed to sustain 
him, but it was not lacking in th a t supreme h o u r ; 
the  proud look never left his face but w ith life itself, 
and he turned away his head disdainfully when they 
offered him the crucifix to  kiss as he stood wreathed 
in the  flames of th e ir hell upon earth.

W here th a t great crime was com m itted by the 
Church of Christ a memorial now stands to  the 
most magnificent of m artyrs. And w hether it 
stand  so long or not, the name of Giordano Bruno
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will live when the  walls of the  V atican have 
crum bled into dust.

To th a t Rome, the  scene of th a t  great crime, 
F reeth inkers are now preparing to go from all parts 
of the  w orld ; and th e ir assembly will show th a t 
F reethought is as in ternational as the  C hristian 
Church. R epresentatives of F reethought will be 
sent from every “ Christian ” country to  declare 
th a t the warfare against superstition is world-wide, 
and th a t the hostility  to C hristianity  is conterm inous 
w ith civilisation.

W ill the B ritish  Freethinkers be behind those of 
o ther nations in th is effort ? Surely not. B runo’s 
visit to  England was the  one sweet oasis in the 
storm-vexed desert of his life. Let his name evoke 
th e  same hospitality. Moreover, it was English 
F reethought a t which Voltaire lighted his splendid 
torch. The land of Thomas Paine should vie with 
th e  land of Voltaire in making the  forthcoming 
Rome Congress a great dem onstration of the Free- 
thought forces of the world.

The National Secular Society—the old historic 
Society founded by Charles Bradlaugh—should be 
well represented a t Rome. I  have no righ t to speak 
for o ther societies; I have a right to speak for th is 
one. And I call upon its  members and friends— 
indeed, upon all the readers of th is  journal—to 
provide the  necessary funds for a satisfactory British 
delegation to  the In ternational Freethought Con
gress. I see th a t £200 is being raised to send Dr. 
Wilson from C incinnati; and as much, probably, will 
be subscribed to  send Dr. Moncure D. Conway from 
New York. This should be a broad h int, and a 
stim ulus, to the Freethinkers of the old country.

The tim e is now drawing near. By the  end of 
July, although th e  fund will not be closed then, 
the  N. S. S. Executive will have to appoint its 
de leg a tes; and I tru s t it  will feel justified in 
appointing a creditable number. I  may add th a t I 
expect to  go to Rome myself. I th ink  I ought to — 
for the  Society’s sake. And I  hope to be accom
panied by some of my colleagues. G w  FOOTE.

Sugar Plums.

So many Freethinkers who wish to go to the Rome Con
gress are unable to commit themselves absolutely just yet, 
that it is necessary to postpone definite arrangements for a 
little—certainly for another week. If it be decided to join 
the French party, going by special train from Paris, the 
latest date open is August 15. This would cost some £8 8s., 
to which would have to be added another £2 3s. for the 
journey from London to Paris and back. But a special party 
may be organised through Messrs. Cook for very little more 
per head, providing the number be not less than twenty. 
That number, at any rate, ought to be certain by next 
Tuesday (July 26), and it could be increased afterwards. 
We may add that the figure specified would include hotel 
accommodation. We expect to give full particulars next 
week. Meanwhile we may add two things ; first, that our 
friends may be assured that the cost of the trip need not 
exceed £13 in any case, unless they lengthen the trips for 
their own pleasure ; second, that they need not trouble about 
the childlike and bland letters they may receive on this matter 
from an agency that seems very much in want of patrons.

Mr. C. Cohen, who has had some fine meetings in Vic
toria Park, is leaving London for a three weeks’ holiday by 
the “ sea waves ” which are anything but “ sad ” in this 
weather.

Mr. II. Percy Ward has concluded his Freethought 
mission at Birmingham. All the meetings were well 
attended, and the interest displayed warrants a hope of good 
results to the cause. Mr. Ward has gone oh to similar work 
in South Lancashire.

The Liverpool Branch had a very successful picnic on 
Sunday (July 17). A most enjoyable drive in magnificent 
weather from Birkenhead to Burton Woods was followed by 
a dinner at Mrs. Venables’, sixty members and friends par
ticipating in the function. A cricket match between 
“ Married and Single ” was attempted in the afternoon, but, 
after being ordered from three different fields by Sabbatarian

farmers, the game had to be abandoned. The drive home
made atonement.

The South Shields “ saints ” gathered in strong force at 
the Holywell Dene picnic on Sunday. Other “ saints ” were 
present from Newcastle, Sunderland, etc. After tea there 
were games, music, and the inevitable camera; and the 
drive home, in perfect weather, left nothing to be 
desired.

Editor Moore, of the Blue Grass Blade, Lexington, is 
working hard on his farm to “ make up some of the losses 
he has incurred in advocating Infidelity.” He says he is 
working seven days a week—with the bees ; but none of 
his animals or employees work on Sunday. At this time of 
the year he is as jolly as a sandboy.

President Diaz is a very remarkable man. He c le a re d  
Mexico of bandits and revolutionists, and gave the c o u n try  
peace and prosperity. The country, in return, has g o n e  on 
re-electing him President ever since. In 1891 P re s id e n t 
Diaz gave Mexico “ the inestimable boon of free, se cu la r, 
and compulsory education.” These are the words of the 
Westminster Gazette, which, curiously enough, o b je c ts  to 
the secular part of this “ inestimable boon ” in England.

The Vatican is bringing matters to a crisis in France. 
Orders were issued from the home of the Papacy to the 
Bishops of Laval and Dijon, telling the one to resign, ana 
the other that he might consider himself relieved of his 
episcopal duties. The only offence of these Bishops, it 
appears, was their correct attitude towards the Republican 
Government. Naturally, therefore, the Government accept«“ 
these orders from Rome as a challenge. The Council of 
Ministers has resolved to demand from the Vatican the im
mediate withdrawal of these letters to the Bishops of L a v a l 
and Dijon. If the Vatican refuses to withdraw them, the 
Papal Nuncio in Paris will be given his passports, and this 
may be the beginning of the end of the Concordat.

It is rather odd that the D aily News should say th a t  
“ such a state of things is infinitely to be regretted ’ 1“ 
France, and “ not least because it involves the continued 
assertion by a Christian Church of a right, not to fair t r e a t 
ment, but to political supremacy.” Just as if any C h ris t ia n  
Church ever fought for anything else, when it thought it 
saw its opportunity. The Anglican Church has su p re m a c y  
in England, and the Free Churches are fighting to wrest th e  
supremacy from her. That is all the Education s tru g g le  
and the Passive Resistance movement mean.

Mr. Thomas Common, the translator of Nietzsche, sends 
us the third number of his Notes fo r  Good Europeans, which 
is not priced, and is apparently only obtainable from the 
author at 8 Whitehouse-terrace, Corstorphine, Edinburgh- 
The article likely to be of most interest to Freethinkers is 
the one on “ New Religious Formuhe.” Mr. Common is, '"'C 
believe, nothing of a supernaturalist, but he is desirous o 
“ enlisting religious influences on behalf of modern enlighten
ment ”—which, even on his own showing, is a risky e x p e r i
ment. Amongst his “ Short Notes ” he girds at “ the boaste 
‘ rationalists ’ and ‘ freethinkers,’ ” and asks why they arc ‘ so 
irrational in many cases as to insist on principles which would 
practically result in the stupid, superstitious, and vicious 
getting the upper hand.” This is rather a cryptic utterance, 
but if it alludes to the “ population question ” we think Mr- 
Common is lamentably mistaken. We thank him, however, 
for introducing us in the article aforesaid to a book wc shorn 
like to see on The Survival o f the Fittest, or The Philosophy 
o f Power, by “ Ragnar Redbeard,” who writes as follows on 
the Christian religion :—  j

“ Primitive Christianity cunningly appealed to a world 
superstitious slaves, eager for some mode of escape th 
meant not the giving and receiving of battle-strokes.  ̂
organised them for the overthrow of heroic principles, »u 
substituted for a genuine nobility based on battle-select)0 > 
a crafty theocracy founded upon priestcraft, alms-gi'111! ’ 
politicalism, and all that is impure and subterranea • 
Truly has Christianity been called ‘ the fatal dower 
Constantine,’ for it has suffocated and is suffocating 
seeds of heroism. For two thousand years it has at> 
lutely overturned human reason, overthrown common 
infected the world with madness, submissiveness, and 
generacy. Truly there is a way that seems the right un 
a people, but the ends thereof are the ways of death.”

Wo should like to hear more of this writer. Mr. Comffl0 
will perhaps oblige with a little further information.

The reward of all the virtues lies in themselves, for 
are not practised for remuneration, the profit of having aC 
rightly is to have acted so.—Seneca.
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“ Spirit F ru it.”—I I I .

NEW CHRISTIAN CULT WHICH IS NOW THE 
TALK OF THE NEWSPAPERS.

U niversal L ove, N on-R esista nce , and C ommon Ow n er 
sh ip  of All T h in g s , I ncluding  W if e  and Ch il d , 

th e  Cardinal P r in c ipl e s .
(By Dr. j  £  Wilson,from the “ Blue Grass Blade,’ Lexington, 

America.)
THE BLINDNESS OF WOMEN.

Tlie reason that nunneries, free love, and polygamous in- 
s «rations flourish to-day is due, first, to the excessive 
kindmen*1, an<̂  secon >̂ Uie small perception of woman-

But few women can see that they are in the mental toils 
designing men, that their bodies as well as their souls are 

Made a religious commodity of.
. a . Û is one instance. There is not a woman of normal 
md in the whole country who has been a mother, could 

. ̂  diade to believe that other than her husband was the 
“her 0f ]lcr eLild. But strange to say, the great mass of 

haothers believe that a ghost was tho father of a child by 
B’h illiterate Jewish girl, some two thousand years ago.

hen woman can be made to believe this, they can be 
•hade to believe anything. There is no story told in the 
hame of religion that they will not believe. Men have 

ade all the religions of the world and, knowing the weak- 
,,6SS of woman, they have made these religions, not only forthe Purpose of getting possession of woman's mind and soul,1 gcuiu-Lig puaocoou/u ui

ut of her body too. It is for this reason that all religions 
are founded upon a sex-basis, chastity figuring chiefly in 
?me and indulgence in others, one being as unnatural and 
cious as the other. Thousands of women have signed long 

Petitions to Congress to oust Reed Smoot on account of the 
Polygamous institution to which he is attached. These 
arne women pass right by polygamous institutions every 
ay of their lives and never give them a thought. The half 
uiion public women of the country and the million more 

, . .10 are not public, but who are privately living the same 
ei attest the almost universal practice of polygamy. The 

good women of the country are horrified at the honest 
P actice of polygamy as practised by the Mormons and 
oudorsed by the Bible and the God they worship, but they 
are totally blind to the hypocritical practice of polygamy 

b u l g e d  ™ by their own husbands, brothers and sons.
, yn> would that woman might get this twist out of her 

ain—that she would wake up and see that she, herself, is
0 great Christian commodity, which depends not only upon 

it^avement of her mind, but traffic in her body. Whether
be Mormonism in the name of Christ, Spirit Fruit in the 

anae of Christ, Celibacy in the name of Christ, Brides of 
6 Church in the name of Christ, marriage in the name of 
^ist, or Wednesday night prayer meeting in the name of 

■bttst, it is all the same enslavement in degree.
A CASE FOR COMSTOCK.

J-'be large daily papers have printed whole pages, inserting 
*g illustrations in their exposition of Beilliart’s Spirit Fruit 
ociety. They have suggested and insinuated plainly that 

, e basis of the cult is free love. They have described the 
eauty 0f some of the girls in the institution, and referred

10 them as “ juicy fruit.”
1 he words “ Spirit Fruit ” are always put in quotations, 

o ley have hinted at tho sex-freedom of the Spirit Fruit
ociety so sensuously that it brings the blush to every cheek. 

' ,ere is a case for Comstock. The law declares that 
scenity is based upon language which would excite the 

Passions of the young. Such language these papers have 
®d. They have made the subject a matter of sensation 

, « sensuous sport. Comstock hounded Ida C. Craddock to 
,er death for discussing the sex relation from a scientific 

f andp°int. Why don’t he have all these papers indicted 
r discussing the sex relation in the Spirit Fruit cult from a 

^etisational and salacious standpoint ? Why don’t he ? The 
ason is plain. He is not looking for millionaire editors 

0 print such erotic stuff along with whole columns of 
Agnation appointments, but instead he is looking for the 
bJal, intelligent reformer and his little sheet.

*r’ Ntoore was sent to the penitentiary for publishing 
«Jment on the free love subject, which in no way tended 

Pn e35c’*e the erotic passions of youth, comment which ivas 
at « scientific ; but the great daily papers have not stopped 
¿ip .suggestion,” but without any reserve, have fully 

Scribed the lusciousness of Spirit Fruit.
A young buxom girl, by the name of Mary Herbeson,  ̂

sh Z.er  ̂ r̂om Chicago, has been the target of their amatory 
q,, tts. AH the inmates of Spirit Fruit are called 11 Blessed.”
11 ¿U lnmates of other Christian institutions arc called

1sters ”—some of them “ Mother.”

Well, what’s in a name ? They must have some name, 
and “ Blessed ” is just as nice as “ Sister.”

“ Blessed ” Herbeson seems to be the favorite at Spirit 
Farm. Here is the way the Cincinnati Enquirer  starts out 
to describe an interview with Blessed Herbeson in its issue 
of June 5 :—

INTERVIEWED “ BLESSED.”
“ The Enquirer correspondent visited the ‘ Spirit Fruit ’ 

farm, and had an interview with the youthful convert of 
Jacob Beilhart. It was already quite dark wdien the house 
of the community was reached, and nearly all of its 
members were lolling on the veranda, resting after the day’s 
toil. Several of the men were barefooted and several of the 
women were clad in a free-and-easy garment of the bloomer 
kind, their working attire. One of the men sat in a rocking 
chair with a woman in his arms, and when the correspondent 
asked for ‘ Jacob ’ the leader of the flock arose from a lounge 
on which he was lying with “ Blessed ” in his arms, and 
came forward. He wTas barefooted and with his trousers 
rolled up at the bottom. His appearance bespoke the 
content he claims to experience from the unconventional life 
he is leading. Learning that a little private conversation 
with him was desired, he invited the correspondent to his 
room upstairs, and, seating himself at a small writing-desk, 
was at his service. Readily consenting to the request for an 
interview with ‘ Blessed,’ he called for the girl, who came 
bouncing upstairs and flung her plump, bloomer-attired body 
across the foot of a bed like the child that she is.”

Somehow or other, Comstock is never able to discover 
“ suggestion ” and obscenity except when published by some 
poor devil who is friendless and without a dollar to defend 
himself. John R. McClain, the editor of the Enquirer, is 
worth ten to fifteen millions. Why don’t Comstock go after 
him ?

THEY’LL LEAVE SPIRIT FRUIT ALONE.
They will not bother Jacob Beilhart, and I will tell you 

why. He proves his position by the Bible and by the 
words and acts of Jesus Christ, and should the authorities 
interfere with him, Beilhart will expose some chapters in the 
Bible that the clergy are always diligently concealing.

Beilhart is safe from prosecution on the grounds of tolera
tion of all religious belief. He claims that his cult is purely 
a Christian cult, and as distinctly a feature of Christianity 
as Catholicism or Methodism or any of the other Christian 
denominations. Like all the rest, he claims to have the only 
true interpretation. And why is this not consistent and 
possible, since all the others declare each other wrong ? 
Here is an extract from one of Beilhart’s sermons:—

THE CHRIST SPIRIT.
“ It is a privilege to hold up the Christ Spirit, and as the 

honest hearts see it they will receive it and enter into the 
joy it alone can give.

“ I have long since desired for this time to come, when I 
might stand before the world and prove to those who wish 
to know that the Spirit of Christ, that hopes all things, 
endures all things, and seeks not its own, is yet in the 
world.

“ How can we preach a practical gospel unless we live it ? 
And how can we live it unless we are tried and put into such 
environments as will reveal what is in us ? I have promised 
you nothing except the joy and peace that comes by giving 
free action to this Christ Spirit of Love that lives for the 
service of all.

“ Prophets, poets, teachers, and all have been talking of 
the One God who is All in All. ‘ He worketh all things 
after the council of his own will,’ said Paul. Jesus declared 
to Pilate, who thought that he had power to act or refrain 
from action—‘ You have no power except it is given you of 
my father.’ Jesus lived the perfect life and set the example, 
but the world demands a present living demonstration. 
History will not suffice. So it is given to us to reflect the 
true life and universal love, which always acts for the good 
of all, to the world to-day.

“ All things are ready to serve this one purpose, for the 
time of the harvest is here, and all hungry ones who are 
ready to give their empty hearts to Spirit Universal will 
partake of the joy and peace which Jesus came to give the 
world.”

THE EGG OF TYRANNY.
I quote this at length to show the public that Spirit Fruit 

is a purely Christian institution, and to show just what the 
Bible “ leads to.”

This is a dose for those to swallow who are always telling 
of the bad things Infidelity “ leads to.” It will open the 
eyes of many Christians. In fact, the world is fast finding 
out that the Christian religion itself is the egg of tyranny 
■which hatches out nearly every young basilisk of vice in the 
world. It has hatched out wars and massacres, and slavery 
and inquisitions, and tortures, polygamy, celibacy, Spirit 
Fruit, superstition, ignorance, illegitimacy, prostitution, 
economic oppression, salvation, aristocracy, and what not.
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It has warped and narrowed the human mind, and its only 
help to humanity has been the dispensation of charity, which 
in itself is degrading, as they have turned beggars themselves 
in order to feed beggars.

SPIRIT FRUIT IS COMMUNAL.
In this also it is exactly like the Christian heaven—only 

one class of angels tolerated.
“ Universal love,” “ non-resistance,” and the “ common 

ownership of all things,” including wife and child, are its 
cardinal principles.

These are exactly the same as those of the kingdom of 
heaven, and all of them are the impracticable, visionary 
dreams of cranks.

There is no such a thing in nature as “ universal love,” 
any more than there is universal quantity of mind, or uni
versal memory, or universal taste for Limberger cheese. 
Each atom has its own distinct individuality, and every 
positive has its negative.

“ Non-resistance ” is next thing to non compos mentis. 
There can be no existence without resistance. Non-re
sistance was one of Jesus’ cranky ideas, and more hell has 
been raised in his name than ever the devil was capable of. 
To save himself Jesus could not help but be resistant. He 
broke in among the money changers like a bull in a china 
shop, and, lashing them right and left, stampeded them all, 
and, besides, advocated force and even the use of the sword. 
Non-resistance is also a crank idea of Tolstoi. The elements 
are all at war. Man eats microbes, and microbes in turn eat 
men. Non-resistance means stagnation. Justice is not of 
spontaneous growth. Neither is liberty, nor the security of 
life. Nature has decreed that you must resist—must fight 
for it.

Common ownership is another crank vagary. You might 
as well say that all men should own brains in common. 
Nature has made some men acquisitive and some benevolent, 
and she has intended that these and all othey faculties shall 
be exercised. This creates diversity, and the varied mind of 
man is thus directed in every direction searching out 
Nature’s hidden meanings and uses. It is this exercise of 
every faculty upon which every development depends, and 
it is this variety of mind which operates for the general 
good. There is as little sense in saying that all men should 
possess in common as that all men should think in common.

Nature never made the sexes to love each other in 
common any more than she made them to be poets and 
mathematicians in common.

I see absolutely no difference between Beilhart’s Spirit 
Fruit farm and Jesus Christ’s Paradise.

I would not spend the time in writing up Spirit Fruit did 
it not give me the opportunity to show up Christian incon
sistency. I have no doubt wearied some with the length of 
this article, but as the publisher of this paper is short on 
copy, I have just cantered along in order to help him fill up.

NATURE MADE MEN TO MIX.
I hope Infidels will never again attempt to organise a 

community of their own kind. The attempt of Owen in 
Indiana, and that at Liberty, Mo., ought to be lessons to 
them for all time. Nature has made variety that general 
adaptation may prevail, that each be fitted for certain plans 
and development. Men grow into a common bond only as 
they mix with and learn of each other.

If we would advance Freethought we must mix with 
enslaved minds. No general good can be brought about by 
isolation. Besides, Communism is selfish. It is also con
ceited—as much as to say, We are superior, or better, than 
the common herd.

All such communities depend in the first place upon a 
leader capable of getting donations. The man who can get 
money can get devotees—instance Dowie, Beilhart, and Mary 
Baker Eddy. The institutions keep going as long as the 
money comes in chunks, but this does not last forever. By- 
and-bye they find themselves in an overcrowded community, 
they have all got to scratch to live, they grow weary with 
the sameness of everything, and boom ! she busts.

Communism means sameness, and sameness means stag
nation, and stagnation means disintegration and death. 
There is only one solution to the existing evils : crush out 
monopoly, purify the ballot, and so regulate labor that every 
man will get just what he earns, and no m ore; take the 
clutch of the priest from the brain of childhood, that it may 
be free to develop its natural functions ; and then this grand 
old world will be a beautiful world, and good enough for 
anyone, and the government as near perfect as anyone should 
wish or expect.

SPIRIT FRUIT DESTRUCTIVE OF HOME LIFE.
Since the law tolerates all forms of religious beliefs, the 

Spirit Fruit brand of Christianity advanced by Beilhart is 
just as legitimate as the celibacy brands advanced by others. 
Each interprets Christ in his own way, and this the law 
allows. Both alike pattern after Christ and Mary Magdalene. 
But both alike are the enemies and destroyers of home-life.

The State should wake up and put an end to all such forms 
of prostitution which are concealed under the guise ot 
sanctity. I have respect for the poor girl, homeless, f r ie n d 
less, who takes to the street to ward off the pangs of starva
tion, but I have no respect for institutions like Beilhart’s an d  
nun-houses conducted by sleek-minded, lecherous ra sc a ls  
who are adepts in luring weak-minded women into their 
toils. No better example is offered than this of the corrup
tion of home life under the guise of religion.

More and more it should dawn upon everyone that 
marriage should be taken entirely out of the hands ot 
religion. Both State and religion too cannot co n tro l 
marriage at the same time. The State has given the largest 
share of its power into the hands of a class. Having thus 
surrendered its power, it is impotent to control marriage an d  
divorce, and to project woman and home as they should be 
protected.

I believe in
MARRIAGE AND THE' HOME.

I believe in the State compelling every man to provide 
for and protect and clothe the children for whose beings 
he is responsible and direct them on their start in life. -1 
believe that the State should guard with jealous care the 
ties which bind father, mother, and child. If there is any
thing pure and holy in this life it is the family union. I 4o 
not believe in free love. I don’t believe in men and women 
procreating like dogs and cats. While I admit that there are 
exceptions to all rules; while I admit that there are, now 
and then, cases of sex freedom, in which more happiness 
exists than in married bondage ; yet such cases are excep
tional, and found only among the highly intellectual, and 
the naturally moral. But since the masses are generally 
ignorant, general degradation would be the general trend m 
all such cases—the degradation especially of women.

Since woman is burdened with bearing humanity, there 
comes a time in that period of gestation when she is helpless, 
when she must be provided for. Her burden grows heavy, 
and she is physically helpless. What would be her condition 
if she had not the protection of home and marriage ? There 
is not a time in all that period when that little floweret of 
humanity is budding and blossoming under her loving heart, 
that her very nature and life does not require the presence 
and tenderness and comfort and care of the one with whom 
she has shared her love. The child will be a better child 
for it. And when she goes down into the valley and shadow 
to give it life, then, if ever, she needs home, protection, her 
husband’s loving care, his pity ; she needs to note his alarm 
and distress, and feel him at her side when the shadows 
hover dark over her.

I have sat at the bedside through the long vigils of tne 
night and noted the agony of motherhood. I have u° 
command of language to describe the pain I have witnessed. 
Ah ! it would stagger you, it would break your heart, to see 
it. I have seen women, pale, weak, Dervous, physically 
wrecked, thus go through life for ever after on account o 
that trial. Why do they have a tender attachment to their 
physician ? Because they say to themselves : “ He was 
with me ; and he, and he only, good old soul, knows what 
endured.” It is affection knit by pain. I never look upon a 
great crowd, I never pass along the crowded street and view 
the surging mass of humanity, but instinctively the though 
comes, “ Oh, the pain of women ! Oh, the everlasting, 
eternal debt of humanity to woman for her pains in bringmS 
all these people in the world.” Sum it up and think of »■ 
And so I believe in home—it is woman’s right; I believe W 
marriage and parental responsibility.

There is enough free love in the world without a d v o c a tin g  
more of it. There are but few Henry Leweses and George 
Eliots. The masses are ignorant, and free love to such de
grades—especially degrades woman—and therefore it 13 
against the general good.

There is no such thing as absolute freedom in anything- 
To every act is attached both a moral and physical respon- 
sibility. Owing to the inequalities of mind and matter, 
there can be no such thing as absolute free thought or abso
lute free love. It is our duty then to uphold that which is 
for the general good and oppose everything that leads to 
general degradation. We cannot change conditions ; we can 
only modify them. ,

Let us get marriage out of the hands of religion, so tha 
our youth may be educated in the laws of procreation, 
health, and selection. And when we do this, there will be 
no Beilharts and others of his kind to prostitute women 
under the dark guise of Christianity.

The mucli-admired Bepublic of Zeno aimed singly a 
this, that neither in cities nor towns we should live under 
distinct laws one from another, but should look on all men 
as our fellow-countrymen and citizens, observing on 
manner of life and kind of order, like a flock feeding togetbe 
with equal rights in a common pasturage.—Plutarch.
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The T rain in g o f a Geniua.

When Willie was a little child 
And just a small potater,

He ran the risk of being styled 
A gross prevaricator.

He told such whoppers to his ma 
She never could believe him,

He fabricated to his pa 
With effort to deceive him.

At Willie’s sin their grief was great; 
They told the preacher pious,

Who said: “ My son, recall the fate 
Of Mr. Ananias.

“ If you continue to disgrace 
Your ma by things you utter,

You’ll fall into a hotter place 
And sizzle up like butter.”

But Willie couldn’t help himself,
And so he gave up trying;

He laid his conscience on the shelf 
And made an art of lying.

The weird and lurid things he told 
Were positively fearful.

His lies were hideously bold,
His manners bland and cheerful.

The neighbors said, “ He’ll go to jail— 
We're sorry for his mother.

With such a vice he cannot fail 
To do some crime or other.”

But Willie’s lying tongue was found 
To be his winning feature ;

He is to-day a far-renowned 
Evangelistic preacher.

Church of England, which is a great compromise, the Ideal 
of Expediency in the vulgar sense, ludicrous and contemp
tible to the pure reason, though it has much to say for itself 
politically and socially, does not venture to damn absolutely 
the souls of Nonconformists. Yet a sound and cultivated 
Churchman, while admitting that Dissenters may get to 
heaven, undoubtedly thinks that they travel thither in cheap 
and nasty excursion trains, and partake of beatitude of an 
inferior quality in some third-class refreshment-room.—  
Jamet Thomson (“ 3 .V .”).

Truth and the feeling of integrity
Are of the heart’s own essence—should they call
For sufferings, none repents the sacrifice.
Oh, happy he, whom Truth accompanies
In all his walks—from outward cumbrance free—
Pure of all soil—dwelling within the heart,
Light to his steps and guidance : oracle 
To lead or to mislead, none doth he seek ;
Consults no casuist, but an honest conscience;
Of sacrifices recks not, and repents not.

Ooethe (Faustus in  “ Faust ”).

Correspondence.

PROPAGANDA AT BATTERSEA.
TO THE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.”

S ir ,—One of your correspondents, H. T. Stevens, regrets 
“ that no open-air Freetbought work is being done in a 
district like Battersea,” and so do I.

Perhaps he would be glad to know that Freethought 
lectures are delivered regularly every Sunday, at 3 o’clock, 
on Clapham Common, where H. T. Stevens would be 
welcomed.

Evolution, Old Testament, New Testament, Why I Do 
Not believe in Miracles, and the Virgin Birth of Christ, are 
some of the subjects that have been dealt with.

W. A. Vaughan.
JOHN WESLEY.

nuf*  Wesley was a boliover in witches and wizards, 
Ul1 knew all about the Devil. At his request God 

b. Wormed mauy miracles. On several occasions he cured 
s horse of lameness. On others, dissipated Mr. Wesley’s 
adaches. Now and then he put off rain on account of a 

atG^ mee*™g> an(I at other times stopped the wind blowing 
special request of Mr. Wesley. I have no doubt that 

• Wesley was honest in all this—just as honest as he was 
g^ aken . And I also admit that he was the founder of a 
tlj ° 1 does extremely well in new countries, and that 

usands of Methodists have been exceedingly good men. 
Wtiu deny that he ever did anything for human liberty.

bile Mr. Wesley was fighting the Devil, and giving his 
t o f f e e  with wizards and witches, Thomas Paine helped 
jjat0Un<I a free nation, helped to enrich the air with another 

g- Wesley was right on one thing, though. Ho was 
v P°sed to slavery, and, I believe, called it the sum of all 
do auies- I have always been obliged to him for that. I 
jr b°t think he said it because he was a Methodist; but 
¡j. hodism, as he understood it, did not prevent his saying 
j ’ and Methodism, as others understood it, did not prevent 
seR *r0£U ^eing slave-holders, did not prevent them from 

Iug babes from mothers, and in the name of God beating 
e baked back of toil. I think, on the whole, Paine did 

an°re the world than Mr. Wesley. The difference between 
W ?jVerage Methodist and an average Episcopalian is not 
W1 v, <luarrebng about. But the difference between a man 
ah ° ,*eves iu despotism and one who believes in liberty is 
dist°°t infinite. Wesley changed Episcopalians into Metho- 

s ! Paine turned lickspittles into men.—Ingersoll.

THE HAPPY FAMILY.
' Y ^ - ld  be some slight consolation to Infidels that the 

Co .? P°Werful, learned, and consistent of the Christian sects 
less 6taris aii Christians out of its pale to perdition as hope- 
t j j . as can be the lot of Unbelievers. It is worth noting 
for l t le PaPacy condemns all recusant bibliolators not less 
P'dl leresies as to Gpd than for heresies as to man. If a 
tjat-leran or Calvinist went so far as to accept Transubstan- 
hi °b> the Immaculate Conception, Purgatory, the whole 
'V orlJ-y saints, with their prerogatives of miracle-
brin lng_a,nd efficacious intercession, etc., etc., but could not 
8ll ® himself to believe in the infallibility and absolute 
^ ■ b a c y  of God’s Vicar on Earth, Rome would excom- 

tcate him as sternly as if he were an Anabaptist. The

FLOGGING IN THE NAVY.—DEFECTIVE 
OFFICIAL RETURNS.

TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

S ir ,— In his recent reply to Mr. Swift MacNeill, Mr. 
Pretyman, speaking on behalf of the Admiralty, stated that 
to give a special return of the number of young sailors sub
jected, during the last three years, to the “ minor” punish
ment of the cane, would be too expensive. It is instructive 
to note how parsimonious the Admiralty can be when it is a 
matter of supplying the public with details as to these naval 
floggings 1 But it may be pointed out that it would be quite 
easy and inexpensive, in future annual returns, to show pre
cisely what number of public canings has been inflicted, 
instead of mixing up the canings, as is now done, with other 
“ minor ” punishments—with the obvious purpose of evading 
careful scrutiny. The public has a right to have this infor
mation, and we shall continue to press for it.

J oseph  C ollinson .
Humanitarian League, 53 Chancery-lane,

London, W.C., July, 1904.

Obituary.

On Monday, July 11, there passed away, at his home in 
Hull, one of those men who, whilst never making any 
national mark in Freethought, yet manage to impress more 
than a small circle with their views. Oliver Trumper was 
over seventy when he died, yet to the last he retained much 
of the vigorous appearance of his prime. His Freethought, 
like his politico-sociology, was of the militant character, 
expressed always by a man who could make his voice audible 
above the jeers and insults of opponents. Yet I do not 
remember that he himself ever descended to the use of per
sonalities, contenting himself with exposing the fallacies of 
the other side. It was, however, as an ardent apostle of 
egoism that he came best to be known, and in the last few 
years his attendance at the meetings of the Hull Sunday 
Association was generally the occasion of lively proceedings. 
Preaching a gospel of strife and combat, is there not some 
wild irony in the circumstance of his being found to have 
passed peacefully away in his armchair at his cottage? Yet 
for all his “ impossible ” views, he made friends, who can 
think only kindly of this sturdy Freethinker.—P, H,
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S U N D A Y  L E C T U R E  N O T I C E S , etc.

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

LONDON
Outdoor.

B ethnal Green B ranch N .S . S. (Victoria Park, near the 
Fountain) : 3.15 and 6.15, F. A. Davies.

Camberwell B ranch N. S. S . : Station-road, 11.30, R. P. 
Edwards ; Brockwell Park, 3.15 and 6.30, E. P. Edwards. 

Clapham Common : 3, “ Did Christ Eise from the Dead?” 
K ingsland B ranch N .S .S . (oorner of Eidley-road, Dalston) : j

11.30, C. Cohen.
W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (Stratford-grove): 7, Mr. Thresh. 
W est L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Hyde Park, near Marble Arch):

11.30, a Lecture ; Hammersmith, 7.30, a Lecture.
COUNTKY.

B irmingham B ranch N. S. S. : Members meet at the Perry Barr 
Tram Terminus 3 o’clock, thence per Brake to Sutton Park. 
Thursday, July 28, at the Coffee House, Bull Eing, 8 o’clock, 
Mr. A. Barber, “ Goethe’s Faust.”

B olton B ranch N. S. S. (Town Hall Steps) : H. Percy Ward 
will lecture on Friday (July 29) at 8.

D ewsbury (Market-place) : 3 and 6.30, C. J. Atkinson, G. 
Whitehead, and John Barker, of Batley.

H uddersfield (Market Cross) : Saturday, July 23, at 8, G. 
Whitehead and C. J. Atkinson.

L eeds B ranch N.S.S. (Armley Park): 11, Debate between A. 
Dawson and G. Weir. Subject, “ Christ’sEesurrection.” Cross
flats Park, 7.30, G. Weir, “ Miracles.”

L iverpool B ranch N. S. S. (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square) :
7, J. Hammond, “ God and Evolution.” If wet, the lecture will 
be given in the Hall.

Oldham B ranch N. S. S. (Market-place) : H. Percy Ward will 
lecture at 11, 3, and 7, and on Monday and Tuesday at 8.

Oldham E thical S ociety and Secular I nstitute (Market-place) : 
11 and 3, H. Percy Ward; also at Park Gates, 6.30. Monday 
(Market-ground), 7.30. Tuesday (Park Gates), 7.80.

P reston B ranch N.S. S. (Town Hall-square) : H. Percy Ward 
will lecture on Wednesday and Thursday (July 27 and 28) at 8.

SCARBOROUGH.
FEEETHINKEES will find clean and comfortable APART

MENTS at reasonable charges at M r s . R obt . W atson’s , 57 
Aberdeen-walk. Most central situation. Trams pass to all 
parts. Send stamp for terms.

THE BEST BOOK
ON NEO-MALTHUSIANISM IS, 1 BELIEVE,

TRUE MORALITY, op THE THEORY anti PRACTICE 
OF NEO-MALTHUSIANISM.

By J. R. HOLMES, M.M.L., M.V.S., M.N.SS.
160pages, with portrait and autograph, hound in cloth, gilt lettered- 

Price Is., post free.
In order to bring the information within the reach of the P°°r’ 
the most important parts of the book are issued in a pamphje 
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 statemen
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 pamphie 
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, T>r. 
Allbutt, and others, have also spoken of it in very high terms. 

Orders should he sent to the author,
J. R. HOLMES, HANNEY, WANTAGE, BERKS.

Pamphlets by C. COHEN-
An Outline of Evolutionary Ethics
Foreign Missions : Their Dangers and 

Delusions. Full of F acts and Figures. A 
Complete Exposure of th e  M issionary 

Movement -
What is the Use of Prayer 
Evolution and Christianity - 
Pain and Providence -

6d .

9d.
2d .
2d .
Id .

Freethought Publishing Co., Ld., 2 Newcastle-st., London. B.CSUMMER SALE
BUY NOW AND SAVE MONEY!

Lot 1—1 Tweed Suit Length, 1 Serge Dress Length, 1 Lady’s Umbrella, and 
1 Gent.’s Umbrella

Lot 2—2 Trouser Lengths, 1 Tweed and 1 Worsted, 1 Dress Length, and 1 
Umbrella

Lot 3—1 Black Cashmere Dress Length, 1 Navy Serge Dress Length, 1 Blouse 
and 1 Umbrella

Lot 4—1 Dress Length, 1 Pair Boots or Shoes, 1 Blouse, and 1 Umbrella 
Lot 5—1 Serge Suit Length, 1 Blouse, 1 Umbrella, aud 1 Pair Lady’s Shoes 
Lot 6—30 Yards Remnants for Children’s Dresses
Lot 7—1 Pair Gent.’s Boots, 1 Umbrella, 1 Trouser Length, and 1 pair Lady’s 

Shoes
Lot 8—1 Dress Length, 1 Under Skirt, 1 Umbrella, 1 Blouse, 1 Pair Boots 
Lot 9—15 Yards Remnants for Boys’ Suits 
Lot 10—50 Yards Flannelette (fine quality)
Lot 11—1 Pair of Blankets, 1 Pair of Sheets. 1 Quilt, 1 Table Cloth, and 1 Pair 

Lace Curtains
Lot 12— 1 Dress Length, 1 Trouser Length, 1 Boy’s Suit, and 1 Umbrella
Lot 13— 10 Yards of Cotton Shirting, 10 Yards of Flannel, 10 Yards of Flannelette
Lot 14—1 West of England Suit Length, very best quality
Lot 15—-2 Boys’ Suits (to fit boys up to 10 years of age), 2 Pairs of Boys’ Boots
Lot 16—2 Pairs of Trousers made to measure, ordinary price 15s. per pair
Lot 17—1 Good Waterproof Overcoat Length, 1 Suit Length
Lot 18—4 Real Scotch Tweed Trouser Lengths (all wool)
Lot 19—1 Gentleman’s Mackintosh and 1 Lady’s Mackintosh
Lot 20—1 Parcel, containing Suit Length, Dress Leugth, aud 10 other articles

Each Parcel 21s. Carriage Paid.

OUR SENSATION 
CREATING PARCEL
1 Pair Pure Wool Blankets 
1 Pair Large Bed Sheets 
1 Beautiful Quilt 
1 Bedroom Hearthrug 
1 Pair Fine Curtains 
1 Pair Turkish Towels 
1 Pair Short Pillow Cases 
1 Long Pillow-Case 

All tor 21s.

J .  W ,  G O T T .  Warehouse : 2 Union St., Bradford. Branch : 20 Heavitree Rd., Plumstead, London, S-E
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f  Fresh Arrival from America. Not Otherwise Obtainable.

VOLTAIRE’S ROMANCES
Voltaire was the greatest man of his country, and did more

any other of the sons of men.”
MICRQMEGAS.

of Sirius

to free the hmnan race than

CHINESE CATECHISM. Dialogues between a disciple
of Confucius and a Chinese Prince, before the 
Christian era. Paper covers Is., postage 2d.

IGNORANT PHILOSOPHER, The. Containing por
traits of René Descartes and Benedict Spinoza.— 
As entertaining as a French Comedy.

Paper covers Is., postage, 2d.

GETTERS ON THE CHRISTIAN RELIGION.
With comments on the writings of the most em i
nent authors who have been accused of attacking 
Christianity. Paper covers Is., postage 2d.

MAN OF FORTY CROWNS. Dialogues on National
Poverty ; Adventures with a Carmelite, etc.

Illustrated. Paper covers Is., postage 2d.

A Voyage to Planet Saturn. By a native 
and Twelve others.

Illustrated. Paper covers Is., postage 2d.

PHILOSOPHY OF HISTORY. With portraits of The
Empress Catherine and of Voltaire.

Paper covers Is., postage 2d.

POCKET THEOLOGY. Witty and Sarcastic Definitions
of Theological Terms. Paper covers Is., postage 2d,

THE SAGE AND THE ATHEIST. The Princess of
Babylon. Adventures of a Young Englishman, etc. 

Illustrated. Paper covers Is., postage 2d.

ZADIG: or, Fate. The White B u ll; The Blind of One
Eye, etc. Illustrated. Paper covers Is.,postage 2d.

When ordering, a second choice should be given, to prevent disappointment

T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
(LIMITED)

Company Lim ited hy Guarantee.
Registered Office—'2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 

Chairman o f Board o f Directors—Mu. G. W. FOOTE. 
Secretary—E. M. VANCE (Miss).

ac IS-S.°?iety was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the 
ffuisition and application of funds for Secular purposes, 

he Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s 
sh ê?îs are :— '̂o Promo'e the principle that human conduct 
n , u " ^ase  ̂ upon natural knowledge, and not upon super- 
e behef, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
j  of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry.

0 promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com- 
l ®t,e sscifiarieation of the State, etc., etc. And to do ail such 
j ,tul things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
or h reoe've’ an<3 retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
jhet)®<lueafhed by any person, and to employ the same for any of

® purposes of the Society, 
he liability of members is limish V “ “ UUItI  oi memuers is limited to ¿51, in case the Society 

liaVr • °V6r w°und up and the assets were insufficient to cover
Mhties—a most unlikely contingency, 

v , Iabers pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 
Th s,u )̂scr’pli' 011 °f five shillings.

[ Society has a considerable number of members, but a much 
ger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 

it nG<̂. amongst those who read this announcement. All who join 
¡ Participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
y re8°urces. I t  is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
t e 11 c?111. ' no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 

® Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
y way whatever.

jjj Society’s affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
J ^ t o r s ,  consisting of not less than five and not more than 

elv® members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

flowers ofFREETHOUGHT.
B y G . W . F O O T E .

First Series, cloth . . .  - 2s. 6d.
~ Second Series, cloth - - - - 2s. 6d.

 ̂'-’Ontains scores of entertaining and informing Essays and 
1 lcles on a great variety of Freethought topics.

^  The Freethought Publishing Co., Ltd.- London.

k GLASGOW FREETHODGHT NEWSAGENT
D .  B A X T E R ,

32 B R U N S W I C K  S T R E E T
Baxter is the Glasgow Branch’s newsagent at the Secular 

C() on Sundays. He is energetic and trustworthy. Orders 
f i t t e d  to him will receive prompt and proper attention. His 
a Solar place of business is 24 Brunswick-street, where he keeps 

stock of all advanced literature. Local “ saints,” and 
jj: VeHing Freethinkers who happen to be in Glasgow, should give 

n a call.—G. W. F oot?

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 the 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 pay 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 :—“ I give and
“ bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of ¿5----- -
“ free from Legacy Duty, and I 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 sore 
and Inflamed Eyelids. Nothing to equai the Lotion forDimnesB 
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. ljd . per bottle, with directions : Ky post 14 
stamps.

G. T H W A I T E S ,
HERBALIST. 2 CHURCH ROW. STOCKTON-ON-TEES.

Uncle Tom’s Cabin Up to D ate; or, Chinese 
Slavery in South Africa.

By E. B. ROSE.
One Penny. Post free, Three-halfpence.

THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING COMPANY, L td ., 
“2 Newcastle-street, Farrringdon-street, London, E-0.
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THE BIBLE HANDBOOK
FOR

F R E E T H IN K E R S  A N D  IN Q U IR IN G  C H R IST IA N S
EDITED BY

G. W. FOOTE a n d  W. P. BALL
A  N ew  Editio n , Revised, and Handsom ely Printed

C O N T E N T S:

Part I.—Bible Contradictions. Part II.—Bible Absurdities. Part III.—Bible Atrocities. 
Part IY.—Bible Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promises, and Unfulfilled Prophecies.

Cheap Edition, in paper covers, Is. 6d. ; Best Edition, hound in cloth, 2s. 6d.
“ Tliis is a volume which we strongly commend to all interested in the study of the Judaic-Christian Scriptures.

It is edited by G. W. Foote and W. P. Ball, and Published by the Freethought Publishing Company, 2 Newcastle-street, 
Farringdon-street, Loudon, E.C., price Is. 6d. Indeed, we cannot conceive any Christian as having a faith worth 
regarding unless he has studied this remarkable volume. Teachers in Sunday and elementary schools will find it of 
special value as an aid to the exposition of the Christian religion from a thoughtful and critical standpoint. It is a 
perfect army of facts and comparisons. Since 1888 it has been the standard volume of the subject with which it deals, 
and its popularity is emphasised by the fact that the public have demanded a new edition.”— Reynolds's Newspaper.

A MIRACLE OF C H E A P N E S S

“MISTAKES OF MOSES”
BY

C O L O N E L  R, G.  I N G E R S O L L
(The Lecture  E d itio n )

T hirty-tw o pages, good print, good paper

O N L Y  A P E N N Y

Twelve copies post free for tenpence for gratuitous distribution

T H E  P IO N E E R  PR ESS, 2 NEW CASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

FROM CHRISTIAN PULPIT
TO SECULAR PLATFORM

A MENTAL HISTORY
BY

J O H N  L L O Y D  (ex-Presbyterian Minister)
B est Edition, in handsome cover, 6d. Popular Edition, 2d.

T H E  P IO N E E R  PR ESS, 2 NEW CASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, E.C.

A N E W  TRACT.

“GOD AT CHICAGO”
BY

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.
(These are  special cheap ra tes, for propagandist purposes).

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

Printed and Published by The F hkethouoht P ubwshing Co., Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, London, B*C'


