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And thus they cease not to demand of you the cause 
°/ the cause, until you take refuge in the will of God, 
lhat is to say, in the asylum of ignorance.—SPINOZA.

Mr. Birrell’s Bill.

Liberal government, with its triumphant and 
Most unprecedented majority, has brought forward 
® first important measuro in the new Education 
} '• It is called “ A Bill to make further provision 

" ‘th respect to Education in England and Wales,” 
pD|I it is backed by Mr. Birrell, Sir Henry Campbell- 

anuerman, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
r- Lough. All these gentlemen, we believe, are 
onconformists; and the fact is extremely significant. 
The Bill was introduced by Mr. Birrell, the Minister 

? Education. This gentleman is a lawyer by pro- 
ssion, a popular writer by practice, and a politician 
” habit, who suddenly found himself at the head of 
Sreat public department. Both his Bill, and his 

6Peech in introducing it, illustrate the curious truth 
p'vhich is not so curious to deeper thinkers—that no 
‘ ^yer ever made a statesman.

„ Birrell’s speech has been published in an 
^uthorised edition” by the Liberal Publication 
^ePartment, of which ho was formerly Chairman. 

6 have read it through carefully. It contains 
veral Birrellisms. But we cannot find any 
atesmanship in it, or any declaration of first 

P 'ocipleg. Even its eloquence, which has been 
Poised, is rather shoddy. This may be seen by 

stance at his peroration
“ I put together these ill-constructed sentences last 

Saturday in Battersea Park, a very beautiful place, rich 
"hth the promise, I  hope not the delusive promise, of 
early summer—a place simply swarmiDg with children, 
^ho all seemed animated by one desire—namely, to 
Ascertain the time from me. Although at first I  found 
their attentions somewhat disconcerting, in a very short 
time I came to perceive how congruous was their presence 
With the wliolo bent and cast of my thoughts. A hope,
I trust not a dclusivo hope, stolo into my breast, although 
I am not a sanguino man, that perhaps even this measuro 
after it has received, as it will receive, the full considera
tion and deliberation of this Houso will bo found to be a 
fitcp forward in the right direction for securing to the 
children of this country an immunity from thoso quarrels 
Which are not their quarrels but our quarrels, and to 
help in securing for them an education which will make 
them— the finest raw material in the world as I am 
Ratisfied they are—fit citizens of this country, and fit to 
PLy a groat part after wo have all gone, and so cnablo 
fhis beloved land of ours to be what it ought to bo, the 
Pulsing heart of a beneficent and freedom-loving Empire." 

^  ero ia no reason why a tolerably clever man, 
jj ,° circumnavigated the Blarney Stone, should 
¡nt *or h°nrs together, with slight
(whrVa 8̂ ^°r reIreshmcnt. When old Polonius 
Pa v have made a first-rate member of

j *atnent, and an exemplary cabinet minister)

asked Hamlet what he was reading, the answer 
was “ Words, words, words.” This is a fair 
description of Mr. Birrell’s valedictory eloquence. 
It is the sort of thing that pleasantly tickles the 
average slow insensitive mind. In other words, it 
is bunkum. And it really has no relation to the 
body of the speech or the substance of the Bill.

As far as the children are concerned, it does not 
appear from anything that Mr. Birrell said, or from 
anything in his Bill, that they have any rights what
ever. They are just pawns to be moved about in 
the game of politicians and priests of every deno
mination. That they are entitled to just and honest 
treatment does not seem to have occurred to the 
right honorable gentleman. They must wait until 
they are old enough to vote, and decide general 
elections, before they are to be considered. Yet they 
have rights. Their elders are entitled to teach them 
what they knoiv; they are not entitled to teach them 
what they believe. The child should bo left free to 
form his own judgment on matters of opinion. To 
anticipate that judgment is to rob him of his mental 
independence. And this is a worse crime than 
burglary. It is dastardly and sinister, it involves a 
flagrant breach of trust, and it entails lifelong per
nicious consequences.

We hear a great deal about Churches, teachers, 
parents, and citizens in this controversy. It is time 
wo heard something about the children. These help
less creatures are not automatons; they are alive, 
they think and feel—or rather they feel and think; 
what is more, the future belongs to them; and the 
great question of Thomas Paine’s applies with 
special force to their case—What right 'have we to 
legislate for posterity ?

This leads us to remark that Mr. Birroll's Bill is 
wrongly named. It should not be called an Educa
tion Bill. There is nothing in it about education. 
Not a word from beginning to end. The whole and 
sole object of the Bill is a rearrangement of educa
tional machinery in the interest of the religious 
faction which boasts of having “  got its own back ” 
at the recent general election. Simply this, and 
nothing more.

Tho first business of a Government is to keep in 
office. Its second business is to redeem what it must 
of its pledges. These two guiding principles have 
animated Mr. Birroll. The leading idea of his 
Education Bill is to satisfy the Nonconformists. 
They have two hundred members on the Liberal 
side in tho House of Commons. They can 
bring about the defeat of tho Government 
whenever they please. Consequently the Bill must 
command their support. That is tho primary con
sideration. But it is not the only consideration. Two 
hundred members are not everybody. There are 
others—even on the Liberal benches. Some are 
Churchmen, some are Catholics, some are Jews, some 
are even Secularists, They must be persuaded, if
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possible, to let the Bill pass. Mr. Birrell therefore 
flings each section a hone, in the hope that it will 
keep them from disputing the Nonconformist banquet.

This may be statecraft. It is not statesmanship. 
It suggests the politics of Lilliput. Gulliver saw 
the principal men of state dancing before the king 
on a tightrope, and he who balanced himself longest, 
and with the greatest dexterity, became Prime 
Minister.
i Were there no principle at stake, we might 
welcome the bone flung to the Secularist#. Not 
directly, perhaps, but indirectly, it is so good that 
we are almost afraid of saying too much about it. 
There is meat upon it. As you gaze at it the meat 
grows into a joint, and the joint into the whole 
animal.

The one part of his speech in which Mr. Birrell 
spoko with real foeling related to the Conscience 
Clause. This clause in the first Education Act has 
always been denounced by Secularists as an impos
ture. Nonconformists told them it was the ideal of 
justice and liberality. But the same Nonconformists, 
when they had to send their children to Church 
schools, called it a delusion and a snare. The truth 
is that the burden of the Conscience Clause rested, 
not on the parents, but on the children. Being with
drawn from religious instruction, they were marked 
out for odium and insult, and often for outrage. They 
were martyrs at an ago when they could feel the suffer
ing without appreciating the principle at stake. That 
is why withdrawals were so few in number. Mr. 
Birrell recognises this. Although ho was a Noncon
formist, and the son of a Nonconformist, he himself 
went to a Church school and learnt the Catechism. 
“  To expect any small and thin-skinned mortal 
between five and fourteen,” he says, “  to go into a 
school belonging to a dominant majority and demand 
separate treatment is to put upon him a burden he 
will never discharge.” “ No conscience clause,” he 
continues, “  is worth anything unless it carries with 
it the right of withdrawal during the time that the 
religious instruction is being given.”  Accordingly 
the Bill contains the following clauso :—

“  Tlio parent of a child attending a public elementary 
school shall not be under any obligation to cause the 
child to attend at the schoolhouso, except during the 
times allotted in the time-tablo exclusively to secular 
instruction."

This means that, instead of being sent to school at 
9, children may bo sent at 9.45, when the religious 
lesson is oyer, and that this will be a full attendance.

What will be the result of this ? Will not many 
children try to keep away from school until 9.45 ? 
Will not many poor mothers get help from their 
girls during that threo quarters of an hour—help 
which, in a vast numbor of cases, they very much 
require ; or will they not bo glad of the extra time 
to got ready three or four boys, who should all be 
washed, dressed, and properly breakfasted ? Mr. 
Birrell himself thinks that tho children withdrawn 
from religious instruction, under his now conscience 
clause, may becomo objects of envy. Very likoly. 
And this clause may in the long run wreck whatever 
system of religious instruction ho succeeds in 
establishing. It may bo—

“  The little rift within tho lute 
That by and by will make the music mute.”

In one sense, therefore, the Secularist might rut 
his hands over tho Education Bill. An effective 
Conscience Clauso makes religious instruction really 
permissive instead of obligatory. The people whe 
want it will have to take the trouble to obtain it, 
This is as it should be, but it is tremendously dif
ferent from the present arrangement, and the differ
ence is bound to work out in the Secularist's 
direction. And the best of it is that after what Mr. 
Birrell has said—and after what the most effusive 
Nonconformist leaders have said—it will be practi
cally impossible for him to withdraw the clauso in 
question.

G. W. Foote.
{To be concluded.)

Is Unbelief E a sy ?

Or d in a r y  experience shows that the most difficult 
thing in the world is to get people to embrace new 
ideas—particularly when theso involve a new 
terminology. Like all forms of force thought follows 
the line of least resistance, and it is obviously easier 
to reason along accustomed lines and to repeat the 
old phrases, than it is to strike out in new directions 
and coin fresh phrases to express one’s meaning. 
This is, indeed, one of the standing difficulties that 
fronts all workers in advanced movements, and_ par
ticularly Freethought workers. Politics and science 
both carry with them certain obvious checks and 
recommendations, but Freethought moving on a more 
abstract plane, is faced with this difficulty in it8 
severest form. And the Freethinkers difficulty is the 
religious teacher’s advantage. He at most has to 
form old and familiar ideas and phrases in a new 
combination ; if he erects a new building it is with 
the old materials. But the Freethinker has not only 
to build a new structure, he has to manufacture the 
materials as well. He has to convert tho people to 
new ideas, and to familiarise both tongue and ea 
with a whole nomenclature to match.

All this would seem to be obvious enough to tho 
point of being a truism. Yet, according to tho B0V> 
C. F. Aked, of Liverpool, it is the very reverse of the 
truth. This gentleman declares that the explanation 
of much of the “ cheap ” Agnosticism of to-day is tha 
“ Intellectual thoroughness is difficult to ns all- 
“  Resolute thinking is an effort,” and wo tberofor0 
“  accept the easy explanation because it is easy, th0 
superficial because it is superficial,” and we ai0 
solemnly advised to guard ourselves “ against th 
tendency of human nature to accept the easy because 
it is easy and to reject the difficult because it lS 
difficult."

In other directions the advice would be fan'y 
sound; but tho application Mr. Aked gives it ^ 
nothing short of ridiculous. It is doubtless v0iy 
comforting to tho people who “  sit under ” Mr. Ak0 
to feel that their religious beliefs are tho outcom0 0 
profound thought and long, patient invostigati00' 
and that if Freethinkers were only built of the sam 
sturdy stuff their doubts would vanish ; but what 
travesty of tho truth it is to be sure I For, man f0 
man thero is not a Freethinker in Great Britai  ̂
whoso doubts are not far more tho outcome of menja 
exertion than are tho beliefs of religionists. 00 
whether tho Freethinker bo stupid or brilliant, b 
unbelief is at least duo to some thinking on the p0in .j 
at issue. Had ho never thought about them at ® 
he would have gone with the crowd. That ho do^ 
not go with the crowd proves that ho has facod tn0, 
questions with some degree of independence of Win • 
But no man or woman in Great Britain is, under pr0 
vailing conditions, religious because of their indep00  ̂
donee of mind. They may possess tho quality 
independence in spite of their religion, but tn 
religious belief does not spring thorofrom. For th ^  
beliefs are thero waiting for them at birth, they a 
impressed upon their minds during childhood, P  ̂
motion in life is made oasior by their advocacy» 
largo portion of our history is written so as to s rg 
port them, every possible inducement is bold on ^  
retain them, and it is therefore sheer childishn00 g 
say that under prevailing conditions thero is gj. 
slightest guarantee of independent investigation ^  
original thinking in tho retention of religious bo * 

Moreover, religious beliefs are only difficult ^0°a&te 
of their unreasonableness. In themselves they ^  
simple enough and easy enough, as is shown b° , je9 
tho races and the people that hold them. ^ 0lC?e<3ge 
only commence when more accurate know or 
shows them to bo either destitute of evideno eBi 
illogical in character. And the appeal to retain 
either because or in spite of the difficulties i ^.^jj 
way, is an appeal to simple unreasoning faith. ,^eS 
Freothought, on the contrary, there are d1010 ro 
of a real intellectual character. Tho mere nop. afl 
from old forms is in itself a difficulty of no
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description; but there are others. The rejection of 
the God-idea implies a perception of the logical 
weakness of the arguments used to establish its 
validity. The rejection of the Christ-myth involves, 
negatively, a perception of its inherent unreason
ableness, and positively, the necessity of searching 
through history and comparative mythology the 
conditions of its growth. Thus, whether the thinking 
ho accurate or inaccurate, thorough or superficial, 
vreethought does involve intellectual work; and its 
difficulties are such as attend either prolonged 
'ntellectual effort or the careful search for facts and 
the equally careful verification of theories. The 
difficulties in the way of religious thinking are those 
presented by a scientific age to an unscientific 
hypothesis.
t Mr. Aked is good enough to say that all Agnosti

cism is not of the “  cheap ” variety—whatever that 
may be. “ There is earnest doubt, tragic doubt, loss 
°f faith bringing grief and bitterness. Of that let 

man speak disrespectfully.”  But unfortunately, 
Freethinkers, while their doubt may be earnest 
enough, have no tragic doubt, and their unbelief 
does not bring grief and bitterness. It brings, on 
"he contrary, joy and sweetness to many who have 
n°t known them under the influence of religion. Of 
course, Mr. Aked can put up with anyone calling 
mmself ~  "
he

can
a Freethinker who laments that he is what 

18 and wishes he were otherwise, for the simple 
^ason that such a person is not a Freethinker at 
e ‘ Me is a religionist who feels his beliefs going, 
k' Fvossing the cowardice developed by his Christian 

and destitute of the strength that would 
gQ u " from genuine Freothought. There really is 
B *le0d for Mr. Aked, or any other gontloman in the 
thi ? ^ne business to sympathise with Free- 
al\v Grs °n Mieir lack of belief. Such sympathy is 
Im -S lincalled for and is usually an impertinence. 
corfin1?6 Mr. Aked sympathising with the forlorn 
Da • on °f Spencer, Dr. Clifford condoling with 
how^1'1’ 0r Bishop of London telling Huxley 
rru-.^eeply ho felt for him in his roligionless 
°”dition.

cnl *1fV° use  ̂ “ Froolhought ” where Mr. Akod uses 
b o / *orm “ Agnostic,” because the latter has 
stri0?10 80 vafiuo a descriptive term and because his 
P o , [ ro.s really do apply to Freethought as a whole, 
mid f v*0us reasons, Mr. Aked prefers “  Agnostic,” 
botf °̂r e<iually obvious roasons it is as well to use a 
Con6r Wo.r^  Mr. Aked no doubt impressed his 

S ta tion  with tho feeling that ho was doing 
the ° very “ resolute thinking” when he treated 

1,1 ,,to the old mountebankism about “  I 
bod'V ' 0,8 full equivalent of “ Agnostic." 
tori a-?an 8ay “   ̂ don’t know,” ho says, “  tho charac- 

s l̂c of a fool is that he does not know.” Is it ? 
k0o r0id characteristic of a fool is that he does not 
ver\T d°es riot know, and one might easily give a 

 ̂Pertinent proof of this if one were so inclined. 
attjP '°» b® goos on to say, arc not content with this 
kg in other departments of life. If they do not 
but*.{hey struggle on until they do know. Certainly, 
pf0 . / ¡a  is in dii’ections whore they mai/ know, 
■Cdi ** ^hey bring enough knowledge, ability, and 
bug ry to tho task. But how if there is nothing to 
this /  TIow if there is intelligence enough to see 
moth* ° ^aliso that wo do not know bocause there is 
ptoi\lng to discover, and that tho very terms of the 
hut ,;em defy solution, and ono not only sees this 
tfie n j honesty enough to say it ? “ I don’t know ” 

becomes tho expression of a conviction that 
bo thought and energy are far too valuable to 

tnaby squandered on manufactured connun- 
j f 18 perpetuated for the interests of a class, 

blgj/hapa, however, Mr. Akod is not altogether to 
4 ° here. In relation to tho God-idea many 
enn: ,lcs do use the word “ Agnostic ” as tho
aJJValent

don’t
Any.

of
use 
I do__ not know one way or tho other, 

as tbSSUlno ^b° question is undecided. Where- 
k- 6 question is not undecided but dooided.team L We

tho
at

___is not undecided but
do know all that can be known about 

and worth of tho God-idea. I do not mean 
there js nothing more to know concerning tho

condition of its origin, or the order of its develop
ment, but substantially we know all there is to be 
known. We do know tho general conditions amid 
which the God-idea began, we know even more of 
the course of its development, and we have a fairly 
accurate conception of how much or how little it is 
worth. To say, therefore, “ I do not know whether 
there is a God or not,” and to say it with the 
implication that we are ourselves undecided, that 
tho Theist may, after all, be right, is a cowardly, a 
misleading, or an unintelligent Agnosticism. The 
honest sense of an Agnostic’s profession should bo 
“ I do not know anything about God because there 
is really nothing to know.” It is in the same sense 
that one would say I do not know ahything about 
four-sided triangles or square circles. “ Agnostic” 
should be the mark of a decided conviction, not an in
dication of suspension of judgment alone. But in that 
case a scientific Agnosticism would be indistinguish
able from Atheism; and unfortunately, those who 
dislike clear cut unequivocal phrases are not quito 
confihed to tho Christian Churches. „

“  Illusion in Religion.”

Such is the startling title of No. 8 in tho interesting 
scries of Essays for the Times now appearing. The 
writer of it is the Rev. Edwin A. Abbott, M.A., D.D., 
one of the ablest and boldest among the progressive 
divines of to-day. Anything that comes from his 
pen deserves serious consideration. He belongs to 
the same school as the Yen. Archdeacon Wilson and 
the Rev. R. J. Campbell. It is a characteristic of 
this school that its members are allowed to differ 
from one another on matters of detail, or of secondary 
importance. The Venerable Archdeacon and Mr. 
Campbell echo the teaching of Robertson of Brighton, 
while Dr. Abbott follows tho same lines, substantially, 
as Arnold did in his Literature and Dogma. Tho point 
on which they all agree is tho comparative non-impor
tance of the letter, tho practical worthlessness of 
mere dogma and ritual, when put side by side with 
tho spirit, which is emotion.

Dr. Abbott’s essay forcibly reminds us of a striking 
sermon by Robertson on the educational value of 
illusion, as illustrated in tho life of Abraham. But 
what is really meant by illusion ? Wherein does it 
differ from delusion ? I may bo told that illusion 
refers particularly to errors of the sense, while delusion 
has reference to deceptions of the mind. You may 
say that an optical deception is an illusion, while a 
false opinion on any subject is a delusion. But there 
is deception in both ; and this is tho all-important 
thing. Dr. Abbott says that God is “ playing a gamo 
of hide and-seek with us, in which IIo dosires to bo 
found out.” He quotes from Paul to tho effect that 
“ it was ordained that mon ‘ should sook God, if haply 
they might feel after him and find him, though He 
is not far from each ono of us; for in him wo live and 
movo and have our being,’ ’ ’ and then adds : “  In this 
game of liido and-seek, when wo falsely say, ‘ Ho is 
here,’ or ‘ He is there,’ tho falsehood is not always 
wholly false ; it is often not a delusion that lures us 
down to permanent error, but an illusion that lures 
us on through error into truth.” But is that defini
tion true to fact ? Is it right to regard illusion “ as 
a discipline for our truth-seeking faculties, and as a 
stepping-stone towards truth itself ? ” No ono doubts 
the existence of illusions in tho physical world ; and 
to many all purely religious ideas are delusions. Tho 
question that needs a definite answer, however, is, do 
illusions, as such, ever “ luro us on through error 
into truth ? " Take the optical illusion that it is tho 
sun, and not the earth that moves, and toll mo in 
what sense it “  lures us on through error into truth ? 
Astronomy may have discovered tho truth about tho 
movements of the heavenly bodies, but certainly the 
optical illusion rendered no assistance in tho search 
for it. Is it different in tho sphere of roligion ?

Dr. Abbott’s candor is truly amnzing. Ho is will
ing to judge every religion by tho fruit it boars in
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practice. Concerning Christianity, as well as con
cerning Buddhism or Mohammedanism, the question 
he asks is, does it “ make better and purer, make 
nobler and more just,” does it “ inspire with good will 
to all men,” those who profess it ? If it does, then 
in his opinion, it should be accepted as in the main 
true. But no results in practice, however excellent, 
can make illusions true. Quite s o ; hut may not 
illusions be the husks or integuments in which 
spiritual truths are preserved ? Dr. Abbott main
tains that they may be and often are ; hut in so doing 
he confuses spiritual truths with moral virtues. By 
no illusion of religion, but by actual experience and 
observation of life, have we learned that righteousness 
exalts those who practise it. It is historically true 
that righteousness is an essential condition of a 
prosperous and happy social life. This is a funda
mental truth of evolution, which no religious illusions 
could ever serve.

Dr. Abbott is seemingly ignorant of the distinction 
between religion and morality, and of the fact that 
there was a time when the two existed apart. 
Morality, of the noblest type, has often been exhibited 
without belief in God and the spiritual world, and the 
most ardent belief in God and the spiritual world has 
frequently been held quite apart from morality. 
Nobody denies that there are moral elements of great 
value embodied in Christianity ; but it is also equally 
undeniable that these elements are attached to dis
tinctively spiritual, supernatural, or religious beliefs 
the truth of which is, to say the least, hypothetical. 
The union between religion and morality is therefore 
a union between the imaginary and the real; and on 
the whole it has proved detrimental to the best 
interests of the latter. Now, the moral elements 
found in Christianity, in so far as they are true, are 
no illusions, but precious realities. But if the moral 
elements in Christianity are not illusions but precious 
realities, which are the illusions in it ? Are they not 
clearly the religious or supernatural elements ? But 
once you admit that some of these latter elements 
are illusions, by what rule are you to determine that 
they are not all illusions ? If the divinity of Christ 
is an illusion, what about the existence of God ? Are 
we to believe in the reality of everything until it has 
been proved to be false ? There may be innumerable 
illusions about morality; but experience has abun
dantly shown that morality itself is not an illusion. 
So, likewise, there may be endless illusions respecting 
God, but who can authoritatively assure us that God 
himself is not an illusion ? A sunrise may bo largely 
illusive; but the vision of beauty which a so-called 
sunrise presents is not an illusion. Be that as it 
may, the saying that a glorious sunshine is a revela
tion of the glory of God is nothing but an inference 
drawn by the imagination, and may be wholly illusive. 
To the question, “ Is there a God, and if there is has 
He ever revealed himself ? ” no authoritativo answer 
has ever been given. To say that “ from the begin
ning of man overy family was in reality a true house 
of God, a Bethel, with a ladder of angels ascending 
and descending, so as to connect earth and heaven,” 
is merely to indulge in irresponsible rhetoric.

Dr. Abbott traces what he calls the gradual reve
lation of God in humanity; but what he really traces 
is tho course of the gradual evolution of mankind. 
That there existed an infinitely wise and good 
Evolver is simply a hypothesis and may be an entire 
illusion or delusion of the mind. Even in the life of 
Jesus Dr. Abbott discerns many illusions, such as 
the virgin birth and the miracles. Jesus himself 
was under the dominion of not a few illusions, and 
so have been all his disciples in all generations. The 
four Gospels and the Epistles bristle with illusions. 
Only Dr. Abbott knows where tho dividing line 
between illusions and realities is, and unfortunately 
he keeps tho secret to himself.

It must be a startling item of news to many that 
Jesus suffered from illusions, or in other words, that 
in some aspects at least, He was a false teacher. 
According to Mr. Garrod, Jesus believed and taught 
that the end of tho world was close at hand, and 
that the Son of Man would quickly appear to pro

nounce final judgment. Consequently his moral 
teaching was adapted to the condition and require
ments of a race about to be caught up into another 
sphere. Dr. Abbott seems to concur in this opinion. 
Well, let us take this one illusion cherished by the 
Nazarine Prophet, and see what effects flowed from it. 
Let us heed what Dr. Abbott says on this point

“  It may seem a minor point that apparently the 
whole of the first generation of Christians, including 
the Apostles, were under the impression that the Lord 
would speedily come as a judge from heaven, and tha 
the present ‘ age ’ would be brought to a sudden an 
manifest conclusion. Yet this illusion was fraught wit 
serious consequences for us. It induced St. Paul, an 
probably the other Apostles, to lay somewhat less stress 
than perhaps he would otherwise have laid upon mar
riage and the home, and upon the recognition of this 
visible world as a beautiful and glorious training-schoo 
for the life to come. By this illusion the saints *® 
Jerusalem were led to adopt a communistic life of deV0‘ 
tion to prayer which forced them to depend upon tn 
alms of the Western Churches, and might ultimate y 
have resulted in a scandal and reproach. And even 
now we suffer perhaps even more than we are awar  ̂
from the perpetual antithesis between ‘ the Church 
and 1 the World ’ (in some books of the New Testamen h 
which somewhat too much checks our aspiration for t 
time when the Church shall have so leavened the wor 
that the two shall be identical.”

On Dr. Abbott’s own showing, it is difficulti t 
perceive how he can regard illusion “  as a disciplm 
for our truth-seeking faculties, and as a stepped' 
stone towards truth itself.”  He frankly admits tha 
the illusion of the Second Advent has worked con 
siderable harm in the world, and he fails to point 
a single benefit that has resulted from it. He refej 
to other Christian illusions in tho same way and 
the same effect.

Dr. Abbott is specially severe in his condemnatio 
of dogmatic theology. He warmly thanks mode* 
criticism and heartily accepts its main conclusio^ 
he cordially welcomes the grand discoveries 
Science, but theology he pronounces undiscorniog 
and blind. “  Theology has been content to r®a„ 
nothing [in the way of revelation] in human hearts-  ̂
It has brought into being contemptible fictions, 
their revolt against which unbelievers “ have co 
pletely discarded a theory of celestial mechanis 
which appeared to them to represent God as 1® 
merciful, less righteous, and less just thanadecen j 
respectable man.” This sounds very fino and ker,0l-J 
but is not Dr. Abbott himself a theologian, and * 
roality quite as dogmatic as tho brethren he so 0 
mercifully denounces? It is true that “  belief®  ̂
have been only too ready to take priests and tn® 
logians at their word,” and that in consequence t " 
have become “ a race of anxious seekers after tru > 
or more idolaters of forms and ceremonies, or wrang  ̂
ling disputants about theological figments, 
worldly, fleshy creatures who call themsel'.^ 
Christians, but differ from non-Christians simply 
going to church on Sundays.” All this is absoffi ^  
true; but would Dr. Abbott’s dogmatism l®a 
better results ? Hero is a sample of i t :— j

“ The summary of tho truth, so far as wo câ 0g 
present express it, appears to bo this, that Ooa, ^  
love, cannot bo apprehended except by loving him i 
in order to lovo God, one must begin by loving 1.ne,°[1<}ed 
that our bodily and mental faculties are intc 
mainly as a scaffolding to raise up in us a love re. I 
sivo to God’s love for us.” j

Logically, such dogmatism is the quintessence^ 
absurdity. Its foundation is a metaphysical ^ 
jecture of the wildest nature. How does Dr. A 9 
know that there is a God, and that He is a 
How was he enabled to make so stupendm 
discovery ? How can anybody love God before all ^  
hending him ? Hero is a man who has b®erl pe 
Atheist from his birth. What sense would the aj 
in saying to him: “ Lovo God and He will t 
himself to you.” How can he lovo the uD feu0tf 
“ You must begin to lovo God by loving y°ar , jjjs 
men,” ho is told. But he has loved and serV^  y0t 
fellow-men from the beginning, and he has nc\ a 
felt the least sense of God. Love to men
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beautiful and ennobling sentiment; but it can be 
demonstrated that love to God does not naturally 
glow out of it. That it does, is one of the illusions 
°f Dr. Abbott. Unless a man is taught to believe in 
G°d as such and such a being, he has no sense of 
biffl ; and until he does so believe, God’s love never 
touches him at all, so that he has no chance of 
responding to it. Dr. Abbott has lived so long in a 
believing, religious atmosphere that he seems  ̂ in
capable of realising that a secular atmosphere exists, 
a°d is spreading, and that in it the higher human 
'irtues flourish right well. j  LLOYD.

H°w the Gospel Christ was Manufactured.
II.

( Concluded from p. 2-16.)
the second chapter we find similar elements, 

in 6fŜ a^e baby was to be born in Bethlehem accord- 
Q r t° another ancient stage direction (Matt. ii. 5, 6), 

rather, the perversion of an ancient Hebrew text, 
j. ,e gospeller could not have meant his story to bo 
IjjiGn as history, for the stage baby hero is “ born 
^ng of the Jews,” which is absolutely unhistorical. 

^garded as a farce, it is all clear enough; call it 
8 ory> and you start endless disputes, wrangles, 
otusion, strife, hatred, wars and bloodshed—the 

th0s1j essential elements of Church history. Nor can 
c 086 horrid elements ever cease until the gospels 
D ,s? to bo regarded as history. Once possess the 
ue 10 mj Qd with the potent truth that Jesus was 
J 61’ king of the Jews, any more than he was 
but ° ^aPaD> that he never was anybody at all 
8- ]  a Action, and then the Churches will gradually 

into the slumber of death, and theological 
r(toos come to an end.

1 1». k°ut enlarging upon other points in this gospel, 
(¡r ay n°te that the flight into Egypt, the murder of 
aU 1.tlnocent8 by Herod, the return from Egypt, etc., 
,j0 y^ld similar results when analysed—they really 
w, ?.°t pretend to be history, but somo kind of dra- 

1110 performances
S'fifot be

-they were all done “  that it 
Ba’ t” ^Iblled,” etc. In chapter iii. John the 
, PtiBt is manufactured out of an ancient script 

the wilderness. Of course,j^out a voice crying in
may well enough have been a notorious dipper 

p]a ea John, but this particular dipper had a part to 
W f as per an ancient stage direction, and he 
êiform8 it.

Che ??a^bow iv. we light upon tho funny story of 
aecd f encount°r with Satan or tho Devil. No one 
tori i ° that this contest was no more his-
th0 , than that between Punch and Judy. Even 
jjj0c °rgy wish tho Devil to Jericho by this time, 
by ^  have renounced him in a sense never intended 
Wit^ c°ncoctors of tho Catechism ; but Nick sticks 
by a Perfect unconcern in the places assigned him 
aod 10 anci°nt8. And as ho is so essentially part 
aOd Fa,Cel °t tho gospel, tho clergy must endure him 
also 81mocking S™11 until they renounce the Christ 
We j! Satan says, “  Where Christ or God goes I g o ; 
\y0 av° nevor been separated y e t; and wo won’t be. 
and"°rG three born togethor, of the same parents ; 
tb0 °.ar Ufo is so bound up together that if one dies 
hoiv°) . rs must die instanter.” Tho three legs of tho 
tty0y tripod are Satan, God and Christ. No one, no 
g0spel ^ om can ytand alone. Wheresoever tho

>vii.
P®1 of Christ is proclaimed there also and always 
bo same time is proclaimed tho gospel of tho

&ba[i‘ j ‘ ‘ As it was in tho beginning, is now, and ever 
ebd )G "so l°ug as Christianity or Satanism shall 

j  f̂6. Amen.
or aa° Christ and the Devil as dramatic characters 
t e n e t s ,  and all is clear. Mako one of them his- 

j, a > and you must take that yarn in Matthew iv. 
b>at) S°^er narrative of actual events. What clergy- 
tifg Can muster courage enough to do that at this 

j G° f day?
*  spare time I must omit many notes of Christ- 

facture that the gospels contain; but I cannot

pass over that in Matt, xxvi., G to 13. The word 
christ means oiled, greased. In savage times common 
men greased themselves, chiefs and priests were 
greased by their slaves. In course of time public 
officials took office by being publicly rubbed over with 
fat—often human fat, no doubt. After that the king 
and the priest were called the Greased or the 
Smeared by way of honoring them. The old savage 
custom prevails in England to this day—when a man 
is selected for some public but utterly useless and 
senseless post with a huge salary attached he is 
publicly smeared, to the delight of gaping fools; and 
after that he is called the “  anointed,” or the 
“  Lord’s anointed ! ” In the old mystery play ho 
who took tho principal part had to be greased and so 
turned into a Christ or an Anointed. Jesus could 
not of course get himself anointed or rubbed with 
fat in a public and official manner, nor could the 
gospellers invent such an “ honor ” for him, con
sidering that all the rulers were his enemies. Still, 
as Jesus must play the part of the Christ, they bring 
a woman with a box of grease, a hysterical weeper 
and every way adapted to the part she had assigned 
her; and she greases Jesus into the Christ as he was 
taking his dinner! This is holy history, be it remem
bered, written for the bewilderment and the salvation 
of a lost world !

The entire history of Judas owes its existence to 
certain Old Testament texts used as stage directions 
in the Christ farce. I cannot expand this, but it 
must be evident that a character so well known as 
Jesus, so universally notorious, could not have 
required any traitor to hand him over to his foes. 
This part of the drama must have been added late 
and was inserted for the express purpose of holding 
up the Jews, in the character Judas, to universal 
hate and malignity—a remarkablo sample of the 
“ good will ” of the Christian scheme.

However, taken as a play, there is much in tho 
Judas story that becomes perfectly clear and con
gruous. Christ selected Judas as a disciple though 
he knew him to be a Devil and was fully aware that 
he would betray him—in fact, it is plain that Judas 
was chosen especially to be tho traitor. History 
knows of no such case; but in dramas it is always 
so. Christ, of course, knew from tho beginning who 
would betray him, for he knew the entire play and 
tho part assigned to each performer. Just as he 
who plays Othello knows from tho beginning 
how Iago will behave, so did Jesus foreseo tho 
treachery of Judas. How clear it all becomes 
when wo regard the Christ and his troupe in their 
true light!

Tho last supper, the eating of tho Christ, tho cru
cifixion, tho piercing of tho side and tho eflluont 
wator and blood, the resurrection and ascension all 
become clear as day when tho gospel is regarded as 
a Mystery Play. Taken as history, it is a puzzle 
which a thousand years of close study has rendered 
ever more perplexing. Those who care may see in 
Justin Martyr’s Apology that the early Christians 
were fully aware that the Christ was not historic. 
Justin almost frankly puts him on a par with tho 
sons of Jupiter, which ho could not have done if ho 
had held tho Christ story to be strictly historical (see 
Apol. 21, 22, 66).

I have not attempted to exhaust this subject; 
thero is much in tho gospels I might refer to but for 
fear of making my paper too long. The brightness 
of the Christ’s garment, tho sunlike splendor of his 
face, are well and sufficiently explained on tho Play 
theory, and so is tho nimbus painters attach to tho 
head of his “ portraits ” —although that was borrowed 
from Apollo. I cannot refrain from glancing at 
Isaiah liii., which is evidently a brief summary of 
tho same drama, which is far older than what is 
generally called Christianity. In that chapter we havo 
tho essence of tho drama of an innocent sufferer 
vicariously ill-used by “ tho Lord ” ; and, regarding it 
in this light, wo can see how very appropriately tho 
New Testament writers could apply Isaiah’s words to 
the Christ—tho plays are identical if tho players are 
not.
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It seems to me more than probable that there 
never has been any real break in the continuity of 
the Christ Play from ancient Pagan times till now. 
The farce called the Mass is no deliberate invention, 
but a real savage survival, much changed, perhaps, 
but in all essentials the same as ever. And is not 
the Mass a real Mystery Play ? and is not the Christ 
as literally eaten and crucified in every performance 
of the Mass as he ever has been at all since the can
nibal predecessors of the priests sacramentally 
murdered and ate a real man ?

I will venture another item. “ Paul” says, “ I 
have been crucified with Christ ” (Gal. ii. 20). It may 
be read in Christ, not with—crucified as the Christ, 
that is, much as a modern actor dies in Hamlet. 
And Paul says again, “ I bear in my body the stig
mata of Christ,” or I bear branded on my body the 
stigmata of the Christ (Gal. vi. 17). Francis of 
Assisi also had the stigmata, not to mention other 
cases. Both these parties had played the Christ in 
the play I am speaking of, just as a man does now 
periodically at Ober Ammergau ; and these two may 
have been fanatical enough to get the stigmata 
really branded on their bodies, instead of being 
painted as usual. For, remember, the performance 
was always religious and well calculated to rouse 
fanaticism.

Many years ago I threw out a hint in my Liberator 
to the effect that the gospels were originally nothing 
but notes for popular perusal of an ancient Mystery 
Play, and suggesting that some of our British friends 
might take up the subject and work it out in detail. 
Thereupon our deeply lamented friend, J. M. Wheeler, 
wrote me privately to say that he and others had 
been cultivating that identical held for three or four 
years. Since then J. M. Robertson has done good 
work in the samo field, which still requires more 
cultivation. It seems to me, however, that the 
subject is ripe enough for popularising ; hence these
note8, JOS. SYME8.

Cheltenham, Victoria, Australia.

Acid Drops.

.During ’the earthquake at San Francisco the churches 
fared just as badly as the hotels, theatres, and music-halls 
— to say nothing of worse places, “ Providence ” made no 
distinction. But what a chance it had of converting an un
believing world 1 If all the churches, and all other buildings 
in any way associated with religious worship, had been left 
standing and intact, the “ infidels ” all over Christendom 
would have been dumbfoundcrcd for ever.

The famous Lick Observatory, standing on Mouut Hamilton, 
commands a fine view of San Francisco. It is within the 
earthquake area, but wo do not learn whether it has suffered 
any damage. Tho great Observatory, with its magnificent 
telescope, was erected and endowed by James Lick, an 
American “  Liberal,”  which is a namo over there for "  Free
thinker.” James Lick also found the monoy for building 
tho Paino Memorial llall at Boston.

New York cranks aro declaring that Naples and San 
Francisco have been visited by volcanic eruption and earth
quake as a punishment for their wickedness. But, consider
ing the state of things in so many Christian cities, one 
wonders why these two were picked out for a “ judgment.” 
We can easily understand, however, that tho earthquake 
disasters in California may help the cause of superstition. 
Men become moro religious— and religion is only another 
namo for superstition—as they aro brought acquainted with 
Fear. Shelley was not yet a great poet when ho wrote 
Queen Mab, but he was already a philosopher. He quite 
understood religion :—

“  Prolific fiend
Who peoplest earth with demons, hell with men,
And heaven with slaves 1 ”

He also understood the part played by Fear in tho manu
facture of gods. Apostrophising religion, he said:—

“  Thine eager gaze scanned the stupendous scene,
Whose wonders mocked the knowledge of thy pride. 
Their everlasting and unchanging laws 
Reproached thine ignorance. Awhile thou stoodst

Baffled and gloomy ; then thou didst sum up 
The elements of all that thou didst know ;
The changing seasons, winter’s leafless reign,
The budding of the heaven-breathing trees,
The eternal orbs that beautify the night,
The sun-rise, and the setting of the moon,
Earthquakes and wars, and poisons and disease,
And all their causes, to an abstract point 
Converging, thou didst bend, and call’d it God.”

Fifty years afterwards Buckle, tho historian of civilisation 
elaborately showed how tho terrible aspects of nature hau 
ministered to tho disease of superstition.

Tho earthquake in California has not killed as many 
people as the famous earthquake at Lisbon. Nor has »  
killed as many as were wiped out in a few minutes by th0 
eruption of Mont Pelée. But in somo respects it m0ro 
powerfully appeals to the imagination. The earthquak® 
devastated a wide district. San Francisco was but tno 
largest of many places that suffered. But being the larg®3 
it naturally attracts the greatest attention. First came t“ ° 
earthquake, rending and overthrowing thousands of bun1 * 
ings, and burying a multitude of people in tbeir ruins. Then 
came, not “ the still small voice ”  of Scripture, but a ragmo
fire that burnt to death hundreds of people imprisoned m 
the fallen buildings, and destroyed a vast part of the ci y 
that was left standing. Tho scene must have been aww • 
There is too much talk about tho cost of somo of tho bun 
ings destroyed. What is all that to the terror and misery 
that must havo prevailed ?

Many years ago we wrote what somo persons proba 1Y 
thought a “  strong ”  article on the frightful earthquake 
Japan, which, with tho tidal wave that followed, destroy 
so many thousands of people. One passage in that ar,a 
is perhaps worth reproducing now. Wo wrote it under 
inlluenco of strong feeling, and we don’t suppose w° c?u j  
better the expression now. Tho whole passage is contai 
in tho following paragraph. _

“  Lay your hand upon your heart, Christian, and hones X 
answer this question. Would you have done this deed ? ^
courso not. Your cheek flames at tho thought. You wo ^  
rush to save tho victims. You would soothe tho dying a  ̂
reverently bury the dead. Why then do you _ worship 
Moloch who laughs at tho writhings of his victims 
drinks their tears like wino ? See, they aro working ® 
playing; they aro at businoss and pleasure; one is t01 £ 
to support tho lovod ones at home ; another is sitting '  
them in peace and joy ; another is wooing tho maiden 
is dearer to him than life itself; another is pondering 80 
benevolent project; another is planning a law or a P° ^  
that shall bo a blessing or a delight to posterity. And 1° i 
mandate of Moloch goes forth, and ‘ his word s. 
return unto him void.’ Swifter than thought calamity 1 ^  
upon the gay and busy scene. Hearts that throbbed 
joy  now quiver with agony. Tho husband folds his w1. . , 
a last embrace. Tho mother gathers her childron like r 
Tho lover clasps in tho midst of horror the maiden no *° “ry 
coy. Homes arc shaken to dust, halls fall in ruins, the  ̂
temples of tho gods aro shattered. Brains aro dashC'd .j
blood flows in streams, limbs aro twisted, bodies aro P1 s 
by falling masonry, cries of anguish pierco the air, sj 
follow, and lastly silence. Moloch then retires to his m ^  
sanctuary, filled and sated with death and pain.—Is * -0g 
better, Christian friend, to defy Moloch instead of worse 
him ? Is it not still better to regard this deity a8̂ r ¡f 
creation of fanciful ignorance ? Is not oxistouco a ter ^  
Providence may swoop upon us with inevitable *a oUwijcU 
irresistible beak ? And does not life become sweeter 0f 
wo sec no cruel intelligence behind the catastrop 
nature ?”

. t0 tb°
1 Providence ” could hardly have boon apparent ^ aI\e, 

most pious Christian in tho death of Professor Pjorro  ̂ ^ g- 
the discoverer of radium. Walking along in Paris, aU 
bably thinking out some fresh problem, this very a ^  aBd 
very modest scientist slipped his foot, fell to the grou > ^  
was run over by a wagon, tho wheel crushing k*8 , ® (. w»3
killing him instantly. H i s  m a n g le d  corpso was all tflo
left to Madamo Curie, herself a scientific investigate , 
husband bIio adored.

i geierd'^
" Providence "  doesn't care a straw how a great jnegs 

dies, or whothcr ho dies in the very height of his ^sQVOr lfl3 
or afterwards. In Paris a wheel of a wagon may g° 0yBr- 
head and destroy his “ soul.”  At sea ho might jj®v0 
board and bo snapt up by a shark. In India ho mife ( pr0vi- 
furnished a meal to a tiger. It matters nothing to 
denco ” either way.

, , Chris
“  Where is God ?•”  was a headlino in last week s 

World. The question was not answered.
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II°ly Russia, uudcr the monstrous Autocracy of which 
the pious Czar is at least tlio conscious figure-head, contains 
more scoundrelism to the square yard than any other part 
°£ the globe. The pious Czar himself is safe in one of his 
palaces, guarded by Cossacks, but he cannot venture to go 
outside it, and is practically a prisoner. Tho subordinate 
scoundrels, who move about and run risks, get a bullet in 
them every now and then, and it would bo idle to pretend 
sorrow when ouo of them meets his fate. Wo were far from 
shedding tears when wo read tho report of the shooting of 
Abramoff, the Cossack officer who outraged Mario Spirodo- 
aova, tho girl who shot the infamous Governor of lam boff. 
-the hideous treatment to which the girl was subjected 
"Most passes belief. Every kind of torture was inllictcd 
uPon her for many hours ; and at last, wounded all over, j 
With one eye blind and tho other gouged out, helpless, and 
stark naked, tho unspeakable beast Abramoff came in and 
violated her. Well, tho hand of vengeance has scut him to 
ms doom. And although bloodshed is in itself a nasty 
usmess, we say deliberately that it would bo better for 

*ucn to die by tho thousand fighting for freedom and 
Justice than to tolerate a state of things such as this case 
re'eals in Russia. After all death is but death, and every 
man must die some tim e; and there are circumstances in 
"bleb the old proverb may bo true that it is sweet to die for 
ouo s country. Sweet, that is, to dio for the country s 
Welfare and dignity— for the freedom of its men and tho 
hon°r of its women.

a 1CC0r<̂ *ng to a Tribune telegram from New York, 
" os‘  Profound and remarkable sensation was caused 

call i ®Peech in Congress by Mr. McDermott, who 
(jlitj , uP°n tho Russian Church to teach the people that 
pers 'v.as a Hebrew, as a means of stopping tho Jewish 
tho^ u‘ i°ns. This is a point that has often been pressod in 
Clir' :-ee<̂ —which is naturally a lot in advance of the 
Was*̂  rUS *n Hucb maMcrs- Jesus was a Jew, his mother 
0Ue ,a Jewess, his apostles were all Jews, and when an extra 
La a“  to bo converted (by miraclo or sunstroke) outsido 
Reb aBcusi it meant the addition of another Jow to tho 
k a y :^  company. Had thero been no Jews there would 
think- 'iCen- n°  Kristians. This is obvious, but wo don’t 

*t will stop the murder of Jews in Russia.

in costly style, for private distribution. Such arc tho pro
ducts of Christian civilisation.

We saw a bill the other day announcing a roligious 
meeting to be addressed by “  Gipsy Smith’s Father.”  No 
doubt, if it pays, his grandfather and mother-in-law will 
come along.

Human beings take to superstition as kindly as a duck 
takes to water. Tho explanation of it is that they have so 
many thousands of years of superstitious heredity behind 
them. And in view of this tremendous fact ono need not bo 
surprised at anything. Not even at the newspapers report
ing, as though it were a matter of considerable importance, 
an address by Mr. Robert King, who is doscribed as an 
“  authority ”  amongst “  occultists,”  at tho Westminster 
Palaco Hotel. This gentleman’s subject was “ Magic, Black 
and Whito ” — which was not a rcfcrenco to a certain brand 
of Buchanan’s whisky. Mr. King told his hearers that holy 
water, for instance, had certain qualities that ordinary water 
had not. Those qualities passed into it from tho priest. 
How they passed into it does not appear to have been stated. 
Wo believe common water is mado holy water by tho priests’ 
dipping his finger into it after first putting that finger into 
his mouth. His saliva mixes with tho water, and tho saliva 
is a part of himself, and wo suppose it partakes in some way 
of tho Holy Ghost with which tho priest is endowed. And 
if the priest is suffering from any disorder which leaves 
traces in his mouth, we darò say there would be somo change 
in tho common water after ho had blosscd it ; but whether 
tho chango would bo “  holy ”  or not wo leave to overy one’ s 
own judgment. _ _ _

Tho Protestant Reformation Society held a meeting at 
Exeter Hall lately, and listened to a denunciation by tho 
Rev. Dr. Wright (chairman) of tho approaching marriage 
between King Alphonso and Princess Ena. It appears that 
tho P. R. Society intends to go on holding meetings in 
denunciation of “  this unhappy and unholy project." This 
is turning a farco into a tragedy—although there will be a 
marriage instead of a death in tho fifth act. Those Pro* 
testant fanatics evidently don’t know that religion is only a 
means to an end with tho “  classes." It is only tho 
“  masses ”  who aro soft enough to take it seriously.

IV ,!lt' iî a“ ity, we are told, is to bo judged by its fruits.
, c“ > let us look at its fruits in tho colony of Natal, which 
th\ a êly keen attracting so much attention. It appears 
w .  a âw has been passed forbidding tho oxistenco of any 

l)’c churches which aro not directly controlled by a whito 
“ lister; and that, in pursuance of this law,_ tho native 

, “ rckes have been deliberately and systematically burnt 
,®Wn, First they were pulled down, tho furnituro and 
„ “ dies wore piled up amid tho ruins, and tho whole set on 
. °' Pacts like those throw a stroug light on the sweet 
.„echos about the “ dear heathen ”  delivered at missionary 
Votings.

„ A father applied to tho Maldou bonch for a vaccination 
i•Option certificate. Being suddenly asked tho uamo of 

3 child, ho replied: “ There, it’s clean gono; blowed if I 
“ Jink of it.”  Whereupon tho mayor said that a man 

j.,10 could not think of the naiuo of his own child was not 
, 0 apply for a certificate, and that tho application woula

refuSC(j Thi8 ¡s the gQft 0f thing that destroys people s 
Pect for tho magistracy. That mayor was a very foolish 

s. ? 011- A shocking bad memory for names, especially on a 
0n' is quite compatible with more than average reason-

“8 powers.

•‘ «sentiu
diinki

unoss in general has often characterised 
It is said that Sir Isaac Newton onco caught- • — «.I—. ?>.„

- Seut-iuiudcdness
said that 
y’s hand,

--------- 4 tod, used ouo ui uui uU6. . „   --------r r —
iaJ” u Pipe ho was smoking. Had ho appeared beforo tho 

°f Maldou lie would have been treated as an obvious

bolq" l“ 1“ kcrs. It is said that Sir Isaac newiuu uuuu uauguu 
edar a y °uut! lady’s hand, and. instead of making tho 
ir tl, a_?n expected, used ouo of her fiugers as a stopper

i,^ nnntiorod hnfarn i.hn

°̂r\v 0t-jcur toad-hogs knocked down Ernest (Jottorill at 
at»(j °°d Hill, Charhvood, breaking his leg in two places, 
W .^ d o r in g  him unconscious. Thoy did not stop to 

J - , r r ta“ co- R  ho was dead, it didn't m atter; if he 
V?eto 11 living, tho next motor-car might finish him. Thoy 
tlie (i„ , ably Christians, and perhaps had been to church 

“ ay before.
Utrs nW  <Jeorgo Gould, of U.S.A., being a very wealthy 

teligi0 ’ U,U|1 u°t being quito satisfied with the comforts of 
llfctaij ’ “ as bad her pedigree traced by tho College of 
^auts S nfCr l1016- They have fixed her up with what she 
ta,te coat i cours° * Jbey  are also preparing her an elabo- 

‘ •of-arms, and it is to bo printed with her pedigree

Mr. Limbrick, whoever ho is, ouo of tho speakers at that 
Exeter Hall mooting, declared that “  tho King had no right 
to outrago tho deepest feelings of his people.”  But why 
gird at poor Edward VII. in this fashion? How on earth 
can ho bo responsible for tho religion of all tho members of 
tho royal family, right and left, and up and down ? How 
tho deuce could ho prevent a young woman from changing 
her religion in order to marry the King of Spain ? Heaps 
of fomales would have changed their religion, and their skin 
too, for such a prize. It is really too bad to saddlo King 
Edward with tho duty of keeping every royal fomalo in tho 
way that pleases tho Protestant Reformation Society.

This same Mr. Limbrick said that tho English people 
could not forgot the bitter agonios their country hod suffered 
from her alliances with Spain in tho past. But what on 
earth was tho man referring to ? Surely ho was not refer
ring to tho days of the Peninsular War under Wellington. 
Perhaps ho was referring to tho days of “  bloody Queen 
Mary ”  and her Spanish husband. But tho “  bitter agonies "  
of that ago wero not confined to tho brief reign of Queen 
Mary. Wo only hear moro about them then because tho 
victims wero Protestants. Thero were plenty of Catholic 
victims in Elizabeth’s reign. And Catholics woro all penalised 
in England from that time until tho Act of Catholic Emanci
pation was passed in tho nineteenth century. Wo daro say 
the worthy Mr. Limbrick imagines that Catholics did all tho 
persecuting, and that all the victims wero Protestants. That 
is how Protestant history has been written— by Protestants. 
But it is all a pack of lies. Protestants havo been boastly 
persecutors to the full measure of their opportunities.

“  Shakespeare on Baptist Piouoors." It noarly took our 
breath away. But it was only Mr. Shakospoaro of tho Froo 
Church Council. So it didn’t matter.

According to the Christian World, Mr. R. L. Knowles, tho 
designer of tho covers and title-pages of Dent’s “  Everyman’s 
Library,”  is “ a young Methodist artist." What is a 
Methodist artist ? ____

Old Dowie, it is said, will resign his ecclesiastical offices in 
Zion City for £200,000. Divine commission and all, we 
presume, is included in the bargain. It is a sad come down
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for Elijah II., but, after all, he has made a good thing out of 
the business. We understand that he will settle down with 
the ¡£200,000 in Mexico, leaving Mrs. Dowie and the “  un
kissed ” son and heir behind. The Prophet may have a fine 
old time yet.

Rev. R. J. Campbell, preaching in the City Temple on 
Easter Sunday morning, declared that “  The Resurrection is 
as certain as any fact attested by history.” Such a declara
tion, if sincere, betrays a hopeless ignorance of the nature 
of the problem. There is absolutely no historical proof of 
the Resurrection, and we should be extremely glad of an 
opportunity of showing this to Mr. Campbell’s congregation. 
But debate is not to the reverend gentleman’s taste, and 
certainly it is not his forte. _

The Washington Evening Star of March 18 contains a dis
patch from Norfolk, Ya., dealing with the heresy of the Rev. 
Dr. W. M. Vines, pastor of the Freemason Street Baptist 
church, who, it is alleged, has declared that the Bible con
tains mistakes and has been reconstructed by modern science, 
and that the books of Genesis, Job, and Jonah are largely 
composed of fiction. One Arnold Eberhard, a leading Baptist 
churchman, who says he loves the Bible as he loves his wife 
and children, has come out in the newspapers declaring tba 
the heretical preacher should be tarred and feathered ana 
that he would be the one to put on both the feathers and tno 
tar. The outbreak of Mr. Eberhard shows the need o 
heretical preaching in Norfolk, especially preaching of the 
kind that inculcates toleration and the liberty of thought.--  
Truthseeker (New York).

A Leeds policeman found a man standing in the middle of 
a shallow pool at Killingbeck on Easter morning. The man 
was haranguing an imaginary audience. He declared him
self to be a “  prophet ”  and it took a lot of trouble to get 
him out of the water ; in fact, he had to be dragged out with 
a rope. The next day he was charged with attempting to 
commit suicide, but it does not appear whether the water or 
the preaching was expected to kill him. The magistrates 
ordered him to be detained at the workhouse infirmary, with 
a view to testing his intellectuals. Apparently there was an 
overplus of religion in his constitution.

VEter all the bragging about the Welsh revival it is amusing 
to read of the decrease of Christian membership in the 
Principality. The Methodist liecorder reports that, notwith
standing the 0,000 on trial, there was an actual reduction of 
the full membership by 400 during the pa,st year. And if 
this is true of Methodism, what must be the case in other 
bodies ?

An “ infidel ”  has not committed suicide. Oh dear no 1 
The performer was the Welsh girl revivalist, Eunice Thomas, 
of Bargoed. On Good Friday—perhaps on the principle of 
the better the day the better the deed— she went down on 
the Rhymney Railway, took off her hat, replaced the hat
pins, put her gloves under it, pulled her hair back to leave 
her neck free, and then placed it on the rail, so that the next 
train decapitated her. It was all done, as the coroner said, 
in “  the most deliberate manner he had ever heard of.” The 
jury brought in the usual verdict of “  temporary insanity.” 
The adjective may not bo as correct as the noun.

A man of God at Moriston, near Swansea, has been 
denouncing chapel teas and singing festivals. He knew 
several young women in the district who had gono astray 
through these meetings. Very likely. Roligious excitement 
and sexual excitement are first cousins.

Three hundred clericals brought an action for dofamatiou 
of character against Professor Masaryk, who said something 
uncomplimentary to their profession. The Vienna court gave 
a verdict for the defendant. This was loudly applauded by 
the public. But the three hundred clericals are dissatisfied, 
and have lodged an appeal. They mean to have the blood 
of the man who doubts the beauty of their holiness. If 
they can get it.

The Lady Mayoress of Liverpool was allowed to present 
the Japanese sailors on board the Katori with copies of the 
New Testament. This sort of patronising impertinence is 
doubtless taken at its true value by the polite Japanese. 
Every copy of these presentation volumes bore the following 
inscription in Japanese characters : “  This book is tho word 
of God, revealing the birth, life, and death of his Son, the 
Lord Jesus Christ.”  We dare say somo of tho bright little 
Japs wondered why tho Mother had no place in tho familv 
group.

Tho Nottingham Guardian of Saturday, April 22, con
tained an advertisement of two addresses to be delivered the 
next morning and evening by the Rev. J. E. Rattenbury in 
the Albert Hall, as part of what is called the Nottingham 
Mission. Mr. Rattenbury delivered the morning address on 
“ Easter and After,”  but Providence would not let him 
deliver the evening address on “  Providence and the Earth- 
quake.”  It burnt the place down in the afternoon. This is 
how we are obliged to read tho occurrence. Certainly it is 
how the Christians would read it if the speaker had been a 
Freethinker. And we don’t see why the interpretation 
should be changed for Mr. Rattenbury. It seems a plain 
warning to him to let Providence speak for itself. “  I the 
Lord do all these things,” the Bible says; after that, Mr. 
Rattenbury s views are unimportant, and even impertinent. 
He had better not tempt Providence again,

Soul is but a name for the activities of the brain. This 
is proved by all sorts of positive evidence. One of the 
latest proofs comes from America. Some surgeons have 
operated on an incorrigibly vicious boy of twelve at Cleve
land, Ohio. Five years ago he suffered a fracture of tne 
skull, and a piece of bone, pressed against his brain, ma« 
him a degenerate. This being remedied by the operation 
he immediately became tractable and affectionate.

Dr. Macnamara is incorrigible. At the Teachers’ Con
ference at Scarborough he referred again—for the thousand 
time—to the 20,000 teachers under a creed test, which n 
said would disappear under Mr. Birrell’s Bill. Dr. J»8? 
namara may be this, that, or the other, but no one sugges 
that he ¡3 a fool. He knows perfectly well that there was  ̂
creed test in the Board Schools as well as in the Church i b® 
Catholic Schools, and he knows very well that there wm  ̂
a creed test in every school under Mr. Birrell’s Bill as W e 
as religion is taught there. Religion cannot be taught wi _ 
out a creed test being imposed upon the teachers. It 10 J 
not be imposed openly, but it will bo imposed all the sam 
To deny this is mere humbug and hypocrisy.

“ J. B.” of tho Christian World had an article last. W6 
on “  Undenominationalism.”  It was very clever, but it 'T. . 
all sophistry. He wound up with an appeal to the Secular' 
— “ for he, too, believes in goodness, love, self-sacrifice, a 
service as the basis of character and the vital core of tra 
ing.”  Perhaps so, dear “  J. B.” But the Secularist does 
follow you in finding all that in its “  highest form in tho 1 ’ 
the teaching and tho death of Jesus Christ.” The 
that you have got what exactly suits tho Secularist is J  ̂
a trifle too thin. You can’t expect to catch such birds w 
a net like that.

“  We are able to say,” the British Weekly states, “ 
the Government are quite confident that they will carr^u,rli 
Education Bill in its essential principles, not only t“ 10, 
the House of Commons, but through tho House of L01 ’ . 
Well, time will show. But evon if our Dissenting c0D j]1(J 
porary is right, and tho Liberal Government carries oU“ ^  
Nonconformist mandate, we defy it to produce a conditio ^ 
stable equilibrium. Thero will be no peace. The 1“  
carried, will only bo tho beginning of a fresh war. An j 
upshot is bound to bo one of two things— oithor uni'’ 
Sectarianism or universal Secular Education.

A few lines further on the British Weekly is Pos^ 'atiy 
funny. It says that Dr. Clifford’s moderation has gr p r_ 
gratified tho Government. This is really delicious^ , 
Clifford refrains from attacking the Nonconformist L 
tion Bill. What astonishing moderation !

Tho Western Morning News prints a vile, filthy, scoumR®^ 
article on “  Secularism and Morals ”  by an anony 
“  Australian Agent-Genoral.” No wonder tho write* 
ashamed to put his name to such a libel on his own ?°u rjBt- 
men and country women. But tho Plymouth paper iu.* tj0n 
ing it takes the responsibility. And wo have no hesi ^  
in calling its conduct infamous. More than this we 
not say, for the article itself is unworthy of criticism.

The Pope is said to bo suffering from heart 
Judging from somo of his utterances he seems to be su a 
from head trouble too. He does not appear to be oi je8t 
thinker or a statesman, but just a good sort o 
accidentally elevated to tho first clerical position 
world.

Heaven ever renders her dews to the earth ; 
seldom, or never, renders her dues to heaven.

but ea**b
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Sunday, April 22, Queen’s (Minor) Hall, Langham-place, 
ondon, W .: 7,30, “  God at San Francisco.”

1Iay 6, Liverpool.

To Correspondents.

Obders 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 speoially requested 
to send halfpenny itampt.

T ee 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 of A dvertisements: Thirty words, Is. 6d .; every suc
ceeding ten words, 6d. Ditplayed Advertitementt:—One inoh, 
4s. 6d.; half column, £1 2s. 6d.; column, £2 5s. Special terms 
for repetitions.

®oiien’s L ecturing E ngagements.—April 29, Liverpool.
L loyd’s L ecturing E ngagements.—April 29, Manchester. 

Ridgway F und.—T. Hopkins £1, R. E. 5s. J. Partridge (Bir- 
mgham) also acknowledges : Friend Is. Gd., J. B. Gd.

• Roberts.—We have given Mrs. Sarah Jones some attention.
ee the thirteenth page of this week’s Freethinker.

’ Davies.—Glad you liked our Shakespeare article. The 
Passago you want is probably one of the speeches of Edmund 

King Lear, Act I., scene ii. See also what lago says to 
assio after the drunken scene in Othello.A, ---- w*. uuc Ui UU1YCU A A

• Koleffs.—Thanks for cuttings.
A u ®ARliErT.—Mauve, green, and white.

'rp 1 Raul.—Gutter literature of that kind is beneath contempt.
° mention the name of its author in America, even in Chris

tian circles, was to excite disgust. That the dirty thing should
Je published in England by the late John Kensit was only 
latural. It is not generally known, but the “ martyred’ 
ensit started by opposing “  infidelity.”

’ *“  toot, he was a nobody. But 
1 °ntable game in attacking “ Romanism”
, n8iand. His son carries on the business.

He was not suc- 
hc found a more 
in the Church of

w,
B- \V.

R- Murbay.—Useful, yes ; thanks
Caldington.—Some of the cuttings were ancient; for the 

c others, thanks.
win’ ®TVRING-—Thanks for cuttings. See paragraphs. You 

* see that we are now dealing with the Education Bill.
\ ' ? v.ans.—The Anglo-Israelite craze is astonishingly foolish, 

j  /y R is harmless.
y*HER.—it is no use expecting fair-play from such journals. 
e 6 'ave repeatedly said, and we are more convinced of it than 
j er> that while a Christian may often be trusted as a man he 

never to be trusted as a Christian. Lying for the glory of 
Df ' .and the profit of the Church, has always been a well- 
Pmctisod Christian virtue. Mr. Stead made an appeal to his 
pUfistian brethren in regard to Dr. Torrey’s slanders against 

anc* lugorsoll, but they are kept mum. Mr. Stead acted 
v ?“*y> but he demonstrated the truth of our old charge against
1.. ,c°-religionists. They still approve lies that hurt the 

'toidel ”  and help “  edification.” Don’ t lose heart, however ;
eW orld  improves, though slowly; that is to say, tho number 

W ,, “ ri®tians diminishes.
j j ' • Ball.—Many thanks for your very useful cuttings, 
fy p 03IAS-—Thanks. Sec elsewhere.

1., Rearson.—Contonts of letter noted; also see “ Sugar 
AhUHB.

•ILod.—You may rely upon our “ pegging away.”  Your 
in Nlc,c ‘a 011 Dio linos of Jeremy Bentham’s motto : “ Maximise 

R u°ra, —minimise religion.”
■\y ■' Rhanks for tho Byron picturo-postcards.

E arner.—Wo should certainly like to see more Freethought 
^1 opaganda done in the Newcastle district. 

r ’ Walker.—You suggest that the Chatham Branch should be 
Parted, and behove that many of the old members would be 

{■ . .̂ 0 co-operate if tho work were carried on in a central 
losition. Perhaps something might bo done, and greater suc- 

38 achieved without the entanglement of an out of the way 
j  "ecttog-place. What do other Chatham friends say ?

Fcl Stuari-—Pleased to see your excellent letter in the Northern

,B°1'kins.—See acknowledgment. Thanks for subscription, 
tor your humorous letter. Mr. Ridgway has neither prayed 

«Preyed ; he has been a plain honest working man, and men 
p 'at kind arc never rich at eighty.

MonTU(j Reader.—No doubt tho books you refer to are well 
f o i l1 tn° money, but wo believe it is best for every man to 

‘tow his own lines of reading. Besides, a few of the greatest 
“ tors are better than a lot of selections from all sorts of

W it01'8-tots ®TT’~Purely a “  religious atmosphere” is not essential 
v, .to® instruction of children in secular subjects. Your sym- 

j 1 tRy with the religionists seems overstrained.
p . R̂ cuLAB Society, L imited, offioe is at 2 Newcastle-street, 

^88 ^Sdon-Btreet, E.C.
p.^.aDonal Secular Society’ s office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
 ̂ rtlngdon-streot, E.C.

for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 
6Wcaatle-street, Farringdon-street, E.O.

at*®R® Notices must reach 2 Newoastle-street, Farringdon- 
j, B«. E.O., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

toaH-8 vto° send ub newspapers would enhance the favor by 
R,nS the passages to which they wish us to call attention.

Sugar Plums.

Mr. Foote has decided to postpone the subject already 
advertised for liis Queen’s Hall lecture this evening (April 29). 
That sub ject is one that will keep for another occasion. Instead 
of it he will take a subject of more immediate interest— one 
on which some leading preachers have been enlightening 
their congregations. “  God at San Francisco ” is a topic 
that will give room for a rousing discourse. Freethinkers 
should give as much publicity as possible to this lecture 
amongst their friends and acquaintances. It is impossible 
to bill London all over for a Sunday evening lecture. Any 
advertisement over such a vast area must be a colossal 
expense. This we cannot incur ; so we beg the “ saints ” to 
act as advertising agents themselves. They can easily do it 
— and fill the hall with a littlo trouble. Let them try to get 
Christians to come. Those arc tho people wc want to reach.

There was a good meeting at Queen’s Hall on Sunday 
evening. It might have been better, but no doubt the holiday 
season was responsible for that. Mr. Foote’s lecture was 
enthusiastically applauded, and much laughter was provoked 
by his criticism of the syllabus of Bible teaching which has 
the warm approval of Mr. Birrell and Dr. Clifford. Mr. 
Victor Roger, who occupied the chair, made an appeal for 
discussion of the lecture, but none was forthcoming. Some 
questions, however, were asked and answered. Prior to the 
lecture some first-class instrumental music was given by 
excellent artists who do not wish to bo identified, and was 
highly relished by the meeting.

One of Mr. Foote’s most interested and appreciative 
auditors on Sunday night was Mr. John T. Lloyd, who 
seemed to bo thoroughly enjoying himself. Mr. Lloyd wont 
off in his modest fashion before Mr. Foote could get round 
from tho anteroom to shako hands with him.

Manchester “  saints ” will please note that Mr. John Lloyd 
lectures in tho Secular Hall, Rusholme-road, All Saints, this 
afternoon and evening (April 29). Thoy will miss a treat if 
they fail to hear him. ____

Mr. Cohen had good meetings at Liverpool on Sunday, 
and will doubtless have better to-day (April 29) when tho 
holiday season is over. Several heathen—we beg pardoD, 
Christians—were present at the evening lecture, and tho 
secretary expects to hear from some of them by-and-by. A 
number of questions were asked and very ably answered,

Mr. Cohen lectures at Nelson on Monday and Tuosday 
evenings, under tho auspices of the new local Branch of the 
N. S. S. Details, which have not reached us, will bo found 
in the local advertisements. _

Liverpool “  saints ” should note that Mr. Foote visits 
Liverpool tho first Sunday in May and lectures in tho even
ing at tho great l ’ ictou Hall. As tho evenings are lengthen
ing, and the weather is improving, it may bo necessary to 
work a little harder to get tho Picton Hall crowded. Wo 
hope it will bo done.

The now North London Branch, formed in connection with 
the last course of Stanley Hall lectures, is carrying on very 
successful outdoor meetings at Parliament Hill. Tho meet
ing last Sunday afternoon was a very fine one. Wc wish this 
now enterprise a brilliant future.

The Camberwell Branch begins its new season’s open-air 
work on Sunday, May 6. A new station will bo started at 
ltushcroft-road—corner of Brixton-road, outside the Tate 
Library. There will be no more lectures at Station-road. 
Morning, afternoon, and evening lectures will be continued 
in Brockwell Park. Mr. F. A. Davies opens tho ball, and is 
pretty sure to have good meetings.
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Wo are glad to seo that our friend, Mr. J. W. do Caux, of 
Great Yarmouth, has got some of the local Christians 
entangled in another controversy in the Yarmouth Mercury 
—this time on the Resurrection of Jesus Christ. Mr. do 
Caux is a most generous-minded gentleman, speaking per
sonally, but in controversy he is a sort of intellectual spider, 
and the poor Christian who gets into his web is pretty sure 
to meet the usual fate of such adventurers.

The Annual Conference of the Independent Labor I’arty 
carried a resolution in favor of Secular Education.

Tho Morning Leader recollects some of its old principles 
occasionally. In a recent article on “ The Public Point of 
View,”  it wrote as follows : “ Wo believe that Mr. Birrell’s 
Bill represents with considerable preciseness the public 
point of view. If that prove true, the struggles of tho sects 
over a compromise which they aro not powerful enough to 
alter will gradually become meaningless even to the com
batants, and cease. If it does not, tho result must be a fight 
to a finish between sectarianism and pure secularism. In 
such a battle the public sympathy will, without question, be 
with the secularist, and the people’s sympathy means, in 
this case, certain victory. It is a consummation with which 
we should be content.”  Tho last sentence just saved our 
contemporary’s face.

April 19 was the death-day of Byron, llis releaso from 
suffering took place, as all tho world remembers, at 
Missolonghi, in 1824. This year the poet’s statue behind 
Apsley House, was decorated with lilies and roses, and during 
tho morning an audience, mainly of Greeks in London, 
assembled at tho railings dividing Hamilton Gardens from 
Hyde Park, and listened to a brief address in front of tho 
statue. One magnificent wreath bore tho following inscrip
tion from Shelley’s Adonais :—

“  He has outsoared the shadow of our night;
Envy and calumny and hate and pain,
And that unrest which men miscall delight,
Can touch him not and torture not again ;
From the contagion of the world’s slow strain 
He is secure, and now can never mourn 
A heart grown cold, a head grown groy in vain ;
Nor, when the spirit’s self has ceased to burn,
With sparkless ashes load an unlamented urn.”

Beautiful lines! But tlioy were written by Shelley in 
memory of Ivcats, and should not bo applied to Byron. 
Shelley did write several things about Byron, and all finely 
laudatory, at least in his verso. Above all there is tho noble 
sonnet to Byron, ending with the daring hyperbole :—

“  The worm beneath the sod 
May lift itself in homage of the God.”

It is good to know that Greece still honors Byron. If 
she forgot him she would herself deserve to bo forgotten.
“  Gno loves to think of him at last,”  wo onco wrote, “  laying 
down his life, as he gave his substance for the freedom of 
Greece. With all his faults, no pious or cowardly fear of 
death ever haunted his mighty spirit. How gloriously ho 
would have died on tho battlefield, fighting desparately for 
the cause of tho people. Tho last verses ho over wrote 
showed tho troubled stream of his life running pure at its 
close. Noble and sincere in its language, it was a fitting 
farewell to tho w orld ; and although tho poet did not find 
his 1 soldier’s grave,’ ho died none tho less for tho cause to 
which he had pledged his fortuno and tho remnant of his 
strength.”

EDUCATION AND RELIGION.
Upon the remote and abstract questions of religious faith, 

tho intlucuco of education is very predominant. The theo
logical doctrines which have received our passive assent in 
early infancy, are not encountered on our entering tho world 
by experimental proofs of their fallacy, such as correct tho 
fanciful and enthusiastic notions of every-day life obtained 
in the school, the college, or the ideal world of books. The 
proofs (such as they are) which decide on tho fato of reli
gious theories, are difficult to obtain, and hard to compre
hend : and argument is so opposed to argument, that 
discussion ordinarily tends only to increase doubt. But 
catechisms and early drillings confirm the child in tho belief 
of dogmas which afterwards never enter his mind, except 
when it becomes necessary to transmit them, by a repetition 
of tho process, to his own progeny. By these means, nations 
go on from generation to generation, entertaining the same 
faith respecting religions, while they vary incessantly in all 
that concerns practical morality.— Sir T. C. Morgan, M.D., 
“  Philosophy o f  Morals,”  p. 289.

The Decay o f  Church going.

These are degenerate days in erstwhile kirkgoing 
Scotland. For the people of North Britain, on tho 
testimony of our clerical guardians and leaders, have, 
for one reason or another, fallen off sadly in tho 
matter of church attendance, and there is much 
lamentation and shaking of heads thereat on the 
part of the clergy. The disfavor into which public 
attendance at divine worship has sunk in Scotland is 
not confined to the large urban centres, though, o* 
course, it is in such quarters we find it most marked- 
Tho percentage of church-goers in the small towns 
and villages is still a fairly respectable one, though 
by no means commensurate with the total popul®' 
tion. The higher proportion of church-going in the 
outlying districts is partly accounted for by the fac 
that in such localities there is little competition 
with, or opposition to, religious worship. Making 
due allowance for the duller intelligence and nar
rower outlook of the bucolic mind, which render i 
an easier prey to the clerical influence, people in th® 
country districts go to church or chapel |ar8e  ̂
because there is really nothing else to do on Sunday 
and a visit even to a church is a welcome break 1 
the hideous and appalling monotony of a Scotc 
Sabbath. The kirk is a common rendezvous ; frieD 
and neighbors meet on the way to, or coming ftota’ 
worship ; the choir and the music are always a 
attraction; the sermon even—if there be a capab 
speaker—may bo something to look forward to. 
fact in a number of ways the church in sparse y 
populated districts appeals to those social instinc 
that are but inadequately catered for—if at all— ' 
other agencies. . .

Nor must wo overlook the force of public °PlD1<jD 
and conventionality—always strongly operative 
small communities in connection with outward re 
gious conformity. It is still the hall-mark of rep»1 
bility to go to church. Anyone in a small vill»6 
who habitually absents himself from church a^.ragjf 
an undesirable attention which may manifest it® 
inimically in more ways than one. It is hardly P° 
sible to lead a life of independence and privaoy 
small community. Everybody knows what eveJy 
body else is—and does ; and as a consequence m» ^ 
individuals who have littlo faith in religion ho  ̂
politic and convenient to placate local opini®n ^  
maintaining tho external semblance of relig10̂  
namely, church connection. These and other ® 
sidorations sufficiently account for a proportion» 
larger church attendance in suburban districts t 
obtains in the great industrial centres. . jy

In the cities the conditions of life aro ent* 
different, and the resultant effect upon the ^ivâ 0 
sions of church congregations naturally educeS . 
tears and joremiads of tho clorgy. It is true 0 
oven in tho big towns wo havo not yet secured » j 
and rational use of tho Sunday, but there is usU£rjati 
an alternative to church-going, and tho average . 
seizes it. Museums and Art Galleries are ° ^ 6l 
secular and political lectures aro delivered ; c0° ce0t ; 
euphemistically called sacred, aro becoming frequ . 0
-  - -  ------------------------  Sunday reoreaf0..

furnish re 
cycling is an immensely popular 
for tho townsman, and tramway cars
lities for jaunting and for visiting friends. All 
militate against tho old-fashioned observance o 
Lord’s Day. Above all, tho decay of church-8 
in tho cities has been assisted by tho fact ^ a ¿ry 
town-dweller—to an extent unknown to his co 
cousin—is able to live his own life in his own ^  
and to spend Sunday as he chooses. He is oDj- 
reacli of tho frowns of his omployor and the au r0 
tions of the minister, and if tho air be not ,s0^ eer. 
as in tho country the mental atmosphere lS:rCutO' 
Finally, as a result of this concatenation ot P injfcies 
stances, together with vastly extended opp<?r ^¡gbly 
for reading, the typical modern citizen is ¿fie 
critical and sceptical regarding the claims , ¡p 
Churches in relation to Sunday observance 
other directions.
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Many of the Protestant clergy still obstinately 
ipnold the old-fashioned view of the whole duty of 
“?an in relation to the Sabbath, and set their faces 
stornly against the secular encroachments that are 
°ing made on their monopoly of one-seventh of our 

"'oek and of our lives. It is surely one of the most 
S1gnificant of circumstances that the Churches must 
lav® a monopoly of the situation if they are to 
^tain their hold upon the people. Yet the clergy 
entirely miss the real significance of the matter, 

bey indeed recognise keenly enough the necessity 
01 maintaining exclusive rights as regards the Sun- 
aL but they are blind—one might almost say 

Wilfully blind—to the moral that can be drawn from 
6 âet that such exclusive privileges are deemed 

to the prosperity of the Churches. Why is 
that when any alternative is provided to church- 

j °,lriS the people select the former and eschew the 
j.a ? It will not do merely to ascribe their choice 
j? t-be perverseness or depravity of human nature. 
„ .rnay_suit the clergy to pretend that non-church- 
r°jInS is symptomatic of lax morality, but no one 

. °se interest is not purely a Church interest is 
isled by any such contention. The curious 

loblem confronting the Churches is th is: that 
,‘.° ibo proportion of our population which is 

i lreiy outside the influence of tho Churches 
mjeases year by year, there is a growth and not a 
chnation of public morality. This condition of 
‘“ 8s is no cause of wonderment to any student of 

n0eiology, fully aware as ho must be that there is no 
pSBsary or inseparable connection between church- 

f °‘“ 8 and moral conduct. But it is a startling fact 
r the clergy that in an age when unbelief is more 

, sortive and widespread than it ever was before we 
, '°  a vastly quickoned public conscience and a 
effU f•Inoi’e universally displayed anxiety to £ 

actively with the multitudinous evils the Churches 
' e left uncured. Non-church-going does not mean 

indifference—let alone moral turpitude—but a 
re?] Inception of what morality is and what the 

p essentials and conditions of moral conduct aro. 
0j.^°mplaints regarding the scant attendance at diets 

*?rship have been an annual occurrence at tho 
n °*'Ings of the Scotch Church Presbyteries for 

years past, but tho animadversions of the 
hers and Elders aro becoming more Cassandra- 

and lachrymal each year. Dr. Dykes Shaw,hki
g h p  1 , "  j  jlua i  c a u u  j  u i u  t jlsjl* jl/ j  u u q  m u w  »» y

sfio ÎD{’ Edinburgh Presbytery recently, laid
tho 8S °n " wav0 °t materialism ” that has carried 
ComP°ople away from the Church. But, as a fairly 
Pha^° •  ̂ j°nrnalistic critic pointed out, thero are 
bieff8 *n maberialism, and not all of theso phases 
oqj j ^probation. Indeed, it has been repeatedly 
ri^jbsised in those columns that tho word “ mate- 
0ita8‘b ” win bear moro than ono construction. The 
"hi l|°r- socular outlook of the majority of the peoplo, 
CsUfC * IS -a  ̂ ôa8  ̂ one characteristic of tho twentieth 
If i -Ur̂ ’ ‘ s n°t matter for regret, but for satisfaction.

iI'eally the development in tho public mind of a 
you . spirit of questioning—call it scepticism if 
f0ri that has reduced tho Church from its
its i °r estate m the public oyo and minimised 

“.‘Porfanco as a moralising agency. That and a 
appreciation on tho part of tho slow-witted 

O u d e  of iniquitous and glaring nature of 
Po\ŷ  f0cial evils which tho Churches aro not only 
pa„i<* ess but largely unwilling to do moro than 
PeoJu it i8 because tho masses of tho common 
the
etj). | tneir oppressors that tho churchos aro standing

It o
Biaat‘BGeiriy ratI1Gr ° ‘I(i that Edinburgh—tho eccle- 
Way IC;î  centre of Scotland—should have shown the 
of th°ao80me Points in breaking down tho sanctity 
in i , 0 ^bbath. Perhaps the reason is to bo found 
ChUr10, Very fact that Edinburgh is tho centre of 
Papa activities in Scotland. The history of the 
legg s^0Wa that nowhere was the Pope held in 
Pope an<I reverence than in Rome itself.
'vitho t°° well known in Rome. It is

“ t cause that a prophet has no honor in

*’ °PJ® are realising moro distinctly day by day that 
i porch has always boon—and still is—leagued

The
not
his

own country. And it is just possible that prolonged 
clerical dominance in Edinburgh is bringing about 
its own undoing. After a long struggle the citizens 
have obtained the use of the cars on Sunday, the Art 
Galleries were thrown open a considerable time ago 
by the authority of the former Secretary for Scot
land, and open-air hand performances have been 
given before great crowds of people, to the scandal 
of the self-righteous. These band performances 
were first given on tho Edinburgh Castle parade- 
ground, on the initiative of the commanding officer 
of the garrison, who, of course, in a matter of this 
kind is outwith the jurisdiction of the city autho
rities. They wero afterwards extended to the King’s 
Park, where last summer a crowd of thirty thousand 
peoplo might be seen listening to the music. Tho 
clergy waxed wroth at this abuse of the Lord’s Day, 
though in what manner the morals of the public 
could be adversely affected by outdoor musical per
formances might well puzzle any unbiassed observer. 
However, the crowd had the temerity to enjoy itself 
without going to church, which is a grievous causo 
of offence to tho godly.

At a meeting lately of tho United Free Church 
Presbytery of Glasgow there have been more tears 
shed over tho backsliding of the people in the matter 
of church-going. Dr. Corbett, in presenting tho 
report of the Home Missions Committee, stated that 
“ the appalling fact seemed to be that, on a moderate 
calculation, somewhere about fifty per cent, of the 
population of Glasgow were non-church-goers.” Wo 
are not “ appalled ” by the fa ct; indeed, we think the 
calculation is a very “  moderate ” ono, and that Dr. 
Corbett leans unduly to the side of clerical optimism 
in his estimate. If the Roman Catholics be left out 
of the account (as church attenders Roman Catholics 
can put their Protestant brethren to shame) we 
venture to assert that nothing like fifty per cent, of 
the remaining population of Glasgow aro church-goers. 
Protestants aro perpetually puzzled at the much 
better results shown by the Roman Catholic Church 
in this matter of church attendance. Apart from tho 
superior warmth and attractiveness of the Romieh 
service, there is a good solid reason to account for 
the disparity in numbers between a Protestant and 
a Catholic congregation. If Protestantism had tho 
courage to teach that anyone absenting himself 
from divine worship thereby incurred tho guilt of 
mortal sin, and ran tho risk of hell-fire, there might 
be considerably more crowding at Protestant diets 
of worship. That is if Protestantism could have 
induced its adherents to believe such doctrine. It is 
only Roman Catholicism that can got peoplo to 
believe things like that.

Dr. Corbott further remarked that what this 
defection from the Churches implied of social, moral, 
and spiritual danger was hardly possible of exag
geration. But, viewing the subject with a non- 
professional oyo, we are quite convinced that tho 
clorgy do exaggerate the dangers of the situation, 
Whero aro tho proofs that tho morals of tho nation 
are worso to-day than they wore when outward com
pliance with tho forms of religion was more general ? 
Our clerical friends may point to the outrages and 
atrocities of various kinds that fill the newspapers 
from week to week. But these things—and worse— 
happened in the days of faith. Only there was no 
halfpenny sensational pross to dish them up to tho 
public, morning, noon, and night. There always 
have been croakers—generally religious croakers— 
who can see nothing but evil in the ago in which 
they live, and to whom the past appears veiled in a 
false glamor of romance that obscures tho real facts. 
Individuals who feel called by God to work for tho 
regeneration of tho raco are too apt to overvaluo 
their own importance in the scheme of things, and 
too prone to think and speak in superlatives. One 
thing is certain. The people are drifting away from 
the Churches and the clergy. And tho clergy may 
wring their hands and moan over their vanishing 
occupation, but can they do anything to arrest the 
growth of the socular spirit ? „  „
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Ingersoll’s Lecture on Superstition.—II.

( Continued from  p. 252.)

T his belief in the efficacy of bones or rags and holy hair 
was born of another belief— the belief that all diseases were 
produced by evil spirits. The insane were supposed to be 
possessed by devils. Epilepsy and hysteria were produced 
by the imps of Satan. In short, every human affliction was 
the work of the malicious emissaries of the god of hell. This 
belief was almost universal, and even in our time the sacred 
bones are believed in by millions of people.

But to-day no intelligent man believes in the existence of 
devils— no intelligent man believes that evil spirits cause 
disease— consequently, no intelligent person believes that 
holy bones or rags, sacred hairs or pieces of wood, can drive 
disease out, or in any way bring back to the pallid cheek the 
rose of health.

Intelligent people now know that the bone of a saint has 
in it no greater virtue than the bone of any animal. That a 
rag from a wandering beggar is just as good as one from a 
saint, and that the hair of a horse will cure disease just as 
quickly and surely as the hair of a martyr. We now know 
that all the sacred relics are religious rubbish ; that those 
who use them are for the most part dishonest, and that those 
who rely on them are almost idiotic.

This belief in amulets and charms, in ghosts and devils, is 
superstition, pure and simple.

Our ancestors did not regard these relics as medicine, 
having a curative power, but the idea was that evil spirits 
stood in dread of holy things— that they fled from the bono 
of a saint, that they feared a piece of the true cross, and that 
when holy water was sprinkled on a man they immediately 
left the premises. So, these devils hated and dreaded the 
sound of holy bells, the light of sacred tapers, and, above all, 
the ever-blessed cross.

In those days the priests were fishers for money, and they 
used these relics for bait.

II.
Let us take another step :
This belief in the Devil and evil spirits laid the foundation 

for another belief : Witchcraft.
It was believed that the Devil had certain things to give 

in exchange for a soul. The old man, bowed and broken, 
could get back his youth— the rounded form, the brown hair, 
the leaping heart of life’s morning— if ho would sign and 
seal away his soul. So, it was thought that tho malicious 
could by charm and spell obtain revenge, that the poor could 
be enriched, and that the ambitious could rise to place and 
power. All the good things of this life were at tho disposal 
of the Devil. For those who resisted the temptations of the 
Evil One, rewards were waiting in another world, but the 
Devil rewarded hero in this life. No one has imagination 
enough to paint the agonies that were endured by reason of 
this belief in witchcraft. Think of tho families destroyed, 
of the fathers and mothers cast in prison, tortured and 
burned, of the firesides darkened, of the children murdered, 
of tho old, the poor and helpless that were stretched on 
racks, mangled and flayed 1

Think of the days when superstition and fear were in 
every house, in every mind, when accusation was conviction, 
when assertion of innocence was regarded as a confession of 
guilt, and when Christendom was insane 1 

Now we know that all of these horrors were the result of 
superstition. Now we know that ignorance was the mother 
of all the agonies endured. Now wo know that witches 
never lived, that human beiDgs never bargained with any 
Devil, and that our pious savage ancestors wero mistaken,

Let us take another step :
Our fathers believed in miracles, in signs and wonders, 

eclipses and comets, in the virtues of bones, and in the 
powers attributed to evil spirits. All these belonged to tho 
miraculous. The world was supposed to bo full of magic ; 
tho spirits were sleight-of-hand performers—necromancers. 
There were no natural causes behind events. A Devil 
wished, and it happened. One who had sold his soul to 
Satan made a few motions, uttered some strange words, and 
the event was present. Natural causes were not believed 
in. Delusion and illusion, the monstrous and miraculous, 
ruled the world. The foundation was gone— reason had 
abdicated. Credulity gave tongues and wings to lies, while 
the dumb and limping facts were left behind—were dis
regarded and remained untold.

W h a t  i s  a  M ir a c l e  '!

An act performed by a master of nature without rcferenco to 
the facts in nature. This is the only honest definition of a 
miracle.

If a man could make a perfect circle, the diameter of which 
was exactly one-half the circumference, that would be a 
miracle in geometry. If a man could make twice four, nine, 
that would be a miracle in mathematics. If a man coulu 
make a stone, falling in the air, pass through a space of ten 
feet the first second, twenty-five feet the second second, and 
five feet the third second, that would be a miracle in physics. 
If a man could put together hydrogen, oxygen and nitrogen 
and produce pure gold, that would be a miracle in chemistry. 
If a minister were to prove his creed, that would be a theo
logical miracle. If Congress by law would make fifty cents 
worth of silver worth a dollar, that would be a financia 
miracle. To make a square triangle would be a most won
derful miracle. To cause a mirror to reflect the faces p 
persons who stand behind it, instead of those who stand in 
front, would be a miracle. To make echo answer a question 
would be a miracle. In other words, to do anything contrary 
to or without regard to the facts in nature is to perform a 
miracle. _

Now we are convinced of what is called the “  uniformity 
of nature.” We believe that all things act and are acte 
upon in accordance with their nature ; that under like con
ditions the results will always be substantially the samc> 
that like ever has and ever will produce like. We no 
believe that events have natural parents and that none d* 
childless. . .

Miracles are not simply impossible, but they arc unthink
able by any man capable of thinking.

Now an intelligent man cannot believe that a miracle eVC 
was, or ever will be performed.

Ignorance is tho soil in which belief in miracles grows.

III.
Let us take another stop : , ., I
While our ancestors filled the darkness with evil spirl | 

enemies of mankind, they also believed in the existence 
good spirits. These good spirits sustained the same relati 
to God that the evil ones did to the Devil. These &°° 
spirits protected the faithful from the temptations and snai 
of the Evil One. They took care of those who carrl^(j 
amulets and charms, of those -who repeated prayers a 
counted beads, of those who fasted and performed ce 
monies. These good spirits would turn aside tho sword a 
arrow from tho breast of the faithful. They made P01̂  
harmless, they protected the credulous, and in a thousa 
ways defended and rescued the true believer. They lB. 
doubts from the minds of the pious, sowed the seeds of 
dulity and faith, saved saints from the wiles of wotn^j 
painted the glories of heaven for those who fasted a 
prayed, made it possible for the really good to dispense W 
tho pleasures of senso and to hate tho Devil. .

These angels watched over infants who had been ba-P1® J 
over persons who had mado holy vows, over priests andn 
and wandering beggars who believed. , cJJ

These spirits wero of various kinds: Somo had once ^  
men or women, somo had never lived in this world, and 
had been angels from tho commencement. Nobody P , 'cDj,e(j, 
to know exactly what they were, or exactly how they '00,,)ey 
or in what way thoy went from placo to place, or how 
affected or controlled tho minds of men. _

It was believed that the king of all these evil spirits _ 
tho Devil, and that the king of all tho good spirits was ^  
It was also believed that God was in fact the king of a* 
that the Devil himself was one of the children of this . 
This God and this Devil wero at war, each trying * ° .8®aijd 
the souls of men. God offered the Towards of eternal J °y jjjj 
threatened eternal pain. Tho Dovil baited his traps ^
present pleasure, with the gratification of the senses, 
the ecstasies of love, and laughed at the joys of heave ¿g 
the pangs of hell. With malicious hand ho sowed the ^ ^  
of doubt— induced men to investigate, to reason, to c“ carts 
evidence, to rely upon themselves ; planted in their j0 
tho love of liberty, assisted them to break their cha ’ j u 
escape from their prisons and besought them to thin 
this way he corrupted tho children of men. saCri-

Our fathers believed that they could by prayer, by 
ficc, by fasting, by performing certain ceremonies, g° ^ eJ0 
assistance of this God and of tlieso good spirits. -th ^ 
not quite logical. They did not believe that tho Vo iue, 
the author of all evil. They thought that flood am ctj®e3 
plague and cyclono, earthquake and war, were so up0n 
sent by God as punishment for unbelief. They ^ ^ g ta y  
their knees and with white lips prayed the good Go g®s, 
his hand. They humbled themselves, confessed the 
and filled tho heavens with their vows and cries- 
priests and prayers they tried to stay the pla,§}10' u(j tbe 
kissed the relics, fell at shrines, besought tho \ irfllU tb° 
saints, but the prayers all died in tho heartless air’ ,g 
plague swept on to its natural end. Our poor fat spjrit3' 
nothing of any science. Back of all events they P ^  
good or bad, angels or demons, gods or devils. -vya-3
nothing had what wo call a natural cause. Every
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the work of spirits. All was done by tlie supernatural, and 
everything was done by evil spirits that they could do to 
min, punish, and mislead and damn the children of men. 
This world was a field of battle, and here the hosts of 
heaven and hell waged war.

(To be continued.)

Revival Pandemonium.

restrained from doing harm. The excitement became in
describable, and in the midst of the din a man stood over 
the prostrate form and shouted at the top of his voice, “  Oh, 
Jesus, I command thee to release this man from tho bonds 
of tho Devil.” The suffering one eventually seemed to 
regain consciousness, and his first words were “ Diolcli 
Iddo 1 ” Periods of laughing, crying, praying, shouting, and 
gesticulating continued in rapid succession, the scene going 
beyond anything yet witnessed even in connection with this 
so-called mission of the “  Wonderful Woman of Carmel.”

— South Wales Echo, Wednesday, April 18.

WILD SCENES AT CWMTWRCH.
Extravagant Assertions ; H ysterical Outbursts.

£fBS* Jones, of Carmel, held meetings at Cwmtwrch on 
. ay in farmhouses. The first was at Tyr-Gos. At this 

miner declared that he saw the prayer and praise of the 
eeting embodied in the form of a radiant cloud ascending 
Wards heaven. The second meeting was held at Maespica 

r ari11. Hero in the evening Mrs. Jones took her seat at a 
Bud tablo in tho centre of tho kitchen. Standing around 

i -  111611 and women packed closely and filling the room to 
utmost. Among those present were persons from Swansea, 

* rnston, Gorseinon, Bridgend, and Abertillcry, and three 
j,es from Liverpool.

witi Wa? .soon manifest that all present were overflowing 
a(.,. religious enthusiasm. Nothing like order prevailed, and 
inolme* assembly seemed to be either speaking, pray-
thi CrT’n8> or fainting at the same time. A voice above all 
fn>Si,Unusuat Jin was heard declaring a “  readiness to fight 
101 the Lord.”
¡Q len Mrs. Jones throw herself on tho table, and appearing 
WeajCea* agony screamed out, “  I love Thee.”  Then she 
but tl°n *° Sa^ "h a t  she was suffering was as nothing, 
Chr" i PeoPle should see their iniquities. Did they not see 
the 1 1 D0W Hid they not observe Ilis shiniDg face ? Let 
j i ®  0Ve Jesus with all their hearts. Then a voice sounded 
&b°Te ‘ he clamor,

“ I SEE THOUSANDS OF ANGELS.”

lie to8' ? onea> continuing, said, if they would only ask God 
this I- ^ l̂ear all people. (Loud shouts of “  Diolch.” ) By 
attit ' f 0 men ant* women were to be seen in almost all 

gesticulating, shouting, praying, and laughing, 
the e° n° Parted a hymn, which was taken up by a part of 
* il1UnlPany’ >̂U*’ miDSlcd wltl‘ ttic “ harmony ” were shouts,

in a l*6 thumping of tables and chairs, “  Thank God,”  burst 
therS- Qt°rian voice, “ if the first revival has cooled down 

t̂etb *i-a DCW one The last revival was amongst tho
ti0 °ai8ts, but tho present ono is amongst tho Congrega- 
f°llo 18 a and Baptists.”  Rapturous outbursts of “ D iolch” 
belie it ^ ’3 declamation. Another man said lie did not 
" Th i ^  1̂0 was lJ1Insclf—I10 could speak in many tongues, 
s i x w i  Hord,” rejoined another, “ for this Pentecost 
this ree before Whitsuntide.”  Roars of laughter greeted 
the s CtDarb- They wanted Christ to bend them, continued 
t° UU(Iismayed by tho ridiculo of which ho seemed
R-ith ,10 °bjcct. “  Christ,” ho said, “ does not want men 
tion Starcb-” Mrs. Jones again became tho centre of atten- 
iu j,' />‘19 "'as wildly waving her arms and appeared to bo 
b°cau distress. It was proclaimed that she was in agony 
tittje 8<.! °t unbelievers, but that they must not expect smooth 
llte T111 a rovival. They must bo prepared for storms. 
&U(] r ?aes murmured, “ Lord, I do not understand Thee,”  
tor,] a,18‘Qg her voico to a higher pitch sho exclaimed, “  Oh, 
R0t ’ lot Dl0 feel Tlieo," and pointing upwards sho literally 
Rli0ut ? (I Ihe prayer, “  O Iosu, Iesu.” “  Rescued by God,” 
of \y.,C . h°se about her, and Mrs. Jones broke down in a lit 
¡Og ePlng- “ Diolch, Diolch,” resouuded through the build- 
tQaa f jhe whole assembly seemed beside itself. Ono young 
aUd ; P inb° the arms of others in an unconscious state; 
bear]U ‘ he midst of tho general “ hub-bub ”  a loud voico was 
■fbet ca!llng> “  Think of Christ on Calvary. Pray for light.” 
ifru (jtisi°n was relieved by someone starting to sing “ Diolch.” 
Rlio jj aDosi after another paroxysm, declared that that night 
•Hen v I la<̂  glveu to her on her hands tho names of three 
"but” i®  tho world thought wero followers of Christ; 
three’ t S 10 solemnly declared, “ Ho knew them not.”  Tho 
aPpeal " i 11 'vevo against her. Then with a strong voice sho 
fell int tho Almighty to bend them. A man at this point 
Ibrh- .‘ ho arms of a woman loudly shouting " 0  Iesu, 0  
thoga j .out Jesus, without light,”  strongly wrestling with 
tiaRgjj ° ding him. Ejaculations more or less coherent con- 
'blew  °ii ma(Io, and then tho assembly was swayed by au 
(VblcU a abl° burst of hysterical laughter, in the midst of 
‘hat stljQ110 °t the visitors from Liverpool gravely declared

T b Qn HAD SEEN CHRIST IN A VISION.
&boat lr an°thcr man suddenly took to wrestling with those 

Itn’ au<I being apparently in a fit, had to bo forcefully

[We reproduce the above in order to let our readers see what the 
Welsh Revival really is. It must be remembered that this 
lunacy has been blessed by the men of God.]

Correspondence.

MR. HOLYOAKE’S ATHEISM.
TO THE EDITOR OF “  TIIE FREETHINKER.”

S ir ,— Whilst thanking you for having so kindly afforded 
Mr. Mackenzie an ample opportunity in this week’s Free
thinker of extricating himself from a difficult position, I am 
wondering whether it would be of any avail my asking 
Mr. Mackenzie to discloso the name and address of some of 
his friends to whom he reported Mr. Holyoake’s declaration 
within ten minutes of tbo event. Mr. Mackenzie says 
“  many can testify.” Will they do so ? Surely Mr. 
Mackenzie would like to obtain corroboration. Ho would bo 
compelled to do so in a law court. Why expect immunity 
in this case ? Will Mr. Mackenzie allow me to inspect his 
pocket note-book? Mr. Mackenzie says, “  the greater 
number of whom were familiar with his writings.”  What 
does ho wish to imply by this ? In all Mr. Holyoake’s 
writings— since 1891—can Mr. Mackenzie or his friends 
bring to mind one sentenco in which Mr. Holyoake calls 
himself an Atheist l  If Mr. Mackenzie produces such 
evidence, I will, Sir, by your permission, send you (Mr. 
Foote) a sovereign to use as you please. Unfortunately, 
instead of confirming his original assertions, Mr. Mackenzio 
mcroly introduces additional ones.

Has Mr. Mackenzio asked tho late Mr. Holyoake’s 
relations and friends to verify what he says ?

-------  G eorge J acob.
[W o insert this letter ns written, “  sovereign ”  and all, although 

wo don ’ t know why we should be mixed up financially in the 
dispute.— E ditor.]

Little Things that Tell.

It was wretched weather, and as I hurried through Saint 
Paul's Churchyard the door of the Chapter IIouso opened, 
and out came a Church dignitary.

I stopped, because a woman of miserable appearance 
approached as he was about to enter his carriage and asked 
him for something ; but ho only glanced at her, pitilessly.

Tho footman in waiting covered his master’s knees with a 
fur rug, and then got up bosido tho coachman, who imme
diately drove off.

This poor woman looked so dejected, and, walking away, 
drew a cover of some sort more tightly round her baby.

Now, ho must have seen that woman’s condition, and lie 
must have heard her request; likewise, he must know these 
words, by Christ: “  Givo to every one that asketh.”

Such is tho piety that prococds from religion.
Ring down tho safety curtain. A ^

When reason’s voice
Loud as tho voico of naturo, shall have waked 
Tho nations; and mankind percoivo that vice 
Is discord, war, and m isory; that virtue 
Is peace, and happiness, and harmony ;
When man’s maturer naturo shall disdain 
Tho playthings of its childhood ;—kingly glaro 
Will lose its power to dazzle ; its authority 
Will silently pass b y ; tho gorgeous throne 
Shall stand unnoticed in tho regal hall,
Fast falling to decay ; whilst falsehood's trade 
Shall bo as hateful and unprofitable 
As that of truth is now.

— Shelley.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

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

LONDON.
Q ueen’ s (M inor) H all (Langliam-place, London, W .): 7.30, 

G. W. Foote, “  God at San Francisco.”
C amberwell B ranch N. S. S. (North Camberwell Hall, G1 New 

Church-road): 3.15, Freotliought Parliament; 7.30, Business 
Meeting.

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (Liberal Hall, Broadway, Forest 
Gate, E .) : 7.30, H. Spence, “  Evolution.”

Outdoor.
N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill, Hampstead): 

3.30, F. Fletcher, “  Signs of the Times.”
Wooi.wicn B ranch N.S. S. (Beresford-square) : 11.30, H. S. 

Wishart, “  Christianity v. Atheism.”
COUNTRY.

F ailsworth Secular Sunday Scnoor, (Pole-lane) : Mrs. H. B. 
Rradlaugh Bonner, 2.45, “ Morality Without Religion” ; G.30, 
“ Arbitration or Armaments?” Hymns, etc., by the Choir, 
assisted by the Failsworth String Band.

G lasgow B ranch N. S. S. (110 Brunswick-street) : 12 (noon), 
Discussion Class, Business Meeting; G.30, J. F. Turnbull, 
“  Ingcrsoll or Jesus : Which ?”

L iverpool B ranch N. S. S. (Milton nail, Daulby-Btreet): 
C. Cohen, 3, “  Some Lessons of Evolution ” ; 7, “  The Necessity 
of Atheism.”

M anchester B ranch N. S. S. (Rusholme-road, Oxford-road, All 
Saints’): ,T. T. Lloyd, 3, “ Secularism in the Clouds” ; G.30, 
“  Secularism on Solid Earth.”  Tea at 5.

N ewcastle R ationalist L iterary and D ebating S ociety 
(Lockhart’s Cathedral Cafe): Thursday, May 3, at 8, R. Mitchell, 
“  Rationalism.”

P ortii BnANcn N. S. S. (Room, Town nail, Portli) : G.30, a 
Lecture ; Important Business Meeting.

TRUE MORALITY:
Or, The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism,

Ifl, I BELIEVE,

TH E BEST BOOK
ON TniH SUBJECT.

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 176 page», with Portrait and Auto
graph, hound in cloth, gilt-lettered, post free Is, a copy.

In order that it may have a largo circulation, and to bring it 
within tho reach of the poor, I havo issued

A POPULAR EDITION IN PAPER COVERS.
A copy of this edition post free for 2d. A dozen copies, for dis

tribution, post freo for ono shilling.
Tho National Reformer of September 4, 1892, says: "M r.

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

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

Orders should be sent to the author,
J. R. HOLMES, EAST HANNEY, WANTAGE.

Take a Road of Your Own
Or, Individuality and Mental Freedom

By COLONEL R. G. INGERSOLL
PRICE ONE PENNY

TH E BOOK OF GOD
IN THE LIGHT OF THE HIGHER CRITICISM. 

By G. W. F O O T E .

111 have road with great pleasure youi Rook of Ood. You have 
shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Farrar 
position I congratulate you on your book. It will do great goo > 
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with force an 
beauty.” —Colonel I ngersoll.

“ A volume we strongly recommend........Ought to be in t ®
hands of every earnest and sincore inquirer."—Reynolds’s Net 
paper.

Bound in Stout Paper Covers- - - - 1/-
Bound in Good C l o t h ...........................2/-

A NEW EDITION. NOW READY.

Colonel Ingersoll’s Last Lecture.

W H AT IS RELIGION?
An Address delivered before the American Free Relig10’13 

Association at Boston, .Tune 2, 1899.

Price Twopence.

B I B L E  H E R O E S .
By G. W . FOOTE.

Adam—Noah—Abraham—Jacob—Joseph—J osepli’ s Brethren 
Moses— Aaron — Joshua — Jephthah—Samson—Samuel—Sa11' 
David—Solomon — Job — Elijah— EliRha — Jehu— Daniel — 
Prophets—Peter—Paul.

200 pages, Cloth, 2s. 6d.

THE SAFEST AND MOST EFFECTUAL CURB 
INFLAMMATION OF THE EYEB.

Thwaites’ Celandine Lotion; a
Cures inflammation in a few hours. Neglected or badly ^oot°oro 
cases. 3 or 4 days is sufficient time to cure any case. £?mnc00 
and Inflamod Eyelids. Nothing to oquai the Lotion forDi g0 
of Sight. Will romove Skin or Film that sometimes 8r0' , ¿fie 
tho Eye. As the oye is one of the most sensitive organs 
body, it needs tho most carofnl treatment. . , ofl of

Cullpepor says in his Herbal Book that if the virt ^ e. 
Celandino wore generally known it would spoil the 0PC° t J i 
makors’ trade. Is. lid . per bottlo, with directions; by P 
stamps.

G. THWAITES, Eg,
HERBALIST. 2 CHURCH ROW, STOCKTON-ON-TF*

INTERNATIONAL FREETH0UGHT CONGRESS’

A Fliotogrnph of the National Secular Society 
Delegates taken beneath the Voltaire Statue 

in Paris, September, 1905.

IS THE BIBLE INSPIRED? Well Mounted for Framing, 15 by 20 ins.

This Useful Pamphlet by
Mr .  G. W.  F O O T E .

Will be forwarded, post free, for

THREE HALFPENCE,

ONLY A LIMITED NUMBER OF COPtfS‘

P r i c e  H A L F - A - C R O W N .
(Securoly Packed and Post Free)

From—
The Se c r e t a r y , N.S.S., 2 Newcastle-ST-i E3,C‘T he Pjonseb Punas, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
(LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee.
Registered Office—?. NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C, 

Chairman of Board of Directors—Mr. O. W. FOOTE. 
Secretary—E. M. YANCE (Miss).

aoan.®.°0,6ty was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the 
Th 81i!ron an<5 application of funds for Secular purposes.

0 ° Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society's
■boulfl fc0*0:— Promote the principle that human conduct 
natur 1T  ?)aso^ upon natural knowledge, and not upon super- 
e»d of* an<l that human welfare in this world is the proper
T0 1 8,11 thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
Plots otnote universal Secular Education. To promote the com- 
|&Wf .^Polarisation of the State, etc., eto. And to do all such 
hold .nSs aa are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
ot b lreCei76’ an  ̂r0tain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
tho _"ueathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 

& v e? of th0 Society.
shonld lia“'*'ty °f members is limited to £1, in case tho Socioty 
liabil't'evor he wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover 

Memvf a mos  ̂nnlikoly contingency.
Venn, , 3 Pay an entrance fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent 

Til p . cription of five shillings. 
l4r ° society has a considerable number of membors, but a much 
Weed nnirber is desirable, and it is hoped that some will bo 
it arnongst those who road this announcement. All who join 
ita , 101Pato in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
tioa ,,on,rcoa' It is expressly provided in tho Articles of Associa
t e  Ro ’ n° n)°mbor, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
&nvttCIety.' e'ther by way of dividend, bonus, or intorest, or in 

The H whatever.
Direct 8oo'ety’s affairs are managed by an olocted Board of 
twelve 8’ consi3ting of not loss than fivo and not more than 

0 m°mbers, one-third of whom retiro (by ballot) oach yoar,

but are capable of re-eleotion. An Annual General Meeting of 
members must be held in London, to receive the Report, eleot 
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 tho wills by which the Society has 
already been benefited.

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

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient form of 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators :—“  I give and
11 boqueath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of £ ------
“ free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a receipt signed by 
“ two members of tho Board of the said Society and the Secretary 
“ thereof shall bo 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 tho Chairman, who will 
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not necessary, 
but it is advisable, aa wills sometimes get lost or mislaid, and 
their contents have to bo established by competent testimony.

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK
FOR

FREETHINKERS AND INQUIRING CHRISTIANS
EDITED BY

G. W. FOOTE a n d  W. P. BALL
A New Edition, Revised, and Handsomely Printed

CONTENTS:
Part I.—Bible Contradictions. Part II.-Bible Absurdities. Part III.—Bible Atrocities.

Part IY.—Bible Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promises, and Unfulfilled Prophecies.
Th above four useful parts, convenient for the pocket may be had Miam^y,F°DRrENCE Each, or the 

whole, bound in one volume, la. Gd.; Best Edition, bound in cloth, 2s. Gd.
ii m,. . . , • , n Rtronslv commond to all interested in tho study of tho Judaic-Christian Scripturos.

It is "  ft t  l l  l n v  P Bah and Published by tho Froothought Publishing Company, 2 Nowcastlo-strcct,
1 i T i Ä T o  nricois 6d Indeed, wo cannot conceive any Christian as having a faith worth 4a dS^ 8,tr°° ;   ̂ ^ S lh ^ rom ark ab lo  volum;. Teachers in Sunday and elementary schools will find it of

4ckW 8iUn 688 h° ition of the Christian religion from a thoughtful and critical standpoint. It is a
perfei Ialue a? ,an ,ftld 11 Prisons Sinco 1888 it lias boon tho standard volumo of tho subjoct with which it doals,SuS Ä i Ä *  f i l l «.»•»"> *»» «Mi

Under the Ban of the London County Council.
T H E  P O P U L A R  E D I T I O N

(Revised and Enlarged)
OF

“ BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

G. W, F O O T E
With a Portrait of the Author

^J'V nolde’s Newspaper says:—“ Mr. G. W. Footo, chairman of tho Socular Socioty, is well known as a man of 
6t>lar l°na  ̂ ability- H's Bible Romances have had a largo sale in tho original odition. A popular, revised, and 
6̂ eet'°T 0<̂ ' on’ a* the prico of 6d., has now boon published by tho Pionoor Press, 2 Nowcastlo-stroot, Farringdon- 
of ^ ' Condon, for tho Socular Socioty. Thus, within tho roach of almost ovoryono, tho ripest thought of tho loaders 

°dorn opinion aro being placed from day to day.”

144 Large Double-Column Pages, Good Print, Good Paper
S I X P E N C E — N E T

(Post Free, 8d)
PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINODON STREET, LONDON, E.C.
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SPECIAL SUNDAY EVENING LECTURES
IN THE

Q U E E N ’S ( M I N O R )  HALL.
L A N G H A M  P L A C E ,  L O N D O N ,  W.

Mr .  G. W.  F O O T E .

April 29 . — “  G O D  A T  S AN F R A N C I S C O , ”

HIGH-CLASS MUSIC BEFORE THE LECTURE.

Admission Free. Reserved Seat Tickets at the Paybox.
D oors Open at 7 p.m. Chair taken at 7 .3 0  p.m.

A WONDERFUL BARGAIN.

“THE RIGHTS OF MAN
BY

T H O M A S  P A I N E ,

Well Printed on Good Paper, 163 pages,
WITH A BIOGRAPHY OF PAINE BY J. M. WHEELER-

P R I C E  S I X P E N C E .
Post Free, EIGHTPENCE.

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

THE TW E N TIE TH  CENTURY EDITION OF

THE AGE OF REASON
By T H O M A S  P A I N E .

WITH A BIOGRAPHICAL INTRODUCTION AND ANNOTATIONS BY G. W. FOOTE

Printed on Good Paper, and Published at the
MARVELLOUSLY LOW PRICE OF SIXPENCE-

Postage of Single Copies, 2d.
THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET LONDON, E*°*

‘MISTAKES OF MOSEif
BY

C O L O N E L  R, G, I N G E R S O L L
(The Lectube Edition)

Thirty-two pages, good print, good paper
O N L Y  A  P E N N Y

Twelve copies post free for tenpence for gratuitous distribution ^
THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, L O N D O N ^ J .

E.C-Printed and Published by The F beethought P ublishing Co., Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, London,


