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In me thou see’st the glowing of such fire,
That on the ashes of his youth doth lie,
Js the death-hed whereon it must expire
Consum’d with that which it was nourish'd by.
This thou, perceiv’st, which makes thy love more
strong,
To love that well which thou must leave ere long.
—Shakespeare.

Hail Japan!

Holy Russia has been beaten once more by Heathen
Japan. The white Christians have been “licked”
every time they have stood up to the yellow Pagans.
Oft land the Russian armies have been broken and
driven back again and again. On sea the Russian
ftavies have been overwhelmed and annihilated. The
Pacific Squadron met its fate at Port Arthur, and
now the Baltic Fleet is smashed and destroyed. The
Japs waited until they could strike one final and
fatal blow. The moment arrived, the blow was
delivered, and the Russian fleet was so mauled that
°fte can almost say of it (in Hamlet’s words) “the
rest is silence.”

What a tragi-comedy was the course of that
Haltic Fleet! It was so like Holy Russia in this
Conflict with Heathen Japan. Starting out from
H\e Baltic, creeping along in what was probably a
mixture of “drunk” and “funk” to the Dogger
Hank, firing in a frenzy of fear at British fishing
boats, creeping along again to Eastern waters by
draining the friendly neutrality of France, taking
more than half a year to reach the spot where the
silent deadly Japanese waited for it, and then swiftly
Niped out of existence. Everywhere an insolent
strain put upon other people’s patience, until the
ay of reckoning came, and the comedy ended as a
bloody tragedy. Poor wretched Russian sailors
drowned with their sinking ships, or torn to pieces
by the enemy’s shells, what had they done to invite
Sw’h a fate? Nothing. They were sent out to
certain slaughter by the scoundrels at St. Petersburg,
whbo yet, let us hope, will meet their day of doom.

Who in his senses could believe that the Russians
"muld defeat the Japanese anywhere ? Tte Russian
Autocracy, with its hereditary absurdities and
Privileges, is simply an agency for oppressing and
exploiting the Russian people. For that object it
bas a certain capacity. For any other object it is
fb0 incarnation of incapacity. The lie of its
existence has eaten through the whole of its
Activities. During the present war it has not pro-
duced a single good general, and its naval com-
manders have been of the comic opera variety.
And what are the Russians fighting for? The
e°mtnon soldier feels he is fighting for nothing.

thi6 ~aPanese>0l1 the other hand, are fighting for
t>ei”Rational existence. One and all feel this, from
wh highest chiefs to the humblest warriors. And

fo +’ as.-H- Meredith asks, could “conquer a race of

th ~ millions having the contempt of death when
mr country’s inviolability is at stake ?*

g . weftld have been a calamity to civilisation if the

0 tlc Fleet had met any other fate. That must be

tl/ Conso'ation for the thought of the slaughtered
ftftsands of Russian sailors, The world at large
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will gain by the victory of the nation with the best
brains, the best discipline, and the finest humanity.

What we have said in the Freethinker all along is
now generally admitted. Even the Daily News,
which had for long a sneaking sympathy with Russia
as a “ Christian ” nation has discovered the following
truth:—

“ Nothing is more startling than the lesson which the
uprising of this wonderful people is setting before civi-
lised Europe. Japan, it would seem, expects a patriot
to be honest in his dealing with Army contracts,
courteous even to the enemy, not boastful, not seeking
after a secret commission, not yearning for notoriety.
Here is a land where statesmen do not make war
without themselves sharing its peril and its cost.”

This is a lesson, the Daily News says, which all
Christendom will have to learn. Yes, and a Heathen
nation is the teacher.

Christian boastfulness has received a severe check.
Listening to Christian spokesmen, in the usual way,
you would imagine that their faith had invented all
the virtues. This idea is steadily impressed upon
the supporters of missionary enterprise. But every
properly informed person knows it is a lie. It never
had a grain of truth in it. The sublimest virtue—
not the virtue that weakly shuns temptation, but
the virtue that manfully lives in the full stream of
the world’s affairs—was displayed by the great men
of antiquity. And the spirit of those great men,
who lived before the Christian era, has animated the
really great men of modern times. Nelson was
accounted a religious man, but when he flashed that
historic message to his fleet at Trafalgar he dropped
all the jargon of the creeds. He spoke as a man to
men. “ England expects that every man will do his
duty” was worthy of the greatest of Plutarch’s
heroes.

It is in the spirit of Nelson’s signal, a hundred
years later, that the Japanese are acting, The
motives that Christianity appeals to have really no
place in their minds. The personal hopes and fears
of the individual citizen are lost in the sublime
inspiration of his country’s honor and welfare. This
is patriotism, it is true; but out of such patriotism,
in due time, will come the best cosmopolitanism.
For true humanity is not born of the weakness of
nations hut of their strength.

As religion is understood by Christians the
Japanese are not a religious people. Long ago we
guoted from the American missionary who wrote
the Gist of Japan and deplored that the Japanese
rulers, by their system of secular education, were
training up a race of Atheists and Agnostics.
Recently we quoted from Professor Okakura who
wrote The Japanese Spirit and told the Western
world that his countrymen felt that they could be
“ upright and brave without the help of a creed with
a God or deities at the other end.” This is the
nation that has stood up and faced and struck down
the giant liar and thief of the Northern steppes.
“God and the Czar” has been the shibboleth of
Russia. The Japanese care not a pin for either.
They fight for their own rights, they have their own
code of honor, and they act up to it. In this at
least they are intensely practical. They do not un-
derstand the wisdom of pretending impossible virtues
on Sundays and violating common morality all other
days of the week, G w.
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Anthropomorphism.*

Anthropomorphism is an ugly word—ugly in ap-
pearance, in sound, and, generally, in effect. The
thing itself is as old as human nature, and its
influence has been responsible for more than a few
of the confusions of thought against which clearer
thinkers have been constantly fighting. Derived
from the Greek words meaning “man ” and “ form,”
its nature may be described as endowing with
human qualities forces or forms of existence that
have no valid or logical claims to such charac-
teristics. Viewed from one point of view, such a
practice is in some degree inevitable, and therefore
non-blamable ; for it is as foolish to complain at the
inevitable as it is to sigh for the unattainable. So
long as man is man he is bound to express his con-
ception of things in language derived from his own
feelings, and there is thus truth in the remark made
by one writer that “a non-anthropomorphic thought
is a sheer absurdity.” Only it is well to bear in
mind that our language is largely anthropomorphic,
and so avoid the error of confusing our verbal
description of things with the things themselves.

Anthropomorphism, I have said, is as old as human
nature ; and to realise this it is only necessary to
consider the nature of the language we constantly
use, bearing in mind the fact that language embodies
earlier thinking, just as the geologic strata carry
the remains of extinct forms of life. We speak of
the “pull ” of the sun or the earth, the “moaning”
of the sea, the “roar” of the storm, the *“smile ” of
the sunshine,an “angry ” torrent, a “pleasant ” stream
—all words which show plainly enough the source
of their derivation. Many of these words are now
recognised as mere figures of speech, poetic meta-
phors; but the truth is that our poetry embodies
as symbols what once stood for concrete realities.
Anthropomorphic expressions are, therefore, legi-
timate enough, and harmless enough, so long as we
bear in mind that our language is largely symbolic.
But when this is not done, when we first use a sym-
bolic term and afterwards proceed as though it were
a literal representation of an actual fact, then it is
that confusion is introduced into thinking, and with
disastrous consequences.

In selecting examples of anthropomorphism, the
clearest and least questionable instance is found in
the sphere of religion. All recent research and dis-
cussion have gone to prove the truth of Feurbach’s
recognition of theology as anthropology. Religions,
as they surround us to-day, with all their reserva-
tions and ethical and social modifications, no more
resemble the original article than the king of a
modern representative State resembles the chief of
a primitive savage horde. Pure religion exists only
among savages, since it is the primitive mind that
gives religion birth. And the more closely primitive
thought is studied, the more evident it becomes that
the gods owe their existence to the anthropomorphic
tendency of the human mind. North, south, east,
and west, the gods are built up in the likeness of
those who worship them, and are furnished with
characters that are a reflex of the prevailing
geographic and social conditions. No one yet has
ever been ingenious enough to endow the gods with
other than human qualities, and for obvious reasons.
And the nearer we get to the source of religion the
more human the gods become ; the farther from the
source, the more abstract and metaphysical. But
the god of metaphysics could never have laid the
foundation of a religion. It cannot even keep one
alive, with all the influence of heredity to help.
Originally men believed in gods because they believed
them to be similar to themselves in body and mind:
and when this conception goes religions begin to
decay.

* These articles are written as a general reply to several cor-
respondents who have written me lately on the subject, and who
must, therefore, take them as an answer to both their questions
and criticism.
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It matters not which school of anthropologists
one agrees with—whether with the school that holds
the origin of religion to be due to man endowing the
physical forces of nature with an intelligence similar
to his own, or to that which believes that the gods
began with ghosts, which in turn began with the
mistaken interpretation of dreams, mania, epilepsy,
etc. There is a fundamental agreement that the
gods owe their existence to man’s misreading of
phenomena that a fuller knowledge showed rightly
admitted of a quite different explanation.

And not only has religion this undeniably anthro-
pomorphic basis, but a close study of mental evolu-
tion shows this process to be, given the conditions,
inevitable. To understand this one must get rid of
the notion that the mind of primitive man, because
of the monstrosities it gave birth to, was governed
by principles different to those which determine the
thinking of his civilised descendant. Savage or
civilised, scientific or unscientific, the laws of mental
life are the same. There are errors of observation,
errors of classification, errors of deduction, but the
laws of mental life are the same for all. A right
conclusion is seldom reached at once ; usually this
is attained by repeated failures, and the wrong con-
clusions of primitive man, expressed in his religious
beliefs, were the precursors of the more scientific
conclusions of a later age. | say “more scientific,
because, as a matter of fact, primitive religion was
the science of primitive man. As some theory of
things had to be framed, our primitive ancestors
explained phenomena in terms of the only force they
knew—his own volition and his own intelligence.
We do exactly the same, only in our case we recog-
nise forces with which he was unacquainted.
Causation was not understood, mechanical force was
unknown, and therefore the forces of nature were
likened to human intelligence, because that was the
only force with which primitive man was directly
acquainted. All power was likened to human power,
and all motion as due to the same cause that deter-
mined human motion. From this point of view
religion takes rank as a primitive science ; it was,
indeed, the science of the time propounded at a stage
of human evolution that admitted of no more ade-
guate explanation of things. The evil is that these
explanations are persisted in when better ones &e
possible, and then when a changed environment
makes the old explanation unsuitable, attempts are
made, by obstructing knowledge or by teaching
falsities, to create an artificial environment that
may give the old beliefs a further lease of life.

One need not, indeed, go back to primitive man to
note this anthropomorphic tendency at work. The
fetishistic instinct is too deeply engrained in human
nature for it to be without its living witnesses.
The readiness with which we praise a good day °r
blame a bad one, the liability to swear at a stone
over which we trip are evidences of its existence.
Anyone who has occasion to walk through a wood
at night time will know how prone one is to read We
into the slightest sound out of the ordinary, just as
when one is pulling in a boat on a choppy sea the
crunch, crunch of the waves insensibly suggest the
action of a living creature. Of course, in the adult
these spontaneous suggestions are quickly over-
ruled ; but this is because we have a host o*
civilised ideas on which to fall back. Divest our-
selves of these, and so place ourselves in the position
of our primitive ancestors and it is not difficult
to realise that these unchecked suggestions would
soon aggregate themselves into definite beliefs.

In the adult these instances are only exampl(8
of the primitive savage breaking through, for a
moment, the thin veneer of civilisation that we have
put on. In the case of the child the veneer has not
yet been acquired, and the operation of the fetisbis-
tie instinct is, therefore, seen the easier. Here the
anthropomorphism is naked and unashamed. Play’
things are endowed with life, chairs or tables are
beaten, and whole legions of non-existent being8
created. Moreover, and this is even more suggestive
as recreating the past mental history of the race,
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while children are curiously logical, when we can
get at the premises from which they start, they have
no difficulty in believing in the existence of all sorts
of curious monsters, and are quite ready to set the
principle of causation at defiance. Lions with
human heads and human speech, giants in seven
league boots, fairies, witches, talking birds, and
transformed human beings excite small wonder, and
give rise to still less doubt. One need only realise
that in this the child is retracing some of the stages
in the mental growth of the race, just as in its
embryonic development it has repeated its ancestral
Physical history, to further realise that we are
touching the very source of religion; and that in
the child’s credulity, non-acquaintance with causa-
tion, general inability to discriminate between
fancies and facts, and confusion of conceivability
with actuality, we are in touch with the conditions
that gave the gods birth.

Unfortunately anthropomorphism does not end
with religion, and its operations in other directions

will be noted in a succeeding article. g gohen>
(To be continued.)
Quid Pro Quo.

Professor A. S. Peake, M.A., Tutor at the

Primitive Methodist and Lancashire Independent
Colleges, is a prominent member of the modern
school of advanced theologians. Himself a Higher
Critic of no mean repute, he is anxious to keep in
sympathetic touch with the great intellectual
movements of the age. He realises the enormous
difficulties which surround the position he occupies,
aid is not blind to the fact that the spirit of the
age is decidedly antagonistic to the central doctrines
even of progressive theology. Consequently, the
Publication of his Manchester lecture, entitled,
‘The Atonement of Christ,” may be regarded as an
epoch in the history of Christian Evidences. It
eoust be admitted, at the outset, that this is an ex-
Geptionally able lecture ; and if it fails to furnish a
convincing defence of the doctrine it discusses, the
failure must be attributed, not to any lack of
apologetic skill on the part of the lecturer, but to
Uie inherent unreasonableness of the doctrine itself.
Had it been possible to make the New Testament
teaching on the subject of the Atonement believable,
t rofessor Peake would certainly have succeeded in
accomplishing the task.

The lecture opens with a frank confession of the
extreme difficulty that confronts anyone who has to
discuss such a subject before a miscellaneous
audience, “especially when he remembers how
uaany controversies have been excited within the
Church itself over this great doctrine, and how
°ften the doctrine itself has been selected for special
attack by those who are hostile to Christianity.”
‘With reference to the wide divergence of opinion
fuat has prevailed in the Christian Church,” Pro-
fessor Peake observes “that it is not in virtue of
holding this or that theory of the Atonement that
W are saved, but by the atonement itself apart from
?Py explanations that theologians may put upon it.”
fJoes Professor Peake seriously believe that state-
ment ? He says that all Christians are agreed upon

Dr. Dale made a similar statement in his famous
we°rk on the Atonement, and devoted much space to
~ Presentation of what he called the Fact of the

tenement as distinguished from all theories. But
*an Professor Peake tell us what the Atonement

,S0If, apart from all explanations, really is ? Is not

6 very idea of atonement an explanation of the
ree and death of Jesus ? Was not what Jesus is

Ported to have said about his own death an
u PHoation of its significance ? Does not Paul give

a doctrine of the Atonement, and is not the
of lane k® presents his theory as to the meaning
and a6 Crucifixion? Apart from all explanations

o doctrines, and theories, the death of Jesus would
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not have differed in the least from that which has
overtaken many another unpopular teacher at the
hands of his enemies. It is simply absurd, there-
fore, to talk about the saving power of the Atone-
ment itself, because there is and can be no such
thing.

Ag this point is of supreme importance | desire to
press it on the reader’s attention. In the seventies
and eighties of last century, Dr. Dale’s Atonement
was deservedly the most popular of all theological
works. Edition after edition appeared in quick
succession, and there was no small excitement in the
dovecots of divinity. Now, as Professor Peake
knows well, Dr. Dale devoted the first chapters of
his able treatise to an interpretation of the New
Testament doctrine of the Atonement. But the
fact to be borne in mind here is that Dr. Dale’s in-
terpretation of that doctrine differs materially from
that adopted by other divines quite as competent to
judge as himself. Indeed, scarcely any two theo-
logians agree as to the meaning of New Testament
passages bearing on this subject. Dale was a great
man, with a clear, penetrating intellect; but so were
Dorner, and Hodge, and Shedd, and Edwards. All
of them alike claimed to be interpreters of the
Word of God in the Bible; and they were all more
or less at variance as to what that Word means.
Is it not clear, therefore, that, even on the assump-
tion that the New Testament gives us the Atone-
ment itself, apart from all explanations, it is utterly
impossible to discover what the Atonement itself
is? On what ground, then, does Professor Peake
affirm that men are “saved by the Atonement itself
apart from any explanations that theologians may
put upon it ?” We hold that such an affirmation
is absolutely groundless.

But let us proceed. Professor Peake lays down
“certain principles,” such as that God cannot act
unworthily of himself or out of harmony with his
own perfect justice; that He is love, and seeks
man’s highest good; that his perfect righteousness
sets him in eternal opposition to sin; that sacrifice
is the test of love’s genuineness and the measure of
its depth; that the fit consequence of sin is punish-
ment, and adequate punishment; that there can be
no schism in the Godhead ; and that the death of
Jesus must have an adequate cause, or, that no com-
mon-place explanation can account for so tremendous
an event. Those are his “guiding principles,” from
which he never wishes to depart. In adopting them,
he assumes “first of all the Christian doctrine of
God, and then the Christian doctrine of Christ.” He
also assumes “the fact of sin,” without which
theology would be poor indeed.

Let us see how Professor Peake builds upon the
foundation furnished by such principles and assump-
tions. He rejects several theories of the Atonement
which have from time to time found lodgmentin the
Church.  This is his description of one rejected
theory —

“ A certain theory which was for many centuries held
in the Christian Church, indeed from the early centuries
right on to the time of Anselm, who gave it its death-
blow, rested upon the conception of the death of Jesus
as a ransom. Jesus had paid a great price to redeem
mankind from slavery, and so the question arose, To
whom was that ransom paid ? It could have been
paid, so it was argued, to noother than to him who held
those slaves in his thraldom, and that was the Devil.
And therefore for a long time, in one form or another,
this strange theory held its ground, that the death of
Jesus was a ransom-price paid to the Devil.”

Our lecturer dismisses that theory without comment,
but draws from it this “important moral

“1t shows us to what monstrous conclusions theo-
logians may be led if they wring out of Biblical
metaphors the utmost drop of meaning they can be
made to convey.” vg

In my judgment the Professor is excessively severe
upon this primitive theory. To the writers of the
New Testament the Devil was a person of great
importance, with whom Jesus had momentous
dealings. He was held responsible for the ruin of
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the human race, and for having held them in sub-
jection through innumerable generations. It was to
destroy his works that Jesus was sent into the world.
The Apostles spoke of believers as having been
redeemed and bought with the precious blood of
Chriat. And nothing was more natural, under the
circumstances, than to take for granted that they
had been redeemed and bought from under the
dominion of him who had made them captives. |
believe that this theory is as fairly founded upon
apostolic teaching, to say the least, as any of the
others.

Professor Peake rejects Anselm’s theory of surplus
merit, the so-called moral-influence theory, and the
Governmental or Penal-Example theory. Then he
elaborates and commends his own theory, which is,
in reality, as open to objection as any of the rejected
ones. It is a mystic theory which cannot be verified
by facts. It has never been adopted by the orthodox
Church, and it finds room in none of the great
creeds and confessions. It is indeed an amalgama-
tion of several conflicting theories. There is much
in the Pauline Epistles which seems to confirm it;
but there is also a great deal that flatly contradicts
it. According to Professor Peake, Christ was God’s
representative to man, and man’s representative to
God. He made Atonement by bringing them into
harmonious fellowship the one with the other. This
Atonement is the ground of the forgiveness of sins
and the channel of eternal life.

Now, it is needless to say that we do not believe
in the Christian Atonement at all, and that Professor
Peake’s lecture only confirms us in our unbelief.
The very idea that underlies the doctrine shocks our
sense of right. Take one expression from a Pauline
Epistle : “Him [Christ] who knew no sin He [God]
made to be sin on our behalf.” That means that
man’s sin was transferred to the sinless Christ,
which would have been a highly immoral act. Take
a similar expression from a Petrine Epistle: “Who
[Christ] his own self bare [carried up] our sins in
his body upon the tree.” Mr. Peake does not like
the term substitution ; but if Christ bare or carried
up our sins to the Cross of Calvary, was He not our
substitute ? We ought to have done it, but He did
it for us, and so we are free. Professor Peake admits
that “you cannot punish the innocent for the guilty
and let the guilty go free without violating the fun-
damental principles of justice.” Then what about
God’s appointment of his only begotten Son to
suffer once for sins, “the righteous for the
unrighteous”? Was not such an appointment
“a violation of the fundamental principles of
justice 7 ?

Dr. Dale regarded the Atonement as the objective
ground of the forgiveness of sins. The revival
hymn says : “ Nothing great or small remains for
me to do.” The central note is, “Jesus paid it all,
all the debt | owe.” That is the doctrine preached
by all the great revivalists of to-day; and their
hearers swallow it with great avidity. Hut it is an
essentially and absolutely false and pernicious
doctrine. The forgiveness of sins is a vain dream.
Sins cannot be forgiven. More strictly speaking,
there are no sins to be forgiven  As Professor Peake
says, “we seem to suffer the penalty of sin just as if
Jesus had never suffered at all.” Quite true, we
echo ; Jesus has made no difference whatever. The
universe is now what it always has been, just as if
He had never lived at all. The Rev. R. J. Campbell
exclaimed the other Sunday morning, “ The God
against whom you sin is yourself.” That is a kind
of Pantheism which even Professor Haeckel might
readily endorse, though Mr. Campbell does not
always consistently teach it. If the word God
must be used, I would modify the City Temple
utterauce thus: “The God against whom you sin
is yourself as a member of society.” All sins are
social in their effect, though primarily they may be
committed against the sinner himself. Nothing is
wrong unless it hurts society. Sin is that which
injures; and it cannot be forgiven. The sinner may
forsake it and in some measure make amends; but
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its consequences are not under his control, but must
work themselves out in in society.

On this point Dr. Peake is thoroughly sound. He
says : “ If one man has deeply wronged another, and
has simply repented for it and received forgiveness,
he will not, | believe, consider that a completely
satisfactory solution of the situation has yet been
reached......When the prodigal comes back will be
not do his best to atone for the years of agony that
he has caused his father ?” Of course he will; but
the father would never expect an innocent son to
make atonement for the guilty one. He would never
expect Thomas to bear the punishment due to James
and let James go free. That would be cruel, brutal,
unjust. And yet we must not forget that the
prodigal James injures himself and Thomas as well
as the father ; and that threefold injury remains a
fact forever.

But the doctrine of Atonement, as taught by the
Church, has been productive of incalculable mischief
iri the world, and is doing enormous harm at the
present time. We shall not get rid of it, however,
as long as belief in the Christian God continues.
What is required is a new sense of the greatness
and nobility of human nature and of the responsi-
bility of each individual, not to a personal God in
heaven, but to his kith and kin on earth, or to him-
self as a living member of the race. In other words,
we want to get rid of the theologian, who deals in
dreams and shadows, and enthrone the moralist,
whose work consists in studying social relations and
in expounding the principles of social conduct. It is
at-one-ment with society that we need above all
else ; and this atonement can be effected not through
the substitution of the innocent for the guilty, but
through the guilty learning by patient endeavor to
become innocent, and to live in the service of all.

J. T. Lloyd.
- ue

Theological Revivals and Moral Progress.

It certainly gives one something of a shock to read
the kind of comment constantly passed on the orgies
of the Welsh “revival”—which now, alas! seems
sadly drooping—by many sober newspapers and
some otherwise sensible men. An ignorant collier
goes round retailing the threadbare stuff about the
“blood of Jesus,” and singing threadbare hymns to
fill up the void; crowds of primitive people are
worked up to a state of hysteria; and, forthwith,
there is much wise head-shaking at the wicked
Atheists whose philosophy is thus confounded, and
journalists and others profess to be profoundly
moved by the whole episode. Without question, the
extraordinary outburst of shoddy sentiment is the
most striking feature in the entire affair. To believe
that the mass of the journalistic backers of the
“revival ” are other than insincere is a strain on an
ordinary man’s credulity. Yet if they are not
sincere, what shall one say of it all? Blood and
brimstone, hysteria and hypocrisy, would sum np
the strange, eventful history. And yet the whole
thing is put forward, forsooth, as a supremely
spiritual phenomenon, as showing that God is still
alive in the twentieth century, though the tone of
some of the godly prints would lead one to assume
that they had a real secret fear that God Almighty
had dropped dead, and that they are now delighted
to be reassured by this remarkable evidence of his
activity.

If, however, one were to judge from most of the
newspaper glorifications of the business, one would
imagine it was a moral, and not a mere theologicab
revival that was in question; one would think that
Evan Roberts was an ethical reformer, and not a
plain hot-gospeller. That is to say, in the very act
of enthusing over a “ spiritual ” awakening there Is
a trick performed, and the applause of the simple’
minded portion of the public is obtained on a spurious
pretence. Never, however, was there a clearer cas0
of the absolute divorce between morals and theology
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than that of the semi-demented Welsh fanatic. You
will have read that at this place or that (with the
unpronounceable Dame) so many soulswere “saved.”
Saved from what ? Why, from the flames of hell.
Nothing else. They were probably all, more or less,
decent people before the inspired collier came on the
scene ; they will certainly be no better conducted
afterwards. But they were in danger of “the wrath
to come ” before, and now they are safe. Thatis all.
Evan Roberts ladles out the * blood of Jesus,” to
speak theologically and figuratively, and that is the
beginning and end of the whole matter. As for any
glimmering of a moral idea, or, for the matter of that,
a theological idea, or any idea at all, the poor man,
according to every account, is as innocent as any
man can be. He simply sings and prays—stereo-
typed hymns, stereotyped prayers. And when the
hymns and prayers give out, he sobs and sighs. So
that, in nine cases out of ten, the meeting ends in a
glorious hysterical debauch.

With people of ordinary common sense, it is, | take
It, unnecessary to discuss the theological pretences
of the whole affair. The very notion that a being of
infinite justice selects one man to be the vehicle of a
message which might, with much more certainty,
have been implanted in the hearts of all, the very
notion illustrates the crude theology at the back of
the revivalist’s brains. To the Freethinker, there is
something farcical in all these claims to personal
inspiration. Evan Roberts says, in so many words,
“God inspires me.” “No,” answers the Pope in the
Vatican; “he inspires me." And so they go round
the circle. Certainly, from the Theistic point of
view, it is inexplicable that any self-respecting God
should allow his self-styled agents to make “him”
ridiculous. Not hut that these same agents make a
fairly decent commission on the transaction. The
°ld gentleman in Rome, whose predecessors have
be- a in the business for a very long time, does not
sleep in a manger by any means. And Evan Roberts,
m his own way, seems to have prospered exceedingly
since he began to have those struggles with Satan in
his bedroom, of which such graphic accounts have
reached the outer world.

If the revivalists, however, were in any way serious
or had not entirely surrendered their common sense,
there are a few questions one would wish them to
answer. Why, for instance, should a business-like
God have allowed a “revival ” to become necessary
atall? A “revival ” implies that the thing revived
was dying. Why, then, should the holy flame or divine
spark, or whatever it is, have been let go so low?
Thousands must have lived and died whilst things
Were in this wretched condition. A merely human
housewife would be thought very inefficient if, say,
?n an important occasion, she let the kitchen fire get
mto such a state that great efforts had to be made to
re-kindle it. The meat might get spoiled. Yet,
according to the revivalists, God pays less attention
to men’s souls than a good cook would pay to a piece
°f beef. He goes at the thing in fits and starts,
n°w and then. There was a “revival,” it seems, in
1869. There may be another in 1950. In the mean-
time, things must just take their chance.

Then, again, why should Wales be the recipient of
8uch special favors on the part of any impartial
being? Why is the same tenderness not shown to
England or France or China or Tibet ? Again, we
take a human illustration. A human being who de-
liberately makes distinctions between his children,
showering kindness on one and treating another with
~difference or hostility, has a very poor and faulty
Uotion of the duties of parenthood. Yet the revi-
valists ask us to believe that an alleged Father of
the whole human race is specially engaged putting

orth great efforts to make a few thousand Welsh
Nonconformists more religious still, whilst millions
elsewhere are left untended altogether. The essen-
lally egotistic nature of the whole religious idea
j"as never better exemplified. Every man *“saved ”
_unks that the personified consciousness of the
Cosmos has been concerned about his welfare, to the
neglect of the welfare of his fellow-men. Assuredly

IHE FREETHINKER

857

the fostering of such foolish conceits does not con-
stitute any moral advance, and the setting of a con-
gregation of simple folk drunk with unintelligent
emotion is no beneficial exploit. To rouse men to a
noble enthusiasm in some good cause would be to
evoke our admiration, but to set men maudlin over
the question whether or no their wretched souls fire
“saved ” or not, is merely to keep alive that foolish
fear that has so often thwarted human progress in
the past. In point of fact, however, the beliefs of
the revivalists are pitiable. If there be a God who
intervenes in human affairs every humane man will
agree that he would be much better employed stop-
ping the hideous carnage in the Far East than in
carrying on wrestling matches in obscure Welsh
villages with people like Evan Roberts. Realise the
farce of it alll There are thousands of mere men
who would stop that slaughter, if they had the
power, to-morrow. Yes, the “God of Love ” is too
busy with Mrs. Jones and her coloured lights to
attend to the matter.

The truth, of course, is that the only relationship
which such “revivals ” bear to moral progress is
that, immediately, they tend to obstruct such pro-
gress, whatever be their ultimate effect. Moral
advance is not produced by prayers or hymns. It is
a slow growth. You may see men getting filled with
the spirit before your eyes ; men may find salvation,
it seems, in half a second. But you can no more
sec men growing moral than you can see a child
growing from hour to hour. Moral progress is the
result of better education, greater leisure, more
healthy material surroundings, more refined amuse-
ments, and a hundred human factors which have
nothing whatever to do with theology. Those who
declare, therefore, that Evan Roberts is working a
moral revolution are talking arrant nonsense. It
may be granted, of course, that men in a state of
“religious ” emotion sometimes become changed
morally; what hitherto figured as virtues or quite
harmless amusements may seem vices in their eyes,
and, on the other hand, they may attach particular
importance to religious ceremonials which before did
not appeal to them. But there is no moral growth.
That implies wisdom, and wisdom and revivalism are

poles asunder. FREDERICK RYAN.

WHEN DID THE GOSPEL WIN EUROPE "
TO THE EDITOR 01’ * THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,—Under the above heading Mr. J. T. Lloyd reviews
in your columns my lecture on “How and Why the Gospel
Won Europe.” The topic in debate is an important one,
and perhaps you will allow me to make some comments on
his criticisms.

I am sorry to have to begin with just a word of personal
remonstrance. Your reviewer writes : “ Dr. Bartlet is afraid
to give particulars, well knowing, no doubt, that they would
be dead against him.” Is this fair ? Unless he knows me
of old as a disingenuous writer, why insinuate an insincere
motive under the cover of a “no doubt.” Even a Christian
is entitled to be treated on his own merits, and not judged
off-hand as a member of a class which the critic deeply
suspects. | cannot think that this, and the kindred com-
ment that my lecture “ ignores all the facts,” is just criticism,
or tends to the discovery of truth. Rather it is a breach of
the ethics of debate. Of course, a brief lecture dealing with
some three centuries is bound to consist largely of general
statements. But if anyone cares to spend a penny, he can
judge for himself whether mine deals largely “in vague
generalities,” or whether it contains a fair amount of definite
statements which admit more or less of proof. Certainly
Mr. Lloyd does not seem to have convicted me of any
palpable inaccuracy ; while, on other hand, he seems himself
to have fallen into error on several points. Thus he writes :
“They (professing Christians) were always (? in the Roman
Empire) in the minority, as they still are to-day (in the
world as a whole, we suppose). Even at Antioch, one of the
oldest and most prosperous Christian centres, sixty years
after Constantine’s conversion the Church numbered only
about one hundred thousand out of half-a-million.” On the
contrary, Harnack. in his recent monograph on The Ex-
tension of Christianity, remarks (p. 436) that Gibbon
mistakes the number attached to the chief church in
Antioch for the total number of Christians in the city, who
even earlier, under the anti-Christian Emperor Julian (362
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a.d.) actually formed the majority in Antioch. And the
same high authority, confining himself to reckoning the
various regions of the Empire separately, names a number
of provinces in which, before Constantine began to favor
Christianity, it could claim “nearly a half of the popula-
tion,” and was already “ the most widely-spread or at least
the most influential religion ”; and he goes on to specify
many provinces in which it “formed a very considerable
part of the population, and also possessed influence in lead-
ing circles and upon the culture of society as a whole”
(p. 540). In certain other provinces its power was less felt;
but these as a rule were the more unprogressive or out of the
way parts of the empire. And all this before any Emperor
had intervened, save by way of repression often severe and
savage in its forms, while all the time Christianity was a
religion lying under the ban of Roman law, with the death
penalty as a possibility hanging over it.

“In one large diocese,” my reviewer continues, “we are
toid, there were only about seventeen who professed faith in
Christ.” This applies to Neo-Csesarea in Pontus, which was
no “extensive diocese ” (as Gibbon styles it) in the modern
sense, but a city-state, including a country district beyond
the walls. Further the writer who refers to the few
Christians found in it in 240 a.d., does so in order to bring
out their wonderful growth, in that the bishop who found
only seventeen Christians, when he began his labors, before
his death knew of only as many non-Christians in the same
area.

I pass now to the chief criticism of all. Mr. Lloyd denies
that the Gospel ever won Europe. “Europe has never
accepted Christianity,” What exactly is meant by
these words is not made quite clear. Certainly a
time did come when practically everybody in Europe,
save the Jews and certain Mohammedan invaders,
professed Christianity. This being so, my critic must
here allude to a Christianity more genuine than any
which the mass of European Christians have ever prac-
tised. This fits the general drift of his article, and especially
the following admirable sentence : “ Our so-called Christian
Governments are armed to the teeth against one another,
and it would be a horrible crime against the truth to call
them Christian.” But, then, this needful distinction between
nominal and genuine Christianity, which justifies the thesis
“Europe has never accepted Christianity ” in the true sense,
takes all real force out of his objection to my own distinc-
tion between “the Gospel,” as taught in word and conduct
by Jesus himself, and “ Christianity,” as the largely variable
“body of actual beliefs and practices” in and through
which Christians have professed to accept the Gospel.
Without some such distinction no one can think or speak
clearly on the history of Christianity, or of any religion that
has a personal founder. Indeed, it was mainly in order to
lessen the danger of confusion between these two senses of
“ Christianity ” that | limited my account of “how and
why the Gospel won Europe ” to the first three centuries.
For in that period, during which the Church grew by its
own inherent resources—the State being no patron, but an
enemy—the influence of “the Gospel ” was at its freshest,
and was less mingled with elements due to causes originally
working outside Christianity in any sense. Later on such
alien elements entered largely into actual Christian belief
and practice, as was natural, and to a certain degree inevit-
able, in a world where every organism developes in cor-
respondence with its environment. | hold, then, that it was
the only scientific method open to one in a brief lecture, to
study the action of Christianity in its early period of
struggle with the ruling forces of a world as yet hostile to
its spirit and ideals. And | claim to have shown that the
Gospel had virtually won the Roman Empire, whatever the
numerical proportion of its adherents to the whole popula-
tion, before Constantine had even published his edict of
equal toleration for Christianity along with other religions.
His action did not so much create a situation as officially
recognise it. As Harnack says : “ A Constantine was bound
to appear. Only, every decade made it easier for a Con-
stantine to appear....... Thanks to his genius, he clearly
recognised and as firmly grasped the inevitable. He employed
no arbitrary or artificial means to lay the basis of the
imperial State Church. All he did was to give the leading
provinces the religion they desired : the other provinces had
simply to follow suit ” (p. 545),

There are other points of importance on which I would
gladly have taken up my reviewer’s challenge, particularly
as to whether Christ’s “royal law of love,” as he sympa-
thetically calls it, has gained or lost in moral dynamic by
including rather than excluding love to God, the heavenly
Father, as conceived by Jesus himself. 1 cannot but think
that Mr. Lloyd confines attention too largely to one type of
Christian, the inconsistent, because the selfish, “disciples ”
of an unselfish Master, who bade men follow in his foot-
steps. The other type is not as rare as my critic suggests,
the men whose attitude is expressed in David Livingstone’s
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words : “In the glow of love which Christianity inspires, I
resolved to devote my life to the alleviation of human
misery.” It is a type, too, that is on the increase to-day;
and it seems to me a thousand pities that lovers of their
fellows like my reviewer cannot dwell more on what he and
they have in common—even in the things of Christ, the
Speaker of the Sermon on the Mount and the greatest
exponent of self-sacrifice known to history. But time and
space fail me to develop this thought, which yet his review
leaves behind in my mind deeper than all others.
Vernon Bartikt.

Acid Drops.

Alfred and Albert Stratton, the two murderers hung at
Wandsworth last week, were about as had as they make
them. No crime could have been more disgustingly brutal
and sordid than theirs. But the chaplain seems to have
worked hard to prepare them for Kingdom-Come, and we
suppose they are now singing the Glory Song in the beautiful
land above. Albert’s last words to his brother on the scaf-
fold are reported to have been, “ Alfred, has God forgiven
you ?” Not a word about the poor old couple they had
murdered. How edifying! What a glorious thing religion
is, to be sure!

Albert Stratton, who appears to have been the more
easily moved to piety, wrote a very religious letter to his
sister the night before his execution. We make the fol-
lowing extract from this illuminating document:—

“ | have four letters here. One is from Mr. Crofton (Rev.
Mordaunt Crofton), and one from my former Sunday-school
teacher, which I am going to ask the Governor to send you
with my clothes. These letters are priceless gems, as they
have been the means of my turning to Our Lord Jesus
Christ. Mr. Crofton, my Sunday school teacher’s, priceless
letter, and the two chaplains here combined, have succeeded
in diverting my course to hell and directing me to heaven.
How sweet the name sounds to me now. The onlﬁl way |
have to repay them is to pray for them, not only here, but
also in the other world which 1 am about to enter. | hope
you pray for me. | am praying for all of you, and especially
for Alfred, as | do not think he has found God.”

We have called this an illuminating document. And is it
not so ? It is full of egotism. The writer is concerned
almost entirely about himself. If he thinks of others it
is only incidentally. It is really a wonder he did not say
that he entirely forgave the old couple he murdered.

No man is known, a wise epigram says, until he has
power. And it is just the same with religions. Never
believe them while they are in a minority. They will talk
then about toleration as if they meant it. But watch them
when they feel they can throw off the mask. Then you see
how much they love toleration. There is not a Church in
the world that would not ride roughshod over other people's
rights if it only had the opportunity.

The Catholic Church in England pleads for religious
liberty. The Catholic Church in Spain treads religious
liberty under foot. It even protests against the opening of
a new Anglican Church at Barcelona. So much excitement
has been raised that King Alfonso has thought it advisable
to send a reassuring letter to Cardinal Casanas affirming his
determination to uphold the privileges (that is, the monopoly
and impudence) of the Holy Catholic Church. King
Alfonso’s letter is a long one, but we give it in full, so that
our readers may see for themselves what it really is —

“ Madrid, 1st May, 1905.

Very Rev. Senor Cardinal,—W.ith great interest and pro-
found sympathy | have read the letter which your Eminence
was so good as to address to me on the 22nd ult., the
contents of which go to confirm the news which | had
already of the attempt to open a new Protestant chapel in
the Catholic city of Barcelona.

“ That it is my true endeavor to see this matter deter-
mined according to the clear dictates of the text of the
fundamental law and the most recent executory dispositions
of the same is proved by the fact of its having been dis-
cussed some days since in the Council of my Ministers, and
of my having sought in conjunction with them the most
effectual means to correct an abuse incompatible with the
present legislation and the unanimous sentiments of the
Spanish nation.

“ As Catholic King and submissive and believing Son of
the only true Church, | am deeply pained by this new
attempt against the faith of our ancestors, and the religion
of the State, whose destinies Divine Providence has deemed
right to entrust to me in these moments, and | do not
hesitate to assure you, Senor Cardinal, that I shall do all in
my power, within the attributes of my constitutional
Sovereignty, that the projects which your Eminence exposes
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may be nullified by my Government, and | implore your
blessing, reiterating to you all my respectful esteem and
affectionate benevolence. ALFONSO XIII.

This is the real game of “the only true Church ” when she
can afford to play it. _

Rev. Dr. Horton told the Welsh Free Church Convention
that “the sin of the Church was its forgetfulness of the
world.” It would be truer to say that “the sin of the
world is its forgetfulness of the Church.”

The London Diocesan Conference, representing a part of
the Church of England, which was created by law, and has
no other right of existence, protests against the law under
which divorced persons can marry again, and declares that
they mustn’t be re married in church, anyway. One would
fancy that these clerical dogs fed themselves instead of
being fed by the hands they are biting. A good whip is

wanted for their wanton sides, and a muzzle for their inso-
lent mouths.

The Bishop of Norwich “strongly deprecates games and
amusements on Sunday, however innocent in themselves,
that tend to destroy the sacred character of the day and its
observance as a day for worship.” Of course he does.
What need wasthere for him to say so? Men of God open
shop on Sunday; it is their principal, almost their only, day

business ; and they naturally hate seeing their one chance
ruined by counter attractions.

The Daily Neivs is, of course, infallible. At the same
Rtne, it might look to its French. The other day it said
that Mr. Balfour had received some French visitors at the
House of Commons, and had made himself so charming
that Mdlle. Jenny Laure afterwards exclaimed that he was
“si amiable et si simple I’ Our contemporary was so proud
°f this bit of French as to print it also at the top of the

polumn. It was “amiable ” in both places. But “amiable ”
1B English. “ Aimable ” is French.
tr'afv A Meyer>having returned from his soul-saving

a V°~mer'ca, has been interviewed by the Daily News
inf a 800" 4ea'ft° say nhout religious education. He
orraed the interviewer that “a great many people in
naerica are realising that something more than secular
"'cation is needed in the schools,” and that representative
People (meaning, we suppose, representative Church people)
©agitating for “ the compulsory introduction of the Bible.”
18 Mea seems most excellent to the liberty-loving soul of
fn 1. yer' There cannot be too much compulsory Bible
. taste. And then the object of it all1 He very
PMnly shows what it is. He regards “with great anxiety
e tendency of the working people of America to decide
eir problems quite apart from religious considerations.”
y>there’s the rub. It leaves the poor men of God out in
in ~nd the only remedy for it is compulsory Bible
™e public schools. But will Mr. Meyer live to see that
America ? We fancy not.

Mr. Moyer chuckles over the flagrant abuse of the Girard
Ust by American Christians.  Stephen Girard, who
©unded and endowed the great Girard College, was a Free-
fo * er’ He ordered that no minister of religion should set
th T~Inn its precincts on any pretence whatever. Yet
tb r~biistians have got hold of the thing and are operating
©l rust in spite of the wishes of the founder. They have
M up a divinity chair in the College. And now
tb * eyer t©hs us (with evident approval) something else
a a*they have done. *“ The Faculty,” he says, “ in seeking
¢j fext-book for moral instruction, have come to the con-
T,.si°n that no book would serve their purpose like the
Rki 7 Hut it was stipulated by Stephen Girard that the
le should not be taught. What can the Faculty do then ?
tj yfhis. “They have taken the cover and title-page of
a ®hible away,” Mr. Meyer says, “ and admitted it under
trawi cover as their text-book.” And this fraud is perpe-
Re F 'n Hle interest of “moral instruction.” And the
*b. B. Meyer wears a good fat oily clerical smile.

HI°yd George is chairman of the Welsh National
jii Paiflin Committee, and the Committee has issued a
¢ionl‘esto “ To the People of Wales ” concerning the Educa-
fa(,.. fluarrel. The whole document reeks of a religious
fan Ofl hght. The Welsh are implored to stand up for “the
and on ” e'r fathers."” Nonconformists are fighting Catholics
fiowheUChmen. That is all there is in it. Citizenship is

ir . . .
P@ev.Ollver Lodge presided at a recent meeting at the
‘cal Research Society, and Professor Charles Ricliet
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lectured in French upon his own “ Observations of Clair-
voyance.” He told of a lady, Madame X, who knows not a
single word of Greek, but goes into trances, and then writes
out long passages from Greek authors. Professor Richet
forgot that the strength of a chain lies in its weakest link.
How does he know that this lady is really ignorant of
Greek ? It seems to us that he cannot possibly know any-
thing of the kind. The lady’s word is not scientific
evidence, and all the Lodges and Richets in the world will
not make it so.

After the entertainment afforded by Professor Richet the
great Cir Oliver Lodge had a brief innings. He declared
that many facts, not understood in the past, would be
explained in the future. This is a probable and harmless
prophecy. He also declared that we were coming to a period
of subliminary power. This is very interesting, but how did
he find it out? It has been said that the way to answer a
prophet is to prophesy the opposite. Sir Oliver Lodge is
answered.

Catholics of Cockstown and Coalisland have been playing
cricket matches on Sunday. The Orangemen of Tullyhogue
and Grange bitterly resented this desecration of the holy
Sabbath. They pelted the Sabbath-breakers with sticks
and stones, and bombarded the police who tried to protect
them. Nobody was killed, but several were injured, and one
man badly. Happy household of faith 1

Rev. Dr. Horton is getting out a book entitled Does the
Cross Save Us ? Rev. Dr. J. M. Wilson has just published
a book entitled How Christ Saves Us. We admit the im-
portance of Christ to these gentlemen—and others of their
profession.  Christ does “save” them. He saves them
from hard and dirty work, and precarious employment, and
poverty and occasional destitution, and many other ills that
afflict their “ dearly beloved brethren.”

Atheism is responsible for most suicides. Torrey says so
—and he ought to know. But the Christians seem bent on
putting the Atheists into the background. We have noted
many instances lately. Here is another. Whybourn, the
Hemel Hempstead draper, who cut his wife’s head nearly
off and then tried to do the same for himself, had written a
letter and left it in the bedroom, and it was full of religious
expressions. The word “ God” occurred no less than six
times. “ May we all eventually meet at the throne of God,”
he wrote. If his estate would allow of it he wished ¢£50 to
be given to the Hurst-green Church Endowment Fund.
This case ought to go into Torrey’s notebook.

The man arrested for stabbing little boys in the stomach
at Glasgow is a “stickit minister.” His name is Robert
M’Culley. He is said to be suffering from religious mania.
His case doesn’t prove that Christianity is not true. It
would have been held to prove that “ Infidelity ” wasn’t
true it he had happened to be a Freethinker.

Dr. Agar Beet, of the Richmond Wesleyan College, was
practically ordered by the Conference to stop publishing his
book on Immortality. He caved in and withdrew the book.
He has now resigned his professorship, and the book will
be published again. We are glad to see that he has plucked
up his courage. What the Conference will do is a matter
of speculation. If it does nothing, it will stultify itself; if
it casts out Dr. Beet, it will make itself a byword and a
laughingsstock.

The bowdlerisers of Ingersoll, who were recently pilloried
in our columns, have thought it advisable to offer an expla-
nation. This they should have offered in the reprint itself.
If persons have the cheek to “edit ” Ingersoll, they ought
also to have the honesty to tell the readers what they have
done. To alter a writer’s text, and say nothing about it, is
a falsification—and the short English word for that is a lie.

The bowdlerisers begin by confessing that in reprinting
the Mistakes of Moses they omitted “ the first portion of the
Preface” as being “mainly of an ephemeral character.”
Fancy now! Mediocrities who couldn’t write Ingersoll’s
poorest sentence for their very lives telling him that the
“ephemeral ” character of portions of his work compels the
said mediocrities to cut away the said portions before ven-
turing to present the said work to the British public! Just
as though Ingersoll begged them to publish him. Just as
though they didn’t publish him for their own profit.

These high and mighty mediocrities (it is only medio-
crities who are high and mighty) credit themselves with
Trectifying many misquotations” in Ingersoll’s lecture on
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Shakespeare. Evidently they have the standard text of
Shakespeare in their possession. How did they get it? Do
they nse the First Folio, or Dyee’s Shakespeare, or the
Cambridge Shakespeare; or have they made up a special
edition of their own ? And does it rest upon the principles
of textual criticism avowed in the following paragraph?

This is what the bowdlerisers of Ingersoll have the
audacity lo avow. We give their exact words —

“One or two liberties—perfectly justifiable and almost
necessary—have been taken with the text of the ‘Advice to
Parents * and the 1Tribute to George Jacob Holyoake.” In
one case, where the evident meaning was °‘untruths’ and
not ‘lies,” the former word has been substituted for the
latter. Then, again, * Infidels, Unbelievers, or Atheists ’ is
changed to ‘Rationalists '—an improvement which Ingersoll
would readily have acquiesced In if his permission could
have been asked.”

How do these people know what Ingersoll would have
acquiesced in ? The statement is pure impudence. More-
over, it has nothing whatever to do with the point at issue.
The point is not what Ingeisoll would have written, if these
people had been at his elbow to advise him, but what he did
write. This, and nothing but this, is what the purchaser
expects when he lays his money out on any author. And
those who cannot, or will not, see this ought to give up the
pretence of Freethought and join Dr. Torrey.

The explanation that Ingersoll’s strong word *“ lies ” was
altered to the weak word “ untruths” because that was
what he evidently meant is really worthy of Dr. Torrey.
And nothing is said about the omission of the two strongest
paragraphs from the “ Advice to Parents.” Which again is
worthy of Dr. Torrey.

The Ingersoll bowdlerisers announce that they contem-
plate the issue of a sixpenny edition of Paine’s Age of
Reason, with a biographical introduction by Mr. J. M.
Robertson.  Well now, this is original. The Twentieth
Century Edition of the Age of Reason, with a biographical
introduction by Mr. G. W. Foote (which, by the way, Mr.
Holyoake has described as “ masterly ) has been in the
market for five years. The Secular Society. Limited, pub-
lished it in the best style at the price of sixpence. More
than 20,000 copies have been sold. But the get-up is such
that a profit is impossible. This, however, is of no great
importance; the publication being regarded as a propa-
gandist effort.

There does not appear to be any particular necessity for
another sixpenny edition of the Age of Reason, and it is
difficult to see why Mr. Robertson should assist these people
in a rivalry which is nothing but sheer imitation. How-
ever, he knows his own business best, and we are not
offering him advice. We simply wish to point out, for his
own sake, and for the sake of his reputation which is a
Freethought asset, that he stands in danger of being asso-
ciated with a bowdlerised edition of Thomas Paine.

“Who and What Are the Infidels ?” is the heading of a
report in the Aberdare Leader of a sermon by the Rev.
W. E. George. Itis curious to note that while the Rationalist
bowdlerisers of Ingersoll shrink with horror from the word
“infidel ” the reverend gentleman says that Jesus himself
was “an infidel to his Jewish countrymen.” * The infidels
of the world,” he said, “included some of the greatest, best,
and noblest souls that ever lived. They, with Jesus, had
been the world’s leaders iu all that was pure and lofty.”
Wo bogiu to feel quite respectable.

Mr. T. P. O'Connor and Rev. R. J. Campbell attended the
inaugural diuner of the Association of Advertising Agents.
Naturally.

A newspaper says that the following official notice could
be read over the mantelpiece of the coffee-room at Hatchett’s,
the old coaching hostelry in Piccadilly, before it was rebuilt
and modernised : “ The Royal Mail Coach will start hence
Tuesdays and Thursdays, God willing and weather permit-
ting. The Mail will start on Fridays, whether on not.”

The consecration of a portion of a new cemetery was
being discussed on a Town Council. “1 had my back yard
consecrated, Mr. Mayor,” a member said, “and it has worn
well.” He voted for consecrating the whole of the cemetery.

Torrey “possesses

According to the Christian World Dr.
Especially about

the American gift of telling a story.”
Paine and Ingersoll.

Dr. Torrey, the Brixton Free Press says, told a drunkard
story and “ mimicked a drunken man’s attitude and speech
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admirably.” A week before the revivalist prayed that
Christ would come again that very night. Fancy the Lord
Jesus dropping down suddenly, for the last time, and
finding Dr. Torrey giving imitations of drunken men 1

The drunken man that Dr. Torrey imitated walked into
one of the revivalist’s meetings, and was led into Dr.
T orrey’s office, where he “took Christ.” Probably there was
nothing else to take.

SIR OLIVER LODGE AND PRISON REFORM.

We have had occasion, more than once, to call attention
to the peculiar apologies of Sir Oliver Lodge in defence ol
religion. We are, therefore, all the more pleased to present
Sir Oliver to our readers in a much more intelligent guise—
that of an advocate of a reform in our prison system. Most
advanced thinkers are agreed that our present system in
dealing with criminals is costly and ineffective. As Sir
Oliver says, “we seek merely to punish, not to educate,
stimulate, reform.” We brutalise where we should humanise,
and degrade where we ought to elevate. And, what is more
stupid still, we yearly let loose on society thousands of indi-
viduals with their anti-social tendencies as strong, or
stronger, than when they entered prison, and with an
absolute conviction that they will immediately return to
their old and evil courses. Society, as Sir Oliver points out,
has a right to protect itself, but it has no right to break a
man’s character and undermine what little intelligence and
strength of character he possesses. In taking charge of a
criminal, society makes itself responsible for his future ; and
no effort should be spared, nor no consideration of cost
stand in the way, to turn him out a decent and serviceable
citizen.

There is nothing in Sir Oliver’s address that will be new
to readers of the Freethinker, or to students of the history
of Freethought. Freethinkers have always taught that the
criminal is a social product, to be studied from the stand-
point of the interaction of organism and environment, and
that the problem of the right treatment of the criminal is
to be solved along the same lines as the treatment of the
insane. And it may be noted that while the treatment of
the insane was left in the hands of religionists, the result
was as disastrous as is our present treatment of criminals.
We note Sir Oliver’s address, first, to show that when a man
drops religion his conclusions are apt to be far more sensible
than when he mixes his religion and his sociology ; and,
second, because we wish to emphasise the fact that Sir
Oliver is here, although perhaps unconsciously, following a
Freethought teaching that is at least as old as the unbeliever,
Beccaria.

Unfortunately, Sir Oliver Lodge does not keep his
religion out of his sociology for long; and at the conclusion
of his address he perorates about a “ new state of things’
that is beginning owing to the recognition of “real and
vital Christianity.” Now, with every desire to be as polite
as truth will permit, we cannot avoid characterising such
expressions as pure rubbish. The only influence of Chris-
tianity on the problem has been to retard its solution and
stereotype the brutalising treatment of the criminal. The
biblical teaching is an eye for an eye, and a tooth for a
tooth. The historic Christian philosophy on the subject has
been that the wrongdoer was instigated by the devil, that
he did wrong because of the exercise of his free will, °c
that justice demanded the infliction of punishment for au
evil committed and as a warning to others. And there is
not one of these conceptions that has not had to be destroyed
in order to pave the way for a more intelligent method.
The devil is no longer believed in, not even by his friends,
the clergy. The theory of free will has to be given up,
because so long as crime is regarded as the expression of
an autonomous and irresponsible “ will,” one might as well
flog the sea to keep back the tide, as punish a “ will
that is uninfluenced by it. Nor is there any sense iu
punishing merely because of what has been done. Whatis
done is done, and no amount of punishment can undo it
The rational object of punishment is not retrospective,
but prospective. It should be administered, if administered
at all, with a view to the future of the criminal, not to
his past. In any other than a remedial spirit, punish-
ment degrades both those who inflict and those who
suffer. And finally a man of Sir Oliver’s eminence ought
to be able to realise the absurdity of these phrases about
a “real and vital Christianity.” Real Christianity showed
itself iu the prisons of Europe as they existed until the
beginning of the nineteenth century. The reforms corn-
menced with the work of the Italian Freethinker, Beccaria,
and it was carried on by the Freethinkers of. Italy>
France, and England, and Christiana at best have only
helped a little at a work that both their religion and
their philosophy prevented their initiating. C. 0.
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Mr. Foote’s Lecturing Engagements.

Whit-Sunday, N.S.S. Conference.

To Correspondents.

C. Cohen’s Lecturing Engagements.—Address, 241 High-road,
Leyton.—June 4, Dalston ; 11, Conference at Liverpool.

J. Lioyd’s Lecturing Engagements.—June 4, Merthyr Tydvil;
11, Liverpool Conference.

OtR Anti-Torrey Mission Fund. Previously acknowledged :—
w1117 13s. 8d. Deceived thisweekDr. B. T. Nichols 10s.*
A. Lewis 2s. 6d., H. Cowell 2s. 6d., A. A. Is., J. M. Day 25/,
J. Bowring 6s., T. C. R. Is., J. D. Stephens 2s. 6d., Jas.
Woodall 2s. 6d.

UNo.-Glad to read your account of the spread of Freethought
in Monmouthshire. Pamphlets being sent.

R. Davies.—We have ceased inserting Ethical Society lecture
notices since Ethics declined to insert Secular lecture notices.
Ethical Societies, if they desire a change, have the remedy in
their own hands.

Picture.—We have said before that the Freethinker illustrations
cost a good deal of money and bring no adequate return.

U. Grove—We are obliged ; see paragraph.

James Daleiel.—Yes, the Camberwell Public Free Library,
under the Borough Council, places the Freethinker in the
Teading room. The only suggestion we can make with regard
to Glasgow is that you keep pegging away. The thickest
heads open to sense in time.

J- Arnold Shartley.—See paragraph. Thanks.

A. Button.—(1) We have read through the report you kindly
send us of the Bev. A. G. Prichard’s sermon, and his mean-
>ng seems to be as elusive as the nimble pea in thimble-
rigging. It is hard to criticise what cannot be apprehended.
It is like fighting a cloud. (2) Yes, Mr. Foote’s health does
continue to improve. He has been working very haid for
some time, and is none the worse for it.

* McClellan.—Sorry we cannot give you the reference for Mr.
Washburn’s statement, in Facts Worth Knowing, about God
having “ told Abraham to lie.” There was no need to tell
Abraham to lie. He was a ready-made liar. See our Bible
Heroes, where the old fellow has a chapter to himself.

*R. Waugh.—Cuttings welcome.

« Lewis.—Torrey pamphlets are being sent.

~can “do some good with them.”

‘Ureenfield (Bangoon).—It is pleasant to hear of your propa-
gandist efforts in such a difficult locality.

W- P- Ball. -Always glad to receive your well-selected
cuttings.

_ * Stevens.—We quite understand your friend’s figures, but is

j multiplying a concrete quantity by itself ?

* Rartridge.—Letter with enclosures received. Shall be glad
0 meet you and your fellow delegates from Birmingham at the
Conference and talk the matter over. It will be highly
advisable for the President to make a brief careful statement
o the Conference on a matter of such grave importance.
stu«her publicity than that would bo injudicious at the present

Glad to hear you

L arkins.—Thanks, see paragraph.
Webber.—Thanks for your encouraging letter.
r calt with the extract.
¢ Robertson.—Very sorry to hear you will be unable to attend
ie Liverpool Conference, but glad to hear that Glasgow will
e r((aeresented by Mr. G. Scott, who will be heartily wel-
comed.
' V/~JJeaiied to hear that, poor as you are, you consider it *“ a
atter of conscience” to contribute something to our Anti-
Jrey Mission Fund. It is good of you to say that you would
a<ber wait for the new pamphlets than have them at the
expense of our health ; but they are off our hands as their
Iltcr, and the question now is merely one of mechanical
j Induction.
Nay'—Yes, it is true that we have
A~ euntain Ash as well as Cardiff, after the Conference. Shall
6 pleased to shake hands with you at either place. We note
yeur satisfaction at the way we are dealing with Dr. Torrey,
your hope that “ those who have Freethought at heart
| suPply sufficient funds to carry on the work.” = The rank-
~c-file subscribers, if we may call them so, those who can
ord to send anything from a shilling to half-a-crown, have
°"*Vute done their duty in this matter yet. They must do it
ji c°n, if at all, for “ the sands are running out.”
as ' N —Pamphlets being sent. Pleased to hear from you
a recent reader who likes the Freethinker well and tries to
PUBt it about.
®?°olar Society, Limited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
Th nuikdon-8treet, E.C.
« Rational Secular Society's office is ut 2 Newcastle-Btreet,
A~ arringdon-street, E.C.
2vers f°r the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
ewcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.
straSf Noiice8 most reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farrmgdon-
Pri 6" by hret post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted,

m ‘B wll° send us neWSﬂz_apers would enhance the favor by
Ring the passages to which they wish us to call attention.

romised to visit
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Orders for literature should be sent to the Freethought Pub-
lishing Company, Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
street, E.C., and not to the Editor.

Persons remitting for literature by stamps are specially requested
to send halfpenny stamps.

The Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing
office, post free, at the following rates, prepaid —One year,
10s. 6d. ; half year, 5s. 3d. ; three months, 2s. 8d.

Scale oe Advertisements: Thirty words, Is. 6d.; every suc-
ceeding ten words, 6d. Displayed Advertisements .—One inch,
4s. 6d.; half column, £1 2s. 6d. ; column, £2 5s. Special terms
for repetitions.

The Pursuit of Torrey.

My first two Toney pamphlets, it will be remem-
bered, were Dr. Torrey and the Bible and Dr. Torrey
and the Infidels. A very large number of copies of
both sere distributed outside the Albert Hall, and
guite as many in various parts of the country. The
first pamphlet is now dropped, but the second
remains in print. To this one | have added two
others, so that we have three pamphlets for dis-
tribution during the course of Dr. Torrey’s last
month’s mission in the Strand.

Pamphlet I. is Dr. Torrey and the Infidels. This is
the famous one refuting his infamous slanders on
Paine and Ingersoll. A few small press blunders
had crept into it. They were of no particular
importance, but I have corrected them in the new
impression. | have also put my name at the end in
the notification that the author is the editor of the
Freethinker. Thus | have met Dr. Torrey’s hypo-
critical objection that the pamphlet was anonymous.

Pamphlet Il. is Guilty or Not Guilty ? This is of
the same size as the former. It is an Open Letter
to Dr. Torrey. In it 1 deal with his pretence that
he never uttered those slanders on Paine and
Ingersoll. | prove that he lies upon his own lies.
I print fresh letters of his, besides those that
appeared in the Freethinker, and thus show (as |1 say
in the Open Letter) that he is both odious as a
libeller and contemptible as a coward. This pam-
phlet is of the highest importance, and should be as
widely circulated as Pamphlet I.

Pamphlet I11. is Dr. Torrey’s Converts. This also
is sixteen pages, hut of a different shape, which is
intended to throw the Mission audiences off their
guard. In this pamphlet 1 expose the apocryphal
stories that Dr. Torrey has circulated about his
“converted infidels” in England, winding up with
the Robert Pitman case, which is positively gro-
tesque.

By circulating these three pamphlets we shall
carry on the exposure of Dr. Torrey, and at the same
time make him look ridiculous. | appeal to Free-
thinkers not to get tired, not to relax their efforts,
but to persist to the end. Remember Paine! Re-
member Ingersolll And hunt down the libellous
liar who attempted to defile their graves.

With regard to the cost of this effort, I do not ask
those who have contributed to contribute again. |
ask the rank and file of the party to do something.
There are hundreds who could send a subscription,
if they would, of anything from a shilling to half-a-
crown. When they see this let them get a postal
order and send it to me. That is all they have to
do. It is not much. Itis nothing to my share of

the work- G. W. Foote.

Sugar Plums.

The Liverpool Conference is now near at hand. We hope
there will be a large and representative gathering on Whit-
Sunday. The Conference Agenda is printed in another part
of this week’s Freethinker. It will be seen that several
important questions are down for discussion. But, apart
from such things, the Conference may also be considered as
a Freethought Demonstration; and to make it successful as
such is the duty of Freethinkers in all parts of the country.

Delegates and visitors desiring hotel or other accommoda-
tion are requested to communicate with Mr. H. Percy Ward,
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4 Redgrave-street, Kensington, Liverpool, who will see to
their requirements. On Saturday evening there will be a
reception at the Washington Hotel, near Lime-street
Station (not at the Alexandra Hall, as announced last week),
and delegates and visitors are invited to put in an appear-
ance there if they arrive in time. As far as possible trains
will be met by members of the local committee. Those who
wish to make sure of being met should inform Mr. Ward by
what train they may be expected.

Members of the local committee meeting the trains on
Saturday will wear the old Bradlaugh colors, and will thus
be easily recognised. Should any “ saints ” miss being met,
by any accident, they should go straight to the Washington
Hotel. A cab will not be necessary. The Hotel is right
opposite Lime-street Station.

Sunday’s luncheon, at 1 o’clock, has been arranged to
take place at the Washington Hotel, at 2s. per head. There
will also be a tea provided at the same place at Is. per head.

Delegates and visitors who mean to join the Monday’s
excursion to Chester should let Mr. Ward know as early as
possible, as arrangements have to be made with the Great
Western Railway Company for reserved carriages.

We have several articles by esteemed contributors in type,
which there is no room for in this week’s Freethinker. We
hope to include a good part of them next week. Our readers
will be delighted to see “ Chilperic’s ” signature again, and
a fresh article by “ Abracadabra ” will be much appreciated.

Mr. John Lloyd visits Merthyr again to-day (June 4) and
will give another lecture on Monday evening at Mountain
Ash. The committee of the new N. 8. S. Branch have
taken a large hall that will seat 1,500 people, and are con-
fident of getting it filled. They are working hard, and we
hope their efforts will be crowned with a splendid success.
Mr. Lloyd was at Manchester last Sunday and had enjoy-
able meetings with capital discussion.

Both the new Branches at Cardiff and Mountain Ash
requested a visit from Mr. Foote, but he was obliged to reply
that he could not possibly come until after the Conference,
which always entails upon him a lot of extra work. The
Cardiff friends are looking out for a large hall.

The West Ham Branch begins the new season’s open-air
propaganda this evening (June 4) at 7 o’clock at the old
place—the Grove, Stratford. We hear that the Corporation
is trying to close this spot for public meetings. This
should induce the local “saints ” to rally to the Branch
standard.

The Glasgow Branch has its annual excursion to-day
(June 4). The party will leave St. Enoch’s by the 9.15
train and travel to Auchmountain Glen, near Greenock.
“ Saints ” and friends will take their own tickets at the
station and bring their own provisions with them—for the
day is Sunday and the country is Scotland ; but tea and
milk will be provided ad lib. at the Glen. Hitherto the
summer outings of the Glasgow Branch have been very
enjoyable, and we hope this one will be no exception. It
will be a festive winding up of a remarkably good season’s
propaganda ; the Branch having had crowded meetings, the
membership being considerably increased, and (wonder of
wonders!) the financial balance on the right side being
largely improved. Both “ Free Kirkers ” and “ Wee Kirkers ”
had better beware a common enemy.

Mr. F. J. Gould’s challenge to the Passive Resisters at
Leicester, which we announced a fortnight ago, has not
elicited a single reply, although a hundred large posters
were displayed about the town and one is still in the window
of the Secular Hall. What heroes these Passive Resisters
arel They dare not discuss with Catholics, Churchmen,
or Freethinkers. They simply go on shouting that if they
can’t govern the game they won’t play. We wonder what
will happen, or whether anything will happen, when Mr.
Gould brings forward the motion he has given notice of at
the June meeting of the local Education Committee.

Mr. Lloyd’s article in the Freethinker of May 21,
criticising a Central Hall (Manchester) lecture by the Rev.
Prof. J. Vernon Bartlet, has induced that gentleman to
write a rejoinder which we gladly print this week. We
have supplied Professor Bartlet with a proof of his letter,
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which he has duly revised ; our desire being always that
an intellectual opponent should have fair-play and courtesy
extended to him. One point raised is of the highest interest,
namely, what was the real spread of Christianity in the
Roman Empire prior to Constantine’s making it the State
religion. We have our own opinion on this question, but
we will not interpose it. We leave the question, just now
at any rate, in the hands of Mr. Lloyd and Professor
Bartlet. We should add, for the sake of those who do not
know, that Professor Bartlet is of Mansfield College,
Oxford.

Mr. Quiller-Couch, the novelist, presided lately at a
lecture by the Rev. J. G. Stevenson at St. Austell Con-
gregational Church, and made a striking speech on religious
education. We extract the following passage from the
report in the Western Evening Herald :(—

“ Was there a man in that church he asked, who merely
as a matter of practical business would trust a fellow
Christian with a five pound note, simply because he was an
Anglican, or because he was a Bible Christian or a Congre-
gationalist 2 Which of them, having an errand boy, would
trust him the more because he was top of his Bible Class ?
He confessed he had won Scripture prizes in his days, and
he knew how miserable a business it was. Why was it that
a very large Broportion of the very best men he had met in
his life had been Agnostics ? He said the best men, not
only men whose word was their bond, but men who would
go to the stake rather than tell an untruth ; men who were
pre-eminent for those virtues which were supposed to belon:
pre-eminently to Christianity. Why was it ? He admitte
he could not answer the question.”

These home truths were enough to make the more pious

part of the audience situp. _

Our esteemed contemporary, the New York Truthseeker,
has shifted from Lafayette-place, where it has been located
for ever so many years, and is now settling down at 62
Vesey-street. The cause of the change was insecurity of
tenure. We wish the Truthseeker long life and prosperity
in its new quarters.

The Opposition of Religion and Science.—I.

(Concluded from page 347.)

The first great scientific teacher who arose during
the Middle Ages was Roger Bacon, born at llchester,
in Somersetshire, about 1214. *“More than three
centuries before Francis Bacon advocated the experi-
mental method, Roger Bacon practised it,” says Dr.
White, and he adds, “ Few greater men ever lived.”
In his masterpiece, the Opus Majus, he gathered
together the whole knowledge of his time on
every branch of science which it possessed, and
suggested improvements in nearly ail. In the
words of Dr. Whewell, it is “at once the Encyclo-
paedia and the Novum Organum of the thirteenth
century.”

When Bacon commenced his studies he found
almost incredible difficulties in his path. He tells
us that the neglect of mathematics “hath nearly
destroyed the entire studies of Latin Christendom.”
He had no instruments, and *“without mathema-
tical instruments no science can be mastered ” ; and
he complains afterwards, “and these instruments
are not to be found among the Latins, nor could they
be made for two or three hundred pounds.”* Tables
of the motions of the heavenly bodies, he tells us,
“are worth a king’s ransom, and could not be made
without a vast expense. | have often attempted
the composition of such tables, but could not finish
them through failure of means and the folly of those
whom | had to employ.” Books were scarce and
expensive. The principal works of the ancient
philosophers had not been translated into Latin,
which was at that time the literary language ot
Christendom. “ The temper of the age was against
scientific or philosophical studies,” says the historian
Green, “ philosophy was discredited, literature in its
purer forms became almost extinct. After forty
years of incessant study Bacon found himself, in his

* Cited in Green’s Short History of the English People, vol. i«
pp. 262-265. Ed. 1892.
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own words, ‘unheard, forgotten, buried.” He seems
at one time to have been wealthy, but his wealth
was gone.”* Ruined and baffled he, in a fit of
despair, renounced the world and became a friar of
the order of St. Francis.

The greatest and best of the ancient Romans
were agreed in denouncing the new religion of
Christianity as a malignant and debasing super-
stition. If they could have seen the Holy Roman
Empire twelve hundred years after the birth of
Christ, would they not have found their verdict
justified ? *“ The whole labor of the ancient world in
vain !" cries Nietzsche ; “ 1 have no words to express
my sentiments with regard to a thing so hideous.”

We cannot refrain from citing more from this
brilliant writer, who has seen the “poison of the
Crucifix ” more clearly than any writer with the
exception of Feuerbach and Professor Clifford:—

“ Natural science, in alliance with mathematics and
mechanics, were on the best of all paths—the sense for
fact, the last and most valuable of all senses, had its
schools and its tradition already centuries old !....... the
open look in presence of reality, the cautious hand,
patience and earnestness in details, all the righteousness
in knowledge, it was already there—already more than
two thousand years ago ! And added thereto the excel-
lent refined tact and taste....... All in vain I Ere the
morrow merely a memory! The Greeks! The
Romans!  Nobility of instinct, taste, methodical in-
vestigation, genius for organisation and administra-
won....... choked in the night, not by any accident........
but put to shame by crafty, secretive, invisible, anaemic
vampires! Not conquered—only sucked out. Hidden
vindictiveness, petty envy become master. Everything
wretched, suffering from itself, visited by bad feelings,
the entire Ghetto world of soul, uppermost all at once!
Gne has but to read any Christian agitator—Saint
Augustine, for instance—to be able to smell what dirty
fellows have thereby got uppermost.”!

But to return to Roger Bacon in his friar’s cell.
1 friend Guy of Foulges, having in 1265 been
6 .cted Pope under the name of Clement IV,
shielded him for a time, and he then composed the
ypus Majiss. But when he attempted to perform a
ew experiments before a small audience, ail Oxford
in an uproar. It was believed that Satan was
bout to be let loose. “ Everywhere priests, monks,
®Rows, and students rushed about, their garments
,7earning in the wind, and everywhere rose the cry,
Gown with the magician ’ And this cry, ‘Down
ith the magician " resounded from cell to cell and
trbEn hall to hall.”

“The most conscientious men of his time,” says
tif’ ~Aite, “thought it their duty to fight him, and
aj6y.f°ught him steadily and bitterly.” Greatest of
j lhis enemies was St. Bonaventura, the “seraphic

octor” who became general of the Franciscan

Bt r ax® as Bacon’s master, forbade him to
to iare’ men were solemnly warned not to listen
ke f8”eaching, and he was ordered to Paris, to be

pt under close surveillance by the monastic
authorities.

" The reasons for thus dealing with Bacon were
evident. First, he had dared attempt scientific ex-
planations of natural phenomena, which under the
Cystic theology of the Middle Ages had been referred
simply to supernatural causes. Typical was his ex-
planation of the causes and character of the rainbow.

was clear, cogent, a great step in the right direction
as regards physical science; but there, in the book of
Genesis, stood the legend regarding the origin of the
rainbow, supposed to have been dictated immediately
?y the Holy Spirit; and, according to that, the ‘bow
In Gie cloud ’ was not the result of natural laws, but

sign’ arbitrarily placed in the heavens for the
~ P le purpose of assuring mankind that there was not
10 b€ 4nother universal deluge. >F

thThe Franciscans and Dominicans vied with each
OMET 1n the fight against science.  St. Dominic
°bse y- bbbhomned research by experiment ana

tookl \ia™-°n’ general of the Franciscan Order
similar ground. In 1243 the Dominicans inter-

» 263.
itichrist, pp. 347, 348.
, llarfare of Science, p. 388.

THE FREETHINHEB

363

dieted every member of their order from the study
of medicine and natural philosophy, and in 1287 this
interdiction was extended to the study of chemistry.”
The end soon came, the Gross of Christ again rose
victorious, as it had done over the mangled body of
the beautiful Hypatia.

“In 1278 the authorities of the Franciscan order
assembled at Paris solemnly condemned Bacon’s teach-
ing, and the general of the Franciscans, Jerome of Ascoli,
afterward Pope, threw him into prison, where he re-
mained for fourteen years. Though Pope Clement IV. had
protected him, Popes Nicholas I1l. and 1V., by virtue of
their infallibility, decided that he was too dangerous to
be at large, and he was only released at the age of
eighty—but a year or two before death placed him be-
yond the reach of his enemies. How deeply the struggle
had racked his mind may be gathered from that last
affecting declaration of his, 1Would that | had not given
myself so much trouble for the love of science.””*

It is maddening to think of the position to which
we might have attained if the shadow of the Cross
had not arrested the progress of civilisation. If the
evolution of science had gone on continuously from
the time of the ancient Greeks until the present day
without a break! Or even from the time of Roger
Bacon. As Dr. Andrew White truly says:—

“He held the key of treasures which would have
freed mankind from ages of error and misery. With
his discoveries as a basis, with his method as a guide,
what might not the world have gained! Nor was the
wrong done to that age alone ; it was done to this age
also. The nineteenth century was robbed at the same
time with the thirteenth. But for that interference
with science the nineteenth century would be enjoying
discoveries which will not be reached before the twen-
tieth century, and even later.”!

For three hundred years the Church rested secure
in their victory. If anyone doubted the scientific
authority of Moses during that period, he prudently
kept bis doubts to himself. It is true that in 1543
Copernicus published his great work on The Revolu-
tions of the Heavenly Bodies unnoticed by the
Church; but this was solely owing to the fact that
Osiander, the printer, to save his own skin, inserted
a grovelling preface to appease the theologians, by
saying that the doctine of the earth’s movement was
not taught as a fact, but as a hypothesis. In any
case he was beyond their reach, for he died a few
hours after the work was placed in his hands on
May 24, 1543. Sixty-six years later, an optician,
Hans Lipperhey, of Middleburgh, in Holland, in-
vented an instrument by means of which distant
objects were brought nearer and could be seen very
plainly. Galileo—at this time the greatest living
scientist, and who, for his many discoveries, was
known as the “ Archimedes of his time”—heard of
this marvellous invention, and the report being con-
firmed by one of his former pupils, he was induced
to reflect upon the means by which such an effect
could be produced. By the laws of refraction he
soon attained his end. He invented a telescope
which made objects appear three times nearer and
nine times larger, and ultimately constructed an
instrument which magnified an object nearly a thou-
sand times, and brought it more than thirty times
nearer. Galileo began to use the instrument to some
purpose. In January, 1610, he discovered the moons
of Jupiter, and what was more to the purpose, that
they exhibited motions precisely similar to those
which Copernicus had assumed for the whole solar
system. Moreover, it was placed beyond all doubt
that our planet was not the centre of all the
heavenly bodies, since Jupiter’s moons revolved
round him. Added to this was the—according to
prevailing views—humiliating discovery that Jupiter
had four moons while the earth had only one.! It
had been objected to the system of Copernicus that
if his theory was true Venus would show phases
like the moon, to which—at that time—there was
no answer. The telescope of Galileo showed the
phases of Venus.

* Warfare of Science, p. 389.
f lbid, p. 390.
{ Gebler, Galileo, p. 20,
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This -was too much for the Church. Galileo was
hauled before the Inquisition and forced to recant
his opinions under fear of torture and death. Pope
Paul V. promulgated a decree that “the doctrine of
the double motion of the earth about its axis and
about the sun is false, and entirely contrary to Holy
Scripture.” The same decree condemned all the
writings of Copernicus and “all writings which
affirm the motion of the earth.” Upon the death of
Paul V. and the succession of Urban VIII. to the
Papal throne, Galileo published another defence of
the new truth. He was again brought before the
Inquisition and forced to pronounce publicly and on
his knees his recantation, as follows —

“1, Galileo, being in my seventieth year, being a
prisoner and on my knees, and before your Eminences,
having before my eyes the Holy Gospel, which I touch
with my hands, abjure, curse, and detest the error
and the heresy of the movement of the earth.”*

The rest of his life was spent in exile under close
surveillance, away from his family and friends ; he
was forbidden even to speak of his great dis-
coveries.

Galileo has been blamed for recanting, hut it
should be remembered that only a few years before
—in 1600—Bruno had refused to recant his astro-
nomical heresies, the special charge against him
being that he had taught the plurality of worlds.
For this refusal Bruno was publicly burnt alive, and
there is no doubt that Galileo would have shared a
similar fate upon a similar refusal.

After Bruno’s death, during the first half of the
seventeenth century, René Descartes—one of the
greatest thinkers who ever lived seemed about to
take the leadership of human thought. The writings
of Copernicus, Bruno, and Galileo, inspired him to
combine all knowledge and thought into a Treatise
on the World, to which he himself could have added
an immense store of new and fertilising ideas, for
be had already written his theory of vortices, and
had given eleven years to the study of anatomy
alone. In 1641 he published his Meditations Upon
First Philosophy, but this work gave such offence to
the clergy that he was forced to fly the country.
“The execution of Bruno occurred in his childhood,
and in the midst of his career he had watched the
Galileo struggle in all its stages. He had seen his
own works condemned by university after university
under the direction of theologians and placed on the
Roman Index.”\ Worn down by continuous perse-
cution, he faltered, his courage failed, he consigned
his great masterpiece, the Treatise on the World, the
work of his life, to the flames.|

Buffon, the famous naturalist, was also compelled
to bring his scientific studies into agreement with
the Bible. He was compelled by the Faculty of
Theology at Paris, in 1751, to publicly recant
scientific conclusions, which Sir Charles Lyell, the
greatest geologist of our time, declares are as firmly
established as the rotation of the earth. This re-
cantation which he was also forced to print in the
next edition of his Theory of the Earth, runs as
follows —

“1 declare that I had no intention to contradict the
text of Scripture; that | believe most firmly all
therein related about the Creation, both as to order of
time and matter of fact ; | abandon everything in my
book respecting the formation of the earth, and gener-
ally which may be contrary to the narration of Moses.”§

Sir Charles Lyell, speaking of the seventeenth
century, says —

“ They who refused to subscribe to the position that
all marine organic remains were proofs of the Mosaic
deluge, were exposed to the imputation of disbelieving
the whole of the sacred writings. Scarcely any step
had been made in approximating to sound theories
since the time of Fracastoro (about a.d. 1517), more

than a hundred years having been lost in writing down8 1

* White, Warfare of Science, vol. i., p. 142.

f White, Warfare of Science, p. 57.

1 Wheeler’s Dictionary of Freethinkers, p. 105.

d_§_Cited in Lyell’s Principles of Geology, vol. i., p. 57, eleventh
edition.
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the dogma that organised fossils were mere sports of
nature. An additional period of a century and a-balf
was now destined to be consumed in exploding the
hypothesis that organised fossils had all been buried in
the solid strata by Noah’s Flood.”*

Sir Archibald Geikie, the geologist, in his Presi-
dential Address to the British Association, Edin-
burgh, 1892, declared that “ for many long centuries
the advance of inquiry into such matters was
arrested by the paramount influence of orthodox
theology,” which “helped to retard inquiry and
exercised in that respect a baneful influence on
intellectual progress.”!

Yet in the face of all this damning evidence of the
manner in which Christianity has fought against
science, Christians have the impudence to claim
that our civilisation and progress are the result of
Christianity !

In future articles we will deal with the opposition
of religion to science in modern times, vyy NN

National Secular Society.

ANNUAL CONFERENCE

Alexandra Hall, Islington Square, Liverpool.
Whit-Sunday, June 11, 1905.
AGENDA.

Minutes of last Conference.
Executive’s Annual Report.
Reception of Report.
Financial Report.

Election of President.

Motion by Finsbury, Birmingham and Liverpool

Branches :

“That Mr. G. W. Foote be re-elected President.”

6. Election of Vice-Presidents.

(@) The following are nominated by the Executive for
re-election : J. G. Bartram, J. Barry, Victor Charbonnel,
H. Cowell, R. Chapman, C. Cohen, W. W. Collins, F. A
Davies, J. F. Dewar, R. G. Fathers, Léon Furnémont,
T. Gorniot, John Grange, J. Hammond, W. Leat, W. C.
Middleton, J. Neate, Dr. R. T. Nichols, J. Partridge,
S. M. Peacock, C. Pegg, William Pratt, C. G. Quinton,
J. H. Ridgway, Thomas Robertson, Victor Roger, J-
Ross, F. Schaller, W. H. Spivey, Charles Steptoe,.
Joseph Symes, S. R. Thompson, W. B. Thompson, T- J-
Thurlow, John H. Turnbull, E. M. Vance, Frederick
Wood, W. H. Wood.

(6) Motion by Executive —

“That Mr. S. Samuels be elected a vice-
president.”

7. Election of Auditors.

8. Report on following Resolution carried at last Con-
ference : “ That a sub-committee be appointed from the
Branches themselves, and that this committee report
to the next Conference on the whole question of Branch
subscriptions to headquarters.”

(@ The Birmingham Branch submitted the following
resolution to other Branches : * That all Branches shall
pay 5s. for every 25 members, or fraction of 25, on itB8
books, and that no Branch shall be allowed to vote on
financial matters until such contribution be paid.”

(5) Only 8 Branches voted by letter on this resolu-
tion. South Shields and- Kingsland supported. New-
castle, Coventry, West Ham and Finsbury voted against-
Glasgow suggested a reduction of the present subscrip-
tion. Liverpool suggested an annual collection instead
of subscription.

Correspondence, etc., on this matter will be read by
General Secretary to the Conference.

9. Motion by Glasgow Branch —

“That the fee of Is. per member at present payable
by Branches to headquarters be reduced to 6d. Per
member.”

10. Motion by Liverpool Branch —

“That the affiliation fee for Branches be 3d. pur

member, and that a Certificate of Membership “e

issued to all members of the Society, as formerly.”

. Motion by Liverpool Branch —*
“That it be decided at each Conference where the
succeeding Conference shall be held.”

By President.

(I NE NS

* Principles of Geology, p. 37.
f Nature, August 4, 1892, p. 319.
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12. Motion by Manchester Branch —

“That in place of the late Secular Almanack the
Society should publish yearly the President’s report,
together with particulars of the Society, for general
distribution.”

18. Motion by C. Cohen :—

“ That this Conference, while noting with pleasure
the growth of Freethought opinions, and bearing in
mind the fact that advanced opinions have always had
more reason to fear lukewarm and timorous friends than
open and avowed enemies, records its conviction that a
definite and uncompromisingAnti-Christian propaganda
is more than ever necessary in order to avoid distinct
and important issues being lost sight of or slurred over
as the effort of a desire to placate a certain section of
the liberal public, and which for temporary ease or
gain risks, or at best postpones, ultimate victory.”
Motion by Mr. T. J. Thurlow

“That the sole object of the National Secular Society
should be the carrying on of an effective propaganda
against all phases of supernaturalism embodied in the
religion of Christendom.”

15. Motion by Liverpool Branch —

“That having regard to the fact that many un-
attached persons have followed with interest the recent
theological controversy in the Clarion, the Executive
be instructed to issue a manifesto to be published in
that paper, drawing attention to the Principles and
Objects of the N. S. S. and inviting all in sympathy to
become members. In addition, it might be stated that
the Executive will, on receipt of a requisition, signed
by six persons who are prepared to assist in carrying
out the necessary arrangements, send a lecturer to
deliver Freethought lectures and organise new Branches
in districts where none at present exist.”

Ib. Motion by Executive :—

“That the N. S. S. be strongly and independently
represented at the International Freethought Congress
at Paris in September, and that the Executive take the
necessary steps to secure this object.”

11mMotion by Executive —
That Secularists should make a special effort to
thdraw their children from religious instruction of
any and every kind in the elementary public schools.”

Motion by Executive:—

“That Secularists should do their utmost to promote
the increase of civil marriage before the Registrar, as
one of the most important means of breaking the
power of the Churches.”

19. Motion by the Executive —

That this Conference reaffirms its conviction that the
"“whole difficulty of the religious education question in
the elementary schools of England and Wales has been
created by the treachery of the Free Churches to the
essential principles of Nonconformity in relation to the
State; and that this Conference reaffirms its belief in
Secular Education as the only just and wise solution
of the problem, and hails with satisfaction the return
of the Daily News to the “ secular solution ” which it
bad unfortunately abandoned in the supposed interest
of Nonconformist Liberalism.

14

The Conference will sit in the Alexandra Hall, Islington-
Jfioare, Liverpool; the morning session lasting from 10.80

0 12.80, and the afternoon session from 2.80 to 4.80. Both
"*R business meetings for members of the N.S.S. Only
embers of the N.S.S. can speak and vote. A public

meeting will be held in the evening at 7 o’clock in the
. mton Hall, William Brown-street. The President of the
fn u  wbl occupy the chair on each occasion. A Luncheon
r delegates and visitors will be provided at the Washington
“®eb Lime-street, at 1 o’clock.
By order of the Executive,
G. W. Foote, President.
E. M. Vance, Secretary.

Correspondence.

ANOTHER CONVERTED ATHEIST SHOEMAKER.
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir, _-Permit me to supply the information asked for by
* bryee cohcerning the conversion of a 1zealous infidel

pr°Pagandist.
b BCPE~ ears ak® Walt Woolham earned his bread and
ot(Je@r as a disciple of St. Crispin by mending soles, and, in
souls” Tuabfy as a missionary, he also tried to “ save
drift*5¢ Lady-lane Mission in Leeds. He afterwards
d into the ranks of the Socialists, and spent some
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years at the Whiteway Colony in Gloucestershire. Tiring
at length of this fad, he returned to Leeds, and became a
kind of Tolstoyan. In the beginning of last year several
semi-public debates with an “ anti-infidel ” creature showed
him the hideous nature of the popular Christian supersti-
tion. He then professed to be an Atheist, and took part,
along with the writer, in a number of Secular propaganda
meetings. About the middle of summer he took up the
cause of the starving unemployed, and brought their
wretchedness so prominently before the authorities that
they started an Unemployed Bureau and found work for
several hundreds in improving the public paths, extending
the tram system, etc.

A few months ago illness and slack work made him tell
some of his friends he would have to do “something des-
perate ” to retrieve his cruel fortune; so, when it was pro-
claimed that Walt had “found Christ,” they “winked the
other eye.” Ordinary prayers had been tried on him with-
out avail, but the advent of the Welsh Revivalists in Leeds,
with duets and quartettes in prayer for a change of heart
in our hero, made him finally succumb. | have heard
Woolham testify at meetings that reason and common
sense had nothing whatever to do with his conversion, but
that Jesus Christ took possession of his heart in answer to
his mother’s prayers 1 The Rev. Chadwick, who has been
beating the big drum over the affair at Newcastle, has evi-
dently his doubts as to the genuineness of the case, for at a
meeting in the Coliseum he declared that “ what value there
was in the conversion remained to be seen.”

The most that can be claimed by the Revivalists after all
is that a poor sheep has been brought back to the Christian
fold after a year’s sojourn in the Atheistic camp, during
which time he performed better work for the general good
than he is ever likely to equal as a Christian.

When Thomas (or Robert) Cooper prophesied that if ever
he became religious he would “ either be a knave or a fool ”
he had great difficulty, after he was “born again ” in
explaining away this peep into his future; and friend
Woolham, it seems to me, is placed now in a similar pre-

dicament. Beorge Weir.

In Memoriam.

Dear comrade, if it be true
There is more joy in heaven
When sinners of the blackest hue
Repent, and die forgiven —

The angels weep for you.

Forever damned ! Yet will your soul arise
To help some brother man (ah, who can tell,
Some hopeless devil whom God did despise)
To find some happier niche in deepest hell
Nearer God’s proud inhuman paradise.

Oh! were all nature false, were all priests true [him;
And were their God the fiend that they would make
Even such a monster whom you never knew
In his blind wrath thinking you did forsake him)
Could not afford to damn you.
George Woodward.

SHAKESPEARE AND JEHOVAH.

And then | read Shakespeare, the plays, the sonnets,
the poems—read all. | beheld a new heaven and a new
earth. Shakespeare, who knew the brain and heart of man
—the hopes and fears, the loves and hatreds, the vices and
virtues of the human race. Whose imagination read the
tear-blurred records, the blood-stained pages of all the past,
and saw falling athwart the outspread scroll the light of
hope and love. Shakespeare, who sounded every depth—
while on the loftiest peak there fell the shadow of his wings.

| compared the Plays with the “ inspired ” books—Romeo
and Juliet with the Song of Solomon, Lear with Job, and
the Sonnets with the Psalms, and | found that Jehovah did
not understand the art of speech. | compared Shakespeare's
women—his perfect women—with the women of the Bible.
| found that Jehovah was not a sculptor, nor a painter—not
an artist—that he lacked the power that changes clay to
flesh—the art, the plastic touch, that moulds the perfect
form—the breath that gives it free and joyous life—the
genius that creates the faultless.

The sacred books of all the world are worthless dross and
common stones compared with Shakespeare’s glittering gold
and gleaming gems.

—lngersoll.

What we like determines what we are, and is the sign of
what we are; and to teach taste is inevitably to form efiir.
acter.—Buskin,
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc. I CANNOT SEND PATTERNS.

Notioes oi Lectures,etc.,must reach us by first post on Tuesday State Color you prefer and I will select
and be marked ““ Leoture Notice,” if not sent on postcard. a smart Cloth.
LONDON.
Qutdoor.
Battersea Branch N. S. S. (Battersea Park Gates) : 11.30, THREE TONS OF
F. A. Davies.

b}
Bethnal Green Branch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the M anu faCtu rers Remnants
Fountain) : 3.15 and 6.15, K. P. Edwards.

Camberwell Branch N.S. S. : Station-road, at 11.30, W.,T. In Black, NaVy, Brown, Fawn, and Grey1 for
Bamsey, “ How God Treated His Chosen People” ; Brockwell
Park, 3.15, W. J. Ramsey, “Who is the King of Glory”; 278 6d
Brockwell Park, 6.30, W. J. Ramsey.
Monegham Common: 3, A. D. Howell-Smith, B.A., “What Is |5, making a first-class all-wool, fashionably-cut
Kingstand Branch N. S. S. (Corner of Ridley-road, Dalston): and well-finished Lounge Suit to measure. These
11.30, C. Cohen. remnants are all perfect, and just as good, for all
West Ham Branch N. S. S. (The Grove, Stratford) : 7.30, practical purposes, as if each suit were cub from the
F. A. Davies, “ Thus Saith—Torrey.” piece. | have bought them at about half tk0
COUNTRY. ordinary price. The quantity I am selling enables

Liverpool Branch N. S. S. (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square) ; me to cut down prices for making and other
3, Sheikh Abdullah Quilliam Bey, “ The Balkan Question To- expenses, and | am positively offering a clear saving

day”; 7, H. Percy Ward, “ The Only True Religion in the -j ich i
World.”  Adjourned Members’ Meeting re New Rules after to each customer of at least 334 per cent, which s

Evening Lecture. a gain of 6s. 8d. in every pound you spend.
pé‘éle’;? 73_55?'ggn(fﬁrag’,ﬁi'e”,\g;?g;”eic’.\'a"'ga“°” Schools, Market o4 for a Self-Measurement Form to-day.
W arrington (Druids’ Hall, Sankey-street): Tuesday, June 6, You cannot afford to miss these Bargains.
at 8, H. Percy Ward, “ Is There a God ?” i i
SUIT LENGTHS, 8Jyds. 56 inches wide,
Just Published. Two for 21s., carriage paid-

THE LlCENSED VlCTUALLER’S VADE |ECUM Cash must accompany each order. 1 will return money W

full if not perfectly satisfied.
BEING

LUCID INSTRUCTIONS FOR GAUGING CASKS,
CASTING ULLAGES, DETERMINING THE

STRENGTHS OF SPIRITS, J W, GOTT, 2 and 4 Union Street, Bradford

AND

(Also 60 Park-road, Plumstead, London, and Room No. 10
VALUING THE TRCPCETEEEEEES OF A LICENSED St. James’s Hall, Manchester, every Tuesday, 3 to 8).

Every Auctioneer and L. V. should possess a copy.
Send 5s. P.O. to—

J.W. DE CAUX, L.Y.s Expert, Old Testament Storieé. Comically Illustrated.  Truth-
GREAT YARMOUTH. SEEKEN CO.  oeoeeeeescreisrieiets et 4

FOR SALE. POST FREE.
s. J-

La Bible Gomique. Taxil . . .. 8
Dictionary of Freethinkers. Wheeler..... . e 2
T R U E M O R A L | T \Y/ | Diegesis. Taylor. First Edition ..o 5 i
] L Edipus Judaicus. Drummond..........c.ccocevvivirnieinnnsieiennennens 4

Or, The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism, Republican. Carlile — ............. Vol. I1., 2s. Vol. XII. 3
1S. | BELIEVE Freethinker. July 1898 to Dec. 1904... .. 6

' ’ (Calrriagfeforward on this lot.) W all

National Reformer. 10 years. 1865—1874. Nearly al
THE BEST BOOK UNOPENE COPIES covoveeeeeeeere et te s offer

ON this subject. All the Above in Good Condition.

The new Popular Edition, consisting of 176 pages, is now ready.

A. G. BARKER,

In order that it may have a large circulation, and to bring it 5 Verulam Avenue, Walthamstow, Essex.
within the reach of the poor, | have decided that the price for

a copy post free shall be ONLY twopence. A dozen COpiES, for

distribution, may be had post free for a shilling.
The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, says: “Mr. | H E m OF w
Holmes’s pamphlet.......is an almost unexceptional statement

of the Neo-Malthusianism theory and practice.......and through-

out appeals to moral feeling....... The special value of Mr. IN THE LIGHT OF THE HIGHER CRITICISM-

Holllrrl;es_,’s service IIto the. Neo;]MaIthusti)z_an cause arrl](_j to hurﬂ?n By G \Wi FOOTE
well-being generally is just his combination in his pamphlet .. 2 . - y

of a plain’ statement of the physical and moral need for family | havet{]ead "f"f'tq grleat pleastjhre yot;“ Bé)%k offOoDd. ch:)u hﬂ\%
limitation, with a plain account of the means by which it can be SNOWN With periect ciearness the absurdity of Lean Farrar

i position | congratulate you on your book. 1t will do great good-
sgs\}gidbogsri\gleagr?g:gr”to all concerned of the requisites at the because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with force and

X i beauty.”—Colonel Ingersoll.
The Council of the Malthusian League, Dr. Drysdale, Dr “ A" volume we strongly recommend........Ought to be in tb
Allbutt, and others, have also spoken of it in very high terms. hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer.”—Reynolds's News-
Orders should be sent to the author, paper.
J. R HOLMES, HANNEY, WANTAGE, BERKS. Bound in Stout Paper Covers- - - - 1/-
Bound in Good C loth .....ccccvveviinnnn. 2/-

THE RIGHTS OF MAN. ™ e Faningdon irest, London: & ..
By THOMAS PAINE.
With aPolitical Biography by the late J. M.Wheeleb.

Paper Cover, Is. Cloth Edition, 2s. Take d Road Of Your Own
Freethought Publishing Co., Ltd., 2 Newcastle-st., London E.C. Or, Individuality and Mental Freedom
By COLONEL R. G. INGERSOLL
OOUTHEND-ON-SEA. On the Front. Bed-
vj Sitting Rooms to let facing Sea. Bicycle accommodation. PRICE ONE PENNY

—Mrs. Abbey, 15 Ashburnham-terrace, The Beach, Southend- The Freethought Publishing Company, Ltd., 2 Newcastle-stree®
on-Sea. Farringdon-street, London, E.C
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ROMANCES

“ Voltaire was the greatest man of his country, and did more to free the human race than
any other of the sons of men."

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.

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

MICROMEGAS. A Voyage to Planet Saturn. By a native
» of Sirius ; and Twelve others.
Illustrated. Paper covers Is., postage 2d.

MAN OF FORTY CROWNS. Dialogues on National
Poverty; Adventures with a Carmelite, etc.
Illustrated. 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 Bull; The Blind of One
Eye, etc. Illustrated. Paper covers Is., postage 2d.

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

THE

SECULAR

SOCIETY,

(LIMITED)
Company Limited by Guarantee.
Registered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C.

Chairman of Board of Directors—Mr. G. W. FOOTE.
Secretary—E. M. VANCE (Miss).

Bis Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the
Wffuisition and application of funds for Secular purposes.

Ilhe Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s

Ejects are :—To promote the principle that human conduct
heria be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super-

S'tural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper
Bd of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry,
=D promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com-
plete secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such
awful things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have,
0ld, receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised,
or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of
Bopurposes of the Society.

Ihe liability of members is limited to £1, in case the Society
I+ ?. dever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover
Iala'lhies—a most unlikely contingency.

embers pay an entrance fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent
subscription of five shillings.

The Society has a considerable number of members, but a muoh
Biger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
gamed amongst those who read this announcement. All who join
.; Participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of

8 resources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa-
B>n that no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from
(B Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in
1 Wag whatever.

lhe Society’s affairs are managed by an elected Board of

'rectors, consisting of not less than five and not more than

s've members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

HOAERS.. freethought

By G. W. FOOTE.

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

Contains scores of entertaining and informing Essays and
“‘des on a great variety of Freethought topics.

The Freethought Publishing Co., Ltd., London.

Introduction to the History of
Civilisation in England
By H. T. BUCKLE.

New and Revised Edition with Annotations and an
Introduction by John M. Robertson.
Demy 8vo, bound art linen, price Five Shillings.

2 NPREBTHOUGHT PUBLISHING COMPANY, Ltd.
_ NnWQASTLH-STREBT, FARBINaDON-STREHT, LONDON, E .C.

ANANTRD, Situation, by Young Man, aged 29, in
refr  any capacity ; used to warehouse ; total abstainer ; good

Secret*053 “yom members N.S.S. and other employers.—X., c/o
ary, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

but are oapable of re-election. An Annual General Meeting >
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 any of the wills by which the Society has
already been benefited.

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

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

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

Thwaites’ Liver Pills.
The Best Family Medicine in the World.

Will cure Liver, Kidney, and all Stomach Diseases effectually
Good for Heart Troubles and Cardiac Complaints, Female
Ailments, Anosmia.

Is. Ind. and 2s. 9d. per Box.

Post free 14 or 33 stamps. Directions with each box.

G. THWAITES, Herbalist,
2, Church Row, Stockton-on-Tees, and
24, Linthorpe Road, Middlesbrough.
THWAITES’ LIVER PILLS are not Sugar-coated or got up to
deceive, nor factory made, but are made from Herbs by a Herbalist
of nearly 40 years’ experience in curing disease with Herbs and
preparations from them.

Uncle Tom’s Cabin Up to Date; or, Chinese

Slavery in South Africa.
Bv E. B. ROSE.
One Penny.  Post free, Three-halfpence.

THE FREETHOUGHT PUBLISHING COMPANY, Ltd.,
2 Newcastle-street, Farrringdon-street, London, E.C.
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THREE IMPORTANT PAMPHLETS

G. W. FOOTE.

1. Dr. TORREY AND THE INFIDELS.

Refuting Dr. Torrey’s Slanders on Thomas Paine and Colonel Ingersoll.

2. GUILTY OR NOT GUILTY?

An Open Letter to Dr. Torrey concerning his Evasions, Shufflings, and suggested Denials

3. Dr. TORREY’'S CONVERTS.
An Exposure of Stories of “ Infidels” Converted by Dr. Torrey in England.

THESE PAMPHLETS ARE ALL PRINTED FOR *“FREE DISTRIBUTION”

Copies are being distributed at Dr. Torrey’s Mission Meetings in London, and will be forwarded
to Freethinkers and other persons who wish to read them or are willing to distribute them judiciously.
Applications for such supplies should be made to Miss E. M. Vanite, 2 Newcastle-street, London, E.C.
Postage or carriage must be paid by consignees, except in special cases, which will be dealt with on

their merits.
SUBSCRIPTIONS TO DEFRAY THE COST ARE INVITED

AND SHOULD BE SENT to Mr. G- W. FOOTE, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C.

NOW READY

THE POPULAR EDITION
(Revised and Enlarged)

“BIBLE ROMANCES

BY
G W FOOTE
With a Portrait of the Author

Reynolds’s Neivspaper says —*“ Mr. G. W. Foote, chairman of the Secular Society, is well known as a man of
exceptional ability. His Bible Romances have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, revised, and
enlarged edition, at the price of 6d., has now been published by the Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
street, London, for the Secular Society. Thus, within the reach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of the leaders
of modern opinion are being placed from day to day.”
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“ This 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, London, E.O., 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
special value as an aid to the exposition of the Christian religion from a thoughtful and critical standpoint. Itis 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.
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