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Principle is a passion for truth.—HAZLITT.

A National Scandal.

b j3°ew Education Bill has practically been carried
y the House of Commons. Clause One and Clause
fa°T are decisive of its character. *“ Extended

‘hties 7 for special religious instruction are

owed to the various denominations, at their own
j Peike! but only one form of religious instruction
at ~ven *n State schools by State teachers
W h instate’8 expense, and that is “ Simple Bible

m  definition is to be found of this “ Simple Bible
Naching.” jfc js left undefined for various reasons,
defi" P“ nc*Pad reason is that any attempt to
b aae it would set even the Nonconformist Churches
/ the ears. All these Churches know that their
@y existence is bound up with the Bible. Formerly
ey had no hesitation in saying how their existence
as bound up with it. They had a definite theory
ab°W Holy Writ. It was the Word of God. It was
th i tOly iQspired from the first verse of Genesis to
O last verse of Revelation. All its statements
r° true, all its doctrines were vital, and all its
muiands were binding. There were some differ-
ces of interpretation, and upon these the different
~conformist Churches were founded; but their
anderf* \VGW Bible was one an® same;
Wh' uh®y supported the Blasphemy Laws under
elf Ich that view was enforced by penalties upon every
the260 ~rea”™ Britain. To bring the Bible, as
a y Understood it, into disbelief and contempt, was
Wifil?0 " at was punishable—and often punished—
. h heavy fines and heavier imprisonment. But a
aid ~as como over scone. Science on the one
ha 6 an*w”™a™ called the High Criticism on the other,
ty Ve reudored the old view of the Bible impossible. It
ithu a . ays impossible to the sceptics, but it is now
the 83"e Christians themselves. And one of
results of this change is that the theory of

R ation can no longer be stated in language that
stri ffar-*nv°stigation, or even in language that is
Bihi < iutdligible. The Churches agree that the
q ,e.ls the Word of God, but how it is the Word of
i in what sense it is the Word of God, they decline

fra —because they know that the attempt is

ref  t w*kh fuduite dangor. Hence the new State
j~N'gion established in the elementary schools by the

<! ~Behead Protestant Churches, through an acci-
an tals reat majority in the House of Commons, is
iRefined and undefinable “ Simple Bible Teach-
hy a will be kept as orthodox as possible, not
het\D" °Pen declaration, but by a tacit understanding
o, veOn the Educational Authorities and the School
m"achers.

Simple Bible Teaching ” has existed, of course,
year S-?ce drst Education Act. For thirty-fivo
and ~as been in operation under School Boards
bitb f ~ 8uccessors under the Act of 1902. But
atno°rt® N wa8 only one f°rm °f religious instruction
for jG®.?lany> which were recognised and paid
ferm~L 6 ®@Yate>while henceforth it will be the sole
WhiOu ~bo State will provide and pay for, and for

1802n~ accept complete responsibility. It is
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this fact which radically alters the situation. We
have now two forms of established and endowed
religion; the religion of the Prayer Book in the
Church of England, and the religion of “ Simple
Bible Teaching ” in the public schools. The parsons
control the former, and Dissenting preachers will
control the other. And the public will be crucified
between them.

Children are to be taught “ faith and conduct,” to
use Mr. Birrell's expression in introducing the Edu-
cation Bill, from the Bible. This is to be done by
State law and State teachers at the State’s expense.
And now comes the national scandal which is referred
to in the title of this article. Should the children
really take the Bible as their rule of “ faith and
conduct ” they will find themselves liable to pains
and penalties. They will be arrested by State
policemen, prosecuted by State lawyers, sentenced
by State judges, and kept under lock and key by
State warders. This may sound odd, but we shall
see its truth presently.

One Sunday evening last winter | (for the “ we”
must be dropped for a moment) sat side by side in a
public tramcar with a Christian, and both of us had
been in trouble over the Bible. | had “ done”
twelve months in an English prison for “ bringing
the Holy Scriptures into disbelief and contempt.”
He had “ done” four months in another English
prison for believing and obeying tho Holy Scriptures.
We shook hands as honest men who had suffered for
our convictions; and we agreed, for good reasons,
that England was a funny country; for | was a
Freethinker and he was one of the Peculiar People,
and | had been punished for declaring that the Bible
was false, and he had been punished for acting as if
it were true.

The name of that honest Christian (no wonder he
was Peculiar) in the tramcar with mo was Thomas
George Senior. | did not know him from Adam
until ho introduced himself, but | had broken a lance
in his defence when he was arrested, brow-beaten,
and sent to prison by his hypocritical fellow Chris-
tians. Some of my readers may remember my Open
Letter to Mr. Justice Wills on that occasion. | told
his lordship plainly what | thought of the case. |
expressed the opinion that tho only honest Christian
in court during tho trial was tho prisoner in the dock.
And | asserted that his sentence was an infamy, in
view of tho fact that his plea was that he had obeyed
tho book which is set up as the Word of God by tho
law of the land, and that neither the prosecution nor
the judge had considered that plea worth discussing.

Now let us get back to the editorial “ we”—in
connection with another Peculiar People case. It
was singular, and we noticed it at tho time, that the
very morning on which the newspapers reported tho
carrying of Mr. Birrell’s Clause |I. by an overwhelm-
ing majority they also reported the prosecution of
James Cook, of Church-street, Clapham-road, London,
on the charge of causing the death of two of his
children by refusing them medical attendance in
their illness. Such a charge might lead people to
fancy that this man had been indifferent to his
children’s welfare, and that he refused them medical
aid either because he did not care what became of
them or because he would not put his hand in his
pocket for their necessities. But this would be a
serious misconception. It was admitted that the
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father, and the mother too, had done everything
they could for the children except calling in a doctor.
The charge against him was really hypocritical. Not
calling in a doctor was the negative side of his offence;
the positive side of it was acting upon the instruc-
tions of the Bible. He should really have been
prosecuted (if at all) for imperiling his children’s
lives by obeying the superstitious commands of
Jesus Christ and his reputed brother Saint James.

Let us see what these Peculiar People actually do.
First of all they pay Jesus Christ the respect of
believing that he meant what he said—which is the
last thing that the ordinary professed Christian ever
thinks of doing. Well now, amongst the “ signs”
which Jesus Christ said should “ follow them that
believe ” is this : “ They shall lay hands on the sick,
and they shall recover.” He did not say that they
might recover; he said that they shall recover; the
promise is absolute. If the Catholic priests, Church
parsons, and Nonconformist preachers were really of
“ them that believe ” they would be able to show this
“sign.” And if they are unable to show it,as seems
to be the case, they must admit that Jesus Christ
was a liar or that they are impostors. So much for
the words of the “ Savior” himself. The words
of Saint James are quite as positive and more
explicit.

“ Is any sick among you ? let him call for the elders
of the church; and let them pray over him, anointing
him with oil in the name of the Lord: and the prayer
of faith shall save the sick, and the Lord shall raise
him up.”

Nothing could be clearer. These words cannot pos-
sibly be misunderstood. The man who wrote them

is alleged to have been inspired. His writing is a
part of the Bible. Of course it is as much inspired
as the rest of the book. Those who doubt the
inspiration of this particular passage should state
what reason they have for accepting the inspiration
of the context. And if the inspiration of James
breaks down, what becomes of the inspiration of
Peter and Paul, or of Matthew, Mark, Luke, and
John ?

James Cook read what Jesus Christ said, and what
Saint James wrote ; he had no doubt whatever about
its meaning, neither had he any doubt as to the duty
he was under of obeying it; accordingly he called in
the elders, who anointed his children with oil, and
laid hands upon them. That they did not recover
was no fault of his. Neither was it any fault of the
elders. It was the fault of the Bible which said that
they would recover.

The Peculiar People say that if a man, a woman,
or a child does not recover under this treatment it
means that the will of the Lord is otherwise. But
this is what all other Christians say in relation to
the prayers which are enjoined in the Bible. It is
useless, therefore, to urge that the Peculiar People
show any special illogicality. Their fellow Christians
have certainly no right to throw stones at them.

The plain truth is that James Cook obeyed the
Bible. He honestly accepted it as his guide in
“ faith and conduct.” And for doing so he is now a
felon in a Christian gaol. We call it a Christian
gaol because it is in a Christian country, and has a
Christian chaplain attached to it, in order that tho
prisoners may have Christian instruction.

,“1If 1 am wrong,” he said, before sentence was
passed upon him, “ the Book is wrong.” It was a
plain, honest, and manly statement. But the judge
took no notice of it. He treated the man as a fool
for believing the Bible and a rogue for obeying it.

Mr. Justice Bigham indulged in a little religion on
his own account. *“ It was no answer to a charge of
this kind,” he told the jury, “ for the prisoner to say
it was against his religious views to call in medical
aid.” But what an evasion is this! The prisoner
said nothing about his religious views. He appealed
to the religious views of the Bible—the book which
he was taught, probably at a Board school, to regard
as the Word of God ; the book which he knew to be
established as such by tho statute and common law
of England ; tho hook, on a part of which containing

THE FREETHINKER

July 8, 1906

the very texts he relied upon, he had seen the twelve
jurymen sworn to return a true verdict, and tn»
witnesses sworn to tell the truth in their evidence,
the book on which the judge himself had been sworn
into his judgeship. To talk about an unchallengab e
quotation from that book as James Cook’s peculiar
religious views was a miserable mockery. Nor was
Mr. Justice Bigham any wiser or more decent ia
telling the jury, and indirectly the prisoner, tha

“ All persons were bound to take all reasonable PrO'
cautions to protect the lives of the children whic
God had placed in their hands.” Reason is all very
well in its way, but how can a Christian let it stan
against a direct command of the Deity ? Besides,
the prisoner did take all reasonable precautions shor
of disobeying that command; he surrounded bis
children with every loving attention—he even strains
a point (as it seems to us) in using a bronchitis
kettle. Certainly, if there be a God, he placed thos
children in James Cook’s hands ; but just as certain
according to the teaching in Churches and Sta O
schools, as well as according to the law of the lan >
God placed the Bible in James Cook’s hands O
instruct him what to do with his children. As afl
honest Christian he cited that book in justification
of what he had done; and the jury, in finding hnn
guilty, recommended him to mercy because he ha
acted under religious belief. This showed qualms o
conscience on their part, for which we are glim O
give them credit. But the judge had no such wea'-
ness. Like a Jewish gentleman in one of Shakes™
peare’s plays, his motto was, “ | stand here for law-
Perhaps that was all right in a judge, but his lordsbil
forgot that the law itself was complicated and con
fused. On one side of James Cook was tho judge
made law that fathers must call in doctors to then
sick children ; on the other side of him was the
divine law (printed in a hook which ancient as we
as modern English law declared to be the Word o
God) that fathers must call in the elders to their sic
children. James Cook obeyed God. *“ Nonsonse,
Mr. Justice Bigham said, “ you must obey mo.” *e
his lordship talked about “ God ” just as fluently a
the prisoner; and we cannot help saying "at
shono very poorly in contrast with the man in t
dock. Logic, honesty, and courage were on the si
of tho prisoner. However wrong he may have b06
from one point of view, he was not wrong as

any othor Christian either in the jury-box or on t
bench. And it must bo said of him that he stoo
firmly to his position. He preferred suffering
desertion. And it is really refreshing, when so many
men live and flourish on Christianity, to meet wi
one man who is ready to bear pain and disgrace

it. We have some contempt for the jury, we ha
more contempt for tho judge, but wo raise our hat
the prisoner.

And now for James Cook’s sentenco.
positively atrocious. lie could not have been treated
worse if he had been the most vulgar and brutal
criminal. Mr. Justice Bigham addressed some severe
words to him and ended with tho curt sentence of
“Nino months.” Not “ 1 regret to have to sontonco
you to nine months’ imprisonment,” nor even *“j
sentence you to nine months’ imprisonment,” but
lu®. ~ 0 peremptory and contemptuous two words

Nine months.” His lordship might have been more
considerate to a dog. And the man before him was
a follow Christian.

“ Nino months.” The words quickly fall from a
judge s lips. They take very much longer to realist*
Day after day of weary waiting for liberty and decent
existence, week after week of sick disgust at enforced
association with the lowost of tho low' ; all tb°
glorious pageant of summer will pass away, autumn
with its harvests will come and go, winter will bring
its short dark days—shorter and darker in tho prison
cell, Christmas with its festivities will roll by, a°d
the earth will be bursting out into the beauty of a
fresh spring, before James Cook will be able to press
another kiss upon the lips of the wifo whom he loves,
we dare say, as fondly as Mr. Justice Bigham loves

his, - .

It was
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We call that sentence upon James Cook a national
scandal. It is enough to make the Devil—who is as
touch a Bible character as God—go into the House of
Commons some fine night and shake the walls and
roof with inextinguishable laughter. And we could
join in the merriment if honest men’s liberties, and
possibly their lives, were not at stake. As it is we
feel angry. We beg to ask Mr. Birrell, Sir Henry
Campbell-Bannerman, and all the rest of the Liberal
ministry, who are pushing through this Education

with its “ Simple Bible Teaching,” whether they
juean to let James Cook rot in gaol for nine months
wr believing and acting upon that “ Simple Bible
-Teaching.” Mr. Birrell places the Bible in the schools
(we use his own words) as the rule of “ faith and
eonduct.” James Cook accepted it as such. M s he to
epend two hundred and seventy-three days in prison

consequence ? And will these “ Simple Bible
mTeaching” politicians let him lie there without a
Protest. We appeal to Mr. Gladstone, the Home
secretary—a Christian and the son of a Christian.
What is he going to do? Will he quietly allow a
Auristian to go through nine months’ imprisonment
f°’r being a Christian? If so, we must say that
9hak§speare was inspired when he made Hamlet
GodD” *B“ aPolitician ” as “ one who would circumvent

D have not done yet. We have a word for
an' —the “ Cromwell of the Passive Resist-
j @& paovement," the champion of “ Simple Bible
jilacmng.” if he raises no protest against this
to°l r°US sentence upon James Cook he will deserve
j 0 branded as the worst hypocrite in England.
Cx °"y point he has to consider is whether James

iss “as obOyed the Bible or not. That is the real
jUe. But win p)r>Clifford face it? We fear not.

Will probably keep silent, and smile—a crafty
anPConf°rmist smile. In that case every intelligent
Be Candid person will know what to think of him.
fiji WH write himself down as a trafficker in sacred
hucl’ a sefBsb shuffler, a double-faced clerical
cart 8%r wbo so”s one artiole from the front of his
kno an? a f°faBy different one from the tail, who
und )Si  ~0One markOt>wherever he can get his price,

ut one policy, the policy that pays.

G. W. Foote.

Sidelights on the Education Question.

discussion on Mr. Cecil’s amendment to Clause 4

0 What the Government facetiously call an Education
“ Ul>was the occasion of two pronouncements, neither
which ought to bo passed without notice. There
a8>first of all, Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman s
Plain declaration that the Bill does aim at establish-
reijgjll be schools, and, at the expense of all,
* * * » ’2eacbinSin the shape of the “ common ele-
NOn 8 Christianity,” which quite clears away all
tioQ °nfOrmist hypocrisies, and justifies the descrip-
form°® “he measure as an endowment of one special
affecf °i Protestantism. The Prime Minister also
Cbur if 8urPriso that this should be objected to by
tbat ,,°*England ministers and expressed amazement

BibleV' Breja”e °T the Church ” should have said that
by u: tcaching was dangerous “ unless accompanied

Very 8,8taDdards.” The amazement was no doubt
reiie,p e°tiy0 as a political trick, but a moment’'s
on thelOn-w*” sbow that the Bishop was only acting

the B'hf1m0™ 0~ a” 80VGrns Christians wherever
know f n 3B conCGrne<b Mr. Birrell and his leader

the Rih! ~afc N a teacher in school, in giving
about | 9S80N>WGIG “bo PuPBs the truth
book rfi be would be immediately brought to

catej Ch « -wore to toll the pupils what most edu-
mOB -Kristians now admit, that its book are anony-

and Jtan defective in its science, its history,
like are f™ * 08 that its records of miracles and the

tificn  be mistaken readings of ,na%Hl’Eh )(,Y] ?8 %n-

people, orttrerécord of pure my
TR, S B UL Bl e vt
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schools according to a standard officially laid down ?
And if by the standard of one party, why not by that
of another ? Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman’s sur-
prise, and the theatrical declaration that “ standards
are based on the Bible, not the Bible on standards,”
is, therefore, pure humbug. And the Prime Minister
may as well, to use his own phrase, “ stop this fool-
ing,” which convinces no one and deceives no one.
The other pronouncement came from Mr. Balfour.

He very rightly fastened upon the phrase, “ the
common elements of Christianity,” and twitted the
Government with adopting the view that “ the local

bodies in the country are the people who are quali-
fied to determine that which philosophers and theo-
logians have been searching for in vain through the
centuries, and yet which every town council is sup-
posed to be able to understand by the mere light of
natural reason.” No one who considers the matter
impartially can deny the justice of the statement
from more than one point of view. No one can dis-
pute that theologians and philosophers have been
searching in vain for a form of Christianity that all
believers would support, and it is also true that any
education act providing for religious instruction will
leave the selection of the “true” religion to the
officials charged with its administration. The
strange thing is that the statement should have
been made, not in favor of the State leaving religion
severely alone, but in the interests of a special form
of Christianity.

Let us note the implications of such an expression.
We are told from numberless sources that the perma-
nence of our civilisation depends upon a perpetuation
of Christianity. All morality depends upon its accep-
tance. Education without Christianity is worse than
useless—it is dangerous ; for, statistics and facts to
the contrary, education minus religion involves an
increase in criminality. Well, one would imagine
that in such a case, dealing with a religion the
advantages of which are so obvious, we should at
least know what it is that is so valuable, and the
disappearance of which would involve so great a
disaster. But no, Christians are agreed that
morality rests on something—they know not what.
Civilisation is dependent upon Christianity, hut
what Christianity is no one knows. All the better
elements of life depend upon something, but what
this something is no one knows, no one over has
known, and, presumably, no one ever will know. All
are agreed that we cannotdo without—something wo
know not what, and deeply prize—something we are
trying to discover. Could anything bo more absurd,
or more Christian ?

Nothing could show more effectively, than such a
statement as that of Mr. Balfour’s, tho worthlessness
of the claims put forward on behalf of Christianity.
A dispute as to tho exact value of Christianity as a
factor in civilisation ono could appreciate; but an
assertion that it is the important factor, accompanied
by a confession that it has never yet boon discovered
precisely what Christianity is, is a situation worthy
of comic opera. It is, moreover, an admission,
conscious or unconscious, that all this agitation is
ultimately the anxiety of competing religious corpor-
ations to preserve and further their own interests.
In the case of lawyers, doctors, and other professions,
wo admit tho operation of class interest and allow
for its influence in coming to a judgment. Yet in
the case of the clergy, a body with far less public
spirit than any other educated class in tho com-
munity, a large number of people hug the delusion
that they are dealing with a body of men animated
by nothing but the loftiest of motives.

Mr. Balfour’s conclusion from tho fact that philo-
sophers and theologians have not been ablo to agree
as to what Christianity is, is that tho State should
“ grant facilities”—which moans that the State
should pay—for the teaching of all sectarian religion
under specified conditions. But the conclusion is by
no means inevitable. In the first place, the legthi-
ness of the dispute and the impossibility of bringing
it to a conclusion, suggests that we can appeal to
nothing in the nature of fact that is connected
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In other matters, it is true, there is
also difference of opinion. But in other matters it
is either admitted that it is a mere matter of
individual taste or there emerges a constantly grow
ing body of truth to which appeal can be made by
all parties. This is obviously the case with science
discussion, no matter how prolonged, is here only the
prelude to agreement. But in theology, no such
body of truth has ever been, nor is there any
probability that it ever will be established. What
Christians were quarrelling about generations ago
they are quarrelling about to-day, and to all appear
ance will continue to do so. There is no agreement
even in fundamentals, once we put mere words on
one side and search for any definite ideas of which
they ought to be the expression.

As with beliefs so with the supposed social value
of Christianity. When we are told of the value of
Christianity as a social asset, one is warranted in
asking, which Christianity? The Roman Catholic
form is denounced on this very ground by Protes
tants, many of them declaring its growth in England
to be one of the greatest dangers we have to face
And among Protestants there is exactly the same
phenomenon. Dr. Clifford, in a passing spasm of
straightforwardness, declared that the education
fight was a struggle between Protestantism and
Catholicism, and by the latter he meant the Church
of England. He and his followers are ever ready to
point out how socially oppressive has been, and is, the
Episcopalian Church. And on the other hand it is
the easiest of all things for the Churchman to point
out what a heavy load on English life Protestant
Puritanism has been. We have, again, an assertion
of the incalculable social value of Christianity
accompanied by all round denunciations of Christi-
anity in all its forms. One may safely say, in
presence of such a spectacle, that in these assertions
we are not dealing with statements based upon
facts, but merely with extravagant utterances of
sectarian fanaticism.

The reasonable conclusion for Mr. Balfour to have
drawn would have been that, as Christians never
have agreed and never will agree, as England is not
in any vital sense of the term a Christian country,
the proper policy would be for Parliament to leave
religion severely alone. We can agree that whore
people have failed for centuries local Councils are
hardly likely to succeed. But neither is there any
reasonable prospect of the House of Commons faring
any better at the same task. For there really is not
so much difference, after all, between a local Council
and the House of Commons. The same type of mind
seems to fit both excellently well. And whether
Parliament fixes the form of religion that is to be
taught, or arrange facilities, at the public expense,
for various forms of Christian teaching, it is in
either case stepping outside its proper sphere. And,
really, if the House of Commons is to vote money
for the teaching of religion, it would seem but simple
common sense for it to say what kind of religion
shall be taught.

But, of course, Mr. Balfour, whatever his private
opinion may be, takes no such line. He is fighting
for a class, and is loyal to his order. He joins with
his political opponents in holding up the Secular
Education bogey in order to drive the people into
some compromise satisfactory to his religious sup-
porters. It is a game that both sides are playing,
but it is a dangerous one withal. For the very pro-
minence of this bogey may defeat the end for which
it is displayed. A bogey that one sees or hears
occasionally may terrify; but when one sees it con-
tinually, sits down with it, so to speak, at every
meal, it is apt to lose a great deal of its fearsome-
ness. And the lavish use both sides are making of
Secular Education in order to terrify religious recal-
citrants is at least familiarising the general public
with it. It is no longer heard of only from the
mouths of avowed unbelievers; it is spoken of from
platforms and written of in newspapers as a solution
that may be considered. The people are getting
accustomed to the sound of it, and many are begin-

therewith.
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ning to examine it with attention. Many, too, are
recognising that it is the only policy that promises
ultimate peace, because it is the only policy that
serves out equal justice to all. And one day even
Christians may discover that honesty is the best
policy, and that the path of justice is the path of
Cohen.

peace.

Delusions.

Dr.Abbott,as we have noticed, admits the presence
and asserts the usefulness of illusion in Religion.
His teaching is that illusive beliefs and illusive
doctrines are undeniably of high ethical and disci-
plinary value, and ought, therefore, to be retained even
in spite of their falseness. Whatever may be the
religious estimate of that teaching, there can be no
doubt whatever that common sense is bound to pro-
nounce it terribly unsound and dangerous. Now, it
it be granted that Religion bristles with illusions,
does the statement seem at all incredible that its
champions must of necessity entertain many strong
delusions concerning it? | make such a statement
now, and proceed to prove and illustrate it.

Among the beatitudes in the Sermon on the Mount
is the following: ‘““ Blessed are the meek, for they
shall inherit the earth.” Asked if these words are
true, every Christian boldly answers, “ Of course
they are.” They are read and preached upon from
every pulpit in Christendom as containing a priceless
gem of truth. And yet historically this beatitude
has been the falsest ever uttered; and nowhere has
it been less true than in Christendom. Gentle, mild,
soft, yielding, pacific, unassuming, humble peoplO
have never won in the race of life. However noble
and admirable such people may bo, they have iu’
variably failed in the mighty struggles of the world.
Look at any Christian country under heaven, and
challenge you to honestly affirm that the meek in it
are in possession of wealth and power.

The meek are usually poor and uninfluential-~
people of no consequence. In this connection let us
take another saying ascribed to Jesus : “ Blessed are
yo poor, for yours is the kingdom of God.” So far
as this world is concerned those words are simply
not true. Poverty is not a state of blessedness, but
of misery and suffering and hopelessness. The poor
may be meek, but their meekness does not throw tbO
earth into their lap. They never wear crowns or sit
in the front seats. Jesus is also reported to bavO
said, “ Swear not at all,” “ Resist not evil," “ Give to
him that asketh thee,” “ Love your enemies "—-four
commandments which Christendom has taken supremO
delight in deliberately breaking: it has nover ev(
pretended to keep one of them.

Competition is said to ho anti-Christian; and yOt
competition is the rule of the day, not only in com-
merce and labor, but also in the Christian Church
themselves. Everywhere the strong flourish, aflu
the weak languish and disappear. Religious sects
are doing their utmost to cut one another out, as it
is abundantly proved just now in connection with
the Education Bill. Sectarian rivalry is a notorious
fact.

Christianity is called the religion of peace. Wbeo
the angels came down to sing at Christ’'s birth, tbO
burden of their song was that henceforth there
would be peace on earth and goodwill toward mem
The Savior of the world is denominated the PrincO
of Peace ; and the apostles were sent forth to preach
“ good tidings of peace by Jesus Christ.” Well, has
Christianity conferred the blessing of peace on tbO
world ? As a matter of fact, it has cursed the world
by fostering the warlike spirit and setting nation
against nation. Indeed, it is on record that the
Prince of Peace himself said, perhaps more than
once : “ Think not that | came to send peace on tbO
earth ; | came not to send peace, but a sword J
am come to cast fire upon the earth, and what will 1
if it is already kindled ? Think ye that I am comO
to give peace in the earth? | tell you, Nay; but
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rather division ” (Matt. x. 34 ; Luke xii, 49, 51). If
Jesus ever spoke in that strain, history has more
than fulfilled his prophecy. Christian wars have
been more numerous and more disastrous than all
ether wars. Of all “ the nations of the earthy small
and great, unequal in size, in strength, and in the
capacity of self-assertiveness,” it is admitted that
on various pretexts and from differing motives, the
stronger crushed the weaker, annexed territory,
enslaved peoples, or made them pay tribute. In the
Christian era, and in the name of the Prince of
Jeace, this went on for a long time with as much
Zest and readiness as in any Pagan era. Last century
Poland divided among three Empires, two
Danish provinces annexed by Prussia, two French
~tricts conquored by Germany, and Madagascar
kgid hold « ¢ by France. Our own Empire has been
WF g® whole century by similar means, of
a JchJ'he later acquisitions are Burmab, Transvaal,

hist ®ranSe Free State.” Such has been the
fact°tk Christendom in all ages, in spite of the
as - ~he Prince of Peace has always been sung

Ir>g of kings and Lord of lords

tifinlNG ~cation naturally arises, Whas has Chris-
Gref 7°?e 7or wor”™ ? What has it done for
% Britain ? We pride ourselves on being the
of nr8" *he most highly civilised and Christianised,
rea hving nations: from pulpits and platforms, in
bej 8PaPers and magazines without number, we are
arenS hold continually how great and powerful we
Sam ii ~“hors being unworthy of mention in the
are 6 erea”™ ; and yet we know very well that we
of trampling upon and taking advantage
and*18 Wea l» of making unjust wars on savage tribes
stol aPPrePriating their territories. We deliberately
aud’® fA0 ®*amond Fields from the Orange Free State,
nad “QrWards, ouh°f very shame, paid a ridiculously
br 8um “or hhem. And now we are being
tn ,£ht face-to-face with reports of bribes and cor-
late 9>8 °n a Siganhi® scale, in connection with the
thin ° Ou™h m¥ylcan war. | do not now refer to these
s 7or the purpose of heaping blame on the

we’ple, but merely in order to show how vain
imagine that Christ has triumphed
noth’' 1 Whatever our country is or is not,
Mr /8 more patent than that it is not Christian.
Chr-7arr°”~ hells us that our best qualities are not of

ade)
InoWs°° N ®

t}~™ -ian Cc°hhic origin. And yet wo are assured
Wouli Chnist were taken away from our life, we
of p, 080 °ur most precious possession ; but what

~he nS™ “avo we 8°h? His spirit, someone says.
prj ~ In Parliament, in our law-courts, in our
Po an? To no department of our life can an honest
I\{I&r}ﬁ ?°'nh and say, “ There the Sermon on the

I? lived up to; there the Spirit of Christ

P~vails.'
nthe toce of facts that cannot bo disputed it is
grolin -i"~"0 ho maintain that Christianity is gaining
hhrou a P°Inh of fact, it is steadily losing ground
has i 8h°uh Christendom. In France, Secularism
of t 000me the dominant philosophy and the morals
c°Ont® ~eoP*0 are gradually improving. In our own
Whoi ry’ hho Secularist spirit is permeating the
do: nf soclety. The Churches are being aban-
- Oxpept those whose pulpits are occupied by
ml?fl.w*ns"me eloquence and magnetic personality,
toan °re “achhhat ho is preaching Christ brings no
of pi8 cr°'wded audience. Each successive census
mrch and Chapel attendance testifies to a
«parked . -
we decrease in tho number of worshipers. When
tak, . - . -
the hact in conjunction with the further
vi,,0> hatiobver befiore have the Ghurches made such
the 0° f8 an<® PorsiBtent efforts to reach and convert
that masses, it becomes irresistibly evident
5ero 1 .Christian religion is hopelessly impotent,
cong”™am Mr. Garrod comes to our help with the
~hri-r eas8uranco that never was tho hold of
Oounf lanity uPon the minds of tho youth of this
Som”™ WOahor than it is at present,
fol cn°°no may exclaim, “ But think of tho wonder-
heathfil**1163*8 which missionaries are making in

of tim o a8 8nch as China, India, and the Islands
koa.” We have thought of those triumphs

THE FBEETHINKEB

421

and have discovered that they are not one whit more
wonderful than the triumphs achieved by some
Pagan religions in Great Britain. These latter are
never even hinted at in Exeter Hall during the May
meetings. Theosophy has made as many converts in
this country as Wesleyanism has made in India.
The fact is, that Christianity has made no signal
conquest for many centuries, and that the obstacles
to its success are becoming more formidable every
year.

Some labor under the delusion that all good people
everywhere are Christians without knowing it. Mr.
A. E. Fletcher asserted in the Clarion, a few weeks
ago, that the best Christians living just now are the
Secularists. But such an assertion has absolutely
no foundation in fact. Secularists are not Christians.
They do not recognise the authority of Christ at all.
Christ believed in God as Father and in Providence;
they believe in neither. Christ believed in heaven
and hell beyond the tomb; they do not. Christ
taught that no one could be saved without believing
in him, or abide in his love without keeping his
commandments; Secularists have no more faith in
Christ than they have in Confucius or Buddlia;
while they regard some of his commandments as
impracticable and foolish. | repeat, Secularists are
not Christians, and it is an act of injustice and of
theft to claim them as such. Indeed, there is not
one genuine Christian on earth to-day; nor has there
been throughout the centuries. There are many
people who profess to be Christians; but their
profession is a hollow mockery. “ If ye love me,”
Jesus said, “ye will keep my commandments.”
Those who would not do his sayings He bluntly
called fools. The majority of his precepts are
utterly disregarded by all who call themselves by his
name; and, according to his own teaching, often
repeated, He knows them not as his followers.
Bishop McGee, in Christ's own name, pronounced
tho moral maxims of the Sermon on the Mount
impossible. Mr. Garrod does the same to-day. My
only point, however, is that people who do not do
whatever Christ commands have no right to call
themselves Christians. Therefore, all professing
Christians, if sincere, are unconscious hypocrites,
pretending to be what thoy are not.

Tho mission of Secularism is to deliver mankind
from the tyranny of their delusions. The knowledge
of God iB a delusion to be got rid of as quickly as
possible. No man living knows that there is a deity.
All descriptions of such a being are pure inventions.
No one has a right either to affirm or to deny the
existence of an infinite Being. For the same reason
all who maintain tho Divinity of Christ are deluded,
because no one knows what Divinity is. They
whose one ambition is to insure themselves for the
Hereafter are likewise deluded, for immortality is
only a dream, a hope, a conjecture, not an ascer-
tained fact. When the world was young, and tho
darkness of ignorance covered its face, to harbor
such delusions was natural and excusable. But in
these days of rapidly growing and spreading know-
ledge, when Nature is opening her heart and tolling
her secrets, our delusions ought to melt away,
leaving us free to commune, undisturbed and un-
dismayed, with our mother, and to live our lifo
unhampered by any supernatural considerations
whatsoever. Such is the emancipation for which
humanity waits, and more or less consciously longs;
and such is the happy consummation, the arrival of
which tho theologians are doing their utmost to
delay as long a3 possible. But their efforts are
doomed to fail, for Science and Nature are in league
against them and shall prevail. Already

“ The day is breaking in tbo east
Hurrah, tho day is breaking,
From tho fevered dream of ages
At last the world is waking 1”

J. T. Lloyd.

Duty grows everywhere, like children, like grass.—Emerson.



422

The Divinity of Jesus.

I wouta like to know what a man means when he
speaks of “ the divinity of Jesus.” The Unitarians
deny that Jesus was God, but say that he was divine.
I would like to have somebody explain to me what a
divine person is : whether he is a man-god or a god-
man ; and which part of him is divine and which
part human.

To me there is no sense in calling a being in human
shape divine. | care not how great, how good, how
noble a man may be, his greatness, his goodness, his
nobility is human. It is measured by his humanity.

There is too much loose language used by men and
women, language which has no legs to stand on.
Words do not always stand for things. The word
“ divine ” is not flesh and blood, nor skin and bones.
It is the inside of a soap-bubble.

If Jesus was divine, how did he become so ? If he
was divine, what made him so? What was there
about him that showed his divinity ?

I hold that everything that has been mentioned as
evidence of the so-called divinity of Jesus is but a
religious lie; just this and nothing more.

The account of his origin, the narrative of his
miracles and the story of his ascension, are all false-
hoods, pure and simple. Take away the lies in the
four gospels about Jesus, and he is no longer divine.

Jesus is called “ the Son of God” by Orthodox
Christians, and he himself called God his father,
according to the gospel writers. Of course, no one
knows who wrote the story of Jesus or whether there
is a word of truth in the narrative, but the writer
does not say that God was the father of Jesus,
although he gives credence to the absurd notion that
his mother was “ overshadowed by the Holy Ghost.”
The only way to make Jesus divine or half divine is
to prove that God registered as the Holy Ghost when
he called upon Mary.

I know of nothing that is divine. Under every
label of divinity there will bo found a fraud.

If Jesus ever lived it is safe to bet that he was a
man. If he had a human mother it is ten to nothing
that he had a human father. Gods do not live on
earth, oven if they live somewhere else.

It is said in support of the dogma of the divinity
of Jesus that man could not have wrought the
miracles recorded in the gospels, and therefore that
Jesus must have had divine power. | admit that
man could not have worked the wonders attributed
to Jesus, but that is no reason for believing that
Jesus was divine. It is more reasonable to believe
that Jesus could not do these miracles and that they
were big stories told to doceive the ignorant and
superstitious.

Christians teach that God is a single Deity, that he
was never married, that ho had no divine partner,
and that his only child was born of a Jewish maid,
and still there are persons who pretend to be
astonished that so many religious people go wrong.
What God does man can imitate. What is godly
should be manly. The only way to save the reputa-
tion of the Christian’'s God is to deny the Now
Testament story of Jesus.

If that is true, God is a character that respectable

men and women cannot honor. r T7

L. K. Washburn.

— Tnithseeker (New York.)

| consider theology to be the rhetoric of morals. The
mind of this age has fallen away from theology to morals.
I conceive it an advance. | suspect that, when the theology
was most florid and dogmatic, it was the barbarism of the
people, and that, in that very time, the best men also fell
away from theology, and rested in morals. | think that all
the dogmas rested on morals, and that it is only a question
of youth or maturity, of more or less fancy in the recipient;
that the stern determination to do justly, to speak the truth,
to be chaste and humble, was substantially the same,
whether under a self-respect, or under a vow made on the
knees at the shrine of Madonna.— Emerson.
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Acid Drops.

Christianity is making its mark in Egypt, and will no
doubt soon have a multitude of Mohammedan converts.
The four natives who were condemned to death for the
murder of Captain Bull and the attack on other British
officers were duly executed on June 28. We will not discuss,
at the moment, whether all the blame of that affair was
justly attached to the natives; it is their execution we are
concerned with at present. A gallows was erected, but that
was not enough, there was also a whipping-post. One man
was lashed and then hung, and left hanging. Then, in
sight of the dangling corpse, another man °was lashed and
hung. The two others were served in the same way-
And while the four bloody corpses were hanging in mid air,
a number of other prisoners concerned in the affair were
treated to a public flogging. All the condemned men met
death calmly, but the flogging drew forth groans and cries
from the native onlookers—who were kept at a safe distance
by troops posted round the enclosure. Such is Christian
civilisation in Egypt—two thousand years after Christ came
to save the world with “ the gospel of love.” What an
immense success it has been !

There is a map of London down in one of the London
Railway Tubes, with the “ places of amusement” marke
red. One place marked in this way is Spurgeon’s Taber-
nacle.

David Nelson was committed for trial at Bristol on the
charge of wounding his wife with a coal-hammer an
attempting suicide in his cell by strangulation. He rave
and writhed about so much that several policemen had ¥
carry him from the dock to the cells. The secretary of tbo
Bristol Temperance Federation stated that Nelson was at one
time prominently connected with the Socialist movement m
Bristol, and had been an infidel preacher, but was converte
by Gipsy Smith. This means, of course, that it was not an
“infidel ” but a “ converted infidel” who was in trouble-
And we might leave it at that. As a matter of fact, bow-
ever, we never heard of any *“ infidel preacher” callc
Nelson at Bristol. Tho only “ Nelson ” wo over hoard of in
that line was Mr. Wallace Nelson, of Sheffield, who went ou
to the antipodes some twenty years ago, is still living there,
is honorably connected with the Labor movement, and ha
not been converted to Christianity. We fancy that Gipsy
Smith’s converted infidel belongs to the same category a
Dr. Torrey's. David Nelson and Robert Pitman are bot

Bristol diamonds.

The dear Daily News chronicles tho Tory candidate s
“ lively reception ” at Bodmin. Ho was interrupted a
through his speech, and rotten eggs were afterwards throw
at him in his carriage. At a subsequent meeting mud wa
thrown in his wife's face. We do not gather that our pi°u
contemporary has any strong objection to such proceeding3*
No doubt the mud and rotten egg slingers aro excelled
Nonconformists.

We believe in letting every party run its own meetings in
its own way. To interfere with them shows a want 0O
elementary civilisation. We cannot help feeling, however,
that Mr. Iveir Hardio would havo been tho better for a htt
sense of humor on Sunday. Ho was speaking at a Trafalgai'
square demonstration in favor of woman suffrage, convene
by the very ladies who havo made it a policy to crea
disorder at Liberal meetings, and to cause tho Utmost
personal annoyance tor public men wha da rRati happen _to
share their opinions. Naturally there was disorder at ti
ladies' demonstration. You cannot go about kicking up
row without occasionally meeting one you don’t want.

Keir Hardie, who seems to support Miss Billington and he
associates, forgot this; and being a highly religious

with a great dislike of Secularists, even when they are hi
own parents— he failed to see the funny side of the situation-
Accordingly his language was more vigorous than persuasive-
Wo know ho admires tho Prophet of Nazareth, but we bop6
he will not carry his Imitation of Christ too far. Tb
oxamplo of tho said Prophet on the occasion of his last visi
to Jerusalem is more honored in the breach than tb
observance. We refer especially to his language.

Mr. Justice Bigliam, who gave James Cook, ono of th®
Peculiar People, nine months’ hard labor, presided at *{*
trial of Dr. Adcock, the Christian Scientist. Tho jury di
agreed, and the case stood over until the next Session e
His lordship declined to try it again; he said he shou
return to it with loathing. What a shocking thing f°r
judge (of all men 1 to say while the caso is sub judice.



JOLY 8, 1908

Macaulay said there was nothing so ridiculous as the
ritish public in one of its periodical attacks of morality,
e had not, however, seen some of the lights of our new
1a- jenny newspaper world discussing philosophic problems;
“e ~°ne so he would have seen that there was one other
Ing at least worthy of honorable mention. The other
evening the Star devoted a leading article to Father
aaghan’s sermons on the sins of the “ smart set,” and
vnved at the conclusion that the moral offences of the
ashionable world are entirely due “ to the decay of religious
ohef. The Churches have lost their hold upon the educated
asses.” Of course the Star is a Liberal paper, and the
leral party is at present under the thumb of the Noncon-
; none the less it is surprising that even a party
Jurnalist does not “ jib” at so stultifying himself on the
ar of political partisanship.

”

It may be quite true that there has been a decay of reli-
botlS . el among the “ upper ” classes, but so has there
o'V Tith all classes; so that is no special reason for singling

this class for notice on this account. Nor is there any-

1 In8.“ ew in preachers lamenting the “ immorality” of the
cert*116" c/asses °l society. Such things are only fresh to a
1. ,aia °lass of newspaper writers whose chief object appears
Ov e i° tickle the palate of sensation-loving readers. More-
furth™ ~1C ~ ar wrlter were to pursue his investigations
or a’ WOU'4 discover that under Charles Il. in England,
still  6r f1011*3 XV. in France, while tho “ upper classes”
att ,e*a'ne(l their religious beliefs, and were constant
bn fjaDts a”™ church, their general conduct was anything
of ra .rable. The same holds true of Spain, of Italy, and
fou ~ Sla® XU history bears witness to the fact that pro-
ol . religious conviction may coexist with almost any form
~morality. And oven tho Star writer admits that tho
People whom Father Vaughan is castigating attend his
thellx11Band enjoy them, which certainly looks as though
unbelief was not of a very pronounced character.

a“ ‘be Star man should do is to try and discover whether
com®i Wloso rejection of religious beliefs is reasoned and
mu ° aro any worse behaved than the rest of tho com-
to tJr wou'd be much more scientific than pandering
40 el*gious prejudice in so obviously stupid a manner. Nor
(ii We tbink tho writer need travel outside the Star office to

cover subjects for investigation.

“

hev~Artm©° former, a recent letter to tho Saturday
Word*®*» 'n “avor °l religious education, repeated tho “ true
Wi B °* a Carbolic schoolmistress of her acquaintance,
ajvc 1l wero as follows: “ 1 don't wish to have tho cane
n uiy hand, and what olse am | to do, especially
ailj 10older boys, if | am not to be allowed to appeal to,
this i au” develop, their practico of daily religion ?” If
the & Wero a Freethinker, instead of not wishing to have
it tl°atl0 always >u Uor hand, she would wish nover to have
ve °tC at all. Somohow or other, religion and caning go

flo> together; and tho Bible may bo used as tho
ogor s text-book.

Bnlni ®&rncsii Newman, writing in a recent number of the
famo $r °n " ~-bo Psychology of Montaigno,” quotes tho
Part U5+ Essayist as saying: “ 1 will go with the best
trca7 the fire, but not into it, if | can help." This is
tightt aSa heroism. But how many men have tho

al I° Mcat ‘t in that way ? Few men would go to tho fire,

that P tn May wo as*t Mr. Newman if ho is quito suro
Would go in it himself ?

<13l
a ,)r 10Uau of faith is always a sunny optimist.” So said
whoso sermon was roported in Monday’'s Daily

itt. o Maybe ho is right—but wo shouldn't have thought
°ntll un“y optimism is not exactly tho expression you sco
are n°fl>reachers’ faces. Wo suppose it is a caso of " things

0 what they seem ” again.

Was*ra'!~r'r Lawson, who has just died at a good old age,

Under rreptes8iblo wag. We believe, also, that ho was,
BO 10 rose, very unorthodox on tho subject of religion.
Place aPOl°si3td to a mooting for taking tho chair in

icKret°*a "*Bbop who was unable to attend. “ No ono can
llishon' taorc than | do,” ho said, “ for if wo had had a

at,thor't *n cba'r lle could havo spoken to you with
Ity> whereas | can only appeal to your reason.”

to th”™ A'onconl°rmists who invited Lord Stanley of Alderley
ship n Mall Conference must have wished his lord-
cotirso f ,.en otherwise engaged. Lord Stanley said, in tho
hot had H 18 a”drcss: “ | think your fault is that you have
suppOs tlJe courage to be true to your own principles. |

every one of you has been at some time on a Libera-
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tion Society platform. The cardinal principle of that Society
is that the State has no call, or duty, or right, or competence
to meddle with religious teaching. Yet you aro not un-
willing to take advantage of a State permission to teach that
form of Bible teaching, or fundamental Christianity, which-
ever you call it, which satisfies you at the public expense;
while if somebody goes beyond that you call it an intolerable
levying of taxes against your conscience.” The quiet con-
tempt underlying the statement was only equalled by its
accuracy. And both were sufficiently keen to havo cut
through even the dense skin of Dr. Clifford, who was one of
the preceding speakers.

What a bold man Dr. Macnamara is1 Show him that a
certain position is sure to secure a sufficient measure of sup-
port, and he rushes fearlessly into the fray. But let it be
uncertain how a position will be supported, and he is dis-
creetly silent. One need hardly ask which side he will be
on ; one need only inquire which is the larger side. Thus,
in his notes on the Education debates, written for the
Christian World, his opinions, wherever the balance of
Liberal opinion is clear, are very definite. When, however,
it comes to Clause VI.—which enacts that a parent need not
send a child to school until 9.45, and on which it is not quite
clear on which side the majority will rest—he refrains from
expressing any opinion. Yet, as an ex-teacher, this is one
of tho points on which ho must have a very definite opinion.
But who can expect a politician of “ Dr. Mac’'s” make-up to
give an opinion before ho knows on which sido will bo tho
biggest battalions ? Certainly no one who knows the worthy
member for Camberwell.

It is somewhat amusing to find Dr. Macnamara, in tho
same article, regretting the passing of a “ contracting out”
clause, and lamenting that “ nothing | could say ” would
alter the decision of the Government. Well, why should it ?
Governments only listen to men who are strong enough to
make themselves feared. Other people may be conveniently
used as mouthpieces or fuglemen, but they cannot reason-
ably hope to command the situation.

Mr. Chamberlain got his own back before tho closure
guillotine fell upon Clause IV. of tho Education Bill. It was
in reference to Dr. Clifford’s habit of calling him “ Joey.”
He calls me by my Christian name, Mr. Chamberlain said,
though | have not the plcasuro of his acquaintance. It was a
hit, a palpable hit. But the reverend gentleman is noto-
riously thick-skinned.

Tho Christian Powers of Europo (Turkey was not in the
deal) mapped out tho Congo State in Africa, and placed it
under tho sovereignty of King Leopold of Belgium. Under
his rule tho country has been turned into a hell—and the
Christian Powers haven’t tho humanity to lift a finger in aid
of tho poor downtroddon, tortured, and murdered natives.
Some of tho horriblo tales of cruelty that reach us from the
Congo State mako the flosh creep and are really unprintable.
But hero is ono that was recently printed in tho Daily News
on tho authority of tho Rev. Dr. Nassau, an American
missionary:—

“ For some trivial fault a certain officer took a dislike to
ono of his wives, a mero girl, and proceeded to wreak his
vengeance upon her in a particularly revolting manner.

He instructed his hlack soldiers to seize her and tie her to
a stake. Then he advanced, bearing in his hand a stout whip
of hippopotamus hide, similar to tho ones 1 havo brought
homo, liaising the whip, he brought the cruel lash down on
her unprotected body, causing welts. The victim writhed
with agony, but her suffering only added tlamc to the man’s
lust for torture. Again and again the heavy lash swirled
through the air and fell across her flesh, until she was cut in
a hundred places.

But even then she was not released. Night approached,
and still the girl hung to tho stake in a frightful condition.
Death did not come then to ease her suffering, and so through
tho night she remained there in a torment words cannot
describe.

In the morning tho white officer surveyed his work, and
finding that the vital spark still flickered faintly, he ordered
honey to be smeared all over her wounds, and she was left in
the fierce glare of the tropical sun.

Boon the scent of the honey attracted myriads of insects,
which settled on her in droves. Ants swarmed over her,
pestiferous insects fought for room on her body, while the
sun streamed down and the young woman suffered worse than
death.

When the second night fell the officer tired of prolonging
the ordeal, and seizing a whip he beat her to death.”

Suppose this story had been told of some brutal Pagan whcf
lived two thousand years ago. How tho Christians would
have pointed to it as a sample of what Christianity came to
abolish ! But this story is told of a Christian officer under
his most Christian Majesty the King of the Belgians, and
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Buch things go on every day in Congoland now—in the
nineteen hundred and sixth year of Christ.

Here is the latest (Tribune) report of the massacre of the
Jews at Bielostok:—

“ The cruel methods of murder employed surpass human
imagination. A Jewish teacher named Einstein, with his
wife, two grown sons, and a young daughter, were dragged
out of their house into the courtyard, where iron nails were
driven through their eyes and skulls. Six small children of
Einstein remained in the house and are still alive, the
youngest being ten months old. In one street two girls
were dragged down from a garret, outraged, and disem-
bowelled. A saw-mill belonging to a Jew, in which several
Jewish families with children had sought refuge, was sur-
rounded by soldiers and police and set on fire. Those who
tried to escape were shot, and so all perished. One corpse
was found impaled on a long stick passing through the throat.
Another was crucified. A mother with a little baby at her
breast was pierced by a knife, together with her child.
Children had their limbs torn off; women their breasts cut
off. Many corpses were horribly battered. Others bore as
many as twenty bayonet wounds.”

All this was the work of Christians.

“ Doth Job fear God for nought ?” Satan asked the Lord a
long while ago. He may have asked the same question lately
in reference to Old Dowie.

The financial inquiry at Zion City shows that Old Dowie
has drawn some ¢(£16,000 a year for himself. Evidently the
Prophet business pays well—while it lasts.

More poor Jesusites ! Rev. Robert EImhurst of Farnham
Lodge, Knaresborough, Yorks, vicar of Brearton, left estate
valued at (£15,240. Rev. W. Wynne Wilson, of Oxford, late
rector of Hanborough, left estate valued at (£18,156. “ Blessed
be ye poor!”

A Catholic priest, who perhaps never washed himself, and
did not know what he looked like naked, went into the
Dresden Fine Art Gallery and mutilated a lot of statues on
the ground of their nudity. He was ordered to pay a fine of
200 marks or to do 20 days’ imprisonment. Henceforth he
should wear a badge so that he might bo kept on the outside
of art institutions.

John Stanbridge, aged fifty-two, a clergyman, has been
sentenced at the Leicestershire Assizes to two years’ im-
prisonment with hard labor for acts of gross indecency with
certain male persons. How is it that men of God so
frequently get into this sort of trouble ?

June ended with a heavy storm on the Continent as well
as in England. Berlin was flooded, several persons were
killed or injured by lightning, and many fires were caused.
In Spain great damage was done, and many farmers and
wine growers aro ruined. Enormous destruction is reported
throughout France, the grain crops being practically destroyed
in somo places. Good old “ Providence.” “ Ho doeth all
things well ” and “ His tender mercies aro over all his works.”

Russian peasants in the province of Kursk are reported to
be destroying the forests and stealing cattle on a large scale.
Their watchword is “ The Land is the Lord’s.” Of course
they believe that they aro the Lord’s too. The Lord’s land
and the Lord’s people aro to settle down together. Which
Bhows that the peasants can play the profitable gamo of
piety as well as princes and peers.

Prince Frederick Bailey, a black man, and the Rev. Hugh
Lloyd Jones, of Bootle, were charged at Liverpool, the
former with begging and the latter with aiding and abetting.
Funds were collected for the Bootle branch of the United
Christians, which appears to have been a body of very ques-
tionable value. Bailey was discharged and the summons
against Jones was withdrawn ; but the Stipendiary remarked
that “ the great object was obtained by tho publicity which
would be given to the proceedings.” This was sufficiently
significant.

New York has been excited over the case of Harry Morton,
apoliceman, who belonged to what is called the “ vice squad ”
and levied blackmail on disorderly women. Morton was
sentenced to twelve month’s imprisonment. He would have
got more, but he had the gumption to let the prison mis-
sionary convert him while he was under arrest.

Y

A truly pious defence of Sunday trading, as far as regards

lollipgps, was offered by Mr. James Kendall, of Manchester,
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before the Parliamentary Committee. It had been sug-
gested, he said, that the confectioners’ shops were necessary
in the interest of the churches, because people could not go
to church without toffee to get through the sermon. There
were even parsons who could not preach without it. Evi-
dently a very profound religious interest is affected. Perhaps
we shall yet see toffee-stalls in church porches.

Mr. Bernard Shaw is too good a man to be wasted. But
is he not in danger of becoming an imitation of a well-known
Hungarian publicist who lately lectured “ swagger ” ladies at
Claridge’'s?. Mr. Shaw recently lectured for the Research
Committee of the Christian Social Union at Caxton Hall-
The seats were 5s. and 2s. 6d., and the Hall was crowded
with fashionably-dressed ladies, only a very few men being
present. We suppose Mr. Shaw had hopes of turning these
social parasites into social reformers—which shows how little
he understands them. He flattered them by telling them that
women had much more courage than men, and that men
were all cowards—presumably including himself. It really
seems that the “ hupper suckles” are spoiling Mr. Sbaw.
They find him amusing—until they discover a new enter-
tainer. Which is all a very great pity; for Mr. Shaw,
although not Shakespeare’'s superior, is a man of intellect
and wit, who has done good service to the cause of freedom
and progress, and may do even more if ho only avoids frit-
tering away his time and powers in mistaken directions.

Dr. Horton has made the discovery that the congregation
of Lyndhurst road Chapel find his sermons too long, ax
stayed away as a result. So the other Sunday the preacher
promised the congregation that his sermon should not exceed
thirty minutes in length. He also explained that the preacher
was but an imperfect instrument of the Lord, a fact that
the congregation seems to have already realised.

Torrey and Alexander have been busy in Atlanta City»
U.S.A. According to a religious paper they have converted
a number of persons “ holding high political stations”
names, as usual, not given. The black population of Atlanta
numbers 50,000, but these were neither invited nor expected
to attend. In fact, tho Mission Committco declined to make
any arrangement for their attendance; and it is, of coursei
well known that black Christians must not foregather at tho
same time as white believers. They aro all children of thO
same Heavenly Father, but the white brother resents his
colored relation pushing the connexion too closely.

“ One thing befalleth them,” as the Bible says. When =4
comes to accidents a church is no more sacred than a
gambling hell or a brothel. On Sunday morning the ccilmg
of the Catholic church at Dungan, Roscommon, fell in during
tho celebration of Mass. Some forty persons had to be taken
to the Infirmary, and some of them are in a precarious con-
dition. In view of this disaster the Christians should
explain where “ Providence ” comes in.

Rev. J. H. Champion, vicar of Isleworth, is in trouble-
He went into the Free Library and picked up a magazine >n
which he was shocked to find an article that treated the
Gospels as an allegory. In the namo of tho Lord ho imme-
diately ordered its removal, and, on the assistant librarianO
refusing to comply, the indignant man of God- threw it
tho fire. Unfortunately the Library Committee did no*
recognise tho reverend gentleman's right to dostroy the**
property in this way. They havo called upon him
apologise and make reparation, otherwise they will take
proceedings against him. How the poor servants of tho
Lord are persecuted !

Outside a church door in a Surrey village it was announced
that: “ The Rev. E. T ——- will preach his farowcll sermon
on Sunday next. Tho choir will rendor an anthem of j°y
and thanksgiving, specially composed for tho occasion.”

M.P., has been talking in tho Birmingha*n
Town Hall on Agnosticism. He severely denounced those
who would not believe what they could not understand. 'Vo
dare say that Dr. Hazel, M.P., understands nothing that he
believes—and we suppose that is why he believes it.

Dr. Hazel,

WHAT'S THE USE ? - ?”
* Do you say your prayers in tho morning or at nigh*
asked Ted. . jio

“ At night, of course,” answered Bob.

care of theirselves in the daytime.”

" Anybody can



July 8, 1906 THE

Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

(Lectures suspended during the Summer.)

To Correspondents.

'P°iTSi)'s Lecture Engagements—July 8, a. and e., Victoria
Park ’ a'anRe” N'c'or'a Par®>29, a. and e., Brockwell

T « 1or—T he Shakespeare passage you refer to occurs in
i ™ scene of the fourth act of Julius Ctesar, and is placed
m the mouth of Brutus.
“ There is a tide in the affairs of men,
Which, taken at the flood, leads on to fortune;
Omitted, all the voyage of their life
Is bound in shallows and in miseries.”
e do not know the source of the other quotation.
Q G allienne.— Shall be sent as requested,
i, "Bough.— Bishop Watson's Apology for the Bible was one of
e many contemporary replies to Paine’s Age of Beason. -It is
no value at all now, although copies are still to be met with
second-hand bookstalls. Your Christian friend, who speaks

no- unanswerable, has probably never read it. Ask him
‘Pl, b~nk if lie has? He is just as accurate in saying that
so 1lif'e8 Barwin was very sorry for what he had done.” Very

rr-" i°r what? The other point is too silly for attention. You

g PPear to have got hold of a prize fool.

> ' Unhencii—George Meredith’'s last volume of verse, A
lect s Ui/c, was published 1901. The edition of the col-
cted “ Poems ” in two volumes is not complete, although it is
Do i Wor* 1 your money, as it contains the great bulk of bis
Do fy.- Why areally complete edition of George Meredith's
oms is not obtainable passes our comprehension.
e eMurray writes: “ You must feel gratified at the way some
your supporters have replied. It was quite a treat for me
exrreac* some °f the extracts from letters. The thoughts
ti, i ~ therein correspond to mine, and no doubt represent
y j8fcelings of thousands of others.”
May your good wishes be realised,

armTICk * otlALIiiT—AnN excellent letter, but it would be more
tnmV~na*e :n (eay) the Clarion than in the Freethinker. We
not v you understand this on second thoughts. We could
nnlivky w ell find space in a journal like ours for discussing the

Uij u UUIlington and her Amazons.
““tu . n,80K—Pleased to receive your congratulations on our
the W °Ut 8UC' a aplsudid weekly,” and glad to hear that
Tkoi revival is turning many minds towards Freethought.

nks for your good wishes.

W. Parkin.—We noticed the m?tter of the cutt|n1gt¥1ou sent us
N few Wel ago. hhe-agdgress Q e Hetton-

lo-Hole Branch is, A Notlcy, 1 Minor-street, Hctton Downs.
R-M/alus.—T hanks.

«Pdendell.—Shall bo sent as requested.
V/I'p'AY —George Jacob 5s.
p' eBall.—Glad to have your useful cuttings.

E Rge Jacor, subscribing to the Itidgway Fund, says : “ | think
Very reader of the Freethinker might spare a trifle for our
friend.”
e Williams—The " Protevangclion ” is one of the books con-
g ‘n gone's Apocryphal Few Testament, which can be
& gre<tat our publishing office, as previously stated.
Baths.—8e0 “ Sugar Plums.” Best thanks.

The order you mention in Deuteronomy “~nt selling
--e«to tho ‘““alien” only applies to the Jews. The Chicago
hackers don’'t seem to belong to the “ holy people. Brill, u
~«ay, the text gives a certain ethical warrant to their bad
Practices.
let ? olRoyd.—Pleased to hear that you rcgard a, the beHt
C Ddyou had the veteran Freethinker, John Wfldman of
aw ?’' Who jpptroduced you to this journal W cen years ™o
u® ~at you have never missed a copy since nor leftarticle
wread. Few journals, wo believe, hate such a strongly
attached body of readers as the Freethinker has.

iNKBPENOEKT T iiinkeu —We inserted Mr. Pack’s letter, and we
¢ink that was enough on the subject. Freethought lias nothing
wngam by the constant advertisement of the reverend lecturer
you refer to  I{ Digotry goes further than words, and leads
WiHi”~v6 Persecution, wc should, of course, be prepared to deal

A case immediately.
0i;,8~ Thanks for good wishes. We haven’'t heard anything
ot the matter you refer to. Of courso it must be public property
before we could venture to deal with it. But let us know if you
near anything further. »
e Tbelwall.—T hat is the right way to look at it. p™gr&8
ofnn°* he seen by constant watching, any more than the 8r°
atree; it can only be seen by comparing the state of thing
n or®and after long intervals of time.

— Thanks for cuttings.

"isuor OK I pswich.—So your mind goos back to that breakfast at
q 8Pah of Science on the morning of our release from Ho °way
tv,T° ' when wo announced that we would go on doing the very
Drom-Ve Were imprisoned for ; and you admit that wo kep

ise and more. Well, we meant it, anyhow.
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J. Cheale.—You haven't noticed how time flies. Judge North’s
sentence upon us was passed, not eighteen, but twenty-three
years and four months ago.

Letthrs for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.G.

Lecture Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
street, E.G., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

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

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

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

Sngar Plums.

Wo forwarded Mr. J. W. do Caux advance proofs of our
last week’s article on “ A Yarmouth Comedy” and he
managed to get it inserted in full in both the local papers,
the Mercury and the Independent. This shows that intel-
lectual hospitality is spreading. We congratulate both the
Yarmouth papers on their sense of fair play.

The Mercury refers to the bribery business again in its
editorial notes. We do not wish, however, to continue the
discussion. But we cannot help remarking that our contem-
porary bestows nearly all its indignation upon the poor
voters who take bribes. The richer candidates for public
places who offer the bribes are let off very lightly. It
reminds us of Lear’s exclamation :—

“ Through tatter’'d clothes small vices do appear ;
Robes and furr'd gowns hid all. Plate sin with gold,
And the strong lance of justice hurtless breaks ;

Arm it in rags, a pigmy’s straw does pierce it.”

Wo ought to mention that the Yarmouth Mercury also
inserts a capital letter, written in an effective satiric vein,
by Mr. A. H. Smith, a member of the Committee of the East
Anglian Agnostic Association that issued the “ bribery”
placard. Mr. Smith excels in this kind of composition. Wo
only fear that his sarcasm is too fine for many of the natives ;
but that is not his fault, it is theirs—or perhaps wo should
say their misfortune.

Clause V1. of the Education Bill was carried on Monday
night by the relatively small but practically sufficient
majority of 47—the vote being 294 to 247. It was amusing
to watch the bitter way in which it was opposed by Catholics
and Churchmen— Messrs. Dillon, W. Redmond, Paul, etc.—
who had been talking for weeks about the sacred right of
the parents to control the religious education of the children.
We arc glad that Mr. J. M. Robertson found something to
say at last, for we were wondering whether he would say
anything at all in favor of Secular Education. The parlia-
mentary reports givo no idea of his speech on Monday night,
but wo extract the following from the descriptive sketch in
the Tribune:—

“ Mr. Robertson argued that if parents were so desirous of
religious instruction for their children as tho Opposition
represented them to be, they would send their children to the
lessons in religion, whether attendance was compulsory or
voluntary. Strongly deprecating tho confessions of faith
which are constantly being made in the House of Commons
in these days, Mr. Robertson remarked that, after all, if Lord
Robert Cecil and Mr. Masterman had been born in a Moham-
medan country they would have been devout Moslems. Even
Mr. Murray Macdonald had been carried away by the pre-
vailing emotionalism into giving himself ‘a certificate of
spirituality.” ‘Let us,’ appealed Mr. Robertson, ‘ remember
that we are here as politicians.” ”

This is in the right vein, and wc wish Mr. Robertson had read
the House this lesson earlier. It was much needed.

Parents will now bo free to send their children to school
when the religious lessons arc over—say at 9.45 instead of 9
in tho morning. Children will not bo withdrawn from
religious instruction and marked out at school for odium,
insult, or oven outrage. Tho arguments of the compulsory
pietists against this act of justice need not be considered any
further. But there is something very foolish in an objection
that was raised on other grounds. It was argued that
children would bo put to do odd domestic jobs by their
mothers. And why not? Is tho right of a child to do
absolutely nothing that is useful so very sacred ? And are
poor mothers never to have tho slightest assistance from tho
children within their own homes ? Such a notion seems to
us simply monstrous, and a degradation of tho idea of educa-
tion. Wo rejoice for all reasons that Clause VI. is carried—
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in spite of the Government’'s weakly giving way on the only
Liberal clause in the Bill.

Mr. J. O. Bates, of the Health Stores, Saintbridge,
Gloucester, assures us that he has just seen the Freethinker
on Messrs. W. H. Smith & Son’s list of Thursday publications,
and adds that he has been offered the paper by local news-
agents and also at the railway bookstall. We are glad to
hear it, and we think it is high time that the ridiculous boy-
cott of the Freethinker were dropped all round. Mr. Bates
says that this journal is marked on Smith’s list, with many
more, as “ not returnable,” but this is a mistake, for the
Freethinker has always been supplied to the trade on “ sale
or retvr-n.”

Mrs. A. W. Hutty, of Newcastle-on-Tyne, the death of
whose bright and promising young daughter we had the pain
to record recently, writes us a very touching letter. “ 1 am
re-reading your letter,” she says, “ to try and gain fresh
courage from it. If my little girl could read it she would
bless you for those kind words to her broken-hearted mother.”
Then come some personal sentences that we ought not to
print. “ Will you,” Mrs. Hutty concludes, “ in your paper
thank all Freethinkers for the great sympathy and respect
they have shown me and my sons in this great trouble ?”

The Women's National Liberal Association Conference
considered the Education Bill amongst other matters. Mrs.
Byles said that the question had not been approached in
anything like the broad and temperate spirit it demanded,
and what was needed was a calmer and nobler spirit under
which the rights of other consciences would be recognised.
Lord Stanley of Alderley dotted the i's of Mrs. Byles’s speech.
He wound up by saying that “ the only way to settle the
education question was for the State to deal solely with
Secular Education and a system of wholesome moral instruc-
tion, leaving it to the parents to teach the children the
mysteries of the unseen.”

That excellent quarterly, the Humane Review, has just
issued its third (July) number for the present year, and it
contains some very valuable articles. Sir James H.
Thornton writes most instructively on *“ Pasteurism in
India,” and argues that all the serums injected are of no
value whatever except for the antiseptics they contain. A
different article, but also a good one, is Carl Heath's on
“ Blake as Humanitarian.” “ Flogging in Gaol,” by H. J. B.
Montgomery, and *“ Imprisonment for Debt,” by Joseph
Collinson, deal with questions of quite urgent importance.
“ Somo Thoughts on War,” by an anonymous writer, is well
written and suggestive, and Ernest Bell draws attention to
the inhumanities of the “ Jewish System of Slaughter.”
Amongst the reviews is a notice of Mr. H. B. Binns's new
Life of Walt Whitman. Incidentally tho reviewer—whom
from the sane and satisfactory style wo judge to be Mr. H. S.
Salt—defends Colonel Ingersoll against the author’'s depre-
ciation. Mr. Binns contrasts Ingersoll's “ intellectual agnos-
ticism 7 with Whitman’s “ transcendent knowledge,” and
says of the former that his mind was “ limited by its own
logic " —a statement which, as far as it is intelligible, may
safely be made of everybody. Reference is made to a con-
versation between Ingersoll and Whitman on the design of
creation, in which tho former expressed strong sceptical
views, such as our readers are familiar with. Mr. Salt (or
the reviewer) defends Ingersoll's logical argument in that
conversation as “ perfectly proper and apposite.” “ But,”
he adds, “ Ingersoll's mind was by no means limited by
such logic ; his human sympathies, for example, were of
the widest and most far-reaching kind—far more sensitive
and finely developed, in fact, than those of ‘the good gray
poet.””

Why, all the Saints and Sages who discuss’d
Of the Two Worlds so wisely—they are thrust

Like foolish Prophets forth ; their Words to Scorn
Are scatter’'d, and their Mouths are stopt with Dust.

Myself when young did eagerly frequent
Doctor and Saint, and heard great argument
About it and about: but evermore
Came out by the same door where in | went.
— Omar Khayyam (Fitzgerald’s).

Whoever thinks that a story gains by the prodigious, by
adding something out of nature, robs it more than he adds.
It is no longer an example, a model ;
stirring hero, but an exhibition, a wonder, an anomaly,
removed out of tho range of influence with thoughtful men.
— Emerson.
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More Lines from Well-Wishers.

According to promise, we give this week a few more extracts
from interesting letters from old and new friends of the Editor
of the Freethinker, written by subscribers who have responded
to Mr. J. W. de Caux’s appeal:—

T. Thelwall writes :(—
“ 1 hope you will realise a handsome sum, as | am sure you
deserve, for your indomitable and self-denying efforts in the
cause of Freethoaght.”

”

“ Two Admirers ” write —

“ We are not old readers of your paper and works, but can
safely say that since we started we find always a craving f@r
them, and have always been able to get something out of their
contents to strengthen our convictions in the right direction.

George Brady writes:—

“ With best wishes and sincere appreciation of the great
work you are spending your life’'s energy in.”

J. W. Lawrence writes to Mr. de Caux :—

“ Mr. Foote is a great and good man ; but, like all me®
who are in advance of the age, he will not be estimated at his
true value until he is dead.”

This is an extract which we insert with a little misgiving,
but we think it best, on the whole, to let our readers see
what subscribers are saying.

John Tullock writes :—

“ 1 take this opportunity of thanking you for many hours
of pleasure and edification during the past three years.”

A. Rowley writes to Mr. de Caux:—

“ It isindeed a great pleasure to read after him, and | hope
a substantial sum will be raised.”

Major John C. Harris, R.E., writes :(—

“1 have had to sign many business cheques on returning
home, and | wind up now with signing one, which it affords
me considerable pleasure to send you.”

John Sumner writes to Mr. de Caux :—

“ It gives me great pleasure to enclose the accompanying
cheque. | sincerely hope your appeal will be promptly and
largely met. No one has earned a holiday better than Mr.
Foote, and no one has stronger claims on the lines you suggest
than he.”

William Bailey writes to Mr. do Caux :—

“ | have often thought of the suggestion .1 saw somewhere
of an annuity for Mr. Foote, and it would pay the Freetliought
party over and over again to provide it...... llow he has been
able to apply his mind to literary pursuits is to me a mystery,
and it only shows what we might expect if he were freed
from worry. | should be most happy to subscribe.”

J. Chick writes —

“ | tbink that everyone who reads the Freethinker must
appreciate the talent and conduct of the paper, and recognise
the immense effort and energy it must have required to run
it so many years.”

Adam Rushton writes to Mr. de Caux :—

“ My attention was first directed to Mr. Footo by his heroic
bearing during his trial and imprisonment, and | have read
the Freethinker with groat interest ever since. | am not a
Secularist, but cannot help admiring the keen intellect dis-
played by the writers in the Freethinker in piercing tho super-
ficial theology and philosophy of the day, and so daringly and
honestly attempting to search out and reveal the real nature
of things.”

W. E. Gibson writes

“ | have been a reader of the Freethinker for the past twelve
months and | think a great deal of it.”

J. H. Gartrell writes :—
“ | agree with Mr. de Caux that it is our duty to prevent a
leader like yourself from being harassed about money matters;
your energies are too valuable in other directions.”

“ Bishop of Ipswich ” writes :—

“ Before and ever since the breakfast at the Hall of Science»
after you enjoyed twelve months’ Christian charity, | have
looked upon you as a Man. | admire your self-sacrifice for
the cause, and thank you most fervently.”

We have now donewith this matter as far as the Freethinker
is concerned. Subscriptions can still bo sent, of course, to
Mr. J. W. de Caux, 92 St. Peter’s-road, Great Yarmouth, or
to Mr. G. W. Foote himself, at 2 Newcastle-street, London,
E.C., but no further reference to the subject will be made in
these columns.
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Free-Will.

.. Oar illusion of free-will is only ignorance of the motives
whit* make us act.”- mSpinoza.

that™M S resem” es a faculty reigning as a mistress
URpends at each instant upon the ‘most trivial and hidden

CAUSES - it is at their mercy.”—Ribot, Diseases of the Will, p. 41
feeli”j6 speak of the will as something apart from the feeling or
tj, which, for the moment, prevail over others...... until
an ex'3 a tnotive>there is no will. That is to say, will is no more
an e e ence separate from the predominant feeling than a king is
HEKifIS'6nOe seParate from the man occupying the throne.” —
ERT Spencer, Principles of Psychology.

e geological doctrine of free-will owes its exist
th o an a™empt to save the moral character of

«Creator,—to shift the responsibility for all the

Redness and evil in the world from God and fix
e uPon man. For if God is omniscient he knew

erything that was going to happen; and if he is

epowerful he could have prevented it from hap-
wifhDE3  But, says the theologian, God endowed man
ad™* a conseience which tells him right from wrong
bet a “ree;wiB by which he is at liberty to choose
If Neen right and wrong. The answer to this is:
giv kQew infallibly how a man would choose in a
ch &l Ins™ance>then the man has no option but to

°°sethat way. For if God does not know how a
ootV7™ choose between good and evil, then he does
0 .@Weverything, and away goes his quality of
of jV«c*encei aod he is the author of a vast scheme
Whe r g8 which he cannot discern the end, and of
on ICi can tell no more of the future than we can
reg8c ,s>hut for which, nevertheless, he is as much
of ~c~ble as a man would be who created a machine

rr. , ich he could not toll whether it would produce
§°od or evil.

the*?re°Yer’ 8ome the greatest of the Christian
dec® - ans have rejected the freedom of the will as
—PfSI\NG" as the leaders of Atheism and Agnosticism
to ner>Haeckel, Spencer, Huxley, and Clifford,
ite onlya few famous names

¢Sof time.”
tj 1Augustine, who did so much to lay the founda-
fou S°t Christian theology, opposed it. Calvin, the
of °t Calvinism, denied it. Luther, the founder
@ufl0”estautism, and Jonathan Edwards, the most
thif ° ~“eologian America has produced, all denied

m possesses a free-will.
iQi . at king of letters, the cool and subtle Erasmus,
Un 3. °°k on Free-Will, placed his keen rapier with
jjat,rring skill in the joints of Luther’s theological
doe0688- ver”™ Pei'tinently asked Luther, “ Why
ViHs.n°t God remove the vice of our will, since our
te 18”7°t in our power; or why does he make us
The n8™ ° ~ the vice of the will isinherentin man?
for MiIS® Says t° bhe potter : Why did you make me
« f@, Orna™lames ?” Luther—who declared Erasmus
thonbe ~ o worst enemy that Christ has had for a
aQ years,” and elegantly remarks that “ to
hi,, f Erasmus is like crushing a bug "—replied with
he jam°us work On the Bondage of the Will, in which
“Th°°S n°t mince matters, but roundly declares:
UiQj,0 human will is like a beast of burden. If God
uin. , *t, it wishes and goes as God wills; if Satan
5;nUnts it, it wishes_and goes as Satan wHls. Nor
b{,&e}iﬁ choese the riderit would prefer, or betake
0 "9 him, but it is the riders who contend for its
« Qoj88i°u.” To clinch the matter, Luther adds:
but ™ ”0rGknows nothing subject to contingencies,
tbjn foresees, foreordains, and accomplishes all
By by an unchanging, eternal, and efficacious will.
du8t .18 thunderbolt free-will sinks shattered in the
WU i -® mucb f°r theological ideas of free-
qul it is needless to say, wo reject for reasons

A pff er than those advanced by Luther.
i8 Ipi® reflection will serve to show that our will
int under our control. A disagreeable idea
Berh e8.~.seif> in spite of our will to forget it.
WG ~ *s tho recollection of something we wish
-_shad n°~ Sa™ or “one—remorse ; or afoolish action
anxiefl10 °r s°’mething you fear will happen—

the m”\Vi cannot bar them out, these spectres of
1Qd ; and sometimes they will not down. Many
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years ago | saw a cat run over by a cartload of bricks,
and the remembrance sometimes rises unbidden in
my mind; if | had a free-will that memory would
never rise again.

As the views in a magic lantern dissolve into one
another, so an idea of the mind is eclipsed by a
succeeding idea. To show the idleness of the idea of
a free-will, let anyone try to dismiss an idea from his
mind without another idea taking its place ; he will
find it impossible to do so. As Dr. Maudsley, the
famous mind specialist, has pointed out, “ to dismiss
one idea, another idea must arise; the will cannot
dismiss it.”

Here is another illustration which anyone can
parallel from his daily or hourly existence. | have
finished work for the day, and am sitting, resting and
smoking. | am tired, and feel that it is pleasant to
rest; still | have an uneasy feeling that | am wasting
valuable time. | have an impulse to get down a
book, but there is none that | am particularly
interested in at the moment. | should like to see
that article on Heine in the Fortnightly, but the
Public Library is a mile away, and | am tired ; | will
go to-morrow evening. A girl goes by with a
Marechal Neil rose at her throat. | think of that
rose; it sets my thoughts vibrating; it changes the
key and, as it were, sets another tune. | think of
when | was a child, and how much larger the roses
were then, and infinitely more fragrant; and how I
used to fetch something to stand upon, so that |
could smell the yellow roses against the wall. |
think of the long interval that has elapsed since
then, and the concluding lines of Marston’s poem,
“ Deathward Ways,” comes to mind :—

“ | walk a straight and solitary path,
A way which no sweet scent or verdure hath,
And as | walk, like strong and rising seas,
I hear my whole past surging on my track,
And would return, yet never may go back.”

The idea that | am wasting time returns with
more persistence ; but it is pleasant to rest. | begin
thinking about my thoughts. Why did | begin to
think about tho dead past ? Ah! it was that rose.
How a trifle like that alters the whole current of the
thoughts ! And yet there are people who believe in
free-will. I will write an article on Free-Will, and |
rise to look for pens and paper. | did not will to
think any of these things; they arose spontaneously,
one idea following another in a continuous proces-
sion, each arising from and linked to tho preceding
one, until the continuity was broken by some external
stimulus—in this case a rose. And yet, in the last
analysis, the result was governed by a physical neces-
sity. For when | had sufficiently rested—to have
continued sitting still would soon have produced
positive discomfort—and so | acted upon the impulse
uppermost in my mind at the critical moment.

As Dr. Luys points out:—

“ We generally imagine that wo ordain the direction
of our ideas into any desired channel, and that we can
govorn their evocation. Wo do not usually perceive
that while wo imagine wo are leading our ideas in one
direction we are unconsciously obeying tho second
phaso of a movement of which tho first has already
taken place.

| imagine that | think of an object by a spontaneous
effort of my mind; it is an illusion—it is because tho
cell-territory whero that object resides has been pre-
viously set vibrating in my brain. | obey when | think
| am commanding, merely turning in adirection towards
which | am unconsciously drawn.

A phenomenon quite analogous to the conjuring trick
of forcing a card takes place in this instance; the con-
juror forcing us unconsciously to take a card, while
letting us imagino wo havo a liberty of choice.” "

To show how incapable even educated men are of
grasping the point is well illustrated by Mr. Melrose
in his clever little book on Free-Will and Determinism,
who tells us that he once attended a lecture by Canon
Girdlestone, who incidentally introduced the subject
of free-will, treating it as practically unassailable.
To an opponent who offered objections, he proved it

* The Drain and its Functions, p. 254.
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by stating that he could exercise his free-will by
walking home hatless. As if that would have proved
free-will ! He forgot that the very desire of showing
that he possessed a free-will would he the motive governing
his action.

Mr. Nisbet, in his able work The Human Machine,
gives the following remarkable illustration of the
automatic character of the will —

“ The best exemplification of the working of the
human mind, in the circumstances imagined, is given by
a wonderful machine which may be inspected in the
Bank of England. It is a delicate balance for weighing
sovereigns, and it works automatically, its special
function being to throw the good coins into one recep-
tacle and the light ones into another. The sovereigns
are fed into a long sloping metal grove, down which
they slide, like men walking in Indian file. If a given
coin is decidedly of full weight it tilts it at once to the
right ; if decidedly light, it is thrown with equal promp-
titude to the left. The beautiful working of the machine
is best shown when it comes upon a doubtful sovereign.
It pauses. You can almost see it thinking. 1Shall I, or
shall | not, give it the benefit of the doubt ?’ it seems
to say. It quivers with indecision for a moment, and
then throws the coin into its appropriate receptacle,
right or left, as the case may be. A wonderful machine,
truly 1 So very like a human being in its action. If it
were possessed of consciousness, it would imagine each
time it judged a sovereign that it was exercising its
free-will. In point of fact, its action, intelligent as it
looks, is merely a mechanical response to a mechanical
stimulus.

Our brains are just such a mechanism, only infinitely
more complex and more sensitive. Stimuli from the
outer world act upon them through the organs of sense ;
recollections of past experience surge up; there is a
struggle for the mastery between the different emotions
or impulses excited. In the end, one set of feelings or
another outweighs the rest, and we imagine that our
minds are made up, that we have taken a decision. We
then plume ourselves upon our exerciso of froe-will. In
point of fact, the whole mental process is as much con-
ditioned by circumstances as the action of the sovereign
balance in the Bank of England.”

The clergy to-day are making a desperate stand
for free-will, as they have done against most scien-
tific truths. They know that the character of their
God is involved. They cannot afford to admit it,
although their candid friend Mr. Mallock tells them
plainly that the game is up. However, all their
struggles will not alter the truth. The doctrine of
Determinism has until lately been confined to the
study of the philosopher and the psychologist; it is
now becoming the property of the people; and when
they have once grasped it, good-bye to the authority
of the priest. w  Mann#

MAN AND HIS HELL.

His commanding posture, his opposable thumb, his spacious
convoluted brain, and his voice of terror and command have
enabled man to invent, elaborate, and apply to man all the
tortures of his imagined Hell. The cat plays with tho
mouse, but that is the feline culinary art; and the mouse is
shortly killed. Nor is tho mouse fastened; it has to the
last a chance of escape ; and often the mouse gets away after
a rousing game in which the stake was its life. Tho spider
weaves a web, and the insect is caught; hero tho prey is
fastened, but it is for food, and often a stout fly will break
the net, and at the worst he is soon despatched. It was
man who conceived the exquisite idea of fastening people in
order to hurt them at his will and pleasure. Not a mammoth
cat, insane and hunger-clung, ties up men and flogs them
uuderground to cook them quickly instead of employing the
longer, less brutal, and customary method with the mouse ;
it is man who does this to man, and not for food, but upon
principle. Not a Titanic spider, but man, rove tho strappado
and stretched the rack in order to hurt men in body, mind,
and soul, in every organ, nerve and sinew, joint and muscle,
repeatedly and for long periods without killing them : it was
man who did this, and not because he was starving and this
the only way to secure and prepare food, but in many cases
only because there was between him and his victims a
difference of opinion upon an entirely immaterial point.
It was not a pack of wolves, having captured more game
than they could dispose of, and being quite sated with flesh
and wanton with blood, who chained up men and women
and burned them alive: it was men who did this to men as
a religious duty.— John Davidson.
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The Lord J. C. and the Lord C. «L

Said the Lord J. C. of Galilee :
“ Judge not, that ye be not judged

And a great deal more that his “ friends ” ignore,
'Ere back to his bunk he budged.

Says the Lord C. J. of England, “ Nay,
Thou goest a bit too far;

If we followed thee, O Christ, 'twould be
All up with tho ‘' Bench and Bar.’”

Said the Lord J. C. of Galilee:
“ |If somebody vents his spite

On your ‘ near side ' cheek, be mild and meek
And turn unto him the right.”

Says the Lord C. J. of England, “ Nay,
The smitten should come to me,

And his chances seize of damages
For assault and batter-ee.”

Said the Lord J. C., “ If sued, agree
With the plaintiff—compromise,
Whiles in the way with him the day

That the Judge is at Assize.”

Says the Lord C. J. of England, “ Nay
For the Alverstonian sort

Would be out-of-works and out-of-perks
If we settled “ out of court.”

Said tho Lord J. C. of Galilee :
*With a thief in concord dwell;

If he steals your coat, don’t act the goat,
But give him your cloak as well.”

Says the Lord C. J. of England, “ Nay ;
Our property wo must guard.

Bring a thief to me at the C. C. C.—
1'll give him a twelvemonth hard.”

Said the Lord J. C. of Galilee :
“ Swear not in the name of God.
Simply say ‘ Yea, yea,’ or else ‘ Nay, nay,’
Or go to eternal quod.”

Says the Lord C. J. of England, “ Nay.”
So a man gets in the box,

And he hears him swear, nor turns a hair ;
An affirmer gives him shocks.

Said the Lord J. C., who cursed a tree,

“ You're damned if you say ‘ Thou fool."”
For the man of jaw laid down the law,

But he broko it as a rule.

Says tho Lord C. J., “ We folks to-day
Such ‘vulgar abuse’ despiso ;

'Tis by our law no crime, no cause,
Of an action even lies.”

Said the Lord J. C. of Galilee :
“ Thrice blest is tho ‘ man of straw.’
But woe to the tribes of swindling scribes,
And woe to tho men of law.”

Says tho Lord C. J., “ Christ spoke that day
Of the wicked ones alone.
I'm a Christian Judge.”— But that's all fudge;
He’'s one of tho “ Devil's Own T
Ess Jay Bee.

Monastic Prisons in Russia.

Most monks who have striven for religious freedom arc
thrown into monastery prisons; and these are oven worse
than tho dimgeon here, because every day they make tho
prisoners come into the chapel and there for hours go through
what they call the worship of God. Thousands of monks
are now in prisons, for thousands are beginning to strive for
tho freedom of conscience in Russia.

Twenty years ago | was a monk in a Baltic monastery-
All around us tho peasants had been for centuries Lutheran,
and now wo had been sent to force them to worship tho
Russian God.

In a log farmhouse near by there lived a young husband
and wife, to whom a baby was born. They resolved that
the child should be baptised in the Lutheran way.

So, only a few weeks after the little girl was born, late one
night to their log liouso camo a few of their friends—in
secret. With them camo tho Lutheran school-teacher, who
was also clergyman for peasants. This good old man had
come at tho risk of imprisonment, but he was used to taking
such risks.
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earn6 ¢(lesse™ child and baptised her, and then he began
~nestly to pray, while the peasants kneeled around him.

uuuenly the door was jerked open1 And in strode the
BriSHan Priest in his long black gown. Like all Russian
moiii e Wore his hair in long locks. Five Russian police-
men followed at his heels.
inst e,y-°Un” m°fher screamed and snatched her baby. One
i, , tlQterror she paused ; then she sprang out of the rear
and ran for the forest.
And tv.8"6 Was sf'h weak. Again and again she sank down,
low a? pollce' having beaten and bound all the men, fol-
ther '~6r fhe forest. They found her half-fainting
her h IO Pushes. Roughly they seized her and brought
eanl aCi  1-hat night she and her husband were taken to
the e<* ~eaf°n- And her child they took to the house of
priest.
The” °Ven ™ 's Pr*esf could not see a child starve to death.
mot,noxt day he persuaded the police to take this “ heretic ”
m,,, e*out °f gaol. She was brou‘ght with her baby to our
“ON@HREY prison, &4nd there she was kept for a y®ar'
\gi h her child she was brought into the chapel and
(& = - “ . "
remain on her knees—*“ worshiping.
they forced her to learn the Russian religion.
they saved” tine saul af this akild.
the end of a year the mother pretended to be con-
VeRed, and then she was freed.
Converted? Yes—to the Cause of Freedom !
Jealous revolutionists she and her husband became 1

~Ernest Poole, “ Saturday Evening Post” (New York).

fori
Thus

What

“G. B. S.” as a Lecturer.

ghv ~ nrsday afternoon, Juno 28, at the Caxton Hall, |
of j ye. f°r the first time the great privilege and pleasure
tifraring a lecture by Mr. Bernard Shaw. The sensational
item' ' Po*son‘rig the Proletariat,” in conjunction with the
com 6nSe P°Pularify °f the lecturer, drew a crowded audience,
P°®ed almost entirely of fashionably-dressed ladies. Mr.
ord'W *S an extraordinary-looking man, and a more extra-
tjj *?ary lecturer. Though by no means an orator, he hold
end r®jthless attention of the audience from beginning to
Porf ,fechnicaUy speaking, his lecture was a colloqual talk,
ever t' extcmPorary ; and yet ho got hold of the right word
"*Mo. It was a spontaneous speech by a highly-cultured

On wo° had struggled with tho subject for thirty years.
but: 6 surface, he was playful, witty, sometimes humorous,
earn tae depths Ol10could discern glowing passion and dead
to , eatness. He trifled with his audience in order to bo able

Th\V a 6w brutbs straight home.

tonolt°tU' hout whole deliverance there was an undor-
Bio,-]01 decided Atheism. It was Secularism, pure and
&id™ 6’ «° 110 gave uttorance. Not ono word was
iVerta?aiUiit religion : it was simply ignored. The idlo rich
are ;tcQ°unccd in most withering terms, not because they
fhev rre *8*ous and forsake tho house of God, but becauso
°ppj ar®° culpably ignorant of tho Science of Life; and tho
bet P°or wcro condemned, not becauso they drink and
becaund gamble, thus wasting their scanty earnings, but
their 8 th°y arc blind to tho true nature and significance of
Aitlii ~aubood and tho grand possibilities that lie latent
Hotliion y- According to Mr. Shaw, it is tho lack of a living
Bible f ossential solidarity of tho raco that is respon-
Bcietver Presonf iniquities and corruptions prevalent in
into * ~ was because of this lack that rich and poor came
betw Xlstuuco ; and this lack is a practically impassablogulf
becai?CU,” ° two classes. Tho Proletariat is being poisoned
at ail® ‘'bo Proprietariat is determined to increase its wealth

is o/n~flaw assurcd us that ho is a Socialist. Whether ho
Indi “Ot * d° not know ; but | am quite sure that a scientific
utmo t alist com have delivered the lecture with tho
advo(8\ HUccr'ty. | have often heard the same sentiments
teacha . ~ the editor of this journal. What Secularism
that e 8 18 ~lat there should be no privileged classes, but
alike r'®bts and opportunities should bo granted to all
Uecessg " benever tho kingly man appears he must of
an etfi;ryiSt® 4 the rest; and if Wio kingly man has also
eqnitj./i'btened and sympathetic heart his reign will bo
vham k* an<® mak® f°r the highest welfare of all. It is
WroU[i) inl'g; rulers, and sham legislators who have
Mr >,8ucb colossal harm in tho world,

generaf 'a'v called himself tho greatest among a whole
~tteran*Qll  cowards < but his lecture was a truly courageous
He ad C’.though its courago was tempered with sagacity.
i6buhel? Ms*Orctl pills, but they were sugar-coated. Ho
only ;,i . 18bearers to their faces ; but they thought ho was
doubt IX3' and laughed undor the lash. They were in
Ilg reapt > whether or not he was to be taken seriously.

1y bo is infinitely more than a joker, a wit, or a
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humorist—he is a prophet with a message of tremendous
significance to his fellow-men. In matters of detail and
nomenclature we may greatly differ from him and be angry
with him ; but as regards fundamental principles he is as
sound as a bell.

His closing words were most impressive ; and, as | listened
to them, | was strongly reminded of similar ones to be found
throughout the works of Colonel Ingersoll. “1 am so con-
stituted,” said the lecturer, Iithat | cannot be happy while
the majority of my fellows are miserable.” You may say
that this is largely a matter of temperament, and so it is;
but it is much more a matter of education, and there is a
deep sense in which temperament itself is a matter of edu-
cation. The true reformer, when he comes, will be seen to

be the schoolmaster.
Celticus.

IS THE RESURRECTION ATTESTED?

It has been said recently by “ A Layman,” in a letter to Mr.
Maurice, that the resurrection of our Lord is as well authen-
ticated as the death of Julius Coesar. It is far better
authenticated, unless we are mistaken in supposing the Bible
inspired; or if we admit as evidence the inward assurance
of the Christian, which would make him die rather than
disbelieve a truth so dear to him. But if the layman meant
that there was as much proof of it, in the sense in which
proof is understood in a court of justice, he could scarcely
have considered what he was saying. Julius Cresar was
killed in a public place, in the presence of friend and foe, in
a remarkable but still perfectly natural manner. The cir-
cumstances were minutely known to all the world, and were
never denied or doubted by any one. Our Lord, however,
seems purposely to have withheld such public proof of his
resurrection as would have left no room for unbelief. He
showed himself, “ not to all the people "—not to his enemies,
whom his appearance would have overwhelmed—but “ to
witnesses chosen before ;” to the circle of his own friends.
There is no evidence which a jury would admit that he was
ever actually dead. So unusual was it for persons crucified
to die so soon, that Pilate, we are told, “ marvelled.” The
subsequent appearances were strange, and scarcely intelligble.
Those who saw him did not recognise him till he was mado
known to them in the breaking of bread. He was visible
and invisible. He was mistaken by those who were most
intimate with him for another person ; nor do the accounts
agree which are given by tho different Evangelists. Of in-
vestigation in the modern sense (except in the one instance
of St. Thomas, and St. Thomas was rather rebuked than
praised,) there was none, and could bo none. The evidence
offered was different in kind, and the blessing was not to
those who satisfied themselves of tho truth of the fact by a
searching inquiry, but who gave their assent with the un-
hesitating confidence of love.—J. A. Froude.

HOW HE KEPT HIS PROMISE.

Tho story goes that a certain Nonconformist divine noted
for his smoking powers was sent for by the board of examiners
just before his ordination.

“ Mr. F.” said ono of tho board, “ your papers aro excellent,
but there is ono thing wo object to.”

Mr. F. asked what it was.

“ You aro addicted to tho evil habit of smoking.”

Mr. F. explained that ho saw no ovil in it, but, taking a
largo plug from his pocket, said:

“ In deference to your opinion, gentlemen, | promise you
this : As soon as | have smoked tho plug | hold in my hand
I will cease smoking forever.”

They were satisfied, and ho was ordained the next day.

Now as he refills his pipe he chuckles and tells you :

“ 1've kept my word. |'ve got that very plug yet!"

CAUSE AND EFFECT.

A theological student was sent one Sunday to supply a
vacant pulpit in a Connecticut valley town. A few days
after, ho received a copy of the weekly paper of that place
with the following item marked: “ Rev.------------ , of tho
senior class at Yalo seminary, supplied the pulpit at tho
Congregational Church last Sunday, and the church will now
bo closed three weeks for repairs.”— Cleveland Leader.

SUCH A GRANDFATHER.

A young man was being examined by a life-insurance
official as to his family record. Among other questions the
following was asked : “ Of what did your grandfather die? "

Tho applicant hesitated a few moments and then stam-
mered out: “ I-1'm not sure, but | think he died in infancy.”
— Lippinootts,
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

Notices of Lectures,etc., must reach ns by first post on Tuesday
and be marked "Leoture Notice,” if not sent on postcard.

LONDON.
Outdoor.

Bethnal Green Branch N. S. S.
Fountain): 3.15 and 6.15, C. Cohen.

Camberwell Branch N.S. S.: Rushcroft-road, Brixton, 11.30,
F. A. Davies; Brockwell Park, 3.15, F. A. Davies; 6, Ernest
Edwin.

CLArHASI Common: 3, A. D. Howell Smith, B.A., “ The Book
of Daniel.”

North L ondon Branch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill, Hampstead):
3.15, F. Schaller, “ From Christianity to Atheism ”; 0.30, J.
Rowney, “ Holy Moses and Company.”

West Ham Branch N. S. S. (The Grove, Stratford): 7, W. J.
Ramsey, “ The Delusion of Unimmortality.”

COUNTRY.

Liverpool Branch N.S.S. (Milton Hall, Daulby-street) : 7,
W. C. Schweizer, “ The Jungle; or, The Unspeakable Corruption
of Christian America.”

Porth Branch N. S. S. (Secular Room, Town Hall): 6.30, a
Lecture.

South Shields (Captain Duncan’'s Navigation School, Market-
place) : 7.30, Important Business Meeting.

Outdoor.

W ioan Bbanch N. S. S. (Market Square): Tuesday, July 10, at
7.45, H. Percy Ward, “ The Flowers of Freetliought and the
Weeds of Christianity.”

TRUE MORALITY i

Or The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthnsianism,
18, | BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT.

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

(Victoria Park, near the

In order that it may have a large circulation, and to bring it
within the reach of the poor, | have issued
A POPULAR EDITION IN PAPER COVERS.

A copy of this edition post free for 2d. A dozen copies, for dis-
tribution, post free for one shilling.

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

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

Orders should be sent to the author,

J. R HOLMES, EAST HANNEY, WANTAGE.

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

Thwaites’ Celandine Lotion.

Cures inflammation in a few hours. Neglected or badly dootored
.0oases. 3or 4days is sufficient time to cure any case. For sort
and Inflamed Eyelids. Nothing to equal the Lotion for Dimness
of Sight. Will remove Skin or Film that sometimes grows on
the Eye. As tho eye is one of the most sensitive organs of the
body, it needs the most careful treatment.

Cullpeper says in his Herbal Book that if the virtues ot
Celandine were generally known it would spoil the spectaole
makers’ trade. Is. lid. per bottle, with directions; by post 14

Btamps.
G. THWAITES,
HERBALIST, 2 CHURCH ROW. STOCKTON-ON-TEES

IS THE BIBLE INSPIRED?

This Useful Pamphlet by
Mr. G. W. FOOTE.

Will be forwarded, post free, for

THREE HALFPENCE.

The Pioneer Press. 2 Newcastle street, Farringdon-street, E.C.
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THE BOOK OF GOD

IN THE LIGHT OF THE HIGHER CRITICISM.
By G. W. FOOTE.

“ | have read with great pleasure yout Book of God. You have

shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Farrar's
It will do great good,

position | congratulate you on your book.
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with force and
beauty.” —Colonel Inoersoll.

“ A volume we strongly recommend....... Ought to be in the

hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer.” —Reynolds's New*
paper.
Bound in Stout Paper Covers- - - -

Bound in Good C loth

BIBLE HEROES.

By G. W. FOOTE.

Adam—N oah—Abraham— Jacob— Joseph—Joseph’sBrethren-"
Moses— Aaron — Joshua— Jephthah— Samson— Samuel—Saul—
David—Solomon — Job — Elijah— Elisha— Jehu— Daniel — Ths
Prophets—Peter—Paul.

200 pages, Cloth, 2s. 6d.

INTERNATIONAL FREETHOUGHT CONGRESS-

A Photograph of the National Secular Society’s
Delegates taken beneath the Voltaire Statue
in Paris, September, 1905.

Well Mounted for Framing, 15 by 20 ins.

ONLY A LIMITED NUMBER OF COPIES.

Price HALF-A-CROWN.
(Securely Packed and Post Free)
From—
The Secretary, N.S.S,, 2 Newcastle-St. E.C.

Books Wanted for Office Purposes.
The Diegesis, Robt. Taylor.

PAMPHLETS.

The Value of This Earthly Life, E. B. Aveling. Any Pamphlets
by Joseph Symes. Or old Debates.

Prisoner for Blasphemy.

State condition and Price—
The Secretary, N. S. S.,
2 Newcastlc-strcet, E.C.

A NEW EDITION. NOW READY.
Colonel Ingersoll’s Last Lecture.

WHAT IS RELIGION?

An Address delivered before the American Free Religious
Association at Boston, June 2, 1899.

Price Twopence.

Take a Road of Your Own

Or, Individuality and Mental Freedom

By COLONEL R. G. INOERSOLL
PRICE ONE PENNY
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THE SECULAR SOCIETY,

(LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee.

Registered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C.
Chairman of Board of Directors—Mr. G. W. FOOTE,

Secretary— E. M.

“ Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal seonrity to the

TV2aiM°n an” aPPlication of funds for Seoular purposes.
Q a®Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Sooiety's

shcMs i.are ‘—~'0 Prom°te the principle that human conduot

natn iL® })ased upon natural knowledge, and not upon super-
end f aud that human welfare in this world is the proper
To a8 thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry.

, P~ ote universal Secular Education. To promote the com-
Uwf8 .se°’Marisation of the State, etc., eto. And to do all such
holdUL as ar® conducive to such objects. Also to have,
or h’ reoce*ve>and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised,
e9aeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of
of the Society.
shouts labiUty of members is limited to £1, in case the Society
liabirt’ ever he wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover
wties—a most unlikely contingency.
®bers pay an entrance fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent
TI/ ascription of five shillings,
larp  Society has a considerable number of members, but a much
Bain s anrrher is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
it J 7 -amon8at those who read this announcement. All who join
its, tl0'17ate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of
tiOne rce8. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa-
te n < no meraber, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from
*°=>ety, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in
&y way whatever. *
Lire f Booiety’'8 “ffairs arc managed by an elected Board of
twsl r8 consiating of not less than five and not more than
\0 Members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

THE BIBLE

VANCE (Miss).

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

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

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

A Form of Bequest—The following {3 a sufficient form of
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:—“ | give and
“ bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of £----
“ free from Legaoy Duty, and | direct that a receipt Bigned by
" two members of the Board of the said Society and the Secretary
Tithereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors for the
Tisaid Legacy.”

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

HANDBOOK

FOR

FREETHINKERS AND

INQUIRING CHRISTIANS

EDITED BY

G. W. FOOTE and

W. P. BALL

A New Edition, Revised, and Handsomely Printed
CONTENTS:
Part 1.—Bible Contradictions. Part Il.—Bible Absurdities. Part Ill.—Bible Atrocities.

Th/\

e above four useful parts, convenient for the pocket, may he had separately,
Best Edition, bound in cloth, 2s. 6d. (Postage 3d.)

whole, bound in one volume, Is. 6d.;

N ~“®N,le Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promises, and Unfulfilled Prophecies.

FOURPENCE Each, or the

It’ " ? »8*s a volumo which we strongly commend to all interested in the study of tho Judaic-Christian Scriptures.
1Bedited by G. W. Foote and W. P. Ball, and Published by the Freethonght Publishing Company, 2 Newcastle-street,

r rn®gTon.street, London, E.C., price Is. fid.
garding unless ho has studied this remarkablo volumo.

Perf~ value as an aid to tho exposition of tho Christian religion from a thoughtful aud critical standpoint.
Since 1888 it has boon tho standard volume of tho subject with which it deals,

and™t* army °f facts and comparisons.

Indeed, wo cannot conceive any Christian as having a faith worth
Teachers in Sunday and elementary schools will find it of

It is a
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