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compromise with institutions of which your con- 
Mence disapproves,—compromises which are usually 

^de for the sake of the general good,—instead of pro- 
o“<jln9 the good you expected, inevitably lead you not 
, ty to acknowledge the institution you disapprove of, 
ut also to participate in the evil that institution produces.

— Tolstoy.

Slighting the A lm ighty.

jhss Marie Corelli has launched a new novel 
p01? the old slips. We have not read it yet. 

erhaps -we never shall. But we have read (and 
Nticieed) other novels of hers, and we are in no 

trUlfL *° the new one. To tell the gospel
« °th, we have a lot of other reading to get through 

®t; some in the way of business, and some in the 
, ay of pleasure. Amongst the latter sort is the 
j^ar> delightful little “ Oxford miniature” edition of 

eats, printed on the thinnest India paper, and small 
( °aSh to go into a waistcoat pocket. We bought it 
Anfl luxury 0 just for the joy of reading him again. 
c 8 until we have savored the last fine line of Keats 
CQ y? spare time to read all the windy pages of 
y6a ? Never! Perish the thought! “  The music 
tyj^'ng like a god in pain ”—ah, if Corelli could 
^ 0 like that it would bo another matter. We too 
pe a then be amongst her adorers. And a lot of 
of who are now in the list would then be out

i8 only the title, and another item, of Miss 
j i  10 Corelli’s novel with which we are concerned. 
6o 6 ^ lo  is The Treasure of Heaven. No doubt this 

^ds more like the title of a sermon than the titlo 
Bera 'Vork of fiction—although the distinction between 

010118 and fiction is often rather formal that sub- 
i h d a 1’- wo raise no objection on that account;
Co/n- ^ 18 9 Û ° in ^eePin 8 with the titles of former 
Out ■ r° mances- When the great Hall Caine came 
0n  ̂ The Christian the great Mario Corelli went 
be °®ttor with The Master Christian. There was a 
for ,8weef' boy in that book, with a strange turn 
per Ol0rab8ing; and ho turned out to bo no less a 
a, ]ai°Daf’e than Jesus Christ in disguise. Well now, 

y ^bo could go through a whole book arm in 
th0 ’ j18 ^ were, with Jesus Christ, and pat him on 
Ver/ le°k> and 8ay “  Good boy ! good boy ! ” might 
’bust^ 1 Write about the Treasuro of Heaven, for she 
On 1 00 acquainted with the establishment and 
inci8b?aking terms with all its principal officers, 
ever the Boss of Bosses himself. And really, if 
°l°se lu PufPlfc whipper-snapper can bow his head, 
With b" 8 ey°8> an<d talk to God (wo say to God, not 

s 1ID’ *or the confabulation is always one-sided), 
torir/ °  n° reason why Mario Corelli should be on 

^Vh-f ea8  ̂ famibarity with her Maker. 
arti0i o ar° wo driving at, then, in the titlo of this 
of pj® ' Why this. We think that if The Treasure 
P°rtra>Cn mus  ̂ have a portrait it should be the 
8nap  ̂ ° f the Boss. We do not mean a hasty 
Ij0t.tj °t> such as Moses might have taken as the 
that past posteriori, as the logicians say)
g r w j. t in the rock. We mean a good firm photo- 
linea ’ a foil length affair, if possible, with every 
Won^ *) elear and precise. A portrait like that 
intro<ju 0 w°rth having. Some of the old painters 

1̂807°°^ father in their pictures. Giotto

himself did so. But those old painters drew from 
imagination. They had never seen the Boss. But 
who shall say this of Marie Corelli ? She, who is so 
intimate with the celestial company, might have 
given us a valuable likeness of the one being who 
seems to have escaped interviewers and photo
graphers. Instead of doing this, however, she gives 
us a photograph of—herself. Hitherto she has urged 
that the public has no concern with an artist’s per
sonality. Self-advertisers have been her abhorrence. 
But she has been photographed like this, and photo
graphed like that, so often against her will, that she 
was obliged to be photographed again in self-defence. 
“ This is the fair incomparable she.” We have it on 
her own certificate. And all the hosts of Corelli-ites 
will be able to fall down and worship, feeling that 
this is no idol, but the very goddess herself.

It is well for the Corelli-ites to have Marie Corelli’s 
photograph. But it ought not to have appeared in 
The Treasure of Heaven. At least, it ought not to 
have appeared alone. The Almighty should have 
had a chance. He has not even a look in. It is a 
great slight on his Omnipotence. The poor Deity 
may say, “ This is your hour." Perhaps he dreams 
of still worse things to come. He is of the male 
persuasion, and the modern female agitation against 
“ mere man ” may extend itself to the gods. In that 
case he may bo pushed aside to make room for a 
female divinity. Woman in these days claims to be 
everything ; and when woman makes up her mind it 
is hard for a son of a woman to say her nay. She 
cannot bo a member of parliament yet, but she can 
sit upon the throne. And why not upon the throne 
of thrones ? Why should a male deity occupy that 
post for evor ? Why not give the females a turn ? 
Wo believe there are several ready for the job. 
Anyhow, there is Miss Marie Corelli—who might 
arrango the matter with Miss Billington.

But until “  the kingdom of heaven is taken by 
violence” the Almighty should be treated with 
becoming respect. Certainly ho should bo treated 
so by Miss Mario Corelli in a matter of this sort. 
She has made thousands of pounds by taking his 
namo in vain. She need not take his face in vain 
too. We suggest that she should give him an oppor
tunity in the second edition of her novel. Her own 
photograph need not be displaced. His and hers 
might appear together. But in that case, perhaps, 
the title of the book should be altered. We Two 
would not be a bad suggestion, only it has already 
been appropriated by another lady novelist. Or, if 
the title of Miss Corelli’s novel cannot be changed 
now, it might at least receive an addendum, and 
could then run as follows: “ The Treasure of Heaven : 
with Portraits of the two Chief Wardens."

Miss Corelli may protest that our remarks are 
blasphemous. Wo beg to assure her that they are 
nothing of the kind. We do not know whether she 
has road the Bible. Wo have. And it tells us that 
Jacob saw God face to face; that God spake unto 
Moses face to face; and that a number of elders 
went up a mountain and saw the God of Israel. His 
face is not mentioned in tho third instance, but his 
feet are—and they must have been nine hundred and 
ninety-nines. Ho is therefore solid enough to be 
photographed, and his portrait would be “  the catch 
of the season.”  Qt w . FOOTE.
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The Religion o f  Nature.

Several eulogistic reviews of a book by Mr. E. Kay 
Robinson, Editor of The Country Side, bearing the 
above title induced me to secure a copy as likely to 
be a work worth reading. And although not agreeing 
with the author’s conclusions, and hardly anyone 
could fairly claim that these have been demonstrated, 
the book is one that does repay perusal far more than 
is usual with such as endeavor to reconcile religious 
beliefs with our modern knowledge of nature. Mr. 
Robinson writes of animal life with the zest of a 
nature lover and the suggestive experience of a keen 
observer. And however much one may disagree with 
the position taken up one feels that there is here no 
professional theologian striving by evasion and sup
pression and distortion to obtain a verdict on behalf 
of a creed he may or may not really believe himself, 
but a man who is sincerely convinced of the truth of 
the position taken up.

Mr. Robinson’s book owes its origin to a question 
propounded by “  A Freethinker,”  a man “  of known 
ability, a good naturalist,” and “  whose name, if pub
lished, would surprise most of my readers,” doubtless 
one of the numerous band of scientific unbelievers, 
who for various reasons keep their heresy a secret. 
The question propounded was how the author could 
reconcile his religious beliefs with the cruelty and 
suffering of the animal world. The objection is, of 
course a common one, and nothing that Mr. Robinson 
says in reply really removes the objection. Much 
that he writes corrects exaggerated methods of stating 
the objection, but this, in my opinion, is all that is 
accomplished. Mr. Robinson raises a protest against 
unduly pressing the “ human point of view ” and for 
this he may easily find justification. We are all too 
apt to read our own feelings into animals, not merely 
qualitatively, but also quantitatively. And this is a 
statement that holds true not only of man in relation 
to animals, but also of man in relation to other 
members of his own species. For even with human 
beings the degree of pain or suffering is not only con
ditioned by the nervous system of each individual, 
but also by the habits and mode of life of each. It 
would be untrue to assume that the susceptibility to 
suffering is the same with a savage as with a civilised 
being; and it is equally unwise to assume that cer
tain people under a given set of conditions experience 
the same unhappiness that others would foel if 
suddenly placed in the same environment. Mr. 
Robinson does well in calling attention to the danger 
of overvaluing the human aspect of things, but one 
feels that in doing this he comes near sinning in the 
opposite direction—if ho does not actually do so.

Mr. Robinson’s method of meeting the objection 
stated by “ A Freethinker” may be put very briefly, 
and is as follows. The avoidance of certain injurious 
influences, ho admits, is common to all the animal 
world, including man. But while this is so, man 
alone, by the exclusive possession of self-conscious
ness, experiences unhappiness or suffering “ in the 
human sense of anguish, agony, pain, torment, torture, 
etc.” This can only be experienced provided “  one 
knows what one feels,” that is, possesses the power of 
thinking about one’s feelings, and Mr. Robinson holds 
that there exists no evidence to provo that any 
animal other than man does this. From this comes 
the conclusion that “ except from the human point of 
view there is no happiness or unhappiness in the 
world,” and therefore tho objection to Theism on the 
score of the cruelty existing in the animal world 
loses all its force.

The first remark one has to make on Mr. Robinson’s 
thesis is that there is nothing more dangerous or 
more misleading than drawing sharp lines of demarca
tion between different branches of the animal world. 
Tho procedure is risky enough when it is concerned 
with physical structures, but it is still more so when 
it has to do with less understood psychical processes. 
A great many animal actions are purely automatic. 
This may be freely conceeded; but many human 
actions are also automatic, and it is a matter of no

little difficulty to say always what is wholly instinc- 
tive and what is partly so. We may also admit tha 
in the case of the sensitive plant, which winces on 
contact with an injurious substance, we have nothing 
comparable to the reasoned avoidance of danger by » 
human being. But between the sensitive plant an 
man there is an infinite number of gradations, and i 
by no means follows that because the plant does no 
feel pain as humans do, or because the lowest animals 
have also little or no capacity for pain, that we are 
to class everything on the level of the plant until we 
come to man, and then make a sudden departure by 
the introduction of a new factor of consciousness. 
It is all a matter of nervous development; and nothing 
in Mr. Robinson’s book makes against the position 
that consciousness, the power of looking before 
and after, of learning from individual experience, is 
as much a growth as is anything else. ,

Mr. Robinson gives a number of illustrations and 
explanations in support of his thesis, most of them 
ingenious, some of them probably correct, but all ot 
them inconclusive. Every animal, he points out» 
inherits certain instincts leading it to avoid certain 
things as injurious as well as to follow certain courses 
that are beneficial. Therefore, when a dog exhibits 
fear of a whip that was used to chastise him, it only 
means that the whipping left an imprint on the nerve 
centres of the dog, and the sight of the whip complete 
an automatic nervous connection which brings the 
animals natural instinct to avoid injury to his body 
into full activity. Well and good, but what more is 
there, in kind, that happens in the case of human 
beings ? Greater power enables human beings t° 
effect a nicer discrimination in the direction of who 
holds the whip, and whether they have recently done 
anything to deserve a whipping, but this is a differ" 
ence of degree only, not a difference of kind. Mu 
Robinson only believes otherwise because of hi® 
assumption that whereas the animal mind resemble® 
a telegraph office under an ordinary master dealing 
with all messages recoived in a prorogulated manner» 
tho human mind resembles a more important office 
with a suporior official in charge, deciding which 
shall he given preference and which put in the back
ground. The illustration is far moro ingenious than 
it is warranted.

And none of Mr. Robinson’s illustrations, although 
widely drawn, cover tho cases whore tho inherited 
nervous mechanism does not enable one to prodict 
what an animal will do ; and where, therefore, there 
occurs new adjustments in harmony with acquired 
experience. A monkey who on first being given an 
egg smashes it on the floor and thus loses it® 
contents, but afterwards carefully breaks one end 
and peels off the shell, presents as good evidence of 
intelligent adaptation as can bo found in a human 
being. Similar illustrations of other animals might 
be cited, but a singlo one is onough to provo that 
Mr. Robinson’s thesis will not bear careful examina
tion.

I do not longer labor this point becauso even 
though tho theory that human pain and animal pain 
are distinct in kind were admitted, tho “ Free
thinker’s ” objection is not really disposed of. Mu 
Robinson holds that it is in virtue of an inherited 
nervous organism that animals wince from “  pain, 
without being conscious of their reason for so doing- 
Well, but unless it is denied that tho nerve tissue of 
animals is altogether different from the nerve tissue 
of human beings, it will not be questioned that, f°r 
tho time at least, the presence of a substance or a 
condition against which the nervous system of an 
animal reacts, is the occasion of discomfort. Any
one who has watched a dog moaning over a wounded 
paw, and moaning at intervals oven while feeding» 
will surely admit this. And, if this is admitted, all 
that Mr. Robinson proves is that, in stating tho caso 
against Theism, tho argument derived from the exist
ence of pain in the animal world is exaggerated. 
This may be true, but tho argument really rests not 
upon the quantity of pain, but upon its existence; 
and, until it can bo shown that this does not exist, a 
“ Freethinker’s ” complaint will stand.
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is

Rut the argument from animal suffering is only 
Part of a larger one. The complete argument would 
embrace human suffering. Here there can be no 
question as to its reality, although Mr. Robinson 

*ght have, with nearly as much warranty, lumped 
u tho the lowest types of mankind with the rest of 

6 animal world. Here the defence is a familiar, 
. useless, one. “  The suffering of men is the spur 

inch urges them upwards, the life of every man 
aving a credit balance on the side of happiness.” 
Ue latter portion of this statement may certainly 
0 questioned. Of the race, as a whole, it is true 

Gnuugb, because the conditions of life, as a whole, 
und the conditions of general happiness, must 

timately coincide. But natural selection works 
or ih0 preservation of the species, and only for the 

Preservation of individuals as a means to this end. 
• Qu> in some individual cases, certainly the balance 

not on the side of happiness. With some, the 
onditi°ns of life become so intolerable that suicide 
8 tho result. And, with others, suicide is not 
Ported to more because of the unreasoning desire 
0 hve, developed by natural selection, than from 
ny conscious appreciation of the joys of living.
And it is only in a wide sense-—that of using 

u lering as the equivalent of every form of incon- 
0nience and dissatisfaction—that any truth can be 
tached to the first portion of the statement quoted, 
ut even here it only holds good of the race, not of 

^ividuals. For the dissatisfaction, with existing 
uuditions that lead to improvements in various 
Sections, often means the crushing out of those 
Uo are the less fortunately endowed of our species. 

, 0 end may be a good end for those who survive as 
g 0 culmination of a process !
, ut what of those who have gone hefore, who have 

0u crushed out, and whose only crime is that they 
0re not better than Nature, or God, made them ? 

f j  » its narrower form the doctrine is almost entirely 
D 8.G> if not wholly so. Pain does not elevate and 
c r'iy I it deadens and deteriorates. Tho tide of life 
G Uot run so swiftly, nor so clearly, in an organism 
joffiencing pain as it would otherwise. That pain 
Qj. °ra and happiness elevates is one of the clearest 
in Etymological truths ; and in morals one can see
and0aso after case how characters have gone to wreck
«u ff0rum under the influence of long-continued 

Many there are who bear pain withBring. Many tnoro are
’^Prising fortitude, and who maintain a soronity of 
0tuper and sweetness of disposition in tho presence 

01 C0ntinuod suffering. But it is an abuse of lan- 
to speak of these qualities as due to 

buffering. It is simply an evidence that some char- 
Uuters can withstand its influence, as others are 
kl°of against alcohol or an infectious disease. Nor 
CilQ it be hold that suffering has a wholly good offect 
?n °ven those who witness it. With some it may call 
,0l'th—not create—kindly feelings and beneficent 
actions, but it just as frequently doadens feeling 
.y*th others. Ono of the commonest of experiences 
1' constant contact with misery and pain
■uiituates ono to their presence. It is this truth 
10,t lies at tho root of the objection to public 

, xnibitions of brutality, to bringing up children
„Situated to brutal sports, and to tho sinister
social - - - - - -
carele

truth that, by habituation, people may live 
'vh0luSSly un^or conditions that would drive others, 
Pai° ■ ve beon differently situated, to suicide. That 
s-nd*1 ^ a £>00<I thing is a piece of mere pulpit rhetoric, 
the lV1̂  n°thing else to commend it. Were it true, 
^ t j  P l e d g e  and sympathy that leads to the dimi- 
ioad°fl sufforing would bo but instruments on tho 

M ■^k^karism and degradation. 
sPui-i; R?bT on’8 *’iniR Pl°a Eiat Eiis uso Pa’n as a 
Poss’n  Ro<Rw beneficence working in tho world, is, if 
'v°rl(] • more futile. If there is a God, tho
th0 his creation ; and therefore God, working in 
an ^ 01'ld, is God working against himself—calling 
°r0dit Pr^ c*P*° into existence, and then claiming 
caviSo 0̂r limiting tho extent of the evil it might 
must V before we can accept this theory one
c°ula in a position to see what purpose oven a God 

S0rvo by bringing things right in the end that

could not have been as well, or better, served by 
putting them right at the beginning. Mr. Robinson 
has written an earnest book and an interesting book; 
but he has not come within even a reasonable distance 
of removing “ A Freethinker’s ” objection. But no 
man need be ashamed of failing to achieve the 
p o s s i b l e .  c . C oh en >

W h y  Christ Has F ailed .—II.

( Concluded from p. 484.) .
Let us look again at Dr. Forrest’s conception of 
Christ. It is necessary to know exactly what it is, 
inasmuch as many present-day divines have adopted 
it. The central, most essential thing in it is the 
declaration that Christ was neither God nor man 
exclusively ; but a stranger and more incredible thing 
still in it is the assertion that his divinity was per
sonal, while his humanity was impersonal. He had 
no human mind, nor will, nor conscience, nor heart ; 
and yet, in spite of the absence of these, and, con
sequently, of human personality, “ to call him man 
is true.” His mind, will, conscience, and heart were 
divine, and he had a divine personality, so that “  to 
call him God is true and yet he was not even God 
exclusively. To some this may seem highly abstruse, 
though in reality there is no abstruseness in it at 
all : it is simply humorous. After carefully elabo
rating this amusing conception of the “ Incarnate 
One,” Dr. Forrest calmly assures us that this mar
vellously constituted being “  never broke through the 
restrictions of the human nature He had voluntarily 
assumed.” Now, this last statement is of a crucial 
nature, and we must mark well the word never in it. 
Christ never broke through the restrictions, limita
tions, or conditions of humanity.

We are now ready to proceed. Examine this 
Christ carefully. He always kept within the limits 
of humanity. What, then, was the use of his deity, 
of which he is said to have been ahvays conscious ? 
What good did his divine personality do him ? As to 
knowledge ho was on an equality with all others of 
tho same station in society, his moans of acquiring 
information being precisely identical with theirs. 
This is made most emphatic in Dr. Forrest’s book. 
Christ’s mental qualities and acquisitions were 
similar to those of his neighbors, for he never broke 
through the limitations of humanity. And yet—and 
yet Dr. Forrest has the temerity to tell us that this 
being thus limited, who never broke through his 
voluntarily assumed restrictions, has presented the 
world with “  tho final revelation of religious truth 
and practice.” He has shown tho world “ what God 
is, and how we should conceive of Him.” After all, 
then, if this is true, Christ must have broken through 
tho restrictions of humanity, and Dr. Forrest’s theory 
of tho Incarnation breaks down. But is it true that 
Christ gave the world a now conception of God and 
human duty? Let us see.

Dr. Forrest has a long and exceedingly lucid 
chapter on “  Christ’s Authority on God but he does 
not point out what Christ said about God that had 
never been said before. Even on the assumption 
that the Gospels are historical documents, it cannot 
be contended that Jesus gave birth to a single new 
idea concerning God. That he called him Father is 
doubtless true ; but Father had been one of the 
commonest names of the Deity for many centuries, 
if not millenniums, before his day. Something must 
be said here which is not found in Dr. Forrest’s book. 
If tho Gospels are to be relied upon, Christ claimed 
that no one could over know tho Father except by 
believing in him as the only begotten Son ; and in 
making that claim ho virtually broke through tho 
restrictions of humanity. No ordinary man would 
ever dream of making such a preposterous claim.

In this chapter the author takes far too much for 
granted, and is guilty of great injustice towards 
people who differ from him, especially towards 
Atheists. Ho takes for granted that God is the final
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reality, and that for some reason the eyes of Atheists 
are holden that they cannot see him, the fact being 
that Atheism is the result of having had the eyes 
widely opened. Another thing taken for granted by 
Dr. Forrest is that the sense of moral responsibility 
would be impossible apart from the belief in God. 
Does not our friend know that the sense of moral 
responsibility is much older than the belief in a god ? 
It is true that the ethical instinct has a universal 
character; but the ethical instinct is strong in people 
who have no sense of God at all. Here is what our 
author says:—

1 “ It is this fundamental ethical quality in humanity 
on which Christ seizes as the organon for gaining the 
true knowledge of God.”

That sentence is in italics to indicate its importance 
in the author’s estimation; but for the life of me I 
cannot find a single passage in the Gospels which 
verifies it. Dr. Forrest is truly eloquent when he 
enlarges on the transcendent value and beauty of 
the moral sense, and traces its growth and develop
ment in human society ; but he falls into the common 
theological error of asserting that man’s moral 
ascent is due to God’s active presence in his life. 
He says:—

“  Whence is it that men are thus impelled and con
strained along one ascending line of moral effort, drawn 
on oftentimes in spite of themselves, so that they curb 
their most eager passions and 1 follow the gleam,’ yet 
ever the longer they follow it the path grows easier 
before them and the joy increases ? It is, says Christ, 
the very presence of God in them. It is He who has 
made them to be partakers of His own life of blessed
ness, and the imperatives that urge them upward are 
the impulses of His Spirit which does not suffer them 
to be content with anything short of Himself. It is the 
Father disciplining His children. That is why there is 
no cessation in the moral ascent. It is the growing 
discovery of possession of the Infinite.”

disciples were to strictly obey. That he himself did 
not observe all.of them does not affect my conten
tion in the least.

In the second place, Dr. Forrest endeavors to 
explain away all the impossible precepts of his Lord- 
“  Resist not evil; but whosoever smiteth thee on tby 
right cheek, turn to him the other also,” is doubtless 
one of such precepts. These words, our author 
claims, do not express “ the whole mind of Christ on 
the subject.” When he himself was struck by the 
officer of the High Priest, instead of turning the 
other cheek, he “  remonstrated against the insult. 
To unprejudiced people the plain fact is that the 
commandment under consideration is a wholly im
practicable and absurd one, which no one has ever 
been able to observe, not even that erratic man of 
genius, Count Tolstoy. Instead of courageously 
obeying it, Christians generally quietly ignore it, and 
go their own way, while Christian teachers content 
themselves with trying to explain i t ; and we all 
know how numerous and contradictory the explana
tions offered are. Tolstoy is about the only one who 
takes it as it stands and honestly though vainly 
attempts to convert it into practice.

Another commandment—“ Give to him that asketb 
thee, and from him that would borrow of thee turn 
not thou away ”—is treated in a similar manner, Dr- 
Forrest explains it thus :—

“ Christ had in view those who were destitute of tb® 
necessities or elementary comforts of existence, wb° 
had no bread to eat, who were faint with thirst, 
shivering for lack of clothing; and He forbade H1® 
disciples to turn a deaf ear to the appeal of a brother in 
sore need. His language but repeats, though accord10® 
to His wont in more vivid and emphatic form, tb® 
humane exhortations of the Old Testament. In tb®* 
age there was no such organised provision made by tb® 
community as exists to-day for the homeless or un
employed.”

That may be good modern theology, and the unmis
takable stamp of piety is upon it. But it is not fair 
to make Christ responsible for it, because he never 
taught i t ; and besides it is not true to fact. Man
kind have not made a steady moral ascent. Morally 
the world is to-day pretty much what it was two 
thousand years ago. The ascent has been almost 
imperceptible. But had there been a perfectly good 
and loving Heavenly Father “  disciplining his chil
dren,” and revealing and imparting himself to them, 
humanity would have reached something like per
fection long ere this.

And this leads me to the chapter in which 
“  Christ’s Authority on Individual Duty ” is under 
discussion. In my opinion this is the most admirable 
and valuable chapter in the book. I have read it 
through several times with both pleasure and profit. 
But as a vindication of Christ's authority on morals it is 
a complete failure. After all said and done, Dr. 
Forrest is dominated in ethics not by Christ, but by 
his own common sense. And is not this true of most 
Christians ? Their loyalty to their Lord is merely 
nominal, a sentiment rather than a literal fact. 
With due deference I venture to suggest that on this 
point the author is scarcely fair to Christ. In the 
first place, he maintains that to regard the Master’s 
words as absolute rules, to be literally observed, is to 
“  misrepresent the real character of Christ’s authority 
in the sphere of conduct.” “  They are not formal 
rules,” he adds, “ but principles.” But Christ him
self is reported to have laid them down as rules, 
commandments, obedience to which was the sole test 
and proof of loyal discipleship. At the close of the 
Sermon on the Mount Jesus is made to say, “  Every 
one which heareth these words of mine, and docth 
them, shall be likened unto a wise man,” etc., and 
“  Every one that heareth these words of mine, and 
doeth them not, shall be likened unto a foolish man,” 
etc. (Matt. vii. 24-27). There is no ambiguity there. 
Again : “  If ye keep my commandments ye shall abide 
in my love"; “ Ye are my friends, if ye do the things 
I command you “  These things I command you ” 
(John xv. 10, 14, 17). Nothing is clearer from the 
record than that Jesus issued commands which his

Then follows an eminently clear exposition of tb® 
system of philanthropy in practice to-day. Wit0 
this exposition I have no fault to find ; but I m0®“ 
protest against regarding such a system as being J.° 
harmony with the commandment of Christ. It (s 
rather in direct antagonism to it. Dr. Forrest® 
explanations are most ingenious; but they do not 
succeed in proving that Christ’s moral teaching 
possesses any actual authority, such as is claim®01 
for it.

Dr. Forrest discusses the silence of Christ on tb0 
subject of slavery, and justifies it, or, rather, off01’® 
an apology for it. Ho frankly admits, howover, th® 
the Now Testament does not contain a single worn 
in condemnation of the degrading institution 0 
slavery. I go further and affirm that the Now T0S‘ 
tament recognises the system of slavery, and issue® 
counsels to both slave-owners and slaves. In oth0r 
words, Christianity recognised slavery as one of tb0 
institutions of the world to which it had no opp0®1' 
tion to offer, although the Pagan Stoics had already 
“ passed tho word that all men were equal, and ba 
spoken of brotherhood as well as of tho duties 0 
man towards man.” Tho Church also recogni®0 
slavery and defended it in tho name of God and tb0 
Bible. On this ground I unhesitatingly declare tb® 
emancipation was not a Christian achievement. 1 
was not loyalty to Christ, but an enlightened sen® 
of humanity, that mado it obligatory. The conscieu0 
that liberated the slaves was a human conscience, n° 
a Christian' one. ,

Now, is it not undeniable that Christ has fail00 
because he is an utterly impossible being, a being 10 
whom to believe is an irrational a c t ; because bi® 
teaching is as impossible as his own existence; ilC. 
because he made false promises as to tho result® 0 
his own power on tho world ? Christendom is °°  
rapidly losing confidence in him, and beginning1, 
rely upon its own natural instincts, and to be gnl00 
in its conduct by natural knowledge. A reaction ma' 
take place, though this is doubtful; but no r e a c t i 0 
will eventuate in the establishment of the author1J 
of the Christ of the Gospels, either in morals 
even in religion. The religion attributed to him
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Gospels died in the birth, while as to the religion 
which to-day bears his name there is nothing like 
Agreement among its champions either as to what 
■t really is, or as what it is expected to do for 
Mankind

J. T. Lloyd.

Are W e Less R eligious ?

If we are, let us be thankful! Despite bishops 
whose dioceses are Nowhere-in-Particular, or eminent 
^ergymen, some of whom do not think we are going 
to the “  demnition bow-wows,” but are on the road 
t° All-right, we can rejoice that some of them 
acknowledge the fact that England is less “  religious ” 
IP their sense, and more common-sense and practical, 
hot there is still more than enough religion left to 
8° round, and a superfluous amount for everyone. 
And so long as a clerical class and caste is to he sup
ported, so long as the collection has to be taken up, 
so long as missions require maintenance—especially 

. 6re they are neither needed nor wanted—there 
exist the demand for more Gospel light, more 

Glergy, more churches, more missions. It is Oliver
Twist over again. And the Church, like the baby
fP^.the soap so much advertised, “ won’t be happy 
ll̂ he gets it.”
out England is awaking to the knowledge that the 

°w has been bent too long and that freedom has 
°̂me. if  abused by the sharp “  smart set,” it is well 
sed by the common people. Sunday is becoming 
°re and more a day of true rest, real relief, actual 

f ®asure. Arthur Clennain’s mother and her “ wrath- 
^Uy-bound Bible,” described by Dickons, have to 

°P down and out. The piety of gloom and misery, 
It • II1UĈ  hypocrisy and cant, is no longer wanted. 
st,\ °u t 0f place to-day. People cannot, will not, 
j^ d  it. “ The sword of the Lord and Gideon ” is 
Jl yQt7 dull and rusty, and decidedly ineffective. 
An*) 1Btter weapon of ethics—morals—does the work. 
q ? Wo are not to be like “ dumb, driven cattle ” 
aQ,er clerical goads, or the whips of dogmatism; 
ind ^r v̂ers ^ave f°und it out. Intelligence and 
j, .pendent thought among the people have had 
rorlr. effect on the clergy of all Churches, and on

Pdonists.
biu question to ask is not “  Are we less religious ?” 
Ij rather, “ Are wo more true to right and justice ?” 
BVsfVe are seebing the betterment of the social 
*ut ^ we 8̂ r*vo f°r our personal advance in 
Cr G ^gonce, kindness, and goodwill, questions as to 
Wp0^8 an<̂  doctrines, who is to give—or take—Orders, 
Orn has “ the Succession," who are religious

°t religious, will drop into complete insignificance.
Gerald Grey.

A cid  D rops.

i ll
C}lea 0 8rpat G. K. Chesterton was turned on to review the 
atti‘ef °dition of Bradlaugh’s Lifo in the Daily News. Tho 
“ q  Was lively, in its way— and amusiDg, in its w a y ; for 
cis^ \  is always brisk and paradoxical; but as a enti
t l e  ,?., Fra-dlaugli it was nearly all fudge. Tho statement 
bon0r ,, lfi k>ft for tho Christian Church to keep his name in 
pocteq f ls ono ° f  those fantastic audacities which are ox- 
tfuth in writer. Of courso there is not a bit of
the nr<. • ’ ** ‘ s the very reverse of tho truth ; and that is 
y°Ur h 0 1 esscnco ° f  a Chesterton paradox. You stand on 
at0, af^, ’ afJ *t wero, to get new views of things; but they 
tian (Jl°r a^ ’ on’y the old views upsido down. Tho Chris- 
ft hon 1Urah does not try to keep Bradlaugh’s namo in honor, 
t h i n ] / h r a d l a u g l i  will bo forgotten. It is tho Free- 
^hesto t ' v 1̂0 keep Bradlaugh’s namo in honor— and Mr. 
as he r ° ! ‘  Protends not to be aware of their existence; just 
h®lieve ti the Daily News for which he writes, pretend to 
&o 0r„ !at there is no such journal as tho Freethinker, and 
kctur^an! :scd Freethought movement, and no Freethought 
display; , t lu England. The head-burying, posterior- 

6 ostrich is simply not in it with these people.

Mr. Chesterton writes of Bradlaugh’s last years in this 
fashion :—

“ He was a good m an; he had many enemies and he 
fought them all with generosity ; but his last foes were those 
of his cwn household. He went down at last under a rush 
of revolutionaries ; of Cunninghame Graham and John 
Burns.”

This again is all nonsense. Bradlaugh “  went down ” before 
nothing. H e had become one of the most powerful figures 
in the Liberal party, he had made a great reputation for 
himself in the House of Commons, and a great political 
future would have been his if he had not been arrested by 
“  that fell serjeant death.”

Christianity boasts of having been woman’s best friend. 
It is simply brag, of course; for Christianity has always 
been unjust to woman, and the Bible is one of her worst 
enemies. Christian missionaries spread the most abominably 
false and foolish reports of the ill-treatment of women in 
“ heathen ” lands ; but whenever a candid traveller opens his 
mouth we learn that the real facts of the case are very 
different. Sir Herbert Maxwell, for instance, has been 
writing in Blackwood on Montenegro. This is a Christian 
country, and Christian poets have sung its praises for keep
ing the Christian flag flying in spite of the Turk. And the 
Montenegro men are strapping handsome fellows, but the 
Montenegro women are worn and haggard. The reason is 
that the men are fighting cocks and the women are beasts of 
burden. Sir Herbert Maxwell plainly says that “ the lot of 
women in this Christian country is far harder than that of 
Mussulman wives who are kept in seclusion.”

Mr. F. H . Balkwill, in the Nineteenth Century, offers a 
natural explanation of the sacred fire of Israel, which he 
suggests was a composition of naphtha which Moses learned 
to prepare from the Egyptian priests. Jehovah went before 
the Jews as a pillar of light by night and a pillar of cloud 
by day. Mr. Balkwill suggests that Moses had a large 
petroleum lamp rigged up, the flame being protected by a 
circular brass shield. In still weather tho dense smoke 
would ascend as a pillar to some height, and the reflection 
on the smoke from the flame below would make it appear as 
a pillar of light in the dark. Elijah used the samo stuff in 
his competition with the priests of Baal. He had water all 
round his altar, as they had, but he had naphtha floating on 
it, which they had not— and that was the secret of his “ fire 
from the Lord.” How interesting ! If other naturalists will 
go through the Bible in the same way its miracles will all 
sink to the level of parlor tricks.

Our readers will bo interested in the following extract 
from last week’s Christian World : —

“ Dr. A. C. Dixon, of Boston, who came into controversy 
with Mr. W . T. Stead in defence of Dr. Torrey’s strictures 
on Ingersoll, has been invited to Dr. Torrey’s late pastorate 
at Cliicago-avenue Church, Chicago. Dr. Torroy, in defend
ing Iris assertions about Ingersoll, endorsed Dr. Dixon’s 
statement, which Mr. Stead described in The Review of 
lleviacs as a libel, that Ingersoll was ‘ paid by the publishers 
of obscene literature in America to support them in pollating 
the minds of youth.’ A controversy ensued, which lias not 
been publicly terminated. Dr. Torrey resigned the Chicago 
pastorate in order to bo free for evangelistic mission work.”

Of courso it is perfectly appropriate that Dr. Dixon should 
succeed Dr. Torrey at Chicago. They are eminently worthy 
of each other. For the rest, this Christian World paragraph 
deepens our regret that Mr. Stoad did not lay the final facts 
before the readers of his Review, W e obtained them from 
America, and we dealt with them in tho Freethinker, but this 
did not reach tho readers of Mr. Stead’s magazine ; and tho 
consequence is that the religious press, which will not men- 
tion this journal, pretend to believe (although they know 
better) that tho Dixon-Torrey-Ingersoll controversy was not 
“ publicly terminated.” W o are strongly inclined to repro
duce tho whole matter from our columns in tho form of a 
pamphlet. Nailing down a liar is evidently not enough ; he 
must be kept nailed down.

Mr. Will Crooks has four daughters and a son. Three of 
them wero educated in Board Schools and became commu
nicating members of the Church of England. Two of them  
wero educated in Church Schools and became strong Non
conformists. Some of tho religious people, including Mr. 
Birrell himself, seem to think that there is some principle 
involved in this. We don’t think there is, but if they aro 
right in their conjecture the way to make children become 
anything in particular would be to educate them in tho 
opposito persuasion. In that case all religious people should 
go in for Secular Education. W e wish they would.

Nonconformist leaders have signed a sort of round robin 
on Simple Bible Teaching— as it ought to be under the new
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Education Bill. They declare that the Bible must be taught 
as “ an authentic and authoritative record of fact and truth.” 
They know it is nothing of the kind. But what does that 
matter ? They want to have the children taught it, for that 
is necessary to maintain their business as a good going 
concern.

W e repeat that the Nonconformist leaders do not accept 
the Bible as “ an authentic and authoritative record of fact 
and truth.” If that is the real character of the Bible, then 
every statement it contains is perfectly accurate. In that 
case there was a first man in the world, some six thousand 
years ago, and he was made out of dust, and his wife out of 
one of his ribs; the whole world was covered with a flood 
that destroyed all life on earth, with the exception of Noah 
and his menagerie, and all the various races of mankind 
have evolved from that one family in the course of some 
four thousand years; Lot’s wife was turned into a pillar of 
salt, Jacob wrestled all night with God, iron axes swam on 
water, the sun and the moon stood still to prolong a battle, 
a prophet took a three days’ sea trip in a whale’s belly, a 
serpent talked with a woman, and a she ass with her rider. 
All these things are true if what these gentlemen say about 
the Bible is correct. But they do net believe these things. 
Therefore they do not accept the Bible as “ an authentic and 
authoritative record of fact and truth.” And they are hypo
crites in declaring that this view of it must be taught to the 
children in English elementary schools.

The Nonconformist leaders go on to say that nothing 
should be taught the children “  inconsistent with the 
Apostles' Creed.” Yet these are the gentlemen who are 
always crying out against dogm a! W hy, there is nothing 
but dogma in the Apostles’ Creed from beginning to end. 
That document does not contain a single proposition in 
ethics. It is pure Bupcrnaturalism. But, for all that, it is 
to be the standard of “ Simple Bible Teaching ” under the 
control of these noble “ unsectarians.”

The Apostles’ Creed, these gentlemen say, “ represent the 
general consent of Christendom on the fundamental facts of 
the Christian religion.” And, as such, it is to be forced, if 
they have their way, into tho public schools which are sup
ported out of rates and taxes paid by “ infidels ” as well as 
by Christians. And on this principle the Atheists, if they 
had tho majority— which they seem likely to have sorno day 
— would bo justified in having Atheism taught iu tho public 
schools at tho expense of those who disbeliovo and detest it. 
Evidently the Nonconformists arc calculating on perpetual 
sunshine. They have overlooked tho possibility of a rainy 
day.

A last word on this matter. Tho very name of tho 
Apostles’ Creed is an imposture. The Apostles never heard 
of it. It was not in existence until hundreds of years after 
their time. And tho Nonconformist leaders know this as 
well as wo do. But they go on calling this silly document 
tho Apostles’ Creed because tho bulk of tho laity know no 
better.

Council, praying for the remission of the rates of Westbourne 
Park Chapel. Now here is a plain question for Dr. Clinor 
to answer. If the Council remits the rates on his chapel, wi 
not that amount have to be contributed from the pockets 0 
the ratepayers of Paddington ? This being so, is not Dr- 
Clifford asking the Council to legally compel the rest of the 
people to pay towards the maintenance of his place o 
worship ? And what is the substantial difference between 
this and Church rates ? W e await a reply from this paladin 
of the Nonconformist Conscience.

Father Vaughan is still busy with the smart set. Tjj® 
result is that his church is crowded to suffocation w»n 
fashionably dressed women, and there is a procession o 
hansoms and motor cars outside. The Reverend Father has 
a good eye for business. There is nothing to draw a 
fashionable congregation like a smart attack on the follies o 
fashionable people. They enjoy the experience of being 
preached at, without feeling a bit the worse for the experience. 
And as the preacher is boomed, the church is filled, the 
sinners are happy, the collections are larger, and everybody 
is satisfied.

The pulpit and the religious press have been rejoicing, 
late, over the alleged fact that recent scientific discoveries 
have undermined the conceptions of Nature which were Pr®' 
valent some twenty or thirty years ago. The reign of suck 
men as Tyndall and Huxley is over, and Religion has Science 
now on its side, we were confidently told, chiefly on the 
authority of articles and speeches by Sir Oliver Lodge, 
Professor Ray Lankester flatly contradicts the assertion. 
his brilliant address at York, delivered from the Chair of tb® 
British Association, this distinguished savant, while heartily 
welcoming and glorying in the wonderful discoveries of tu0 
last twenty-five years, maintains that the conceptions • 
which they have led the modern physicist in regard to the 
character of the supposed, unbreakablo body, the chemica 
atom, “ are not destructive of our present conceptions, 
rather elaborations and developments of the simpler views- 
“ The conclusions of Darwin,” he says, “ as to tho origin 0 
species by tho survival of selected races in the ntnurele f° 
existence aro more firmly established than 
declares that all attempts to “ seriously tamper \ 
parts of the fabric as Darwin left it ”  liavo 
failed.

Professor Ray Lankester abhors mysticism, and tb6 
address contains a sly fling at tho “ enthusiasts who ha* 
been eagerly collecting ghost stories and records of huff*a 
illusions and fancy.” Ho makes fun of tho metaphysician 
who have invented and circulated premature theories 1 
regard to X-rays and radium, as if these discoveries wet 
“ so inconsistent with previous knowledge as to shako tb 
foundations of Science, and justify a belief in any and ovcD 
absurdity and unrestrained fancy.” The address bri®*" 
with bright sallies and humorous digs at irresponsib 
visionaries and unbalanced dreamers. Its real va ûC., e 
Freethinkers, however, lios in its eloquent insistence on *
“ continuity and healthy evolution of Science.”

., He ever. * .
-ith essonti»1
undoubted

There has been a rumpus on the London County Council. 
The Book of Daniol got excluded from tho syllabus of Bible 
instruction for the Council’s day schools. This roused the 
indignation of Mr. Straus. “  Is it,” ho asked, “  because 
Daniel is the personification of tho democracy, the represen
tative of the people, the man who declared he desired to 
worship in his own way ?” Mr. Straus was discreetly silent 
about tho lions. But it might have occurred to him that tho 
Education Committee may have considered tho “ Daniel in 
tho lions’ den ” story as too “ thin ” for London school- 
children who had been to the Zoo. This consideration does 
not appear to havo arisen in the debato. Several attempts 
were made to frame an amendment that would bring Daniel 
into tho syllabus, and eventually tho feat was accomplished 
by Mr. Edward Smith. On a show of hands it was carried ; 
but Mr. Graham Wallas moved that tho wliolo matter bo 
referred back to the committee, and protested against the 
light way in which the subject was being handled. Finally 
tho matter was referred back to the committee, and we 
suppose another report will be brought up in due course. 
Meanwhile we are moved to call for “  Three cheers for 
Daniel 1” And “ Three cheers for the lions 1” What would 
the picture be without them ?

Dr. Clifford is a Nonconformist who docs not believe in 
State h elp ; but like other Nonconformists takes all ho can 
get and asks for more. Some time ago ho appealed against 
a decision of the authorities that as his chapel was not used 
exclusively for religious purposes it must pay rates like othor 
buildings. Having lost the appeal, Dr. Clifford now works 
up a deputation of ratepayers to the Paddington Borough

Tho Rev. David Smith, iu his Correspondence Column, } a 
tho B ritish  W eekly for August 2, makes an important adnd8 
sion, namely, that “ Jesus was not simply or chioily 
ethical teacher.” Then morality is not the chief feature ot 
religion. Mr. Smith is quite right. But why do som° 
divines persist in asserting that religion is morality ? Chris, 
tianity concerns itself supremely about another world, aBtl 
the way of getting ready for it. Christ’s mission was *° 
savo his peoplo from their s in s ;  and sins aro offences agaiBSl 
God, not against man, or society.

Mr. Smith believes iu future punishment. Ho says tb» 
Jesus predicted it, and made specific declarations concerning 
it. “  Whatever deduction may bo necessary,” ho contend8’ 
“  on the scoro of Jewish imagery, these declarations remain 
unspeakably awful.” But what is it that gets punished lB 
hell-fire ? Unbelief in  Christ. Immorality, uncharitable' 
ness, swindling, cruelty, dishonesty, murder— these aro no1 
to be punished unless unbelief is iu conjunction with thoO>- 
If the worst man that ever lived believos in Christ w h e n  tb® 
deatli-rattlo is iu his throat, lie escapes punishment aB 
inherits eternal bliss. Religion is not morality ; it is dol>vcrj 
anco from tho consequences of immorality as tho roW»r<J °. 
faith in Christ. “  Through his name every one that beliovcCo 
on him shall receive remission of sin s” (Acts x. 48). No. 
who teaches that is not simply or chiefly a moral tcachc1" "  
ho is simply and altogether an immoral teacher.

Dr. Robertson Nicholl says he 
Where ? In his own imagination ?

can seo Jesus rrot<’r,c‘ 
Certainly, Jesus is

*
not
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 ̂ never lias been, crowned on earth; and wo have no 
uowlcdyc o f any other sphere. Dr. Nicoll is a mystic, and 

fe ones in i t ; and mysticism is a system that “ gives to airy 
othing a local habitation and a name.”

Tlie Rev. Dr. Inge, vicar of All Saints’ , Knightsbridge, is 
miraculous believer. Most divines assert that the evidences 

? Christianity are overwhelmingly strong and convincing; 
u‘  Inge is above and independent of all evidences. So 

Was St. Paul. That great apostle “ appears to have been 
oontent with the glorified, heavenly Christ, of whose spiritual 
presence in the Church and in his own soul ho was so very 
oortain. He seems to have been willing even to forget the 
j Ist°rical facts of the Savior’s life.” Most divines are ever- 
¿1 mgly hunting up the evidences, the proofs, and putting 

in martial array. Fools ! The faith that is worth 
nything despises historical facts, and soars aloft among the 
oseen and eternal verities. You imagine “ that the faith of

n e P?°plo is being affected by the differences wi 
taV klstorical evidences of Christianity.” But you are mis- 
j It is only you, “ the theologians, who persist in
h o g b a c k — the people arc looking forward.” Dr. Inge is 

.. right and wrong; right in saying that Christians 
® ieve without evidence; but wrong in thinking that the 

bulk 6 Prac^ ce such a faith. The simple truth is that the 
k of the people, as Dr. Horton says, have no faith at all, 

caus<> o f  the utter lack o f  evidence.

with regard to

00 U ? remarkablo sermon delivered at Hawarden on the 
casiou of the dedication of the Memorial to Mr. and Mrs. 
adstone, the Bishop of Stepney related that when Mr. 
adstono was asked, '• W hat is tho greatest need of the

sin ? "  ‘ h° famous statesman replied, “ The sense of 
ia tv, ^ ken Hie Bishop truthfully observed : “  Unless thero
1 ae senso of sin, tho whole edifice of redeeming grace, the

°,1 so many deep and high expectations of the human 
e> dissolves into a dream.” A moro pertinent remark was 

made. But the sense of sin, like the belief in God, is 
anil Tho child is first taught to believe in God,
p ‘ hen to regard himself as a sinner. But Principal 

tolls us that “ the sense of sin has died down for a 
W hy ? Because tho belief in God has died down ; 

»]■+ k aro disappearing because there is no ascertainable 
Painful beb*u<I them, because they havo to bo laboriously and 
Htjjp u*ly acquired by a long course of unnatural and unwhol- 

education. And with those two, as tho Bishop reminds 
’ Wishes tho whole cdifico of tho Christian religion.

tfcriii Wor8t of it is that when Secularists douounco tho 
w  aU(I sinner they arc charged by Christians with 
But ji 'io g  morality, or with championing all the vices. 
</(, - t b o ................................................................................................................................................................................c°lon

chargo is utterly false. Sin is an exclusively 
char~ ^ « f  or religious word, and when employed to 
nCci a^ criso an ethical or social misdcod, it inevitably con- 
has t ‘  10 misdeed with God as tho object against whom it 
to b c®a dono, with tho disastrous result that morality gets 
ster^,tooke<I upon as ethereal, other-worldly, unreal, and

l0‘ yped.

has v H atQazing how many people there aro whoso intellect 
aun c.cu drugged into silence and chronic non-resistance, 
Peril V ,so faith seems perfectly firm though resting on a 
of p, Hs y shaky foundation. The Rev. Dr. Waylaud Hoyt, 
8ucj ’ adelphia, U .S.A ., whoso pulpit performances aro in 
evid(^ i « > t i ° n  in London during tho holiday soason, 
setmntly belongs to that incomprehensible class. In a 
l°ad i f  ^ °^ vered tho other Sunday evening in the Abbey- 
a0lloi aptist C1'apel, St. John’s Wood, he made the astounding 
Prayp11106111011̂  that Christ’s answer to tho penitent thief’s 
that r’ ° u ‘ ke Cross, bad chased away for evor all the doubts 
heitv0nC°  troubled him as to tho valuó of prayer, his Lord’s 
convi’p Ud tllc lifo immortal, and that it was his unshakable 
Xxiii C,!.0n “ ‘at a reverent study of this scripture (Luke 
Others ■ ^  wou'd perform tho same gracious miracle for all 
Uafatj SlItJ‘larly tried. IIow beautifully simple, and yet how 
loft jn ? ? &bly wonderful 1 W hy should thero bo any doubt 
Ct,l’ed b °  when it can be so easily and effectually

y a faithful application of a singlo text ?

Pen¡tcj^c 8aiI>0 timo, however, what if the story of tho 
btattlj 1 *‘ef be only a legend ? It is only found in Luko.

and Mark not only do not tell it, but seem to imply 
‘ he hoQ )? ,could bo no truth whatever in it. They speak of 

(M 16Ves as joining the crowd in reviling and cursing 
‘ hat A  a“ - xxvii. 44 ; Mark xv. 32). John merely mentions 
c‘fber 3o  cruciticd J esu s,‘ ‘ and with him two others, on 
fiad on*^0 ono‘ &nd Jesus in tho m id st” (John xix. 18). 
Elated v. ° ‘  ‘ be thieves repented and been converted, as 
‘ S  M n t«.Luke’ “  is inconceivable, absolutely incredible, 
Cbt°nicl t‘ bew> Mark, and John should havo omitted to 

u 80 momentous an event. The probability, there

fore, is that the penitent thief is a myth, and that Dr. 
H oyt’s doubts were laid in the dust by a bit of fiction.

It takes one’s breath away to think that three of the most 
vital doctrines of Christianity are made to hang on such a 
doubtful incident. The efficacy of prayer, the Divinity of 
Christ, and the world to come are given absolute reality for 
such men as Dr. Hoyt by the legendary answer of a mythical 
Savior to the legendary prayer of an equally mythical thief

But that is by no means all. Dr. Hoyt was honest 
enough to admit that the efficacy of prayer, the Divinity of 
Christ, and the world to come cannot be proved by argument 
and experience. “  I  can pick holes in the best argument for 
these doctrines ever framed,” exclaimed the preacher. 
According to him, a prayerful consideration of that one text 
in Luke would make religious doubt an utter impossibility 
to all. Alas, such is the silly stuff that goes down with 
unthinking Christian congregations; and, fortunately, such 
is the stuff that drives thousands of thoughtful people to 
open Infidelity.

The Coajutor Bishop of Springfield, Illinois— once familiarly 
known as Father Osborne, S .S .J .E .— deplores the gross 
religious ignorance of people in the Central States of the 
Union. “ The ignorance about religion,” he says, “ is so 
profound, that at a social gathering, when the name of 
Pontius Pilate was mentioned, not a single person present 
know who he was.” How inexpressibly sad ! This deplor
able state of things is accounted for largely by the fact that 
“ though the secular education is good, no word of religion 
is ever heard in the schools.” But what about the Churches 
and their clergy ? What about the Bishop himself ? Instead 
of preaching for the Cowly Society in England, he ought to bo 
telling the people in the Central States who Pontius Pilate 
was. It would be a pity for anyone to die in ignorance of 
so eminently religious a fact.

Tho llov. Dr. Purves, of Belfast, calls Pontius Pilate “ that 
victim of vacillation, whose fatal fault of moral weakness 
hurried him from ono false step to another, till he was 
finally hurled down tho slope of complete treachery to prin
ciple.” Several times did Jesus throw in his way tho oppor
tunity of saving him self; but, like many a sinner since, poor 
Pilate allowed tho gracious chances to slip away unimproved, 
and was lost. Vory little is known about Pilate; but that 
little is utterly inconsistent with tho conduct ascribed to him 
in tho Gospels. Tho fact is that tho account of tho trial of 
Jesus in tho Gospels is wholly uuliistorical; and scholars, 
such as Professor Woodhouso, of tho University of Sydney, 
aro coming to the conclusion that, “ upon the whole, wo must 
refuso to subscribe to that unfavorable verdict which has 
been passed upon Pilate, on tho strength of evidence derived 
from hostile sources, whether Jewish or Christian.”

Professor Woodhouse, in his article on “ Pilate ” in the 
lincyclojxedia Biblica, goes tho length of stating that Pilato’s 
“ ten years’ tenure of office is evidence of tho general success 
of his administration.” Tho Professor says further that 
“  the peculiar misfortune of Pilate, that ho was connected 
with tho tragedy of Jesus, has resulted in all treatment of 
his career being moroly a soarch for ovidonco in support of a 
foregone conclusion." Mr. M. A. Canucy, M .A., in his article 
on “ Roman Empire,”  makes critical observations to tho same 
effect. H e does not hositato to say that “ writings, such as 
tho Gospels and tho Acts, aro especially liablo to bo 
intluenced by bias or tendency.” Thus, even according to 
Christian scholars, Dr. Purves, in his estimato of Pilate, 
gives us only a miserable caricature, based upon thoological 
prejudice and narrow-mindedness.

Equally extravagant aro tho descriptions of Jesus indulged 
in by Dr. Purves. “ No, Pilate," ho exclaims, referring to 
tho washing of hands, “ it cannot be. This Jesus, by a 
straugo conjunction, is at your bar. But you and Romo aro 
on your trial before Ono who is tho only infallible Judge of 
systems and of men.” A gain : “ In a moment he was face 
to faco with Jesus— tho judge of Judaea, with the Judge of 
all tho earth.” Then tho preacher appeals to his hearers to 
decido what they will do with Jesus, and warns them that 
in tho next world it will bo too late. “  In that day of 
reversals,” ho winds up, “ it will bo, not what shall wo do with 
Jesus, but what shall Jesus do with us.” Such is tho pulpit 
trick. Tho supremo appeal is made, not to history, not to 
reason and knowledge, but to falsely excited emotion, and 
superstitious hopes and fears. And the day for that sort of 
foolery is really gone forever.

The theologians, pressed by Science, aro everlastingly 
shifting their ground and reframing their argument. A few 
years ago, the argument from Prophecy was all-dccisivo for
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the apologist. But literary criticism came and shattered it. 
Many still remember with what withering scorn Arnold 
denounced i t ; and for a time it was abandoned. But now 
it is undergoing reconstruction ; and the Bev. E . A. Edgehill, 
M .A., has written a large book, entitled The Evidential 
Value o f  Prophecy, to tell us what it is like at the present 
time. Well, the argument from Prophecy has shifted from 
details to principles, from letter to spirit, from isolated pre
dictions to Prophecy as a whole. As a specimen, take the 
following sentence from a review of the w ork : “ Prophecy, 
in the view of our Lord, is not fulfilled in Him literally, but 
in spirit.” W hat will be the next absurdity taken up and 
championed ?

That Mr. Edgehill’s exposition of Prophecy is absurd 
needs no proof. Briefly stated it comes to th is : In every 
event in the history of the people of God is to be seen 
“ something of the Divine purpose and the Divine will 
realising itself in the life of man.” In other words, the 
whole history of the Israelites was a Divine tuition, the 
object of which was to qualify the people for the apprehen
sion of Christ when he came. Was ever a more ridiculous 
claim put forth ? The alleged Divine education and pre
paration of the Jews for the apprehension of Christ turned 
out a total failure; for the people thus trained during so 
many centuries did not apprehend him, but denounced him 
as an impostor. “ He came unto his own,” says one Gospel, 
“ and they that were his own received him not.” The new 
argument from Prophecy is as invalid as the old, and must 
be given up.

The venerable Dr. Cuyler, of America, is still commending 
Christ to an unheeding world. Christ hath need of us, he 
asserts. He owns u s ; “ we do not even own ourselves 1 in 
fee simple.’ ”  H e owns all mankind, having bought them 
with his precious atoning blood. The Father has given all 
things into his hands. But surely Dr. Cuyler, good man as 
he is, must be aware that he is talking pure nonsense. If 
Christ has supreme ownership of all things, and if all power 
and authority are his, is it not passing strange that he has 
never claimed his own yet ? Is the Devil, after all, more 
powerful and more successful than ho ? W hy does he allow 
such countless myriads of the people for whose redemption 
he died, and of whom ho hath such dire need, to go down to 
destruction ? If Dr. Cuyler’s doctrino were true there would 
be no need to be still harping on it.

The Rev. Mr. Macdonald, of Swinton Parish Church, 
informs us that among the “ marks of essential religion ” are 
resistance and self-reliance. This is a decided improvement 
upon the teaching of Christ, in which non-resistance and 
entire dependence on Ood are two of the marks of essential 
religion. Resistance and self-reliance are two of the marks 
of essential secularism.

In his speech on the second reading of tho Education Bill, 
the Archbishop of Canterbury said at least one true thing. 
H e pointed out that in every controversy of a wide spread 
character during tho past hundred years, tho difficulty has 
turned on the religious question. Nonconformists had asked 
whether a projected measure would increaso tho power of 
the Church, and the Church had asked whether it would 
hinder the Church discharging its responsibilities to the 
people. Nonconformists would vary tho wording of tho last 
sentence, but we note it as containing the plain truth that all 
tho Churches liavo over been fighting for is sectarian 
supremacy. That is as far as their real interest in education 
goes. All tho rest is mere pretence and electioneering 
humbug.

Meanwhile we would commend to all and sundry Professor 
Ray Lankcstcr’s complaint, in his address to tho British 
Association, of the little interest taken in scientific research, 
and the manner in which it is financially starved in this 
country. But what else can one expect ? Tho scientist has 
to fight the whole dead weight of Christian tradition. H e is 
dealing with a people who are still taught surreptitiously, as 
their ancestors were taught openly, that scienco is a more or 
less dangerous, that robs life of its ideals and belittles man
kind. Tradition tells in sociology as elsewhcro, and Christian 
influences will have to be considerably weaker than they are 
before science receives its proper recognition, and the 
scientist his due honor.

The Times leader writer, in noticing Professor Lankester’s 
address, bursts forth with, “  There is no end to the Universe 
of God ; behold also there is no beginning.” With no end 
and no beginning, one wonders where God comes in, or on 
what ground he can claim ownership. It sounds as though 
tho writer really meant to say, “ Behold there is nothing for 
God to do in the Universe, and no room for him to do it.”

Mr. E . Kay Robinson, whose book The Beligion of 
is noticed elsewhere, has in the preface to "that work 
remark worth recording. His father entrusted him to 
care of a Scotch clergyman, who duly administered to t 
child moral exhortations and warnings of a thoroug I 
orthodox character. The result was that at the age of 6 
his mind was filled with ideas of the end of the world and ^  
unending torment. His nerves were reduced to such a sta 
that on seeing, for the first time, a wild duck flyingi 
mistook it for a bird flying backwards, and therefore as 
sign that the world was coming to an end. He descri 
how he ran upstairs and hid under the bed in terror, an 
remarks, “ Such is the state of nerves to which too n*uc„ 
religion of the frightening kind can reduce a child of five' , 
W e seriously commend the testimony to those advocates 
religious education who prophesy terrible things shot* 
children be deprived of religious instruction. The harm don 
in the past in this direction by religion is not to be exact y 
calculated, although it may be easily imagined.

A sufferer from long sermons suggests that the sermons of 
certain ministers should be recorded on a Gramophone, an 
then the preacher made to listen to it. It is a capital ldc^ 
only torture is not permitted in English law. Perhap8 * 
people believed more they would find sermons less t**111”' 
The cry for short sermons is only an indication that peoP 
go to church from motives other than religious ones, and a 
only too delighted to be liberated and allowed to spend tt>e* 
time in a more congenial manner. Still preachers are xe j 
accommodating, and if they find that the size of the colic0'11® 
increases as that of the sermon decreases, it does not rcqn> 
great power of prophecy to say in which direction serm° 
will run in the future.

Filthy lips, in every respect, kiss the Word of God in 
various law courts. To follow some of them on the J°D 
must be very disgusting. No wonder that Sir Tbonias 
Snagge, at the Northampton County Court tho other dal1 
said that ho was not surprised at a witness objecting 
“  kiss the book.” His honor declared that tho practice 0 
kissing tho dirty book (we suppose this meant the outs*“® 
only) was a most insanitary and objectionable formality,a"  
ought to bo abolished. Ho hoped to live to see tho day wl*® 
kissing tho dirty leather cover of a book would not only ■ 
not required but absolutely prohibited by law. and 3 
appealed to doctors throughout the country to back him ^  
in his protest. W e wish his honor would protest against tl* 
oath altogether. It is in every way a relic of barbarism-

In all probability there is not a judge on tho bench 
places extra reliance on a witness’s evidence because ho **a 
prefaced it with a “ S ’wolp mo God.” And ordinary cxp°r 
ience proves that some of tho most robust liars aro tl*°3 
who call on their God to back them up. Thoy are citing 
witness who cannot be served with summons or subjected 
cross-examination.

The Rev. C. H . Kelly, ex-president of tho Wesleyan Con
ference, pays a wonderfully high compliment to God W  
assuring a Nottingham congregation that ho is not “  a mo**3' 
nor anything like that wretched creature,”  but “  a rul°r 
dwelling in the midst of his people.” And God’s knowledge- 
too, is most comprehensive. H e actually knows tho ball0*' 
boxes as well as tho church-roll. H e knows King Edward VH-> 
President Roosevelt, tho Czar of Russia; “ and oh 1 matt®r 
for thankfulness 1 H e knows that wrotched unspeakab1® 
Turk, tho Sultan, as well as Ho knows who is Pope of Ron3®: 
or who is Archbishop of Canterbury, or who is President 01 
tho Wesleyan Conference. Ho knows them all and wl*at 
thoy aro doing. Ho knows the affairs of tho lands, of th° 
States, as well as Ho knows tho affairs of tho Church- 
Prodigious /  Docs God know the ox-President of tb® 
Wesleyan Conference ? Did ho also hear Mr. Kelly’s glow***» 
tribute to his inexhaustible knowledge? How nrofoundU 
grateful he must have felt 1 _

Referring to Sunday, a minister pathetically exclain*3 ; 
“  Friends, God requires tho whole day, and not a D*0* 
fragment of it. Every second of this holy day belong3 ,, 
God, and wo must not trespass upon His crown-rightsj£ 
Ineffable is the prosumption behind such an utterance- 
there bo a God, he is tho most inconsistent and self-0011 1 0 
dictory of beings. On Sabbath observance lio issues 03 
instruction to tho Jew, another, totally different in ° vC '| 
respect, to the Catholic, and another, of a contrary cliarac 
to tho Protestant. And oven to different Branches of . 
Protestant Church he gives irreconcilable orders. The oOJ 
legitimate inference from such a chaotic stato of thing3 . 
that there is no God in tho business at all. Tho Sabbat1* , 
a human institution, which the churches have appropr*® -j 
and managed in their own respective ways, and for “ ^ 
own respective benefit and profit, God’s connection w*t** 
being only nominal.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

(Lectures suspended during the Summer.)

To Correspondents.

?'~~We did not say that the King’s speeches were written for 
_Jm ! we said that we understood that they were written for him 

as you will see by referring to the “ Acid Drop”  again. 
.■jere are certain “  open secrets ”  which are obviously incap- 

able of positive demonstration. But that the King’s speeches 
F l u wr*^en £or h™1 beyond dispute. His speech from 

e throne at the opening of parliament is known to be the 
ork of the Cabinet in general and of the Prime Minister in 

Particular.
■ L  W ilkinS.— Thanks for your cordial good wishes. 
omjiibus.— The subject is rather hackneyed, and needs excep- 

\y 0na clever treatment to make it interesting nowadays.
• W. Medley.— Not without merit, but hardly up to our stan- 

If it is your first effort, you need not be surprised to 
j, a long way off perfection.

’ '—"Thanks for the marked paper. We printed a long para- 
at P 1 some weehs ago on the projected Keats-Shelley memorial 

Home. The paragraph in the Manchester Guardian does not 
garry the matter any further. We will try to get hold of 
ernething more detailed. The other marked item is amusing, 

^  will be useful.
— Too late for this number, owing to the Bank 

°  ' %  interruption of business, but we will deal with it next 
treat » ̂ easc<£ to have your thanks for “ hundreds of weekly

j ' SoLEi’Fs.— Cuttings received with thanks, 
j. e°cgh.— Send whenever the spirit moves. 

th lENCEE-— Our pages were filled up by Tuesday morning, but 
® cutting may still be useful.
' B all.— Your cuttings are always very welcome. 

p Secular Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
T *arringdon-street, E .C.

■p National Secular Society’s office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 
j. carringdon-street, E .C .

tô 9 \̂r 0̂r Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed 
"  -Newcastle-street, Earringdon-street, E .C.

stroEfE Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
in«!.6, ’ B .C ., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be 

t, "’«rted.
who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by 

Qj rl£ing the passages to which they wish us to call attention. 
lisVS ôr bterature should be sent to the Freethought Pub- 
str Company, Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 

"  eet, E .C ., and not to the Editor,
®RS0Nito Ns remitting for literature by stamps are specially requested 

The , halfpenny stamps.
freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing 

Iq Ce’ Post free, at the following rates, prepaid:— One year, 
®Ca l ’ ’ lla,f year’ 5s> 3d‘ ’ threu montb». 2s. 8d. 

cee I'”1 A dvertisements : Thirty words, Is. (id.; every suc- 
48 ten words, Od. Displayed Advertisements .-— One inch, 
t e i L .  ’ half column, £1 2s. Gd. ; column, £2 5s. Special 

™3 for repetitions.

Sugar Plums.

Satu batarianism has rocoived another blow at Hastings. 
f°r t | ay’ ,£uly 28, was fixed by the Mayor and Corporation 
of thVv,11̂  a P°B ° f  the municipal and parliamentary electors 
b0 aj? borough as to whether tho Tramways’ Company should 
to(a °Wed to run cars on Sundays. Two-thirds of tho elec- 

recorded their votes, the result being as follow s:—
b °r Sunday trams .............................  4,109

^  Against .......................................................  2,G89
thQ°J® 'vas a majority in favor of Sunday cars in nine out of 
t W  Wards. Hastings is ceasing to bo tho miserable place 

once was on tho blessed Sabbath.

I h o o ’1011?  'P; Lloyd lectures at Failsworth to-day (Aug. 12). 
Sch0oi f?181011 *8 tho annual gathering of the Secular Sunday- 
There w'fi10’ *s ono o£ tho institutions of tho town.
hiUiflo b 1 voea£ music by tho scholars and instrumental 
afterri0 y 0,11 admirable local band. Mr. Lloyd’s lectures are 

Spitfi° V n d  «vening. No doubt there will bo a big muster, 
° f  the tropical weather.

£hete ¡s Cr beading of ‘ A lloyal Commission on the Clergy,’ 
£t ¡8 ^  .a most timely and amusing skit in tho Freethinker. 
active, a_icn by Mr. C. Cohen, one of the shining lights of the 

’ dvanced agnostic party— the leader of which, since

the death of Bradlaugh (if not, indeed, since some consider
able period prior to that event) has been Mr. G. W . Foote. 
Mr. Foote is a man of brilliant parts, both as a writer and an 
orator, and had he selected a less unfashionable calling, the 
world would have heard more of him. W e hope shortly to 
publish from his pen the Freethinker’s View of the Education 
controversy; for, of course, Freethinkers have views, just 
like all other rate and tax-payers. W e reproduce portions of 
Mr. Cohen’s article in another column.” — John Bull.

M eeting Mr. Symes.

I ANNOUNCED last week that Mr. Joseph Symes was 
expected to arrive at Tilbury Dock, on board the 
White Star liner Bunic, on Sunday, August 5. I 
also announced that I should try to meet the ship 
and welcome him as he set foot again on his native 
shores. My wife decided (as Mrs. Symes and Miss 
Symes were coming with him) that she might as well 
join me in the welcome. We learnt by telegram from 
Plymouth on the Saturday that the Bunic would 
arrive at Tilbury Dock about one o’clock the next 
day. Now, the next day, being Sunday, and in 
England, and still more in Essex, was an unfor
tunate day for travelling. We found that the only 
train that would take us to Tilbury before one 
o’clock started from where we live at nine in the 
morning. It was that or nothing, so we went by it. 
We arrived at Tilbury before ten, and waited about 
the Dock till a good deal past two before we could 
shake hands with Mr. Symes and his wife and 
daughter. Finally, after getting a meal, we managed 
to dodge about the county of Essex and get home 
again by half-past seven. Had we waited for a direct 
train back from Tilbury we should not have got home 
for another two hours. Altogether we put ten and a 
half hours into that little expedition. But we did 
not regret it, although we had only a few minutes 
with Mr. Symes at the finish. For my part, I should 
never have forgiven myself if I had not been there 
to meet him after such a long voyage and such a long 
absence from England. Nor would I have missed the 
pleasure of grasping his hand as he stepped once 
more on English soil.

Miss Vance, the N. S. S. secretary, was spending 
the week-end with a friend at Grays, which is only a 
few miles from Tilbury. She had little travelling, 
therefore, but she had her share of waiting about. 
The Bunic was out in the river a good while before 
she could enter the Dock, and when she did start to 
come in it was tedious work getting the big ship 
along. She progressed by inches. I was able to hail 
Mr. Symes from tho outer wharf an hour before ho 
landed. Ho took off his hat and shouted “  Hurrah 1” 
and I bawled up some friendly words to him as he 
looked down from the upper deck. He was looking 
extremely well, and did not appear to have altered 
very much in the twenty-three years. This view 
was strengthened when I stood close to him on 
terra firma. His grip was strong, his voice was clear, 
and his body was bolt upright. Adversities have not 
bowed him down, anyway; and he seems as cheerful 
as ever. Tho unsubduable ono! I expect he will 
look very much the same when he says “ Come in I” 
as Death taps at his door.

As it was impossible for me to go up to London, 
and inconvenient for Miss Vance to do so, it was 
lucky that Mr. Livingstone Anderson was also there 
to meet Mr. Symes. Mr. Anderson kindly undertook 
to see the little party of three up to London, and 
into temporary hotel accommodation.

I had a good long chat with Mr. Symes on Tuesday 
morning, and before it was over the long interval of 
twenty-three years seemed to have disappeared.

It is too early yet to say anything about Mr. 
Symes’s plans. Whatever happens he will be in the 
old country for some time, and Branches that wish 
to have a visit from him should communicate with 
him direct. His address will be at tho Freethinker 
office until he has settled down. „  „

G . W. F o o t e .
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A M odern Savonarola.

It may seem somewhat late in the day to comment 
upon the sermons of Father Vaughan, which have 
recently been furnishing a temporary fillip of interest 
to conversation in jaded Society circles, and inci
dentally supplying copy for the newspapers. These 
latter have long since turned their attention to some
thing else; but the methods of the ordinary news
paper are not the methods of the Freethinker, and in 
these columns the fervid utterances of Father 
Vaughan may still legitimately serve as a peg 
whereon to hang a few reflections.

As our readers may have gathered from various 
sources, the Rev. Bernard Vaughan-—who is well and 
favorably known in Roman Catholic circles—has 
been waxing eloquent in his denunciation of the 
“ sins ” of London fashionable society. Our defini
tion of sins that really matter might not agree with 
the Catholic Church’s conception thereof. We do 
not, for instance, appreciate the gravity of missing 
Mass on Sunday or of indulging in butcher-meat on 
Friday. But we are quite prepared to admit that 
the misdeeds and shortcomings of what is called 
Society deserve to the full the castigation adminis
tered by the eloquent priest before-mentioned. 
Whether such ebullitions of clerical wrath are likely 
to serve any good purpose or lead to any tangible 
reform in the vicinity of Mayfair is entirely another 
question, and a question that the earnest student of 
human nature will not be disposed to answer offhand 
in the affirmative.

Considerably more value would attach to the 
oratory of Father Vaughan if it embodied any indica
tion that he has the ghost of an idea as to the real 
cause or causes of the evils which honeycomb 
society, and if he evinced any notion of a practicable 
remedy for those evils. (We refer at the moment to 
society in general and including the upper ten, not 
alono to that section of society which gets itself 
spelt with a capital S.) Father Vaughan, however, 
being an individual whose mental vision is obscured 
by phantasms of the other world, and whoso judgment 
is warped by belief in an after-death readjustment 
of the balance between good and evil, his deliverances 
must regretfully bo described as shoor rhetorical 
futility.

We are not surprised to learn that tho sermons of 
Father Vaughan have created an evanescent flutter 
in the dovecotes of the Smart Set. But wo aro 
pretty certain that at the close of his sermons—and 
when any other similar course of sermons comes to 
an end—things remain very much as thoy were. An 
odd individual here and there may bo touched by the 
appeals of tho preacher, may feel the stirrings of 
remorse, and may spontaneously form a more or loss 
durable resolution of amendment of life. And that 
is so far to the good. But Father Vaughan is blind 
indeed if he does not see that the prevalent social 
conditions can manufacture candidates for the pit 
much faster than he and all his like can rescue them. 
How does he propose to deal with these conditions ? 
Ho is like a physician who obstinately persists in 
prescribing a drug that has been proven ineffective. 
For the disease that afflicts society he would 
administer further doses of tho remedy that has so 
lamentably failed—Christianity.

That Father Vaughan has drawn high-class 
audiences (we use the word “ audiences ’ ’ advisedly) 
to listen to his fulminations almost goes without 
saying. Society (with a capital S this time) dearly 
loves a sensation, and despite the fact that some 
“  delightful Jezabel ” threatened him with the knifo 
(whether she meant her tongue or some less lethal 
weapon we know not), we make bold to say tho very 
people he anathematises to-day would cheerfully 
entertain him to dinner and lionise him to-morrow. 
Bless you ! they know the value of such clerical out
pourings of verbal froth. And it is so easy when 
listening to sermons such as those of Father Vaughan 
to console oneself with tho reflection that there are 
other people whom the cap fits much better. Time

and again we have sat in Roman Catholic chapels 
while a presumably God-inspired priest or mission- 
preacher emptied the vials of his wrath on the 
drunkard, the gambler, and the debauchee; but we 
never heard that all the pulpit eloquence had b r o u g h t  
about the bankruptcy of a single local publican, or 
bookmaker, or brothel-keeper. The habits of half a 
lifetime are seldom more than transiently affected by 
mere preaching. Your physician of the soul id 
battling with the maladies of society very soldo® 
sees beyond effects to causes. Hence is his diagnosis 
faulty, and his cure of souls so frequently barren of 
satisfactory results.

Father Vaughan has been moved to indignation at 
the spectacle afforded by the divorce courts, and is 
also wroth because this country is falling into li°e 
with other civilised nations in the matter of limiting 
the birth-rate. Now at the very outset one 18 
naturally inclined to question the competence of a 
celibate priest to dogmatise on such a problem a8 
what should constitute the proper sexual relationship 
between men and women. To our thinking, the very 
existence in our midst of a large body of men and 
women vowed to celibacy and virginity respectively) 
as are the priests and nuns of the Church of Rom®’ 
is as striking an indication of an unhealthy moral 
condition in society as any excess in the direction of 
incontinence can possibly be. We confidently appeal 
to both physiology and psychology in support of this 
position. It seems to us one of those cases where 
extremes meet. And wo do not scruple to say that 
the Roman Catholic priest has less moral authority 
than any other specific class in tho community f°r 
lecturing us on sexual morality.

Apart from that point, however, we are at a loss to 
appreciate the gravamen of the average clerical 
criticism of the divorce court. We acknowledge, aS 
we have before acknowledged in these columns, that 
the revelations afforded by the divorce court of tbe 
conditions under which innumerable married coupl®9 
live aro sordid and pitiful in the extreme; but wil' 
any one whose mind is not obsessed by theology a0“ 
supornaturalism maintain that the cause of morality 
could possibly bo served by refusing tho averag® 
couple who gravitate to tho divorce court leg8 
releaso from their marital shackles ? Tho Rom®0
Catholic Church opposes divorce ostensibly on moral 
grounds, with a backing of Scripturo authority' 
But these people—tho story of whoso wretched lit® 
furnishes such welcome material for tho c o l u m n s  of 
tho Sensational press—aro already living in an i®3- 
moral condition. And however unsatisfactory tb® 
operation of the divorce court may at times be, it at 
least affords many ill-mated and unhappy couples an 
opportunity to so adjust thoir relationship with each 
other and with their follow-creatures as to appro*1'
mate somewhat to living in a moral condition, 
one who glances at the painful record of c o n n u

IÍ0

uuu n u v  - —  — --- ------ -- __blS
infelicity daily unfolded before our judges will deny 
the necessity for divorce. Even the Catholic Churcb 
allows separation. Where she makes the mistake ifi 
in imagining that, given tho need for separation- 
men and women who have been once married ever 
could or would consent to forego tho right to mak® 
new alliances where a fresh prospect of happin089 
offers. Nature is more powerful than any pries*' 
made law.

Moreover, tho laws that at present govern tb® 
relationship between tho sexes aro not in themselv®9 
immutable any more than any other of the man? 
restrictions we agree to impose upon ourselves a°d 
our fellow-subjects for tho good of the general body- 
Society itself must ever claim and exorcise tbe rigD1 
to readjust the sexual relationship as, and when, *b® 
woll-heim? of tho race demands it. Tt is idle of ilD?well-being of the raco demands i t  It is idle - 
Church to attempt to maintain the contrary. TrÛ  
morality is concerned with the welfare of hutfa0 
beings here, and nowhere else. This tho people 01 
large aro slowly but steadily learning to recognise a 
a fact. Even the Churches are driven nowaday®  ̂
dire necessity to make a show of demonstrating ^  
religion has some connection with tho affairs of tn 
world and is not solely intended as a preparation 10
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next. The latter view once prevailed very ex- 
ensively, and its gradual subordination to the more 

Material conception is a distinct triumph for Secu- 
ari8m. After all, however much the Supernaturalist 

ttay ban Utilitarianism, in the ultimate resort the 
preservation of any institution depends upon its 
JHihty. And the institution of marriage in its present 
,°nn and with its present written and unwritten 
a'vs and customs will subsist just so long as its 

advantages appear to the majority to outweigh its 
^advantages. Just so long and no longer.
Then as to the limitation of the birth-rate. It 

scarcely lies in the mouth of any sworn celibate to 
ieproach those of the laity who refuse to accept 
Without reservation the Biblical counsel to “ increase 
an<l multiply, and fill the earth.” There are more 
'vays than one of limiting the birth-rate; and if the 
Priest chooses one way and the layman chooses 
another, who shall say which is the more guilty of 
j. 0 two in the eyes of God ? That is, supposing God 
0 he interested in the census returns, which is 
°ubtful, to say the least. Seriously speaking, it is 
00 late a week for any priest to attempt to check 
6 modern tendency towards matrimonial prudence 

0 the matter of offspring by thundering in God’s 
ame “ Thou shalt not do this ” or “  Thou shalt not
0 that.” Nor will any sensible couple be deterred 
iom regulating their conduct as reason and prudence 
'ctate by obsolescent throats of eternal punish- 
ent. Let Father Vaughan or any other priestly 

0osor of morals show in what way a reduction in
6 birth-rate and a limitation of the family is 

r.l*ical to morality. Were wo disposed to run the 
jj of appearing to jest wo might urge that as the 

Oman Catholic moral ideal is to have no children at 
, > the married couples that boast the smallest 
th- f • 8 mus  ̂ necessarily approach most closely to 
avat ideal. But, as wo have already indicated, the 
, 0rage priest is temperamentally and by training
1 Messly incompetent to deal in a sensible and 
t^ Ca,i fashion with the problems raised in connec-

j, 'vith the marital relationship, 
j ather Vaughan, from the standpoint of the theo- 

an> stigmatises the prudential check upon popula- 
p immoral. The truth is—though religious

° are reluctant to admit it—that no action is 
or immoral per sc. An action is moral or 

°Ur Qral *n virtue °f l 8̂ consequences. And some of 
moralists seem vastly troubled lest 

an knowledge and discovery, by obviating the 
re oonsoquonces of certain actions, should thereby 
i0l °v° such actions from the category of the 
the °ri.^.f° the category of the moral. When will 
bin ro^Si°nist learn that the moral codo is born of 
a ndn experience, and that human experience forms 
s0n°Urî er basis for morality than the artificial 
tnr»hlnu^ura‘l ono 80 much in favor with our priestly

ontors ?
Vg,!1 ,cl°8ing, it might bo pointed out to Father 
tQin- an and his brethren that, notwithstanding the 
boafl°nB sormons that have beon hurled at tho 
( W 8 ?f tho “ vicious ” wealthy classes from Roman 
thQr °h.c Pulpits during the last thousand years, 
8y8t0 ls to-day no more staunch upholder of the 

that has produced and still perpetuates tho 
Il0 8 80 vigorously reprobated than the Church of 
bag u aer80lf- Her expressed sympathy for the poor 
f0lltl(jeeQ unbounded, but she has left tho poor as she 
rGpv|t them—poor. She has taken care that tho
Povert .r°f°rcnce of Christ to the permanence of 
assist y 10 our midst should not bo falsified with her 
Oxistî 00?’ 8̂ e f°rms one °f the strongest
thos0 j ,uhvarks between tho iniquitous rich and 
Com 'Ih0 ^°uld deal with them in a drastic and 

e °usivo fashion. q  gCOTT>

o w - a u t  of general cultivation how greatly individual 
aUy onuUCf *s crippled. Of what avail, for exatuplo, is it for 
?uPoristiti  ̂ UH to. havo surmounted any social terror, or any 

refer *°n> whilo his neighbors lie sunk in it ? His conduct 
c°  to them becomes a constant caro and burden.—

The M artyrdom  o f  H y p a t ia ;
OR,

THE DEATH OF THE CLASSICAL WORLD.

An Address at Chicago by M. M. MANGASARIAN.

Our subject this morning takes us to tho city of 
Alexandria, one of the greatest intellectual centres 
in the days when Athens and Rome still ruled the 
world. The capital of Egypt received its name from 
the man who conceived and executed its design— 
Alexander the Great. Under the Ptolemies, a line 
of Greek kings, Alexandria soon sprang into eminence, 
and, accumulating culture and wealth, became the 
most powerful metropolis of the Orient. Serving as 
the port of Europe, it attracted the lucrative trade 
of India and Arabia. Its markets were enriched 
with the gorgeous silks and fabrics from the bazaars 
of the Orient. Wealth brought leisure, and it, in 
turn, the arts. It became, in time, the home of a 
wonderful library and schools of philosophy, repre
senting all the phases and the most delicate shades 
of thought. At one time it was the general belief 
that the mantle of Athens had fallen upon the 
shoulders of Alexandria.

But there was a stubborn and superstitious Oriental 
constituency in the city which would not blend with 
the foreign element—namely, the Greeks and the 
Romans. This antagonism between the Egyptian 
born and the children of Hellas and Rome, who were 
Alexandrians only by adoption, was frequently the 
occasion of street riots, feuds, massacres, and civil 
wars.

In or about the year -100 A.D., Alexandria, which is 
to-day a third-rate Mohammedan town, enjoyed a 
population of 000,000 inhabitants. The city proper 
comprehended a circumference of fifteen miles. It 
enjoyed the distinction of being quite free from the 
curse of poverty. No beggars could be seen loitering 
in its streets. No one was idle, and work brought 
good wages. Such was tho demand for labor that 
even the lame and the blind found suitable occupa
tion. The Aloxandrians understood tho manufacture 
of papyrus, a kind of vegetable paper used extensively 
by tho authors, and they know how to blow glass and 
weave linen.

After its magnificent library, whose shelves sup
ported a freight more precious than beaten gold 
perhaps the most stupendous edifice in the town 
was tho temple of Serapis. It is said that tho 
builders of the famous temple of Eddessa boasted 
that they had succeeded in creating something 
which future generations would compare with tho 
temple of Serapis in Alexandria. This ought to 
suggest an idea of tho vastness and beauty of the 
Alexandrian Serapis, and the high esteem in which 
it was held. Historians and connoisseurs claim it 
was ono of the grandest monuments of Pagan civilisa
tion, second only to the temple of Jupiter in Rome, 
and to tho inimitable Parthenon in Athens, which 
latter is certainly the best gem earth ever wore upon 
her zone.

The Serapis temple was built upon an artificial 
hill, tho ascent to which was by a hundred steps. 
It was not one building, but a vast body of buildings, 
all grouped about a central ono of vaster dimensions, 
rising on pillars of huge magnitude and graceful pro
portions. Some critics have advanced the idea that 
the builders of this masterpiece intended to make it 
a composite structure, combining the diverse elemonts 
of Egyptian and Greek art into a harmonious whole. 
The Serapion wTas regarded by tho ancients as mark
ing tho reconciliation between the architects of the 
pyramids and tho creators of the Athenian Acropolis. 
It represented to their minds the blending of the 
massive in Egyptian art with tho grace and tho love
liness of the Hellenic.

But tho greatest attraction of this temple, was tho 
god, Serapis himself, within the vaulted building. It 
is difficult for us to form an idea of his enormous pro
portions. He filled the house with his presence. Ho 
stretched his arms and took hold of the two walls, tho
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one on his right and the other on his left. The artist 
had conceived, also, the idea of making the body of 
the god as all-embracing as his arms. He fused 
together all the then known metals—gold, silver, 
copper, iron, tin, lead—to create a substance fit to 
represent a god. He inlaid this multifarious com
position with the rarest gems—the most costly 
stones which the markets of the world offered. He 
polished them all until the colossal statue shone like 
a huge sapphire. Its exquisite tints and shades are 
said to have provoked the jealousy of the azure skies. 
For a crown, the god wore on his head a bushel, 
symbol of plentiful harvests. At his side, in silence, 
stood a three-headed animal with the forepart of a 
lion, a wolf, and a dog. The lion was meant to 
represent the present; the rapacious wolf symbolised 
the past—the devoured past; while the dog, the 
faithful, friendly animal, stood for the future. 
Wound around the body of the god was a mammoth 
serpent, which, after its many turns and twists, 
returned to rest his head on the hand of the god. 
The sinuous serpent was meant to personate Time, 
whose mysterious birthplace, or birthday, has yet to 
be discovered.

Serapis, whose statue adorned the temple, was 
once the most popular god in the Orient. He was 
believed to he the source of the Nile, whose breasts 
he swelled until they poured their wealth upon the 
surrounding soil. As long as his eye remained open, 
the sun would shine, and the land would produce, 
and women would give birth. But if he should close 
his eye, life would become as a sere and sapless leaf. 
But Serapis was a stranger in Egypt. He was not 
an African by birth, but was imported from Sinope, 
on the Euxine. When he first made his appearance 
in the land of the Nile, the people—the Alexandrians, 
especially—rose up en masse and protested vehemently 
against the introduction of a foreign deity. Did they 
not have Osiris, the great god of their ancestors, and 
Isis, his consort—the divine woman with her infant, 
Horus, sitting upon her knees ? Why, then, should 
a strange god be admitted to the throne or to the 
bed of Osiris and Isis ? Did they not have their holy 
trinity, Osiris, Isis, and Horus—father, mother, and 
child—the best trinity ever conceived ? But Ptolemy 
was king, and his will prevailed. He told them that 
Osiris had, in a dream, commanded him to accept 
Serapis as a new and well-beloved god, and he did 
not wish to do anything contrary to his dream.

In all this do we not see a similarity to the story 
about Jesus, and how his friends compelled solitary 
Jehovah to accept him as his son, and to share with 
him the honors of divinity ? We know how the 
people objected at first to Jesus, precisely as the 
Alexandrians did to Serapis, and how, finally, through 
dreams and miracles, Jesus, the new god, grew to be 
even more popular than the old one.

When Christianity gained the upper hand in Alex
andria, it set its mind from the start upon destroying 
two of the principal monuments of its powerful rival, 
Paganism—the library and the temple of Serapis. 
Let me at this juncture remind you that Alexandria, 
at a very early period, became one of the foremost 
strongholds of the Christian religion. Of the five 
capitals of the new faith—Jerusalem, Constantinople, 
Carthage, Alexandria, Rome—Alexandria at one time 
led Constantinople, and was not second even to Rome. 
What was said about Christianity being essentially 
an Asiatic philosophy is confirmed, it seems to me, 
by this additional fact, that out of five of its greatest 
centres four were in the Orient. It felt more at 
home in Asia and Africa than in Europe. A still 
stronger confirmation of the affinity between Asia 
and Christianity is in the fact that as soon as the 
Roman Empire became Christian it shifted its 
capital from Europe to Asia, from Rome to Con
stantinople. The first Christian emperor, Constan
tine, impelled, as it were, by the logic of his new 
religion, left Rome to take up his residence on the 
Bosphorus, which washed the shores of the conti
nent that had cradled Christianity. For a ruler who 
coveted absolute power, who feared democracy, who 
hated liberty and who preferred the stagnation of

thought to the movement of ideas, who desired 
slaves for subjects, Asia was the more suitable 
place. Without wishing to offend anyone, I mus 
say that Christianity was more favorable than 
Paganism, and the Orient was better fitted to be the 
home of political and religious absolutism than the 
Occident. Christianity, as the religon of meekness 
and obedience, had irresistible attractions for Con
stantine. He not only embraced it, but he went to 
dwell as close to where its cradle had swung as he 
could. #

It is not the fault of Christianity that the Asiatic 
is servile, but the fault of the Asiatic that Chris
tianity is so supple and submissive. It is not so 
much religion that makes the character of a people) 
but the people who determine the character of their 
religion. Religion is only the resumé of the nationa 
ideas, thoughts, and character. Religion is nothing 
but an expression. It is not, for instance, the word 
or the language which creates the idea, but the id®a 
which provokes the word into existence. In the 
same way religion is only the language of a people3 
idea. And yet a man’s religion or philosophy, while 
it is but the product of his own mind, exerts a refl®x 
influence upon his character. The child influences 
the parent, of whom it is the offspring; language 
affects thought, of which, originally, it was but the 
tool. So it is with religion. The Christian relig10®’ 
as soon as it got into power, turned the world about- 
It struck at the Roman Empire, and, grabbing every- 
thing it could lay its hands on—the sceptre, the 
sword, the imperial diadem, the throne—it walked 
away with them to Asia. We could never ask for a 
more eloquent defence of the position that Cbns" 
tianity is Asiatic than is found in this historic trans
fer of the seat of power from Europe to Asia, froDJ 
Rome to Constantinople.

Now, naturally enough, a religion which combay 
the culture and traditions of European life )0 
Europe, will not tolerate them in Asia. Do 
understand this point ? If it seeks to down Eor°‘ 
pean thought in Europe, how much more will it so® 
to expel it from Asia ? If it persecutes Socrat®3’ 
Plato, Cicero, and Seneca in Europe, it cannot, 
course, tolerate them in Asia. Christianity tried t 
destroy all the monuments of Paganism in Rome, lD 
free and proud Rome, could it, then, leave th®®1 
standing in Alexandria, in Constantinople, or 1 
Antioch ? On the contrary, in Asia, which is b® 
proper home, the seat of her power, and with tb 
Emperor imported to Constantinople, Christian1̂  
became more aggressive against Paganism ab 
civilisation than even in Europe ? Religion, lJk 
everything else, is consistent as long as it is yo11.0® 
and virile, and Christianity in the early cento*10, 
was both young and virile, and therefore, log10® ' 
Changing slightly the great words of Shakesp®®1-0’ 
we might say :—

“  There is a loijic (in tko evolution of man) which shapes 
our ends

Rough hew them as we may.”
Wo wonder sometimes that a Japanese gentle00®, 

or an Arab, or a Siamese, who has never ming*e 
with Europeans or Americans, should think as ^ 
do or exhibit the polite manners of occidental race ' 
There are those who refuse to believe that a Pag?1.
living three thousand years ago could possess tb®
very virtues which we prize to-day. Tho sectaria® 
who believes that only people of the size and calibr0 
of his creed can bo good, is at a loss to explain tb0 
universality of culture and virtue. This is explain0 
by his inability to perceive that there is a log1? lD 
the development of tho human being which bribj?, 
about the same results the world over—before Cb*13 
and after. Let us appreciate this truth. How cab  ̂
Moslem or a Jew or a Pagan bo as good a® 
Christian ? There is a logic in the culture of b°®0 
which leads all evolution, all progress, to the sa?° 
summit. If only Mohammedanism or Christian1 ' 
or Judaism is true as a divine revelation, then tb® , 
can be no virtue outside these roligions. Rat

history contradicts so sweeping a conclusion, 
is a logic, we repeat, in the culture of the

Tb®i0
miD01
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ich makes a Trajan, though a Pagan, as sweet 
“a sane a soul as Washington, who was born in a 

ristian era, and a Chinese, Confucius, as noble 
independent as a French, Voltaire. I say there 

8 a logic in the evolution of man, before which all 
.toQ pretences and conceits are like chaff for 

8 wind to sport with. And we cannot be really 
ige-minded, nor can we read history and philosophy 

until we appreciate the power of the logic 
18h shapes our ends, “  rough hew them as we
1/ •

{To he continued.)

Ä  W o r d  A b ou t E du cation .

By R. G. I ngersoll. 
c I1E of life— the object of life — is happiness. Nothing 
l e h 6 ^6^ er than that— nothing higher In order to be 

happy, man must be in harmony with his surroundings, 
’ h the conditions of well-being. In order to know these 
lan d in gs, he must be educated, and education is of value 

is s aS contributes to the well-being of man, and only that 
re 1 °ati°n which increases the power of man to gratify his 

^  Wants— wants of body and of mind, 
fa t • e^ucat®d man knows the necessity of finding out the 

cts in nature, the relations between himself and his fellow- 
tak*’ ^e Ŵeen himself and the world, to the end that he may 
, e advantage of these facts and relations for the benefit of 
La?'  ̂and others. He knows that a man may understand 
ofm*1 aito Greek, Hebrew and Sanscrit, and be as ignorant
^  ® glTfiafi f  n.n+.a on rl fnrr»PH in  n n f.n ro  a a a naf.ÎTra n f ripnf.rn.l

0J he educated man knows something that he can use, not 
j^ y  for the benefit of himself, but for the benefit of others. 
^ ery skilled mechanic, every good farmer, every man who 
to Some °t the real facts in nature that touch him, is 
the*’ ex ênt an educated man. The skilled mechanic and 
^Intelligent farmer may not be what we call “ scholars,” 

What we call scholars may not be educated men.
Coia* is in constant need. He must protect himself from 
i î an'l heat, from sun and storm. Ho needs food and 
3ev for the body, and- he needs what wo call art for the 

, °Pment and gratification of his brain. Beginning with 
jfUojJ are called the necessaries of life, he rises to what are
and

Thi
as the luxuries, and the luxuries become necessaries, 

I ovo luxuries he rises to the highest wants of the soul. 
e°a iv  man ’ s to take care of himself, in the

„itl0ns he may be placed, is, in a very important sense, 
of . cafed man. The savage who understands the habits 

h'^als, who is a good hunter and fisher, is a man of 
grad* ° n’ *ahing into consideration his circumstances. Tho 
n0 Uaf° of a university who cannot take care of himself—  
edn how much ho may have studied— is not an
“gated man.

far"  ° Ur timo, an educated man, whether a mechanic, a 
thin ° r’ or ono who follows a profession, should know some- 
hav^ about what tho world has discovered. He should 
havo aa to°a of tho outlines of the sciencos. Ho should 
be irea<̂  a tittle, at least, of tho best that has boon written. 
p0litN 1Quld know somothing of mechanics, a little about 
this *vS' cotnmerco and m etaphysics; and in addition to all 
6houl "bould know how to make something. His hands 
°Wn “ a°  educated, so that ho can, if nocossary, supply his 

rp Wants by supplying the wants of others, 
their ?ie aro mcntal misers— men who gather learning all 
hoatcj 08 and keep it to themselves. They are worse than
With tl18 because when they die their learning dies
8olri i lern> whilo the metal miser is co 

i? «or others.
compelled to leave his

\ duty  man suPPor  ̂ himself— to sgo to it 
othe 10.d °es not become a burden. His next duty is to help 
dew* tie has a surplus, and if he really believes they 

It ¡V°  helped.
edaCat -not necessary to havo what is callod a university 
than it'011 *u order to bo useful or to be happy, any more 
is a ,,r necessary to bo rich, to bo happy. Great wealth 
earag aat hurden, and to have more than you can use, is to 
are *,» m° re than you want. Tho happiest aro those who 
their r Ŝ 6rous> and who by reasonable endeavor can supply 
for thr,°aS-onttoto wants and havo a little surplus year by year 

S0| j ^ ' ntor ° f  their lives
ieias
is bnwjto’.01, to fill the brain with unspoken tongues. This 
best yourself with more than you can use. The

■\VQ ?  18 to loam the useful.
have iu !  aiow that men in moderate circumstances can 
Stable* ias ®omfortable houses as the richest, just as corn- 

clothing, just as good food. They can see just as

18 no use to learn thousands and thousands of use-

fine paintings, just as marvellous statues, and they can hear 
just as good music. They can attend the same theatres and 
the same operas. They can enjoy the same sunshine, and 
above ail, can love and be loved just as well as kings and 
millionaires.

So the conclusion of the whole matter is, that he is educated 
who knows how to take care of himself ; and that the happy 
man is the successful man, and that it is only a burden to 
have more than you want, or to learn those things that you 
cannot use.

N ation a l S ecu lar S ociety .

R eport of monthly Executive meeting held at the offices on 
Thursday, August 2nd.

The President Mr. G . W . Foote in the chair. There were 
also present, Messrs. J. Barry, H . Cowell, F . A. Davies, W . 
Davey, W . Leat, Dr. Nichols, J. Neate, F. Sehaller, S. 
Samuels, H . Silverstien, T. J. Thurlow, and the Secretary.

This being the first meeting after the Annual Conference, 
the first business was the election of the following officers 
for the year :—

General S ecretary: E . M. Vance. M onthly Auditors : 
Messrs. S. Samuels and W . Leat. Benevolent Fund Com
mittee : Messrs. V. Roger, S. Samuels, F. Wood and W . Leat.

New members were received for Mountain Ash Branch, 5 ; 
Porth, 2 ; Parent Society, 1.

The President was asked to write a letter to be translated 
and read at the Congress of the International Federation of 
Freethinkers at Buenos Aries, by the National Secular 
Society’s delegate Mons. Gicca. The visit of our old and 
highly esteemed Vice-President, Mr. Joseph Symes, was 
discussed. It was decided that he should be met on his 
arrival by the Secretary ; the President having already 
intimated his intention of meeting Mr. Symes, and it was 
formally resolved that a public reception should be arranged 
in his honor at the earliest possible date, the arrangements 
being left in the President’s hands.

The meeting then closed. „  , ,  TT „  ,°  E. M. V ance, Secretary.

W H Y  B IL L  Q UIT CHURCH.
Old Bill Shiftless, who was converted a few weeks ago, 

now threatens to backslide. But it will surprise no one, for 
that is regular with him. Bill says it is not his fault he 
hasn’t stuck, but that church members would not give him 
a chance. H e says he thought the brothers in the church 
always helped one another. He went to several of them and 
wanted to borrow a sum of money to get his spring work on 
the farm started, but all of them turned him down. “ Instead 
of helping mo get a start,” says Bill, “ they wanted me to 
givo something towards paying tho fat preacher’s salary. 
Ho lias a good job and doesn’t need my money. There is 
nothing in being religious.” Bill also says there are too 
many hypocrites in the church to suit him. He says he 
knows half the members go there just because they think it 
will help them in their business. One of them sells coal to 
tho church, and another sells the preacher his groceries. 
“ I  never could be a hypocrite,” says Bill, “  and that is why 
I am going to quit church. I ’ve made up my mind that a 
fellow can be a good man without going there every Sunday. 
No more of it for me.” — Bert Walker.

R E LIG IO N  NO E X C U S E .
A certain theatrical manager of Chicago tells of an Irish 

policeman in that city possessing Dogberry-like traits.
On one occasion, at midnight, the custodian of tho law 

overhauled a sleep-walker who was promenading a principal 
tlioroughfaro clad only in his night robes. When the officer 
had awakened the unfortunate man, placed him under arrest, 
and was hustling him off to the station, the sleep-walker 
exclaimed with indignation:

“ Surely you are not going to lock me up ? ”
“  Surest thing you know 1 ” airily responded tlio bluecoat.

W hy, man, I can’t be held responsible for the predicament 
you find me in 1 I  am a somnambulist! ”

“ Sure, it makes no difference what church ye belong to,” 
sharply returned the officer ; “ ye can’t parade the streets of 
Chicago in your nighty 1 ”— Harper's Weekly.

SO CIO LOG Y AN D  D IE T .
The Children of Israel were longing for the flesh-pots of 

Egypt.
“  Er— have you read the Neill-Reynolds report ? ” asked 

Moses carelessly.
Thus craftily did he manage to keep them contented with 

a more or less vegetarian diet.— New York Sun.



510 THE FREETHINKER August 12, 1906

S U N D A Y  L E C T U R E  N O TICES, etc.

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

LONDON.

Outdoor.
B ethnal G reen B ranch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 

Fountain): Mr. HowclI-Smith, B .A ., 3.15, “ The Evolution of 
Man and the World 6.15, “ The Case for Atheism.”

Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. : Eushcroft-road (side of Brixton 
Theatre), Brixton-road, 11.30, Ernest Edwin ; Brockwell Park, 
3.15 and 6.15, F. A. Davies.

K ingsland B ranch N. S. S. (Ridley-road, Dalston): 11.30, 
W . Gregory, “  Resurrection.”

N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill, Hampstead):
James Rowney, 3.15, “  Some Teachings of Jesus 0.30, “ Chris
tianity : a Gospel of Confusion, Hate, and Despair.”

W est Ham B ranch N. S. S. (The Grove, Stratford): 7, W . J. 
Ramsey, “ A Trial of Theism.”

W est L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Hyde Park, Marble Arch) : 
Debate, H. B. Samuels and J. G. Lawson, “  Is There a God ?”

COUNTRY.
F ailsworth (Secular Sunday School, Pole-lane) : Annual Ser

vices. .T. T. Lloyd, 2.45, “  Is the World Getting Better 7”  G.30, 
“ Does Secularism Safeguard Morality?”  Hymns, etc., by the 
Choir, assisted by the Failsworth String Band.

L iverpool B ranch N. S. S. (Milton Hall, Danlby-stieet) : 
7, W . C. Scliweizer, “ The Boyish Miracles of Jesus: How they 
are Confirmed by the Gospels of Early Christian Churches.”

M ountain A sh B ranch N. S. S. (Glyde’s Restaurant, Com
mercial-street) : 6, G. Garrett, “ Christianity and Woman.”

W est Stanley B ranch N. S. S. (9 Langley-terrace, Annfield 
Plain) : 3.30, “  Why I am an Atheist.”

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

18, X BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT.

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

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

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

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

Orders should be sent to the author,
J. R. HOLM ES, EA ST HANNEY, W ANTAGE.

T h w a ite s ’ L iver Pills.
The Best F am ily  M edicine in the W orld .

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

Ailments, Antcmia.
Is . l i d .  and  2s. 9d. p er B ox.

Post free 14 or 33 stamps. Directions with each box.
G. THWAITES, Herbalist,

2, Church How, Stockton-on-Tees, and 
24, Linthorpe Road, Middlesbrough. 

T H W A IT E S ’ LIVE R  PILLS are not Sugar-coated or got up to 
deceive, nor factory made, but are made from Herbs by a Herbalist 
of nearly 40 years’ experience in curing disease with Herbs and 

preparations from them.

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

By G. W. F O O T E .

“  I have read with great pleasure yom Book of God. You bav0 
shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Farrar's 
position I congratulate you on your book. It will do great goo“> 
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with force an“
beauty.” — Colonel I noersoll.

“ 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- - - - 1/-
Bound in Good C l o t h ...........................2/-

B I B L E  HEROES.
By G. W . FOOTE.

Adam— N oah— Abraham— J acob— J oseph— J oseph ’ s Brethren" 
Moses— Aaron —  Joshua —  Jephthah— Samson— Samuel— S »"* "  
David— Solomon— J ob —  Elijah—  Elisha —  Jehu —  Daniel — T'ie 
Prophets— Peter— Paul.

200  pages, C loth , 2s. 6d.

INTERNATIONAL FREETH0UGHT CONGRESS-

A Photograph of the National Secular Society’® 
Delegates taken beneath tho Voltaire Statue 

in Paris, September, 1905.

Well Mounted for Framing, 16 by 20 ins.

ONLY A LIMITED NUMBED OF COPIES■

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

From—
T h e  S e c r e t a r y , N.S.S., 2 N e w c a s t l e -S t ., E.C-

B ook s  W a n ted  fo r  Office Purposes.
Prisoner for  Blasphemy. The Diegesis, Robt. Tay'°r

PAM PHLETS.
The Value of This Earthly Life, E . B. Aveling. Any PampH'e 

by Joseph Syines. Or old Debates.

State condition and Price—
T he S ecretary, N .S . S .,

2 Ncwoastlc-stroet, E.C.

A N E W  ED ITIO N. NOW READY.
C olonel In gerso ll’s L ast L ectu re .

W H A T  IS RELIGION?
An Address delivered before the American Free Rolig'0119 

Association at Boston, June 2, 1899.

Price Twopence.

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

B y C O L O N E L  R . G. IN G E R SO Ll*
PRICE ONE PENNY
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
(LIMITED)

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

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

(0 8 Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal seonrity to the 
Th ivr°n an^ application of funds for Secular purposes.

Obi t emoran^um °f  Association sets forth that the Society’s 
,faouts v.are :— 'U° promote the principle that human conduct 
•>atn i i f  ba80G upon natural knowledge, and not upon super- 
tnj f bebe*> and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
To n a"  th°ught and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
Piet tm'ver3al Secular Education. To promote the com-
law«8 .Becalarisation of the State, etc., eto. And to do all such 

things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
orb' reoe’’V6> and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
tile ®1Ueathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 

Tb G?0s.ea of the Society.
8jj0 ]® “ ability of members is limited to £1, in case the Society 
liabil’t•Gver be wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover 

'ties—a most unlikely contingency.
?m“er8 pay an entrance fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent 

Th^ p^cription of five shillings. 
l9r 0 Society has a considerable number of members, but a much 
Win s narrber is desirable, and it is hoped that some will bo 
¡t ®a tt.mongst those who road this announcement. All who join 
Its", ntCiPate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
« * « * « * . .  It is expressly provided in the Artioles of Associa
t e  g • n°  member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
o.nv J?CIety, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 

I Way whatever.
direct “ °° ’ ety’ s affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
twely r3’ °°nsisting of not less than five and not more than 

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

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

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

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battcock 2S 
Rood-lane, Penchurch-street, London, E .C .

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

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

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK
FOR

FREETHINKERS AND INQUIRING CHRISTIANS
EDITED BY

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

A

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

art IY.—Bible Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken Promises, and Unfulfilled Prophecies.
a 0̂va four useful parts, convenient for the pocket, may ha had separately, FOURPENCE EAGn, or the 

whole, bound in one volume, Is. 6d.; Best Edition, hound in cloth, 2s. 6d. (Postage 3d.)
It ¡o ^Tis is a volumo which wo strongly commond to all interested in tho study of the Judaic-Christiau Scriptures. 
Partin ! r d by G- Wl Footo aud W> ,P- Bal1’ and PublisbGd by tho Freothought Publishing Company, 2 Newcastlo-street, 
togar1. °D'Htr°ot> London, E.C., prico Is. 6d. Indood, wo cannot conceive any Christian as having a faith worth 
BPoci i g unlof)H ho has studied this remarkable volumo. Teachers in Sunday and elementary schools will find it of 
Perfect Valu° as an aid to tbo oxPosition of tho Cbfistiari religion from a thoughtful aud critical standpoint. It is a 

¡;t aimy of facts and comparisons. Since 1888 it lias boon tho standard volumo of tho subject with which it deals,
H Popularity is emphasised by tho fact that tho public have domanded a now odition.”—Reynolds's N civ spa per.

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

(Revised and Enlarged)

“ BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

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

lie
!X?°Ptioaai*d*'* Newspaper says:—“ Mr. G. W. Footo, chairman of tho Secular Society, is woll known as a man of 
a? a*ged o r ab,lity- His Bible Romances havo had a largo salo in tho original odition. A popular, rovisod, and 
, ot. Lonl 10n’ at tb° prico of 6d>’ bas uow boon Publisb°d by tho Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle.street, Farringdon- 

Q* ^odorn • for tbo Sccu,ar Society. Thus, within tho roach of almost ovoryono, tho ripost thought of tho loaders 
opinion aro being placed from day to day.”

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

(Post Free, 8d)

PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET. LONDON, E.C.
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W O R KS BY G. W . FOOTE.
ATH EISM  AND M ODALITY 2d., post Jd.
B IBLE AND BEER. Showing the absurdity of basing 

Teetotalism on the Christian Scriptures. Careful, thorough, 
and accurate. Freethinkers should keep this pamphlet by 
them. 4d., post Jd.

BIBLE HANDBOOK FOR FR EETH IN KERS AND IN 
QUIRING CHRISTIANS. A  new edition, revised and 
handsomely printed. Cheap edition, paper cover, Is. 6 d .; 
cloth 2s. 6d., post 2Jd.

BIBLE HEROES. New edition. Each part, paper Is., post Id. 
Superior edition (200 pages), complete, cloth, 2s. 6d., 
post 2Jd.

BIBLE ROMANCES. Popular edition, with Portrait, paper 
6d., post 2Jd. Superior edition (160 pages), cloth 2s., 
post 2Jd.

CH RISTIANITY AND PROGRESS. Second and cheaper 
edition. Recommended by Mr. Robert Blatchford in God 
and 'iy  Neighbor. Id., post Jd.

CH RISTIANITY AND SECULARISM. Four Nights’ Public 
Debate with the Rev. Dr. James McCann. Paper, Is. ; 
cloth Is. 6d., post 2d.

CRIMES OF CH RISTIANITY. Hundreds of references are 
given to standard authorities. No pains have been spared to 
make the work a complete, trustworthy, final, unanswerable 
Indictment of Christianity. The Tree is judged by its 
Fruit. Cloth (244 pp.), 2s. 6d., post 3d.

COMIC SERMONS AND OTHER FAN TASIAS. 8d., post Id.
D ARW IN  ON GOD. Containing all the passages in the works 

of Darwin bearing on the subject of religion. 6d., post Id.
DEFENCE OF FREE SPEECH. Three hours’ Address to the 

Jury before Lord Coleridge. With Special Preface and 
many Footnotes. 4d., post Id.

DROPPING TH E D E V IL : and Other Free Church Per
formances. 2d., post Jd.

FLOW ERS OF FREETH OU GH T. First Series, cloth, 2s. Gd., 
post 3d. Second Series, cloth 2s. Gd., post 3d.

GOD AT CHICAGO. A useful Tract. Per 100, 0d., post 4d.
GOD SAVE THE KING. An English Republican’s Coronation 

Notes. 2d., post Jd.
H ALL OF SCIENCE L IB E L CASE, with Full and True 

Account of the “ Leeds Orgies.” 3d., post Id.
IN FID EL D EATH -BEDS. Second edition, much enlarged. 

8d., post Id. Superfine paper in cloth, Is. 3d., post ljd .
IN T E R V IE W  W IT H  TH E D EV IL . 2d., post Jd.
IS SOCIALISM SOUND? Four Nights’ Public Debate with 

Annie Besant. Is., post ljd . ; cloth, 2s., post 2Jd.
IS TH E B IBLE INSPIRED ? A  Criticism of Lux Mundi. 

Id., post Jd.
INGERSOLLISM  D EFEN DED  AGAINST ARCHDEACON  

FARRAR. 2d., post Jd.
JOHN M ORLEY AS A FR EE TH IN K E R . 2d., post Jd.
LETTERS TO THE QLERGY. (128 pp.). Is., post 2d.
LETTERS TO JESUS CHRIST. 4d., post Jd.

LIE IN FIVE CHAPTERS ; or, Hugh Price Hughes’ Con
verted Atheist. Id., post Jd.

MRS. B ESAN T’S THEOSOPHY. A Candid Criticism- 
2d., post Jd.

M Y RESURRECTION. A  Missing Chapter from the Gospel 
of Matthew. 2d., post Jd.

PECULIAR PEOPLE. An Open Letter to Mr. Justice Wills- 
Id., post Jd.

PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM . 3d., post Jd.
REM INISCENCES OF CHARLES BRADLAUGH. 6d-.

post Id.
ROME OR ATH EISM  ? The Great Alternative. 3d., post W-
ROYAL PAUPERS. Showing what Royalty does for the 

People and what the People do for Royalty. 2d., post Jd.
SALVATION S Y R U P ; or, Light on Darkest England. ^ 

Reply to General Booth. 2d., post Jd.
SECULARISM AND TH EO SO PH Y." A  Rejoinder to Mrs- 

Besant. 2d., post Jd.
TH E BOOK OF GOD, in the Light of the Higher Criticism- 

With Special Reference to Dean Farrar’s Apology. PaPer' 
I s . ; cloth, 2s., post 2d.

THE GRAND OLD BOOK. A Reply to the Grand Old Man- 
An Exhaustive Answer to the Right Hon. W . E . Gladstone s 
Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture. I s . ; bound in cloth. 
Is. Gd., post ljd .

TH E B IBLE GOD. 2d., post Jd.
TH E ATH EIST SHOEMAKER and the Rev. Hugh Price 

Hughes. Id., post Jd.
TH E IMPOSSIBLE CREED. An Open Letter to Bishop 

Magee on the Sermon on the Mount. 2d., post Jd.
TH E SIGN OF THE CROSS. A  Candid Criticism of Mr- 

Wilson Barret’s Play. Gd., post ljd .
TH E DYING  ATH EIST. A  Story. Id., post Jd.
TH EISM  OR ATH EISM  ? Public Debate between G- .^j 

Foote and the Rev. W . T. Lee. Verbatim Report, revisp" 
by both Disputants. Well printed and neatly bound- 
Is., post ljd .

TH E N EW  CAGLIOSTRO. An Open Letter to Madame 
Blavatsky. 2d., post Jd.

TH E JEW ISH  LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the Sepher ToUot,‘ 
Jeshu, or Book of the Generation of Jesus. Edited, wi®8 
Historical Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. W . F°° 
and J. M. Wheeler. Gd., post Id.

THE PASSING OF JESUS. The Last Adventures of tbe 
First Messiah. 2d., post Jd. .

W AS JESUS INSANE ? A Searching Inquiry into the Me»ta‘ 
Condition of the Prophet of Nazareth. Id., post Jd.

W H AT IS AGNOSTICISM? With Observations on Hu*1̂  
Bradlaugh, and Ingersoll, and a Reply to George JftC° 
Holyoake ; also a Defence of Atheism. 3d., post Jd.

W H O W AS TH E FATH ER  OF JESUS ? 2d., post Jd.
W IL L  CHRIST SAVE U S ? Gd., post Id.

W O R KS BY COLONEL INGERSOLL.
A CHRISTIAN CATEC niSM . One of the most useful and 

brilliant of Colonel Ingersoll’s pamphlets. Gd., post Id.
ART AND M O RALITY. 2d., post Jd.
A  WOODEN GOD. Id., post Jd.
CREEDS AND SP IR ITU ALITY. Id., post Jd.
CRIMES AGAINST CRIMINALS. 3d., post Jd 
DEFENCE OF FREETH OU GH T. Five Hours’ Address to 

the Jury at the Trial for Blasphemy of C. B. Reynolds. 4d., 
post Jd.

DO I BLASPHEM E ? 2d., post Jd.
ERNEST RENAN. 2d., post Jd.
FAITH  AND FACT. Reply to Rev. Dr. Field. 2d., post Jd. 
GOD AND TH E STATE. 2d., post Jd.
HOUSE OF D EATH . Being Funeral Orations and Addresses 

on various occasions. Is., post 2d.
IN GERSO LL’S ADVICE TO PARENTS. Keep Children out 

of Cburch and Sunday-school. Id.
LAST WORDS ON SUICIDE. 2d., post Jd.
LECTU RES. Popular Edition. Paper covers, Gd., post Id. 
LIVE TOPICS. Id., post Jd.
MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. An Agnostic’s View. 2d., 

post Jd.
M YTH  AND M IRACLE. Id., post Jd.
ORATION ON LINCOLN. 3d., post Jd.
ORATION ON THE GODS. Gd., post Id.
ORATION ON VO LTAIR E. 3d., post Jd.
ORATION ON W A L T  W H ITM AN . 3d post Id.
REAL BLASPH EM Y. Id., post Jd.

R EPLY TO GLADSTONE. With a Biography by the l“10 
J. M. Wheeler. 4d., post Id.

ROME OR REASON ? A Reply to Cardinal Manning. 
post Id.

SHAKESPEARE. Cd„ post Id.
SKULLS. 2d., post Jd.
SOCIAL SALVATION. 2d., post Jd.
SOME M ISTAKES OF MOSES. 13G pp.. on superfine po-P®£ 

cloth 2s. Gd., post 3d. ; paper Is., post ljd . Only c0)11P:ijl' 
edition in England. Accurate as Colenso and as fascina1 
as a novel. Abridged Edition, 10 pp. Id., post Jd.

SUPERSTITION. Gd., post Id.
TAKE A ROAD OF YOUR OWN. Id., post Jd.
TH E CHRISTIAN RELIGION. 3d., post Jd.
TH E COMING CIVILISATION. 3d., post id.
THE D E VIL. Cd., post Id.
TH E DYING CREED. 2d., post Jd.
TH E GHOSTS. Superior Edition, 3d., post Jd.
TH E HOLY BIBLE. Gd., post Id.
THE HOUSEHOLD OF FA IT H . 2d., post Jd. b8
TH E LIM ITS OF TOLERATION. A Discussion w i*  L , 

Hon. F. D. Coudert and Gov. S. L. Woodford. 2d., P08”5
TH E TH R EE PHILANTHROPISTS. 2d., post ljd .
W H A T IS RELIG IO N ? Colonel Ingersoll’s Last Le3tu 

2d., post Jd.
W H A T MUST W E  DO TO BE SA V E D ? 2d., post Jd-
W H Y  AM I AN AGNOSTIC? 2d., post Jd.

T h e  P i o n e e r  P r e s s  2 Nowcastle-street, Farringdon-street, London, E.C.
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