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0 ye loud Waves ! and 0  ye Forests high!
And 0  ye Clouds that fa r above vie soared ! 

Thou rising Sun ! thou blue rejoicing sky !
Yea everything that is and ivill be f r e e !
Sear witness for me, whcreso'er ye be.
With ivhat deep worship I  have still adored 

The spirit o f divinest Liberty.
— COLEBIDGE.

The Westminster Play.

AN *8 the wisest animal on this planet. He is also 
biggest fool. No other animal builds houses and 

Pa> or paints pictures, or carves statues, or writes 
. Dqs< And no other animal gets drunk or keeps a 

g,or8t- Yes, man is the wonder and tho scandal, the 
lik  ̂aD<̂  ^̂ p8racG> of the world. “ In action how 

o an angel,” said Hamlet; but had he been censur- 
o instead of praising he might have said “ how like

a beast,”
Man 

hko 
like

g atb ! he will also grovel on tho ground to avoid it. 
be ^are most powerful enemy— and he will 

afraid of his own shadow. That scapegrace, the

is a bundle of contradictions. Ho will fight 
ie a hero for what he wants; he will also pray for 

silly child. He will stand up and dofy

Earl °f Rochester, who wrote the biting epigram on
ls boon companion and fellow profligate, Charles the 
®cond, gavo a clover expression to this contradictory 
aracter in the Merry Monarch:—

“  Here lies our mutton-eating King 
Whose word no man relies on :

He never said a foolish thing 
He never did a wise one.”

This brings us to another monarch, King Edward, 
do not mean that ho— UU1 mean that ho resembles Charles the 

ec°nd in anything else ; but he is still supposed to 
rule by the grace of God, as tho very coinage declares 
" ahd he is Defender of the Faith— and he was 
pointed with holy oil by the Archbishop of Can- 
ferbury afc hig coronation, a process which was 
^tended to consecrate him for tho rest of his natural 
lto- With all these supernatural advantages he 

°u8bt to bo able to govern this country “ on his 
° Wn>” as the saying'is. Yet it is a constitutional 
maxim with us that tho King reigns but does not 
8°vern. There is a Government that carries on 1 10 
business of the country, and in the name of that 
government the King has just opened Parliament—  
be assembly in which the Government has to submit 

^bat it wants to do for the welfare of the people.
Neither the anointed King nor whab some people 

|egard as tho more anointed Government is allowed 
0 _regulate the affairs of this nation without the 

^istan ce and ultimate control of Parliament. 
either does Parliament trust its own wisdom 

'eh some think a mark of good sense. It pays a
to procure all the help he can from Almighty '¿od. mu:-

.334
This man is called the chaplain ; he receives a ’

salary of several hundred pounds a year; and his 
function is to open the proceedings every day by 
imploring the divine blessing on its labors and the 
divine guidance in its deliberations. Generally speak
ing, the House of Commons is nearly empty when the 
chaplain communicates with the Deity. No doubt 
the members think that the divine blessing and the 
divine guidance will keep until they find it con
venient to attend.

They have a similar man of God to bring down 
heavenly assistance at Washington. Ingersoll once 
said that people prayed for all sorts of things, some 
of them ridiculous, and some plainly impossible. 
“ For instance,” he said, “  I heard the chaplain the 
other day asking God to give Congress wisdom.”

When the chaplain has requested the Almighty to 
fill the House of Commons with his ineffable presence, 
so that wise and beneficent laws may be carried for 
the benefit of the present inhabitants of this country, 
and of generations yet unborn, the members (those 
who are present) open their eyes and resume the old 
scrimmage. What one side of the House says is 
sure to be wrong to the other side of the House. 
They made up their minds about that before they 
went in to prayers, and they do not change it after
wards. Their business is to fight each other; they 
conduct the contest under Queensberry rules, with 
an umpire in the chair; but they give no quarter, 
and they take none; and they pay no more attention to 
God until the prayers come round again the next day.

Opening the House of Commons with prayer seems 
to us a farce— and it really does not seem otherwise 
to the members themselves, for they practically treat 
it as such. And such a farce is bound to infect the 
whole performance. It is really a part of what we 
venture to call the Westminster play.

Of course the Westminster play, like other plays, 
may bo very interesting, and very amusing, and oven 
very tragic. It seems to have great fascination for 
the actors, and a vast number of people like reading 
about it. But there is one thing about it which 
thinking people wonder at. All the time spent on 
debating appears to be a poor investment. Speeches 
rarely, if ever, alter votes ; the whips know how the 
division will go if they can get their men into the 
lobbies; indeed, if it were not for the look of the 
thing, the vote might as well be taken first, and the 
debate carried on afterwards.

This element of unreality in the great Westminster 
play is directly related to the absurdity of the chap
lain’s performance at prayer-time. A legislature 
which tolerates that nonsense will tolerate any other 
nonsense; for no nonsense could possibly be greater.

We suggest that the nation should make up its 
mind whether it will trust to its own wisdom or not. 
At present it is satisfied with a plentiful lack of 
sense, and leaves all the rest to Providence; and 
that is why we have still to admire with how little 
wisdom the world is governed. G. W . FOOTE.
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The New Dogmatism.

TriE Message is a bright, ably-conducted theological 
magazine, edited by the Rev. Hugh C. Wallace and 
the Rev. J. Warschauer, M.A., D.Lit., ministers of 
Anerley Congregational Church. Many will remember 
that this Church has had advanced views taught in 
its pulpit for at least twenty years; and the present 
ministers are enthusiastic advocates of what is now 
known as the New Theology. The object of the 
Message is to promote the interests of what some 
venture to characterise as a reformed or re-stated 
Christianity. Now to outsiders, nothing is more 
evident than that the protagonists of the New 
Theology are more intolerable and intolerant dog
matists than orthodox divines have ever been. For 
examples I refer the reader to the Message for the 
current month. We are editorially assured therein 
that the occupation of militant Freethinkers is prac
tically gone. It is frankly admitted that in the far 
away past they did much creditable work. But now 
there is no need for their iconoclastic propaganda. 
This, however, they are too ignorant or too reckless 
to perceive:—

“ We have so often observed in the writings of 
‘ rationalists ’ a certain touching inability to realise that 
wo are not living in some bygone age, but in the present.
.......Writers of this school seem always to regret and
to marvel that Christianity should have moved along 
with all other institutions ; they feel that it is not fair 
to them that Christianity should have done so; in com
parison with this living, and therefore changing, thing, 
they even prefer the fixity of the old confessions.”

That charge against Rationalists, as a class, is wholly 
without foundation. But what about the editors of 
the Message ? Are they not living in a Fool’s Para
dise ? Are they not aware that orthodoxy is still alive, 
and that an overwhelming majority of professing 
Christians still adhere to it ? Do they not know that 
the bulk oven of Congregational ministers are staunch 
defenders of “ the faith once delivered to the 
m ints” ? Mr. Wallace and Dr. Warschauor cannot 
l>a ignorant of the fact that to thousands upon thou
sands of the preachers of to-day the Bible is “ the 
inspired and infallible Word of God.” Did not Mr. 
Campbell himself confess the other day that he is 
the most unpopular man in Nonconformity ? As a 
matter of fact, the friends of tho Now Theology are 
as yet but few and far between. How unutterably 
absurd it therefore is to assort that Freethinkers are 
flogging a dead horse whenever they assail the old 
orthodoxy! Why, the new theologians are doing 
precisely tho same thing themselves. Are they, too, 
unable to “ realise that we are not living in some 
bygone age, bnt in the present ” ? Are they, too, 
fighting men of straw ?

Tho truth is that these advanced religious teachers 
are doing for to-day exactly the same work, on the 
negative side, as Voltaire and Paine did for theirs. 
That is to say, up to a certain point they are co- 
laborers with the Secularists, as tho following extract 
from the Message shows :—

“  Orthodoxy tho ‘ rationalist ’ not only comprehends, 
but can overthrow and celebrate easy triumphs over— 
the Fall, hell-fire, and Biblical infallibility, provide him 
with his favorite material; against a Christianity which 
defends a virgin birth and the physical resurrection with 
angry tenacity he has a not over-difficult case.”

That is self-evident, and Secularists are of the same 
opinion. Then the Message continues :—

“  But with the New Theology ho finds himself on far 
less favorable ground; for this latter placidly surrenders 
the infallibilities and crudities which the 1 rationalist ’ 
delighted to ‘ show up,’ while retaining the essence of 
Christianity against which his weapons are somehow 
less effective. Hence he looks upon the New Theology 
and its progress with undisguised suspicion ; for if this 
movement permeates the Churches, as it bids fair to do,
1 then is Othello’s occupation gone.’ ”

Here, however, the Message is quite wrong. Free
thinkers heartily welcome the present movement in 
the theological world, because they look upon it as a 
distinct step towards Naturalism. To eliminate the

“ miraculous ” from the life of Jesus— to grant that 
he was born and died like any ordinary man—is to 
weaken the whole case for Supernaturalism. Mi. 
Campbell is quite right in claiming that a birth o' 
two persons is equally as wonderful as a virgin birth 
would be, only there is absolutely no evidence that 
virgin births have ever happened in the human rac0' 
Things fully as marvellous as a resurrection would 
be are constantly occurring in Nature, only D° 
indubitably attested instance of the dead comic? 
back to life is on record. Such is the ground oo 
which the New Theology rejects the two miracle 
which orthodoxy pronounces essential to Christianity' 
and it is for precisely the same reason that Fre0- 
thought rejects them.

Let it be clearly understood, then, that as a mover 
ment, the New Theology is not “ cordially disliked 
by Secularists. We understand now that the N0ff 
Theology rejects all the dogmas insisted upon by tbe 
orthodox Cjjurch. So do we, and so has our system 
of thought always done. All through its history 
Freethought has expressed its opposition to all sneb 
dogmas; and to-day it is obliged to assail the doc
trines of the New Theology with equal determination 
and zeal. Of course, in the estimation of the editors 
of the Message, not to accept the New Theology is a 
proof of intellectual stupidity and moral blindness

Rationalism,” they say, “ besides very cordially 
disliking, does not really understand, the forward 
movement in theology.” But who does really under
stand it ? Who can tell us what Christianity i® ■ 
Sneeringly these editors say; “ How curious acd 
almost middle-Victorian is the attitude of ‘ rational
ism ’ in accepting orthodoxy’s word as to its oW° 
identity with Christianity.” But, pray, would it no* 
be even more curious and altogether middle-Victori®0 
if Rationalism accepted the New Theology’s word

as to its own identity with Christianity” ? 1° 
other words, why should Dr. Warschauer’s word b0 
taken rather than Dr. Robertson Nicoll’s, or M1'- 
Campbell’s rather than Principal Fairbairn’s ? 
say tho very least, it is as reasonable to adopjj 
orthodoxy’s definition of Christianity as that paraded 
by heterodoxy. The attitude taken up by Rationalist’ 
is that Christianity, according to any definition, 13 
essentially unbelievable.

Take tho dogma of Incarnation. Can tho editor® 
of tho Message tell us clearly what it means ? It lS 
quite true that many believe in it who reject tb® 
Virgin Birth and even tho Resurrection ; but that '3 
neither hero nor there, tho all-important question 
being, What does Incarnation signify ? These editor® 
write as if they knew. They declare “ tho enth'0 
independence of the fact which that term denote0' 
and tho alleged process by which the fact is, in op0 
particular case, said to have come about.” But wd1 
they inform us what tho fact of incarnation is, a° ‘5 
how they know it to be a fact apart from the proce^ 
by which it has come about ? It is easy enough to 
say that the universe is a manifestation of God, ° r 
that it icpresents God’s attempt at self-expression- 
and that the attempt comes nearest success in ma° j 
but what does the statement mean ? What is the Go1 
said to he thus manifested in the universe ? Mr. Camp' 
bell admits that in himself God is absolutely UIJ' 
knowablo; but without knowing what God is bo"̂  
can anybody affirm that the universe reveals him- 
Wo know the universe only as it presents itself t® 
our senses ; but we do not know of anything beyond 
and above it. Therefore, the fact of incarnation, 00 
confidently spoken of by these latter-day divines, ’s 
seen to be at best but a hypothesis, a blind gucs?, °r 
a vain dream. „

These preachers of “ the new and better Evangel 
laugh the charge of “ Pantheism ” to scorn. The; 
glory in being more than Pantheists. They ’ 
“ Pantheism is that system of thought which aflirIIl 
the immanence, but denies the transcendence of Dp 
When the New Theology insists upon the Div'P0 
immanence, it does not deny tho Divine transcep; 
deuce ; the term Pantheism is therefore a misnomer-, 
We will not quarrel about tho definition of Pantheist ’ 
nor will we quarrel about tho moaning of Christi®

*
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interpreted by the New Theology. All we 
>int out is that all the isms concerning God 

all6 cr®ations of the human brain, and that
■ who profess to speak in God’s name are only airing 

air ° ^ n opinions. In this region one man’s opinionsTRft . -l ----- ----- - j.u  u m o  i c g i u i i  .lijcujjl o  O pH H O IlS
‘ ne,, ^e^ter nor worse than another’s, for they 

all alike based on ignorance. “ But,” these

___ __ v i  >-i.
conflicting messages
City Temple he say nu— •

are
zoologists exclaim, “ God is revealing himself to men 
If a^‘ Indeed! But how do you make that < 

y°ur claim is true, how do you account for the 
that come from him ? At the 

Ch” uo says one thing; at Westminster
r another, almost the very opposite; and in 
each6 f^ lan d -street, something different still; and 
Div' ° • *s representatives at these three centres of 
fnI1“ *  Elimination, charge the other two with woe- 

and disastrously misrepresenting him. Is it not 
Ca more reasonable to conclude that all who claim 

u speak for God are laboring under a terrible 
ueiU8ion ?
aî ke inconsistencies of the New Theology are 

^  Is Quoted against it, the retort is 
no ™au  ̂ only expressed his own opinion, which is by 
thê 6*1118 Ending. It necessarily follows that when 
tte\ neol°gists speak they too are only expressing 
in th °Wn °Pinions- And yet both in the Pulpit and 

Press they utter themselves as if they were 
‘nie exponents of the will of God. Orthodoxy 

vis> aen°unce in the most violent terms, while they 
doi'} Unkolief with cheap sarcasm and contempt and 
alii- efraI° misrepresentation. To all their opponents 
keen • ^ say : “ We have come; let the whole earth 
in t?.silence: WG have the new and better Evangel; 
them8 ^WGntieth century all who differ from us find 
p e l v e s  dismoded, obsolescent, out of date—both 
bp 0rthodoxy and the Rationalism of yesterday 

g°me the anachronisms of to-day.”
8(-„ ° Ca is the new theological dogmatism, and it 
arrQ!,S uIterly condemned by its own presumptuous, 
and conternptuous, and solf-sufficient spirit

J. T. L l o y d .

Bruno.—II.

* (Continued from p. 82.)
En ,i ^ * n8s considered, the time Bruno spent in 
lifê  Tr must have been the happiest period of his 
Sii] ^ ' s associates wore men such as Sir Philip 

nDy> ®'Qike Greville, Spenser, and perhaps, Bacon, 
b'in̂ ’ were the gatherings of this choice band of 
ion'o er-8’ an^ it Bruno gained from their conv

th
tio orsa-
f,ai a’ lh is extremely probable that they, in turn, 
Pfun muc^ trom 60 fertile and ingenious a thinker. 
Was f* Was a*so presented to Queen Elizabeth, and 
term avorahly impressed hy her. Indeod, the high 
Wardr.ln wki°h he spoke of Elizabeth formed after- 
In ’ .f’ ,°oe of the counts brought against him by the 

• ° n‘ ’̂°  S’Enev, Bruno dedicated his Heroic
Uen L7, l!<laŝ s’ and also The Expulsion o f the Triumphant 
Can ’ v work that was taken as an attack on the 
hein °  i .Church, eithor the Church or the Pope 

^ g designated by the title.
earlier visitor to England, Erasmus had fallen 

tho.  ̂ . charms of English women. He writes of 
Qeta to a friend:—

, ' The English girls are divinely pretty. Soft, 
P easant, gentle, and charming as the Muses. They 

av0 one cusj.om wbich cannot be too much admired, 
ijl leu you go anywhere on a visit the girls all kiss yon.

J°y kiss you when you arrive, they kiss you when you 
wl aWaT’ and they kiss you again when you return. Go 
jj ler° you will, it is all kisses; and, my dear Faustus, 

you onco tasted how fragrant those lips are, you would 
p  to spend your life here."

Ceztn ,0nis ^ave much changed since the sixteenth 
prai j1̂ ’ tmt Bruno joins his brother monk in 

Zg English women :—
ami ^ rf cious aud gentle, soft and tender, yonng, fair, 
of delicate, blond-haired, white of skin, pink of cheek, 
0f eahcing lips, eyes divine, breasts of ivory, and hearts 

at UInan t ; how many thoughts do I weave for you in

my mind, how many emotions besiege my spirit, how 
many passions fill my life, how many tears pour from 
my eyes, sighs burst from my breast, fires sparkle from 
my heart.”

Of the people in general he had but a poor opinion. 
He declared that England “ could boast of a Plebs 
which, for want of respect, rudeness, roughness, 
rusticity, savagery, ill-training, was second to none 
in the world.” There was also, he laments, an un
reasoning hatred of foreigners with them, which was 
apt to vent itself in positive ill-usage. So the enjoy
ment of “ the fair and gracious nymphs of England ” 
had its disadvantages.

While in England, Bruno published no less than 
seven of his works; and had he not been Bruno, 
might have lived out his life in the congenial com
pany of the best of English thinkers. But the clash 
of battle was far more attractive than the soft mur- 
mer of philosophic peace, and at a species of intel
lectual tournament, given at Oxford in honor of a 
Polish Prince, he once more brought a hornet’s-nest 
about his ears. Besides, Bruno had called himself 
“ the Awakener,” and looked to public disunion as 
one of the means of living up to the character. 
Oxford was then far behind many of the continental 
universities in point of learning. There was still, in 
Bruno’s time, a fine of five shillings for every point 
of departure from the philosophy of Aristotle or the 
cosmogony of Ptolemy. In his disputations Bruno 
attacked both. Fifteen times, Bruno says, ho closed 
the mouth of the disputant who had been selected to 
oppose him, and to maintain that the earth was 
stationary while the heavens revolved around it. 
He complains bitterly of the “ Pig ” selected by the 
university as a champion; wittily describes Oxford as 
the “ widow of sound learning,” and as filled with “ a 
constellation of pedants whose ignorance, presump
tion and rustic rudeness would have exhausted the 
patience of Job.”

The hostility to Bruno was roused, and once more 
he shifted his quarters. He returned to Paris, and 
arriving here, threw away all reserve in placing his 
teaching before the world. He openly challenged 
the verdict of accepted philosophy and established 
authority. In words that are as true of our own 
time as of his, he says : “ If wo really seek, it helps 
us nought that public opinion thinks wo are really 
making for health.” And again, “  It is a poor mind 
that will think with the multitude because it is a 
multitude: truth is not altered by the opinions of 
the vulgar or the confirmation of the many.” “ It is 
more blessed to be wise in truth in face of opinion 
than to be wise in opinion in face of truth.” 
“ From the beginning I was convinced of the 
vanity of the cry which summons us to close or 
lower the eyes that were given to us open and 
upward-looking. Seeing, I do not pretend not to 
see, nor fear to profess it openly; and as there is 
continual war between light and darkness, knowledge 
and ignorance, everywhere have I met with hatred, 
abuse, clamor, insult (ay, not without risk to my 
life) from the brute and stupid multitude.” As 
with Bacon, so it was emphasised that to clear 
the mind from prejudice, was the essential 
condition of the acquisition of true knowledge. 
If it was difficult to do this there was all the 
more reason for the effort ; for “ difficulty is 
ordained to check poltroons. Things ordinary and 
easy are for the vulgar, for ordinary people. But 
rare, heroic, divine men, pass along the way of 
difficulty, that necessity may be constrained to yield
them the palm of immortality....... It is not only he
who arrives at the goal that is praised, but also who
ever dies no coward’s or poltroon’s death; he easts 
the fault of his loss and of his death upon the back 
of fate, and shows the world that he has come to 
such an end by no defect of himself, but by error of 
fortune.”

Bruno says he left Paris “ because of the tumcK~.” 
but it is probable that in this instance it 
troubled state of the city rather than u; < 
hostility that was the cause. The lapse 
years, spent in visiting various cities in •
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found him at Frankfort, where he was destined to 
make an acquaintance that was to lead him into the 
hands of the Inquisition. It was while at Frankfort 
that he received a letter of invitation from a young 
Venetian nobleman, Giovanni Mocenigo, to come to 
Venice and instruct in certain branches of philosophy 
for which Bruno was famed. Why Bruno should 
have accepted the invitation is something of a 
puzzle, unless we ascribe it to his strong desire to 
visit his native country. Mocenigo, Mr. McIntyre 
points out, was shallow, mean, superstitious, weak- 
minded and vain. On his part there may have been 
the desire to pose as a philosopher, or as the patron 
of a thinker who had gained a European fame. Or, 
if we remember that Mocenigo was one of the 
appointed accessors to Inquisition in Venice, there 
may have been another and a darker reason for the 
invitation. Or yet, again, there is reason for believing 
that Bruno still regarded himself as a member of the 
Church, although liable to correction for his conduct 
as a priest. At any rate, Bruno walked blindly into 
the trap and came to Venice. There he lived for a 
time by himself, visiting Padua and other places to 
lecture or teach. Bruno’s unconsciousness of the 
danger he was in is shown by his giving up his own 
rooms and coming to live with Mocenigo, thus making 
the task of the spy easier. His work was then to 
“ draw” Bruno as much as possible, a by no means 
hard task with one of his impetuous character. 
Something, what is not known, aroused Bruno’s 
suspicions, and he announced that he intended visit
ing Frankfort to get some books printed. Not to be 
robbed of his prey, Mocenigo came the following 
night with a party of gondoliers and confined Bruno 
in an upper room of the house, from which he was 
taken the following night by the officers of the 
Inquisition. The arrest was made on May 23, 1592 ; 
henceforth there was nothing for the prisoner but 
eight weary years of imprisonment— probably includ
ing torture as well as imprisonment— ending with a 
fiery death in the Place of Flowers in the Capital of 
Christendom.

Now let us glance for awhile at what it was that 
made Bruno so obnoxious to his enemies. There 
was, in the first place, the attack upon authority, 
both philosophic and theologic. One could, indeed, 
scarce attack one without the other. The authority 
of Aristotle— Aristotle, that is, as the Church had 
permitted him to bo interpreted— was supreme, and 
others before Bruno had felt how necessary it was 
to break down the pseudo Aristotelianism that reigned 
in the schools. But to attack Aristotle was to run 
counter to the authority of the Church, and thus 
Bruno found himself at war with both philosophy 
and theology. Of his hostility to the former he was 
wholly conscious, but there is reason to believe that he 
never, until near the end, recognised how hostile was 
his  ̂attitude to the other also. But his intellectual 
attitude in relation to the established powers is best 
shown by his description of “ Holy Asinity,” a work 
of the same naturo as Erasmus’s Praise of Folly. 
“ Oh, holy asinity,” he says, “ oh, holy ignorance, 
holy folly and pious devotion, which alone makost 
souls so good that human wit and zeal can no further 
go; strenuous watchfulness, in whatsoever art, or 
invention, or contemplation of the wise, arrives ’not 
to the heaven wherein thou buildest thy mansion. 
Of what avail is your study, ye curious ones, your 
desire to know whether the stars are earth, or fire, 
or sea ? Holy assinity for that cares not, but with 
folded hands and bended knees awaits from God its 
fate. The ass, he says, is installed everywhere; in 
courts, tribunals, churches, and schools. It controls 
every career and dominates all thinking. There are 
more asses among men than men among asses, and 
most people are willing members of the Universal 
State of Asinity. Unfortunately, in his case, the 
asses proved themselves too powerful for the thinker, 
if not for his thought. That they could not kill; 
and if the responsibility for a thinker’s failure to 
reach his goal rests with fortune, so long as “ he 
dies no coward’s or poltroon’s death,” then Bruno’s 
long single-handed fight against Church and school

“  constrained ” necessity to yield “ the palm of im
mortality ” to one whose daring thought and glorions 
courage helped to break down one of the most 
intolerable tyrannies under which the world has ever

8 r0a l,ea - '  0 .  C O H »
(To be concluded.)

Blasphemy in the Bible.

It would not be a difficult task to show that nin®' 
tenths of the Bible, at least, are blasphemous—that 
is, if it is blasphemy to speak evil of “ God ” ; but 
that task I am not undertaking. My present object 
is to select a few Bible texts and to show how full ot 
blasphemy they really are. The first verse in tb® 
Bible is as blasphemous as any language to be found- 
It looks innocent enough in English and not less so 
in Greek, Latin and other tongues into which the 
Jewish books have been translated; but the Hebrew 
which is said to bo the original language of tbe 
Bible, lends itself to a very curious translation. Tb® 
very first word in the Hebrew Bible is Bereshitli, a®® 
that is translated “ in the beginning ” in the Engli0® 
Bible. But, in sober truth, no one can tell what® 
really signifies. That it may mean “ in the begi®' 
ning ” I shall not flatly deny; but it is equally tr®e 
that it may have some other meaning. Bereshitb 
may be one word or two, reshitli and b, b meaning 
in, reshith beginning.

“ In the beginning ” may be a pious expression, but 
it means nothing until wo know of what it indicate0 
the beginning. To say that God made or created tbe 
heavens and the earth “ in the beginning ” convey8 
no information as to the time when the work wa0 
done, and to say that he made them “ in the begi®' 
ning ” of his making them, or when he began to 
make them, or at tho date or timo when he did make 
them, is solemn trifling, not sense; and tho wor® 
might just as well have been left out, if that is si* 
it means. That every work or job or task must have 
a beginning goes without saying.

Now I propose to translate the verse differently» 
and read it thus: “ Boreshith made the Gods, tb® 
heavens and the earth.” The only objection that 
can bo urged against my rendering is custom, trad1' 
tion, or theological prejudice. The last may b® 
ignored, for theology is always in tho wrong ; custo®j 
and tradition may go for what they are worth ; an® 
they are certain to be urged against tho new tra®8' 
lation. Never mind, neither honest grammar n°r 
honest lexicography will ever protest against it.

Of course, I shall be told that we know nothing 
about Bereshith, the nowly found creator of Go®0 
and all else. Well, we know nothing whatsoever 
about God, Gods, or any other creator yet mention®® 
in ancient or modern times, nor can anyone say wb®t 
the heavens mean. Who Bereshith is or was I coO' 
fess I do not know, but I feel confident that ho, sb®> 
or it, is or was, quite as likely to create things as Go 
or Gods; and I bind myself to demonstrate that a® 
against any divine who caros to take up my challong®- 
Bereshith, I am confident, is as good a creator as a®? 
you can name, and as able to make Gods as God 0 
Gods over were to make tho world. And what ’ 
very much more, while the Bible itself shows Go® 
or Gods’ character or characters in tho blackest p°8' 
sible light, there is not, from Genesis to Revelati®0’ 
a single syllable reflecting upon Bereshith. _ .

If any Jew or any Christian cleric demands asigb® 
of Bereshith, I engage to show him at the same ti®3 
and place as they care to show God or Gods. If tbe| 
demand to be told what I know of this creator, 3 
ongage to tell them when they tell me what tb®/ 
know of their God; and I will furnish as m®c 
authentic information as they. Tho fact that ^  
have not heard much of Bereshith up to date may® 
may not bo our fault or misfortune either; and it 
quite as likely that Bereshith now sees fit to rev®*3 
to me what I am writing as that any other sup1®5 
human being ever inspired anyone to write. I
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Bot pretend that my position is any better than some 
ei'3; but only prejudice can fight against me, or 

blaspheme Bereshith.
must explain that the Hebrew word translated 

° in the first verse of the Bible and in many others 
a plural noun, Eloliim; and if the root means God, 
e, I  aral form must mean Gods; hut orthodox Jews 

th , ^bmtians object to that, because they pretend 
tt* have but one God. But in sober truth,
tin6 .7* is saturated with Polytheism, as Chris- 

mty itself is. But I must not enter into that 
Object at present.
not SaH *n ^roPping this first verse, that I am 
rar , . °  hrst to read it as I have done. An ancient 
et Dl’ Rashi, says, “ God created in the beginning, 

Without this transposition, the word Bereshith 
"■•■•ought be taken for the name of the first deity, 
n 0 Created a second ” (Genesis : with a Talmudic 
p. by Paul Isaac Hershon ; London, 1883;
sou Gere there is a confession from an orthodox 
0n/ c® that Gen. i. 1 should be read as I have read it, 
to J tba  ̂orthodoxy forbids. I have read it naturally; 
gjv aye orthodoxy they must invert the order and so 
The r a m.eani°g  its author clearly never intended. 
God a n o s t ics  and others held, not that the supreme 
sem ina^e matter and the world, but that a 
verg ary or subordinate God did i t ; and the firet 
it 0̂ 1°  ̂ Genesis favors that view somewhat, though 
and tu S -^oroshith with the malting of the heavens 
ap he earth. From that time on Bereshith dis- 
mik ’ Should he some day turn up again, he may 
and*3. bo.̂  ôr dews and Christians who ignore him 
“ a 'Voi'ship his creatures ! Let us hope ho is not 

If F i ?  God ” nor anywise revengeful, 
the wh mean8 Gods, as it certainly does, then 
and °hapter of Genesis is Polytheistic,
m0v horefore blasphemous. The wind of the Gods 
be ”6 j ,nPon fhe waters; the Gods said, “ Let light 
and’ 8aad’ L0fc there be a firmament or roof, etc., 
ver s°  ° n at every stage of the earth-making. In 
fhfani • we read, “ The Gods said, Let us make 
the r ’ IQ our imag0. after our likeness,” etc. And 
QeneS6 i ° r“  of sPeech is used in other parts of 
it. and1Sf\Sk°W'n£’ that one or more Polytheists wrote 
the -tv 1 ,at subsequent editors played pranks with 
be 8 to give it a Monotheistic face. Much might 
shouij UP°Q this subject; and we, as Freethinkers, 
Who ,, ®ever lose an opportunity of exposing those 
■̂ hat > 6n<t that the Bible is a Monotheistic book. 
God iat°st editors were worshipers of but one 
book h*a^ be conceded with little demur; but the 
newer a8 ^Gen tampered with to harmonise it to a 
8how fgr0e(̂  ’ y®t plentiful evidences remain in it to 

m u b̂e originaf authors of the oldest portions, 
God, besid0s, wore worshipers of more than one |

. “ Your fathers dwelt on the other d ds » (Josh.
ln time...... and they 88rve£  Sayce-an able
Xxiv- 2). But men like Hr0*688“ the fabled
man, and yet a fanatic— ana also a Mono- 
^braham was a real histone I  :s0i The ancient
theist. The Bible shows him other  ̂^  caj lea El 
Effienicians or Canaanites wo 0£ jdelchizedek,
fjyon, or Elyoun. This was the ̂  translation of 
though that truth is obscure .̂e„reBented as pries 
he Bible where Melchizedek should have been 

°f the “ most high God. . language is
written El Elyon. Even as it God ” hasno
decidedly Polytheistic, for ‘‘ most mg . gQme sense 
8°nso unless there were other uou that pagan
l0Wer down. But Abraham wor P sacrament 
God and swore by him; yea, and < Supper” or 
ofbread and wine, the’ oldest “ Lord8 W  Bible 

Eucharist” or “ Maso . ja0t) shows
i len‘ xiv- 17 to 21). The Bible, Elollinl) 0f El 
Ebraham a worshiper of Yahve , jy. and the
Llyon, of El Shaddai—God enough..s 3 and „ the
mets exhibit the “ Father of the la blasphemer, 
^mnd of God” in the light of a real m ^  ^  
„ think there can be no rationa bu  ̂ j£ Qhris- 

patriarchs ” were all gods, not m > businesstmns and Jewa wiU humanise them, it w our^
to 0xpoSQ their character, moral and rel L

What could be worse blasphemy than to represent 
God, who is a spirit, smelling and sniffing the smoke 
of Noah’s burning carcases (Gen. viii. 21); eating 
Abraham’s veal and cakes (xviii. 8) ; or gorging him
self with a butcher’s shop full of rams, fat beasts 
and blood (Isaiah i. 10 to 15) ? What would the pious 
say if we said such things about their Deity ? Yet, 
as God is unchangeable, there can be no sort or degree 
of doubt that what he did in Bible times he would 
do now. Either God is a disgusting savage or giant, 
or the Bible blasphemes him a thousand times worse 
than Freethinkers ever did. To be sure, Bible blas
phemy is pious and privileged and God is glorified 
thereby, while ours is impious, rational, and in all 
other respects, commendable. Therefore are we 
liable to be punished for what we should be rewarded.

One of the most blasphemous texts in the Bible is 
Jeremiah vii. 22, and the Lord himself is the blas
phemer, if the holy prophet does not slander him 
“ I spake not unto your fathers, nor commanded them 
in the day that I brought them out of the land of 
Egypt, concerning burnt offerings or sacrifices.” 
Look through Exodus, Leviticus, Numbers and Deu
teronomy, and you will find there but little else than 
such commands. The whole drift of those books, 
one may well say, is to acquire an abundant and 
permanent supply of gratis sacrifices and offerings 
for the Lord, that is, the priests ; and all such orders 
were delivered by the Lord, say those books. 
Jeremiah here denies that the Lord said one word 
upon the subject. Of course, we believe Jeremiah 
so far; but still, look at his blasphemy. Let any 
Freethinker declare that the Lord never told the 
Israelites to offer sacrifices, etc., and he will be set 
down as a bold blasphemer for contradicting the 
plain language of the Pentateuch. But Jeremiah no 
more believed in the priestly rubbish and falsehoods 
of the Pentateuch than we do. What a dreadful 
blasphemer.

And there is almost equal blasphemy in Amos v. 
25, 26, where we find that holy prophet denying that 
Israel sacrificed to the Lord for forty years in the 
wilderness! Nay, instead of tho tent or tabernacle 
they had and carried with them being a place in 
which to worship Yahveh, it was, says Amos, the 
tabernacle of Moloch and Chiun, whose images 
occupied their places therein ! What horrid blas
phemy, to be sure ! j 0b. SYMEa<

In the primeval age a dateless while 
Tho vacant Shepherd wandered with his flock, 
Pitching Lis tent where’er tho green grass waved. 
But soon Imagination conjured up 
A host of new desires : with busy aim,
Each for himsolf, Earth’s eager children toiled.
So Property began, twy-streaming fount,
Whenco Vico and Virtue flow, honey and gall. 
Henco tho soft couch and many-colored robe,
Tlie timbrel, and arch’d dome and costly feast, 
With all the inventive arts, that nursed tho soul 
To forms of beauty, and by sensual wants 
Unsensualised tho mind, which in the means 
Learnt to forget tho grossness of the end,
Best pleasured with its own activity.
And hence Disease that withers manhood’s arm, 
The dagger’d Envy, spirit-quenching Want, 
Warriors, and Lords, and Priests— all the sore ills 
That vex and desolate our mortal life. 
Wide-wasting ills ! yet each the immediate source 
Of mightier good. Their keen necessities 
To ceaseless action goading human thought 
Have made Earth’s reasoning animal her Lord ; 
And the pale-featured Sage’s trembling hand 
Strong as a host of armed Deities.

_______  -—Coleridge

FROM A PASSIVE DESISTEK.
Some say tho rancous “  Dr.” Clifford 
For spite has with the Primate differed 
While others say the doughty Primate 
Is destined for a hotter “  climate ”  ;
’Twas ever thus; these rows must bo 
’Twixt Tweedledum and Tweedledee.

X. Y. Z.
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Acid Drops.

We have always held that Dr. Clifford was humbugging 
when he professed to be in favor of Secular Education. He 
never was in favor of it and he is not in favor of it now. 
Loud laughter greeted his letter to the Secretary of the 
meeting convened to establish a national Secular Education 
League. The crafty old Pecksniff of the Education contro
versy said that he had been in favor of Secular Education 
for twenty years, only he placed his own interpretation upon 
the word, and could not join a League which would probably 
try to turn the Bible out of the schools. Of course, nobody 
wants to turn the Bible out of the school library. A copy 
ought to bo there, with a copy of the Koran and other 
“  Sacred Scriptures,” and the teachers should be at liberty 
to refer to it incidentally, as they would refer to other books 
in the course of ethical instruction. But that is not what 
Dr. Clifford means. He wants the Bible to be placed in the 
hands of all the children, every day, as the text-book of 
religion and morality; and this is absolutely incompatible 
with any honest meaning of Secular Education. And the 
crafty old fellow knows it just as well as we do.

What this reverend gentleman says of the novels of
Meredith and Hardy is, of course, entirely ridiculous, B"" 
even if it were not it is a strange objection to come from the 
mouth of a man who probably takes a text from the Bible 
every time he preaches. The Bible says that we were si 
conceived in sin and shapen in iniquity ; that there is none 
righteous, no not one ; and that the thoughts of man’s heal 
are evil continually. Mr. Pringle should leave Meredith and 
Hardy alone, and tackle the Blessed Book.

Sir Oliver Lodge says that the higher faculties of man 
not explainable as the outcome of evolution. Human vanity 
is a hardy plant. Man has always been paying himself these 
supernal compliments. He cannot make a flea, as Montaigne 
says, but he makes gods by the dozen.

“  We may hope to co-operate with the Creator,” says Sit 
Oliver Lodge. Much the samo thing was said by Mr. Bernard 
Shaw a few weeks earlier. It is wonderful how great iced 
arrive at the same truth. All we want to know now is what 
the Creator thinks of it.

Shelley wrote splendid poetry in the lines—

The Lord Mayor of Liverpool— who ought not to be doing 
such things during his term of office— presided at a Town 
Hall meeting in aid of the Bishop of Liverpool’s call for 
¿£100,000 to be spent during the next five years on “  the 
spiritual wants ”  of his diocese ; which is a euphemism for 
cash to be paid to the gentlemen who cater for the said 
spiritual wants. One speaker at this meeting said that there 
were “  forty benefices in the diocese under To00 a year and 
fifteen under T200 a year.”  “  Surely,”  he added, “  this is a 
terrible blot on the escutcheon of the Church of England, 
and the sooner that blot is removed tlio bettor for us and the 
Church.”  F ancy! Forty preachers of the holy gospel of 
“  blessed bo ye poor ” with less than TO a week, and fifteen 
with less than T4 a week 1 It is enough to make one’s heart 
ache. Tlio very paupers in the workhouse ought to make up 
a collection towards putting an end to such a shocking state 
of things. ____

London clericals are as good beggars as tho Liverpool ones. 
At tho recent annual service of tho Queen Victoria Clergy 
Fund, in St. Paul’s Cathedral, the episcopal preacher said it 
was “  a crying shame ” that out of a total of 14,000 benefices 
in the Church of England 6,000 had stipends under i'200 a 
year and 1,500 under T100. Nothing was said about the 
other 6,500. This was probably discreet.

The Very Rev. Dr. Richard William Randall, of Pelham, 
Lindsay-road, Bournemouth, late Dean of Chichester, left 
<£27,078. The newspaper in which we read this fact reported 
a very different on e ; namely, that Mr. Justice Ridley, at 
Chelmsford, sentenced a poor laborer, one of the Peculiar 
People, to a month’s imprisonment for following tho Bible 
recipe for sickness in tho house. There you are 1 That’s 
just like tho monstrous fraud called Christian civilisation. 
Ono man gains a fortune by preaching Christianity, and 
another gets a month for believing it.

‘ ‘ the worm beneath the sod 
May lift itself in homage to the God.”

But it was poetry—not supernaturalism. Sir Oliver Lodge 
and Mr. Bernard Shaw, not being poets, take the matt,ef 
more prosaically. These two little worms lift themselves up 
and say to tho Creator, “  We’ve come to help you.”

It is astonishing how right we are in the Freethinker ou 
most things we deal with. That is because we keep sfi 
open mind and take tho trouble to think. We have said ¡d* 
along, for instance, that the outcry against the Turk as a 
bloody villain was mainly due to Christian prejudice. W  
is not, in our opinion, any worse than the Russian, even u 
he is as bad. What the Turk does in hot blood the Russiau 
does with cool deliberation. Of tho two scoundrels, 
rather prefer tho Sultan to the Czar, for the latter is also ® 
contemptible hypocrite. This may sound strong language) 
but we note that Mr. Henry W. Nevinson, tho special corres
pondent of the Daily Chronicle, takes just the same vievV 
that we havo taken all the time. Tho following extract 13 
from one of his latest letters on the Russian terror iu 
Georgia:—

“  There is a famous saying of Lord Salisbury’s that at tl)° 
time of the Crimean War we put our money on the wrong 
horse. 1 used to think it a fine and true saying, but I doubt 
it now. Between the Itussian Government and the Turkish’ 
it has really never mattered the turn of a halfpenny which 
horse we backed. In the race for incapacity and iniquity' 
they run neck and nock. It is not as though the sort 
thing I have seen in the last ten days or eo were new to ®e- 
Unhappily, I am rather hardened to it, and in Macedonia 1 
have seen what the Turks can do on a more extended scale- 
Yet, if I had to choose at all, I should prefer the Turkish' 
way, for the Turkish Government, at all events, calls itsel* 
neither Most Christian nor Holy, nor does it pose as the 
heaven-sent protector of the Orthodox Christians whom y  
slaughters and ruins. That extra refinement of hypocrisy >" 
murder is left to the government of the Tsar.”

What we learnt from history, Mr. Neviuson has learnt froh1 
experience.

Mr. Justice Ridley calls tho Peculiar People’s “ a horrible 
and ghastly creed.” But he wisely said he would not argue 
with them— for they find their creed in the Bible, and upon 
that very book Mr. Justice Ridley was himself sworn, as 
upon the Word of Gcd, to administer justice from the bench.

A suggestion is made that the empty City churches should 
be used as picture galleries. The author of that suggestion 
may be a Churchman, but he must be rather a buttress tb»u 
a pillar, and has never been inside.

“ Who was this man,” Mr. Justice Ridley asked, “  who 
dared to pray to God for a miracle ? ”  A Christian, your lord- 
ship—a Christian ; one who thinks that Jesus Christ meant 
what he said by the words, “  Whatsoever ye ask, bolieving, 
that ye shall receive.” Your lordship appears to think that 
Jesus Christ was joking. But it was a sorry joke— and so 
was your strange sermon from the judicial seat. William 
Thomas Clark, a laborer, whom your lordship was trying, is 
at least a sincere Christian. What sort of a Christian your 
lordship is may be left to every honest man’s judgment.

“ Thank you, my lord,” said Thomas Young as ho took blfj 
sentence of fifteen months’ hard labor at tho Clerkcnwe' 
Sessions. Well, it is pleasant to find gratitude, especially 
where it is least expected. While robbing and swindl>uo 
right and left, this young man had been a lieutenant iu th° 
Church Lads’ Brigade and a Sunday-school teacher. ™ 
course, this doesn’t prove much against Christianity, but 
least it proves this, that if you want to take advantage 
people there is nothing like appealing to their religious sus- 
ceptibilities. They won’t do much thinking then.

Rev. Arthur Pringle, of Purley, has been preaching at the 
City Templo'and going it strong. He accused Mr. Meredith, 
Mr. Hardy and Mr. Pinero, amongst others, of being engaged 
iu an “  unpremeditated conspiracy ”  to make men and 
women appear worse than they are in reality. “ You might 
judge,” he said, “  from tho very works of these writers that 
every man is a blackguard and every other woman is not 
worthy of the name.” Mr. Pringle must have been reading 
tlseee writ i j with blue spectacles.

The death of Phyllis Wincott, aged eleven months, a 
Chorley, has “  caused a painful sensation in tho town.” Sl'° 
was put to sleep in a cradle too near tho fire, with a little 
brother aged four and a half rocking her while the moth0'; 
went to fetch some needlework. Somehow the cradle caugl'" 
fire and the baby was fatally burnt. We suppose th° 
“  painful sensation” is owing to the fact that the father 0 
the baby is a Church parson. But “  Providence ” cares v 
more for parsons’ children than for other people’s. lh  
coroner sensibly advised the mother to get a fireguard.
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Rev. C. Leslie Jones, of Oswestry, preaches “  Back to the 
Bible.” Let us dismiss Milton’s Paradise Lost, he says, 
aDd get back to a literal acceptation of the Bible; including, 
We suppose, the story of the talking donkey, in which the 
reverend gentleman should be interested.

Evan Roberts is reported to be better in health and to be 
ready to conduct fresh revival services. We all know what 
‘ “ at means. The Welsh revival is dead and Evan Roberts 
ls a spent rocket.

Acid Drops ” a fortnight ago, we referred to a dis-cession
Cliristij “  Can a man read the Clarion and be a 
that . i S T  Which ^°°k P^ce at Norwood P.S.A., and stated 
hied t P“ nciPal man of God who took part in the debate, 
Clc-: ° ,.maEc out that Christians ought not to read the« n o n .” We made that statement on the strength of a 
prus r°Port which was sent to us, but which wo have not 
tliev rVeĈ l° r such things go in the? waste-basket as soon as 
the r !te ^e.alt with. That our statement was justified by 
¡¡eeitlseB°rt in question, we have no manner of doubt. It 
Pond!’ f10weveL that the report was inaccurate. A corros- 
“ t),e wh° was present at the debate informs us that 
proiïl-rcveren<l gentleman gave offence to some of his most 
n°t supporters by declaring that the man who could
Bavin.Mj’1? Clarion. was not worth calling a Christian.”  
Ilia ......................... ’
W’O -  —D-l ■■ _
■Efoetl ?s,unic ihat our correspondent is correct, for he is a 
debate m^er an<̂  knows other Freethinkers who heard the

Press

printed one thing about the reverend gentleman to 
•sail vantage, we cheerfully print another to his credit.

XJijl T ^ Murray, vicar of St. Mary and Chad, Sandford 
teli j ongt<3n,. Staffs, may have a perfect right to beg for his 
c°unt°U8 Surprises from Churchmen in other parts of the 
Istfco ^  *10 certainly has no right to send out begging
iu ‘udiscriminately to persons whose addresses he finds 
d0 London Directory, and whom ho judges to be well to 
aPr>(>0tn ^le locality they live in. The reverend gentleman 
Re tar,B warR US,000 down and some T500 a year besides,
the lhat he should advertise for what he wants in
tb6 , hurch papers. That would be preferable to begging in 
■̂ urh11  ̂ r̂or? people who, for all he knows, may bo Jews, 
pr s’ °r Infidels—to use the elegant languago of his own

Dr. Barnardo’s Homes had a big advertisement in a 
London daily. It was headed 11 Where are the Children ? ” 
immediately below which was the following verse :—

“  They are out in the wilds of the city,
Out in the storms of sin ;

Go seek them and gather them every one,
And fetch Me the children in.

In cellar, in garret, in alley and court,
They weep and they suffer and pine.”

There was more of the same, but wo haven’t room for it. 
Having read thus far we wondered why “  Me ” didn’t gather 
the children in himself—and why he ever allowed them to 
be out in such misery. The advertisement might have been 
headed, “  He caretk for you,” but perhaps it might have 
looked facetious.

The village church at Holbrooke, near Belper, has been 
seriously damaged by fire. Of course, the parson and his 
congregation put all their trust in the Lord ; still the 
damage is covered by insurance.

Mr. Hamar Greenwood, M.P., describes Kingston after the 
earthquake as resembling “  the edge of hell.”  We wonder 
how he recognised it.

General Booth is going to Japan. His movements up to 
his arrival there are all mapped out. What he will do 
afterwards does not seem to be settled. We shouldn't bo 
surprised if he wanted to be Mikado.

Rayner was overwhelmed with pious letters, tracts and 
books, while in hospital. It is astonishing what a lot of 
peoplo want to pilot him to heaven. Rayner probably 
wished that many of them had taken the trip themselves.

That deep thinker, Mr. Arthur S. Booth-Clibborn, writes 
from St. Cloud to the Tribune, which, of course, inserts his 
vastly important letter. Mr. Clibborn girds at Mr. Campbell, 
without mentioning him, as declaring “  with the French 
infidel and the German rationalist that the sweet old Gospel 
story is all a myth,” In the next sentence, Mr. Clibborn 
“  hopes the “ New Theology ’ will not cross the Channel ” 
— which is like hoping that coals will not bo allowed to go 
to Newcastle.

, Rord Charles Beresford is reported to have said that the 
rath of his brother recently was announced by the wailings 

, 1 a hanshco at the family homo at Curraghinoro. Theso 
j^ h eesseem  to pay attention to “  noble”  families. Common 
u have to put up with a ticking in tho wainscot.

su ’ H-C. Fillingham, of Hcxton vicarage, sarcastically 
Abbe Bishop of London should have Westminster
ougbtV ° l d  to some American syndicate. Mr. Fillingham 
°ver * t0 know that the Bishop of London has no control 
Under tlC° UnCĈ °n Westminster Abbey. Tho Abbey is 
all JR ) 0 le a n ’s control, and tho Deanery is independent of 
tho Cr '01?S—Reing> as R were, a diocese of its own, under 
Dean St"n’ "^at *s why tho Church bigots could not attack 
frien,i tanley, although he was such a closo and pestilent 

u 01 Bishop Colenso’s.

fronf'i  ̂*h*ngham is more to tbo point in the following extract 
jls letter to Bishop Ingram :—

Co , May I bo allowed to congratulate your Lordship on your 
;.] “ T^d and persevering efforts to destroy the City 
y lc“ es ? Your Lordship’s desire of using the proceeds of 
nio f i these buildings to erect churches in tho East is 
Wh / aadahio ; for in the East End nobody goes to church, 
'vhin E'en, can be more rational than to destroy buildings 

l °n week-days are crowded at the midday service, and 
gu , tho funds to erect others which will bo empty 

t)) Ua>’a and week-days as well ?”
" 'ufidol^8̂  nobody goes to church! It is not the 
Clmr , editor of the Freethinker who says 

parson.

In
is 
that, but

Rey, p. ,,
Portrait ^ u e s t  Thorn, the Congregational minister whoso 
lull suna ,̂?oarcR tho pap ers somo time ago dressed in a 
Ef'own Tl armor’ ' n which ho proposed to preach at tho 
aPprov0 r,feai re’ Beckham, on Sunday evening, does not 
^ainnh„u° “ New Theology.”  That settles it. Mr. 

I ell will have to shut up.

k -ho^ntaH y, the Rev. G. E . T. praises 11 tho Congo heroes 
Wo ■wo'i)0 selves to Cl rist.”  No names are given, so 

Leopold is in ±ho list. Ho is a very
“ Christian.

In another letter to tho Daily Chronicle this Mr. Booth- 
Clibborn refers to “  our aggressivo Gospel work among 
French infidels.”  Perhaps he will get some independent 
person to tell what effect ho has made upon thorn. We 
nover saw him mentioned in any P'rench Freetliought paper. 
Perhaps they think that no defence is necessary against liis 
aggression—and perhaps they arc right.

Mrs. Edith Gagen, living in Huntingdonshire, has obtained 
a judicial separation with costs against her husband in the 
Divorce Court. The Rev. John Michael Gagen is held by 
the Court to havo committed adultery with a young lady 
attending St. Savior’s Church, Shepherd’s Bush, where ho 
was curate. The man of God wanted to bring the young 
lady home to livo with his wife and children. Ho has 
evidently read that polygamous book tho Biblo to great 
advantage. ____

Working men aro not much nearer old-age pensions yet. 
The clergy will probably get theso pensions before they do. 
Already a scheme has been propounded by a committee of 
tho Chester Diocesan Conference. It is suggested that 
parsons should be allowed to retire in all cases at tho age of 
sixty-five, with a pension of two-thirds of their average 
income during tho last ten years of their service ;. and that 
provision should be made for an earlier retirement if a 
reasonable cause were shown. Should this bo carried out it 
will creato a paradise for old parsons, and their longevity 
will probably be astonishing. Even as it is many of them, 
keep out of heaven a wonderful long time.

The press boycott of the Editor of the Freethinker con
tinues. Mr. Foote's speech at the Tribune Rendezvous 
meeting for establishing a national Secular Education League 
was remarkable for two things ; first, it was the one speech 
that brought the meeting back to tho proper ground of 
principle on which citizens of all varieties of opinion could 
unite to withdraw religious teaching from tho Staid schools'; 
secondly, it was the ono speech that carried tho meeting 
along from first to last and kept it enthusiastic, Yet the 
'Tribune, as far as wo know, was tho only paper that men
tioned Mr. Foote’s name. We have seen reports in several 
provincial papers, but they all follow tho lead of tho dear 
Daily News, and pretend that they never heard of Mr. Foote’s
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existence. The poor ostriches I As though their boycotting 
of Mr. Foote could destroy his influence.

Good sometimes comes of evil—accidentally. We are
rather glad, in a certain sense, that the press did boycott 
Mr. Foote on that occasion ; otherwise they might have tried 
to make out that it was a Secularist meeting for the promo
tion of Secularist education—which is the very thing we 
wish to prevent. ____

Dr. Clifford delivered “ a fiery speech ”  to the Passive 
Resisters at Whitefield’s Tabernacle. He hopes a lot of them 
will go to prison rather than pay the Education rate. For 
his own part, he prefers to have his spoons seized. He gets 
the advertisement all the same.

“  I  still hold,”  the Rev. Campbell Morgan says, “  that the 
first two chapters of Genesis are true.”  Yes, as the Rev. 
Dr. Clifford believes in Secular Education. He would want 
to put his own interpretation on the word “ true.”  There is 
not an educated man in England to-day who believes that 
the first two chapters of Genesis are true, in the sense of 
meaning precisely what they say. Mr. Campbell Morgan no 
more believes in the six-days Creation than we do. He is 
simply blarneying. Neither does he believe the Bible to be 
“  the infallible Word of God ”  without putting a subtle mean
ing on the word “  infallible.”  We challenge the reverend 
gentleman to declare from his pulpit whether he believes 
that a serpent talked to a woman and a donkey (a four-legged 
one) to a man, and that a missionary had a three days' 
submarine trip in the belly of a whale. Don’t let him tell us 
what the stories teach ; our point is, does he believe them ?

One of the silliest things we ever read appeared in the 
Daily Chronicle the other day under the signature of Harold 
Spender. This gentleman referred to the following foolish 
prophesy of the late Lord Shaftesbury :—

“  I am as certain as I am of my own existence that science, 
in a more extended compass, long, very long, before it is 
perfect, will be the surest, stoutest, most irresistible apology 
for the Bible in the whole history of facts and arguments 
since controversy began. It will prove the Mosaic creation, 
the authenticity of the Pentateuch; it will establish the 
Deluge and Noah’s Ark. It will render all Joshua credible : 
the miracles of Moses and the Bed Sea. It will make every 
syllable of the Old and New Testament as clear and certain 
to our minds and souls as hunger and thirst, food and 
raiment, pain and pleasure, are to our bodies.”

The Protestant Standard, Liverpool, begs its readers to 
“  sustain ”  it by “  every means in your power ”  and “  cause 
its circulation to increase more and more.”  It is going to 
sweep back “  the advancing tide of Ritualism, Romanism, 
Unitarianism, and Infidelity.”  Our contemporary’s sup
porters will have to shell out for a big broom to do all that. 
We understand that only a few bristles are available at 
present.

Rev. Edward Thomas Billings, of Torquay, formerly vicar 
of St. Matthew, Chatterton, Lancashire, left ¿£‘21,714. Rev. 
Richard Tate, of Clontarf, left ¿£10,954. If the teaching 
their Master be true, these holy gentlemen are now cooking 
in the Devil’s kitchen. They have our sympathy.

Very Rev. Dr. Richard W. Randill, of Bournemouth, left 
¿£27,678. This gentleman has our sympathy too. H*9 
friends should try to send him on some ice. It is cheap now-

“ Unhinged by Revival ” is the heading of a report in tlm 
South Wales Echo. Mr. Griffith Roberts, a leading Llan
dudno tradesman, drowned himself in a water tank at the 
top of his premises. He was greatly affected by the Welsh 
revival two years ago, and has attended chapel as frequently 
as possible since. In his safe was found a sheet of paper, 
on which he had written :—

'• At last my conscience is awakened, and I havo continual 
visions of my past deceitful and hypocritical life. N o wonder 
I have become so hardhearted. God has left mo to go my 
own way, and now I cannot repent or pray, and feel I 
beyond praying for by others, so I am a ruined man body and 
soul, and have no hope whatever before me. My life ha9 
become a burden, and it is time it came to an end. Wlmn 
this does take place it is my desire to be buried quietly and 
he soon forgotten.”

Such are the consolations of religion.

People have to be very careful in Kaiserland. It is 11 
and God ”  with William, and he doesn’t allow his partner to 
be insulted. A beershop keeper opposite the Nazareth 
Church in Berlin has been visited by the police and told that 
he must not call his establishment “ Daniel in the Lions’ 
Den.”  The religious susceptibilities of the Kaiser’ orthodox 
friends have to be respected.

James Fordham ought to havo been safe when at work on 
one of the Lord’s buildings. But he wasn’t. Ho was 
engaged on the tower of St. Thomas’s Church, Liverpool, 
when “  Providence ”  let him fall to tho ground, where he was 
picked up—dead.

Lord Shaftesbury did not live to see these things realised ; 
no one ever will live to see them realised; and Mr. Spender 
seems to be as well aware of this as we are. But he bids 
those who laugh at Lord Shaftesbury to recollect what 
philanthropic work ho did “  in the strength of this meat ” — 
how he fought for the women and children in factories and 
tho little boy chimney-sweepers. Had he not believed in 
the Mosaic Creation, Mr. Spender says, nothing might have 
been done for the factory hands and tho chimney-boys 1 
Could tho force of folly further go ? Besides, wo might 
remind Mr. Spender that tho people who profited by the 
hardships of the factory hands and chimney-boys believed 
in the Mosaic Creation as much as Lord Shaftesbury did.

One of our most esteemed correspondents (“  F. S.” ) sup
plies us with some interesting information about Mr. W. J. 
Bryan. “  I have been much interested,”  our correspondent 
says, “  in reading your excellent articles on ‘ Mr. Bryan’s 
Boastings,’ and it may be a clue to tho attitude he has 
assumed as a champion of Christianity when the fact is 
made known that before he became a politician he was a 
preacher. It is now nearly forty years since I first went 
to tho United States, and I lived there three years. At 
that time Bryan was famous far and wide as the ‘ Celebrated 
Boy Preacher ’; so that it would appear that when his repu
tation as a preacher declined he took up with politics solely 
for tho purpose of keeping himself prominently before the 
public. There’s the whole case in a nutshell.”

Captain Waring, the Liberal candidate at tho Banffshire 
by-election, was asked by Mr. W. P. Adamson; “  Are you 
prepared to voto for the abolition of the Blasphemy Laws 
under which Freethinkers are liable—as Christians are not 
— to prosecution, fine, and imprisonment for disseminating 
their opinions.” Captain Waring did not answer the ques
tion. He talked about the infrequency of prosecutions 
“  under that Act ” —an expression which shows his ignor- 
anco; and about the freedom we enjoyed in this country 
"  provided the language used is in no way obscene.”  Evi
dently the gallant Captain imagines that if the Blasphemy 
Laws were abolished there would be no law against obscenity 
left. We advise him to get a little information on the subject.

“ For his tender mercies aro over all his works.” Espccia, S 
in China, whero three millions of people are dying of star 
tion. “ Providence ” has withheld tho fruits of the ear > 
and tho Missionary Societies are asking for money to de 
that party’s amiable intentions.

There are many secret murder societies in Italy. ® 
Naples,” according to tho Romo correspondent of the . 
Chronicle, “ tho associates of secret societies aro ior 
most part persons of pronounced piety, ̂  who contrib 
generously to tho upkeep of tho priesthood.”

“  Religion,”  a Sunday paper says, “  is evidently going ia 
have its turn. It is known that Mr. Bernard Shaw 
writing a book on it.”  “  That,”  says the Star, “ is cc 
tainly calculated to give it a turn.”

DIDN’T KNOW THE WAY.
A small boy was fishing in tho canal a short way from 

Georgetown, when a reverend gentleman accosted him.
“  Can you show me the way to Georgetown ? ” inquired 

tho gentleman.
“  Yes, sir,” said the small boy, sticking his polo in tho 

hollow stump of a tree, and proceeding to elucidate.
The old gentleman thanked him and went on his way- 

Three or four hours later the gentleman appeared on tb® 
scene again.

“  Caught any fish, my little man ? ”
“  Naw.”
“ Don’t you know it’s a sin to fish on Sunday ? ”
“  No,”  was the quick reply.
“ What is your name, my littlo man ? ”
“  Billy Smith.”
“ Ever go to Sunday school, William? Know anythin 

about Jesus ? ”
“  No, sir,”  was the somowhat delinquent reply.
“  Ever hear of heaven ? ”
Tho boy shook his head doubt fully.
“ Well, my littlo man, that’s too bad. If you will como ®P, 

to my Sunday school next Sunday I ’ll show the way to heaven-
“  Gh, you go to h e ll; you didn’t even know tho way *° 

Georgetown."



February 17, 1907 THË FREETHINKER 105

Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Sunday, February 17, Queen’s (Minor) Hall, Langham-place, 
London, W., at 7.30., “  Do the Dead Live? ”

February 24, Queen’s Hall. 
arch 3, Glasgow ; 17, Manchester.

To Correspondents.

^ 2i° . L ecture E ngagements.—February 17, Camberwell;
, , ’ Birmingham Town Hall. March 10, Forest Gate. April 

j  ■L4> Glasgow.
' F- Lloyd’s L ecture E ngagements.—February 17, Newcastle- 
Stanfne ’ Camberwell. March 10, Birmingham; 24, West

 ̂W inkle.—Glad you take our little joke in such good 
J, r‘ i it bespeaks a truly pleasant nature. Pleased to know 

■ty a ^  y°ur Freethinker through Smith and Son.
' Leekon.—See paragraph in “ Acid Drops.” Thanks for 
an))1 *‘rou^i° 'n the matter. We don’t pretend to infallibility, 
j .“ are always ready to correct any mistake that may creep 
■n‘o our pages.
cf- L>SErn Symes F und.—Previously acknowledged, £273 4s. lid , 
“mce received: Uncle Tim and Wife, Ss. ; E. Moorhouse, 2s.; 
■p.' H. Spivey, Is. 6d. ; T. Wbitely, Is. ; It. Tabrum, Is. ; 
o T Van Winkle, 10s. ; E. Langridge. 2s. Gd. ; John Bradley, 
p rU' ’ "L Baker, Is. ; J. Robinson, 2s. Gd.; J. Ries, 10s. Gd.;

• Lowland, 2s. Gd.; M. Tempost, 2s. Gd. ; Failswortli Secular 
unday School, £1 ; W. Emery, Is. ; T. Cutler, Is. ; Newcastle 
ranch (proceeds from draw), £1 3s.; J. Ralston, 2s. Gd.; J.

orewart, 2s. Gd. ; W. Scott, 2s.; W. Waddell, 2s.; A. Fraser, 
tn j, Stewart, 2s.; W. Muir, 2s. Gd.; G. Dallas. 2s.; J. 
7j , e.r’ ^s. ; J. Miller, Is. ; Howarth (Manchester), 5s.
rr Miss Vance:—W. Bailey, £5 ; Woolwich (1), Is. ; Woolwich 

ip ' b Is. ; Mr. Storey, 2s. Gd.; It. Lancaster, 10s.
® Cohen “  Salvation A kmy ”  T ract F und.—Previously acknow- 

t> Vs. Gd. Since received : Admirer, 10s. ; D.
^Baxter, 3s.

diffE r̂ 151'—Fbo Sunday Society you refer to seems to be 
t0 erori*' from most bearing the name ; and if you are helping 

ventilate Freethought principles you are doing a good work. 
a rry we could not assist in the way suggested. Why not get 
tim a*°Sue from our publishing office and order from time to 

!~e what seems suitable.
F s '  ^1IVEY-—Best wishes for better times.

• Writes: “  Now that your arduous, and I am pleased to see 
e jĈ sbLi1, labors in connection with tho Symes Fund are 
jjj et*i I desire to congratulate you, not only on account of

m’ but also because of your able editing of the Freethinker. 
thaf ®onatant reader ever since its first issue, I nm bound to say 
of ]V n tny opinion, it has never attained to so high a standard 
\vVv?ra,ry mer' t as ^ possesses at the present time: a fact 
wb' l Freethought party ought to be proud of, and one 

W r lctl 1. personally, am delighted to acknowledge.” 
bri 7 CD'—Our answer was only “  curt ”  in the sense of being 

j j  It was perfectly civil. Wo cannot do impossibilities. 
abon7Marie Corelli knows as much about Science as we know 
Gaik Sanscrit. If she says—as you state—that Jesus’s 
absoiIn8 on the water was a pure act of electricity, she is talking

W p nonsense.
j  P ‘ FI— Much obliged for cuttings, cto.
W 1wLEl J'M.—Your enclosures are generally useful 

filer1*5"— not know Chinese and aro therefore at the 
j j c y o i  translators. Dr. Legge gives the Confucian “  Golden 
n 6 m the negative form ; but, ns we explained last week, 
Sani V0 and positive are really all one, as they come to the 
Posh- tbin6 in the end. The Golden Rule was stated in the 
Saint form by Isocrates hundreds of years before Christ.

,Augustine, the greatest of the Christian “ fathers ”  
as n, by Hooker, Bk. 1, Ch. viii, 10) plainly said that “ Do 
Unan°L Wouldst b° d°ne unto, is a sentence which all nations 
bis f r , aven aro agreed upon.” But Saint Augustine, with all 
nlQ(iau'ts, was a very great man, and utterly incapable of the 
fij0 Frotestant folly of supposing that Christianity invented

A, j  a o r  improved it as morality.
alw'av °rLI!7'—From the very first number this journal has 
hews bCOn ^iTlied to the trade on “  sale or return.” If your 
agDnta °̂in<i bas any difficulty, tho fault lies with the wholesale 
terms j? 8uFP''es bim. He should insist on “ sale or return ” 
in ord' ^ometimes, of course, newsagents allege falso reasons

B. r  7 r to cover their own bigotry.
cnl'v _ 00l*WAM>.—Many thanks for your trouble, but we can 
011 our f at tllat tbe Camberwell Central Library, Peckliam, is 
‘ bat conv I?!81’ and thata. copy is posted regularly. Even if 
overwh^Y T ‘ssed one week by any accident the chances are 

Wr ca °bmng against its missing several weeks in succession.
their ^0t answer anonymous letters. Correspondents must give 

F. Mo amcs and addresses as a guarantee of good faith.
that°iuY0FI • ~  T h e idea of any Freethinker being converted by 

c Paper is indeed a joke.

T. D. Chapman (Johannesburg).—Pleased to receive the “ best 
wishes”  of “ a grateful convert to the glorious cause of 
Freethought.”

R. Stevenson.—The extract will be useful. Glad to receive your 
pleasant letter.

N orman Murray (Montreal).—You will never persuade us that the 
principles of toleration which Freethinkers appeal to in their 
weakness are not the principles which should guide them in 
their strength. Nor are we quarreling with our friends. The 
overwhelming majority of those who have written to us are 
with us—not against us.

Cephus.— Sorry we cannot deal with it this week.
J. M acleod.—Thanks for cuttings.
“ J an de B oer. ”—Yes, the good old sun is coming north again ; 

and, as Mirabeau said when he was dying, if that isn’t God it is 
at least his cousin-german.

J. R alston.—Our compliments to the Motherwell friends. Glad 
to have your appreciative letter.

J. B rough.—Mr. Foote is better, but hardly expects to be quite 
well until the weather is more civilised.

J . Owen.—Send whenever the spirit moves.
S. B owring.—Thanks.
W. P. B all.—Your cuttings are always very welcome.
T he Secular Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 

Farringdon-street, E.C.
T he N ational Secular Society’s office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 

Farringdon-street, E.C.
L etters for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed 

to 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.
L ecture N otices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 

street, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be 
inserted.

F riends who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by 
marking the passages to which they wish us to call attention.

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

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

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

Scale op A dvertisements : Thirty words, Is. Gd.; every suc
ceeding ten words, Gd. Displayed Advertisements:—One inch, 
4s. Gd.; half column, £1 2s. Gd. ; column, £2 5s. Special 
terms for repetitions.

Sugar Plums.

Mr. Foote’s audicnco at Queen s Hall on Sunday evening 
was a good one, but it would have been much larger in all 
probability if it had not been for the horrid foggy weather 
which prevailed on Saturday night and most of Sunday. 
Tho lecture on “  Mr. Campbell's Now Theology ”  was very 
warmly applauded. Mr. Victor Roger camo over from 
Camberwell to take the chair. He invited discussion, but 
thero was none, though soveral questions were asked and 
answered.

Mr. Foote occupies the Queen’s Hall platform again this 
evening (Feb. 17), and we hope the London “  saints ”  will 
help him in the simplo and easy way of giving the lecture 
publicity amongst their friends and acquaintances—as it is 
impossible to placard tho huge metropolis with bills of such 
a meeting. Mr. Foote’s subject will bo “  Do tho Dead L ive?”

Wo hear that Mr. Cohen had good meetings on Sunday at 
Manchester, tho evening mooting being the largest he has 
yet had in tho Secular Hall. Midland “ saints ”  will pleaso 
noto that Mr. Cohen lectures next Sunday (Feb. 24) in tho 
Birmingham Town Hall. This will bo his first appearance 
on that platform as a lecturer, and wo hopo tho Branch’s 
enterprise will bo well supported.

Rev. It. J. Campbell’s recent utterances in Newcastle on 
“ The New Theology ”  havo attracted considerable attention 
in the locality, and tho Newcastle Branch have endeavored 
to take advantage of this public interest by engaging Mr. 
Lloyd to lecture on this evening (Feb. 17), in the Co-operativo 
Hall, Darn Crook, on tho subject. Mr. Lloyd will also lecturo 
in the afternoon at 3, on “ Does Secularism Safeguard 
Morality ? ” Good audiences are expected.

Our esteemed contemporary, the New York Truthseeker, 
in its issuo for January 27 published a notice of tho death of 
Joseph Symes from the pen of Mr. E. Pack. This was 
followed, in tho next issue, by a sympathetic account of the 
funeral from tho same pen, with an excellent summary of tho
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President of the National Secular Society’s speech over the 
coffin. It is rather curious that the Truthseeker has repro
duced nothing from our own pen on this subject. No one in 
England knew Joseph Symes as well as we d id ; and during 
his twenty-three years’ absence from the old country we 
never allowed our readers to forget him.

The provisional committee of the Secular Education 
League held its first meeting on Monday evening, and 
measures were decided upon for forming a large General 
Council of influential friends of Secular Education in all 
parts of the country. Wo hope to be able to make a more 
definite announcement on this matter shortly.

The Bethnal Green News, in gossip of the week, under the 
heading of “  What I ’ve Heard,” says that “ Councillor Neate 
refused to stand when the ‘ Loyal toasts ' were drunk, and 
he was the cynosure.of all eyes ”— at the highly successful 
banquet to Councillor Charles Wood, ex-Mayor of Bethnal 
Green, at the Holborn Restaurant. Mr. James Neate is a 
vice-president of the National Secular Society, and a member 
of the Board of the Secular Society, Limited. He says he 
doesn’t understand how Freethinkers can stand up and take 
part in “ God save the King.”

Wc liavo received the first number of a penny monthly 
called tlio Scottish Nation, edited by W. Henry Menmuir 
and J. Westwood, and published by Peddio, Ewen & Co., 57 
York-place, Edinburgh. The editors aro thoughtful and 
courageous; how far they are right is a question for their 
readers’ judgment; all we are concerned to say is that they 
should get a hearing. They write from tho Positivist point 
of view, and start with Comte’s great m otto: “ Love for 
principle, Order for basis, and Progress for end.” An article 
on the front page on “ Improvement of Religion ” ends with 
the hope that men will “  get rid of those dark clouds of 
superstition and mythology which have for so loDg blinded 
and mystified Humanity in tho Past.” This, at any rate, is 
a new note in Scottish periodicals.

“ Clergymen and Politics ” is the heading of an outspoken 
letter by “ Free Enquirer ” in the Danven News. Tho writer 
deals, incidentally, with the question, why working men do 
not go to church— which he answers as follows : “  Long 
enough before working men ceased to go to church there 
were men of a class who would sneer to bo called working 
men who ceased to go to church, and they ceased to go for 
the same reason that working men haye ceased to go, 
namely, that the doctrines of the Church are so contrary to 
reason and ascertained knowledge as to bo obviously untrue, 
and as such have gone tho way that all untruth docs in tho 
light of scientific investigation.”  Letters of this kind do 
great good in the local newspapers, and wc wish Freethinkers 
would contribute them more frequently.

We are able this week to publish another articlo by the 
late Joseph Symes. It appears to have been written some 
weeks before his decease. Wc havo also in type some Free- 
thought verses written as late as November. Our old com
rade’s mental powers were far from failing, and the more wo 
think of it the more unfortunate his tragic death becomes.

Last week's Freethinker was sold out early. Any reader 
who failed to obtain a copy will be able to get one from tho 
returns by ordering from his newsagent or applying direct to 
our publishing office.

I dropped my pen ; and listened to the Wind 
That sang of trees uptorn and vessels tost—
A midnight harmony ; and wholly lost 
To the general sense cf men by chains confined 
Of business, care, or pleasure ; or resigned 
To timely sleep. Thought I, the impassioned strain, 
Which, without aid of numbers, I sustain,
Like acceptation from the World will find.
Yet some with apprehensive ear shall drink 
A dirge devoutly breathed o’er sorrows past;
And to.the attendant promise will give heed—
The prophecy,— like that of this wild blast,
Which, while it makes the heart with sadness shrink, 
Tells also of bright calms that shall succeed.

— Wordsworth.

God’s Catastrophes.
------ 1------

“ Nature answers neither the questions nor the plaints of 
man ; she inexorably flings him back upon himself.”—LnWw
Feuerbach.

“  Millions of prayers have been vainly breathed to what vf 
now know were inexorable laws of nature.” —Lecky, ‘ ‘ History 
of European Morals," 188G, vol. i., p. 55.

“  All nature, all the universe that we can sec, is absolutely 
indifferent to us, and except to us human life ¡3 of no nioi, 
value than grass. If the entire human race perished at flu 
hour, what difference would it make to the earth ? Wl>a 
would the earth care? As much as for the extinct dodo, o 
for the fate of the elephant now going.” —Richard Jejjrics' 
“  The Story of my Heart,” p. 57.

W e  have seen tho feeble and flimsy excuses pa*i 
forward by the pious in tho attempt to exonerate, 
God as the author of earthquakes and volcanoes. 1“ 
is very easy for these men to sit at home in ease and 
security to make light of these fearful catastrophes1 
Probably no one is capable of realising the full horror 
of tho thing except by personal experience. Last 
year two cities were destroyed by earthquakes. San 
Francisco in the United States and Valparaiso iD 
Chili, South America. Let us try and form so®6 
idea of what happened.

The earthquake at San Francisco occurred without 
the slightest warning ; an eye-witness says : “  There 
was one great detonation, followed immediately by a 
succession of frightful crashes. Then, instantly, ca®6 
sheets of flame, which broke out everywhere about 
us.” This occurred at a quarter past five in the 
morning (April 18), the concussion only lasted tv® 
minutes but the consequences were terrific- 
“ Presently ”  continues the narrator, “  I saw people 
pouring out of houses everywhere, all scantily clad, 
wailing and crying and calling upon the names of 
their loved ones. They fled in every direction, no one 
knowing where to go or what to do.” A lady, a guest 
at the Occidental Hotel, describes her terrible ex
perience : “ After the first shock tho door was 
jammed and I could not escape. I screamed for help, 
and someono broke down tho door,”  somo of the 
streets she fled through she describes as ‘ ‘ simply 
lanes of flame,” it seemed to her like “  a horrible 
nightmare.”  Hundreds of others, less fortunate,, 
were trapped and unable to escape, were roasted to 
death in tho flames, many of them within sight of 
the firemen and military, who holpless to effect *a 
rescue, were agonised to see fellow human being6 
thus tortured.

Fire engines were tearing about, almost aimlessly- 
The efforts cf five thousand fire fighters were useless, 
owing to the water mains having been destroyed by 
tho earthquake ; they confined their efforts to dyna
miting tho houses, of which they destroyed block 
after block, in the hope of limiting the area of the 
conflagration; but after each successive effort tb° 
flames would leap across the seemingly impassable 
gulp and sweep the “ Queen C ity ” of the Pacific fro® 
end to end.

The Chinese quarter burned down in less than an 
hour. Tho Chinese mob came rushing out, mad with 
terror, and fought in wild insanity with each other 
to escape. Meeting in Portsmouth-squaro with the 
refugees from other foreign quarters, there ensued a 
sheer riot of madness in which safety appeared to bo 
less sought after than the lust of racial conflict; the 
military had to turn aside from the work of fighting 
the flames to restore order with cold steel. Other6 
with the ruling passion for drink strong upon them-" 
stronger than the love of life itself— broke open the 
liquor stores at the north end of the city and hun
dreds of men could be seen carrying bottles of drink-

It was a mad orgie ” says the Mayor of Sa° 
Francisco, “  like tho Dance cf Death.” Not content 
with looting the stores and shops, many wretches 
were shot down in the act of robbing the dead. 
complete the inferno, the abattoir Caught fire a®l 
three hundred cattle breaking loose charged down 
the burning street, trampling under foot all wb° 
stood in their path.

Three hundred thousand people fled from tl® 
burning city. Under the stress of this hurried fligb^
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the roads were so cut up as to become impassable. 
Jhey resembled the track of a retreating army. The 
roughness of the roads caused the wheels of the 
''chicles to come off, in other cases to stick in the 
rood and the track was strewn with the personal 
belongings of the flying multitude, making their way 
0 the parks outside the city.

‘ ‘ rFhe night was one of horror,” says the Daily 
Chronicle correspondent, speaking of the men, women 
aod children in the parks—

“ Sleep was impossible to them, and they remained 
the night huddled in frightened groups together, while 
the noise of the explosions, the crash of falling buildings, 
and the crackling of the flames literally frightened many 
of the weaker ones to death. I  made my way to Black 
point, on the Golden Gate, about two miles from Nob 
Rill, which is now the only safe place on the north end 
of the peninsula. Hero I witnessed most heartrending 
scenes. Shrieking women clinging about the necks of 
fheir husbands and fathers, little children crying and 
Piteously begging for food and water, while the soldiers, 
forced by stern necessity, continued to drive the people 
‘uto open spaces with fixed bayonets. Tho wailing of 
the young, mingled with the moans of their elders, 
‘’•tided to the inferno burning at their backs, created a 
Pandemonium indeed.”

• -kke next day the city was still burning furiously, 
sPite of all efforts to isolate tbo area of tho lire by 

owing up the adjoining houses. The struggle to 
eck the flames at Van Ness Avenue resembled a 

•fftle. Hugo United States cannon were drawn up 
0 aid the dynamiters to demolish the mansions along 

6 east side of the avenue, and the steady booming 
? ai'fillory and tho roar of dynamite were heard for 
°urs above the howl and crackling of tho flames. 

A th;«i— "  - - - The same
on the

-* thick pall of smoke overhung the city, 
^respondent, continuing bis narrative 
following day, says :—

w Meanwhile tho suffering of tho survivors is increasing. 
- latitudes passed last night in tho most distressing 
asliion, many without food or water. Tho thick black 

smoko was driven groundwards and pervaded every 
quarter of the city. It choked the poor creatures who 

ad taken refuge in tho Golden Gate, Black Point, and 
0 her parks, and left them gasping for breath, while tho 
error went on raging all round them. Last night I saw 

0 shelterless women and children lying on the grass of 
cH i the heavy dew of which saturated their

othing. It waa heartrending to be forced to turn away 
rom their piteous cries for aid. It was impossible, 
mwover, to help them. I saw hundreds lying too helpless 
I*1 ’a’0 ground to rise. Some were certainly dying, others 
°hbtless were already dead.
The crackling of the flames in the distance, was 

r°ken now and again by the boom of explosions of gun 
cotton, which all night was used freely in tho destruc- 
1011 of the magnificent mansions along Van Brunt- 

avenue, which but a few days ago were inhabited by the 
oalthicst class on tho Pacific coast. They now lio in 

’ ’’us and desolation. Day dawned on a hopeless com- 
unity of hollow-eyed men and women of all classes.”

kad >6 ^n’sking touch of irony occurred after the city 
kfirn /I6-* burning several days, and had practically 
af itself out ; it then began to rain in torrents, 

? same time turning very cold, adding to the 
T] es °f kho homeless throngs in the parks, 

ktif ° earthquake was not confined to San Francisco 
r° °xketlded over an area of a hundred miles radius 
f’ Qrn (n k° °iky> and many towns suffered severely 
aUii ,.k° shock. Santa Rosa was totally destroyed 
thn,.11' 6- hundred people killed, tho remaining ten 

of the inhabitants fled to the hills. TheSt,o 1. •
bund ,1̂ ?ane Asylum at Agnew was overthrown, one 

/ ea and three patients were crushed to death 
oW° hundred and seven injured, thirty fatally. 

collp--11- the business section of the town
At

Uj”*apsod and fifty people wore killed. Santa Ciuz, 
Monterey, Gilroy, Hollister, Delmonte and Los 

^eles, were also reported to have suffered.
T hois fearful catastrophe occurred in April, uuu.

khe following August, Valparaiso in Chili was 
Ostroygd in a similar manner. It was a repetition 

the scene at San Francisco, the water mains being 
a6stroyed by the shock and the inevitable fires ccm-

Dxiily Chronicle, April 20, 1000.

pleting the work of destruction. The correspondent 
of the Chronicle— we quote the Chronicle because it is 
not identified with the yellow press, still less with 
Freethought-—telegraphs:—

“  It is evident that severe as wa3 the loss in Valparaiso, 
in comparison, the losses throughout the country—the 
provinces of Chili—are far greater. For instance, it is 
stated that the towns of Los Andes and Melippilla, which 
respectively have populations of eight thousand and 
three thousand, have been swallowed up. Eight or ten 
other towns are reported to have met with a similar 
fate, notably Vina del Mar, Quirihue, El Salto, Limaelie, 
and Quillota. The rest are villages lying between 
Quillota and the Andes.”

At Santiago the prisoners in the gaol were singing 
a hymn when the catastrophe occurred. The walls 
fell and buried one hundred and forty of them. The 
usual looting took place; at Valparaiso alone, one 
hundred looters were shot by the military.

Now we have to record the destruction of Kingston, 
in Jamaica, making three disastrous earthquakes 
within nine months. If there is a God it is time he 
was superanuated.

It is needless to relate the incidents attending the 
destruction of Kingston, the facts being still fresh in 
the public mind. Suffice it to say, that in its main 
outlines it repeated the disasters of San Francisco 
and Valparaiso. This is not the first time Jamaica 
has been visited by earthquake. On the 7th June, 
1G92, Port Royal was destroyed. In two minutes all 
the principal streets next the water sank with the 
people who were on them. A high rolling wave 
closed over them, and in an instant sixteen hundred 
human beings— amongst them the Attorney General, 
the Provost Marshall, and the Lord Secretary—■ 
found a grave. Tho Rector of Port Royal, who 
himself had a narrow escape, writes: “ I saw the 
earth open and swallow up a multitude of people, and 
the sea mounting in upon us over the fortifications.” 
In a subsequent letter he writes :—

“  It is a sad sight to see this harbor— one of tho finest 
I ever saw— covered with dead bodies of peoplo of all 
conditions, floating up and down without burial; for our 
hurying-place was destroyed by the earthquake, which 
dashed to pieces tombs, and tho sea washed tho carcases 
of those who have been buried out of their graves. Wo 
have had accounts from several parts of tho island, but 
nono suffered like Port R oyal; whole streets with their 
inhabitants were swallowed up by the opening of tho 
earth, which when shut upon them, squeezed the people 
to death, and in that manner several aro left with their 
heads above ground; only some heads th e . dogs have 
eaten, the others arc covered with dust and earth by tho 
peoplo who yet remain in the place.” |

Altogether two thousand people, whites and negroes, 
perished, and another three thousand died of a plague 
which broke out, caused by the hardships and want 
endured by tho survivors.

One of the greatest, if not the greatest earthquake 
on record, was that at Lisbon on November 1, 1755. 
The concussion extended over all Europe— over 
North Africa, where in one town in Morocco 8,000 or 
10,000 people perished. Its effects extended even 
across the Atlantic to Madeira, where it was very 
violent, and to the West Indies. “ In six minutes 
from the commencement,” says Sir John Herschel,
“ 60,000 persons were crushed in the ruins.” Con
tinuing he says:—

11 It happened to be a religious festival, and most of 
the population were assembled in the churches, which 
fell and crushed them. That no horror might bo wanting, • 
fires broke out in innumerable houses where the wood
work had fallen on the fires; and much that tbo earth
quake had spared was destroyed by fire. And then, too, 
broke forth that worst of all scourges, a lawless ruffian- 
like mob, who plundered, burned, and murdered in the 
midst of all that desolation and horror.”  J

While the people were assembled in the churches, 
praising “ God from whom all blessings flow," the 
walls fell upon and crushed them to death. What a 
commentary upon the words of the psalmist, “ Like

* Daily Chronicle, August 21, 190G. 
f Chambers Journal,October 20, 1883. ■
} Herscbel, Familiar Lectures on Scientific Subjects, (1SG7J, p. 3/.
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as a father pitieth his children, so the Lord pitieth 
them that fear him.” If they had been immoral 
houses, or gambling dens, he could not have served 
them worse. If they had been infidel meeting places, 
the pious would have seen an instance of God’s 
judgment on unbelievers.

A new quay had lately been finished at Lisbon, 
built entirely of marble at an immense expense. On 
this quay, says Sir Charles Lyell:—

“  A great concourse of people had collected there for 
safety, as a spot where they might be beyond the reach 
of falling ruins ; but, suddenly, the quay sank down with 
all the people on it, and not one of the dead bodies ever 
floated to the surface. A great number of boats and 
small vessels anchored near it, all full of people, were 
swallowed up as in a whirlpool.” *

Twenty-two years later, a similar catastrophe 
occurred at Guatemala. To quote Sir Charles Lyell 
again:—

“  The ground on which the town stood gaped open in 
deep fissures, until at length, after five days, an abyss 
opened, and the city, with all its riches and eight 
thousand families, was swallowed up. All vestiges of its 
former existence were entirely obliterated, and the spot 
is now indicated by a frightful desert, four leagues 
distant from the present town.” f

These are by no means the most destructive earth
quakes recorded. That of Sicily in 1698, destroyed 
one hundred thousand lives. That of Pekin in 1731, 
another hundred thousand. In that of Yeddo, Japan, 
in 1703, two hundred thousand lost their lives. 
While in that of. Antioch in the year 526, two hundred 
and fifty thousand perished ! This also happened 
during a religious festival; and Gibbon records that 
the “ domestic multitudes were swelled by the conflux 
of strangers to the festival of the Ascension.” |

As John Stuart Mill remarked, in his Essay on 
Nature:—

“  In sober truth, nearly all the things which men are 
hanged or imprisoned for doing to one another, are 
Nature’s everyday performances. Killing, the most 
criminal act recognised by human laws, Nature does 
once to every being that lives ; and in a large proportion 
of cases, after protracted tortures such as only the 
greatest monsters whom we read of ever purposely 
inflicted on their living fellow creatures.”

And yet we are blandly invited to “ look through 
nature up to nature’s God.” No, wo had rather not. 
Moreover, it is hard for the unsophisticated mind to 
understand why the worshipers of the God of nature 
should despise the heathen, who “ in his blindness 
bows down to wood and stone,” and yet profess to 
love and reverence a being who permits the fearful 
calamities, a few of which we have described.

W . Mann .

Miracles.

WnAT is a miracle ? Some people would reply, an 
act of God. But this definition is far too wide. In 
the theistic sense, it would include everything that 
happens; and in the sense of our archaic bills of 
lading, it would include fire and shipwreck.

Others would reply, a miracle is a wonder. But 
this definition would include every now, or at least 
every surprising new fact. A black swan would have 
been a wonder before Australia was discovered, but 
it would have been no miracle. Railways, telegraphs, 
telephones, electric light, and even gas light, would 
be wonders to savages, yet neither are they miracles. 
One of the Mahdi’s followers was astonished by an 
English officer, who pulled out his false eye, tossed 
it in the air, caught it, and replaced i t ; after which 
he asked the flabbergasted Arab whether his mira
culous Mahdi could do that. It was a greater wonder 
than the Mahdi could perform; still it was not a 
miracle. Ice was so great a wonder to the King of 
Siam that he refused to credit its existence. Yet it

* Lyell, Principles of Geology, (1832), p. 505. 
f  Ibid, p. 502.
* Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire, ch. 43.

February 17, l °07

was not miraculous, but a natural product, existing 
in practically unlimited quantities in the p0^  
regions. We might multiply these illustrations a 
infinitum, but what we have given will suffice. -1 
not, let the reader spend an evening at Maskely00 
and Cooke’s, where he will see plenty of startling 
wonders and not a miracle amongst them.

Hume’s definition of a miracle as a violation of a 
law of nature is the best ever given, and it really lS 
as perfect as such a definition can be. It has been 
carped at by Christian scribblers, and criticised by 
superior theologians like Mozley. But, to use M*1 
Gladstone’s phrase, it keeps the field. Even the 
criticisms of Mill and Huxley leave its merit uniff' 
paired. The ground taken by these is, that to say a 
miracle is a violation of a law of nature is to pr0‘ 
judge the question, and to rule out all future facts m 
the interest of a prepossession. Mill, however 
allows that a miracle is a violation of a valid induc
tion, and as a law of nature means nothing more 11 
is difficult to understand why he takes any except100 
to Hume’s statement of the case. It is perfectly 
obvious that Hume’s argument is not metaphysical» 
but practical. He does not discuss the possibility b° 
the probability of miracles. He reduces the disput0 
to a single point, namely, whether the person 'va° 
relates a miracle (for to the world at large the qa00' 
tion is necessarily one of testimony) is deceived °r 
deceiving, or whether the otherwise universal exp0' 
rience of mankind is to be disbelieved; in otb0t 
words, whether he or the rest of the world is m10' 
taken. One man may, of course, be right, and a 
the human raco opposed to him wrong, but time xU" 
sottlo the difference between them. That time, hotf* 
ever, simply means general experience through loug 
ages ; and that is precisely the tribunal which Hum®6 
argument appeals to.

Quarreling with Hume’s definition is really giving 
up miracles altogether, for, except as supernatural 
evidence, they are no more important than shooting 
stars. The very nature of a miracle, in whatever 
formula it may bo expressed, is superhuman, an0 
having a purpose, it is also supernatural; in otbcr 
words, it is a special manifestation of divine poffer 
for a particular object. Whether, being so, it is 0 
violation, a contravention, or a suspension of tb0 
laws of nature, is a mere question about words.

We may say that a miracle has three elements. ™ 
is first a fact, unaccountable by science ; secondly» 
requires a conscious agent; and thirdly, it result0 
from the excercise of a power which that agent doe0 
not naturally possess.

Let us descend to illustration. Huxley takes tb0 
following case. Suppose the groatest physiologistl0 
Europe alleged that ho had seen a centaur, afabulo00 
animal, half man and half horse. The presumpti°° 
would be that he was laboring under hallucination’ 
but if ho persisted in the statement ho would have t° 
submi| to the most rigorous criticism by his scientib0 
colleagues before it could be believed ; and everybody 
would feel sure beforehand that he would never pa00 
through the ordeal successfully. The comm00 
experience, and, therefore, the common sense 0 
society, would ho dead against him, and probab'; 
he would be refused the honor of examination eve°
by the most fervid believers in ancient miracles. , 

But after all, the centaur, even if it existed, worn0 
not bo a miracle but a monstrosity. It does ° ° .  
contain the three elements we have indicated. Re° 
miracles would be of a different character. Blent; 
may be found in the Bible, and we may make a 
selection to illustrate our argument. Jesus ChrisD 
was once at a marriage feast, when the wino raIJ 
short, which was perhaps no uncommon occurred0' 
Being of a benevolent turn of mind, and anxious tba 
the guests should remember the occasion, he turne° 
a large quantity of cold water into fermented j ° lCi 
of the grape. Now water contains oxygen aIJ 
hydrogen in definite proportions, and nothing cl00J 
while wine contains in addition to these, carbon a°, 
other elements, being in fact a very complex liq°,fi‘ 
Jesus Christ must, therefore, in turning water 
wine, have created something, and that transcen0
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jjuman power. Here, then, we have a complete 
theo 6* accor<^ n8 t °  Hume’s definition and our own

altlf6 n°^ say H e m r̂ac ê nev° r occurred, 
hough we no more believe in it than we believe 
6 hioon is made of green cheese. We are willing 
re|>ar^ ^  as susceptible of proof. But does the 

ki°ii 6x*8̂  answer this we must inquire what 
oa of proof is necessary. An extraordinary 
0l7  should be supported by extraordinary evi- 
,n®6,. It requires the concurrent and over- 

elming testimony of eye-witnesses. We must 
j., Persuaded that there is no collusion between 
 ̂ em> that none of them has anything to gain by 
°eption, that they had no previous tendency to 

i i)ect _ such a thing, and that it was practically 
jjj P°ssible that they could be deluded. Now let any 
o n °r any Christian seriously ask himself whether 

evidence of Jesus Christ’s miracle is of this 
aracter. Four evangelists write his life and only 

not tnen^ ons the occurrence. Even he was certainly 
the an- eye'witness, nor does he pretend to be, and 
bee Wô bt of evidence is against his gospel having 

» ^ritten till long after the first disciples of Jesus 
jjj e (‘ead. But even if the writer distinctly declared 
tjj ,8e|I an eye-witness, and if it were undeniable 

be lived on the spot at the time, his single 
(¡0 SuPPorted testimony would be absurdly inadequate 
Wil] fbUsh the truth of the miracle. Every reader 
are ° DCG see H at H e established rules of evidence 
mir ^  conI°rme|I to, and whoever accepts the 

acle must eke out reason with faith. 
btteB rnu°b for the evidence of miracles. Their 
tnir i ĉIiuaI or m °ra.l value is simply The greatest 
reaac 6 C0l>ld not really convince a man of what his 
Wa.Son. condemned; and if a prophet could turn 
all }Gr w*no, ^  would not necessarily follow that 
the ° 8a^  was Hue. In fact, truth does not require 
t}jQiSuPP0fb of miracles ; it flourishes better without 
mirar assistance. Universal history shows that 
false} °S ^ave always been employed to support 
enh 0003 an^ frau(I> t°  promote superstition, and to 

ance the profit and power of priests.
G. W . Foote.

Reprinted from, “  Flowers o f Freethought''

Correspondence.

Sir,.

WHAT IS ATH EISM ?
TO THE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.’

advan’ ~~^10 further letter from “  South Devon ”  does not 
RioUs]Co fbo argument. Ho retreats, somewhat ignomi- 

t0 "  Christian explanations of Atheism," a sure 
few Jn 10n that your correspondent, with all deferenco, has a 

“ q or° stages to go along tho path of Freethought. 
the r0ri  hiuguago alters,” declares the Agnostic. But has 
still g t1 ^cauiDg of tho term “  Atheist ” changed ? No ; it 
°ut rrQj1?, as the equivalent of tho Greek atheos =  “  with-

G J
" be(.a'ISe tho word ‘ Agnostic,’ ”  says your correspondent,
God.” S? *t....... clearly expresses the idea of ignorance of
the ni, APart from the palpablo contradiction involved in 
is n j as° “  idea of ignorance,” may I suggest that he who 

is without God, or words have no 
“ Sou« ° ‘T iJut the truth is out in the next paragraph, for 
etQbrac , Von ” there frankly confesses that “  Agnostic ” 
hut a)s n°t only those who aro without knowledge of God, 
latter d° | 0se who “ are inclined to believe he exists.”  This 
truth tu60. ara,tl°n requires no kind of emphasis to reveal the 
°f term i-*h® 'udefiniteness and variability in the meaning 

boliov ll08-’ admittedly, at the door of the Agnostic. 
ate Pron0rf  m existence of God, as Huxley contended, 
?hoisnj ? * c 'assed as Theists, and it is this excrescence of 
lûadequate° ^1G rea' m °f Agnosticism that renders the word

f 6Qt’s g„rUo that Mr. Bradlaugli always asked for his oppo- 
1 his eviufĈ !'on °f trod ; but it was the conception, and not 

*°r ho ,vn cnce>” as “ South Devon ’ ’ asserts, that was denied,
that of ' .al'vays careful to declare that ho could not deny 

TIjq winch lie had no idea. (See Plea fo r  Atheism.) 
a‘CcUratetl8Stton as t° whether “ Christian explanations ”  are 
hioral,,e la, describing the Atheist as “  non-moral,”  “  im- 

’ °r “ lunatic as far as social faculties aro concerned,”

is, like all others, one which can be settled by an appeal to 
the evidence; and if your correspondent is versed in the 
details of his work, he will be sufficiently alive to the fact 
that out of 21,580 prisoners in His Majesty’s Prisons in 
England, Wales and Scotland on March 28, 1906, only 22 
are registered as “  No religion the remainder, 21,558, being 
classed as Christians of specific denominations. These 
figures are taken from a State Paper compiled and tabulated 
by Christian officials for presentation to Parliament, which is 
still chiefly Christian ; and as for “  lunatics,”  space will not 
allow me to say more than that religious emotionalism has 
a good deal to answer for in this direction.

F. R. T heakstoxe .

to the editor  of “ the freeth in ker .”
S ir ,— “ South Devon ” says that Mr. Bradlaugh gave the 

formula “  God =  x  ”  as a “  definition.”  I should call it an 
exceedingly condensed or epigrammatic presentment of the 
fact that the word “ God ”  is to a large extent a symbol for 
the unknown. It is certainly not a definition, and it was 
obviously never intended to bear the strain of being treated 
as one. It merely means that where knowledge ends people 
imagine a God to fill the gap. It is in this sense that 
God =  the unknown.

“  South Devon,”  however, says that “  If the formula has 
any meaning, it is that God exists, is unknown but know- 
able.”  This would by no means follow from the equation 
“  God =  x.”  If your correspondent calls his algebra to 
mind, he must admit that the value of x often turns out to 
be nothing, or a negative or impossible quantity.

W. P. Ball.

There is a bondage worse, far worse, to bear 
Than his who breathes, by roof, and floor, and wall, 
Pent in, a Tyrant’s solitary Thrall:
’Tis his who walks about in the open air,
One of a Nation who, henceforth, must wear 
Their fetters in their souls. For who could be,
Who, even the best, in such condition, free 
From self-reproach, reproach that he must sharo 
With Human-nature? Never bo it ours 
To see the sun how brightly it will shine,
And know that noble feelings, manly powers,
Instead of gathering strength, must droop and pine; 
And earth with all her pleasant fruits and flowers 
Fade, and participate in man’s decline.

— Wordsworth.

As he went through Cold-Bath Fields he saw 
A solitary c e ll ;

And the Devil was pleased, for it gave him a hint 
For improving his prisons in Hell.

— Coleridge.

TOO LONG.
Dr. Gcorgo Dana Boardman, the famous Baptist preacher, 

used to tell this story against himself : “  I preached a 
funeral sermon at one time, and spoke longer than was my 
custom. The undertaker was a man of nervous tempera
ment, and as tho afternoon was going he began to be anxious 
to bo on tho way to the cemetery. He finally whispered to 
one of my members, ‘ Does your minister always preach as 
long as that at a funeral ? ’ 1 Well,’ said tho brother, ‘ that
is a good sermon.’ ‘ Yes,’ said tho undertaker, ‘ the sermon 
is all right, and I believe in the resurrection; but I am afraid 
if ho does not stop pretty soon I will not get this man buried 
in time.’ ”

DECEIVED.
“  Sister Henderson,”  said Deacon Hypers, “ you should 

avoid the appearance of evil.”
“  Why, deacon, what do you mean ?” asked Sister Hender

son.
“  I observe that on your sideboard you have several cut 

glass decanters, and that each of them is half filled with 
what appears to be ardent spirits.”

“  Well, now, deacon, it isn’t anything of the kind. The 
bottles look so pretty on tho sideboard that I just filled 
them half-way with some floor stain and furniture polish, 
just for appearances.”

“  That’s why I am cautioning you, sister,”  replied tho 
deacon. “ Feeling a trifle weak and faint, I helped myself 
to a dose from a big bottle in tho middle.”
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S U N D A Y  LECTU RE NOTICES, etc.

F e b r u a r y  17, 1907

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach ns by first post on Tuesday 

and be marked “  Lecture Notice,” if not sent on postcard.
LONDON.

Queen’ s (Minor) H all (Langham-place, W .) : 7.30, G. W . 
Foote, “  Do tbe Dead Live ?”

Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. (North Camberwell Hall, New 
Chnrch-road) : 7.30, C. Cohen, “ Some Barbarisms of Civilisa
tion.”

K ingston-on-T hames H umanitarian Society (Fife Hall, Fife- 
road) : 7.30, F. A. Davies, “  The Freethinkers of the Bible.”

N orth L ondon B ranch N.S. S. : Thursday, Feb. 21, at 8.30, 
Debate on “  Alcohol and Individuality.” Invitations from Hon. 
Sec., c/oN . S. S. Office.

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (Workman’s Hall, 27 Romford- 
road, Stratford): 7.30, E. Pack, “ Did Jesus Ever Live?”

COUNTRY.
F aiisworth Secular Sunday School (Pole-lane): 6.30, Oldham 

Clarion Vocal Union.
Glasgow7 B ranch N. S. S. (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street): 12 noon. 

J. McLean, “ Some Remarks on Spiritualism 6.30, Chamber 
Concert.

L eicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate) : 
6.30, Dr. C. H. Desch, “ Fairy Mythology and Early Religion.”

M anchester B ranch N. S. S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road): 
H. Percy Ward, 3, “ Can a Socialist be a Christian?” 6.30, 
“  Heaven and How to Escape It.”  Tea at at 6.

Newcastle B ranch N. S. S. (Co-operative Hall, Darn Crook) : 
J. T. Lloyd, 3, “ Does Secularism Safeguard Morality ?”  7, "  Rev. 
R. J. Campbell and the New Theology.”

N ewcastle R ationalist D ebating Society (Lockhart’s Cathedral 
Café) : Thursday, Feb. 21, at 8, A. L. Coates, “ The Drama in 
England.”

P lymouth R ationalist Society (Foresters’ Hall, Octagon) : 7, 
A. Frayn, “  The Service of Man.”

By FRED. BONTE.
(LATE A PEIS ON M INISTER)

The History of a Conversion from Catholicism 
to Secularism.

Second Edition— Revised and Enlarged.

“  One of tbe most remarkable pamphlets which have bee»
published of recent years...... A highly-instructive piece of self-
revelation.”—Reynolds’ Newspaper.

SIX T Y -F O U R  PAGES.

P R I C E  O N E  P E N N Y .
Order o f your Newsagent at once.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E-®1

NOW READY.

THE SALVATION ARMY AND ITS WOR#
An Eight Page Tract

B y  C . C O H E N .

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

IS, I BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK
on this subject.

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

In order that it may have 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, oayB: “ Mr.

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

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

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

T h w a ite s ’ L iver Pills.
The Best Family Medicine in the World.

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

Ailments, Amemia.
Is. l^d. and 2 s .  9d. per Box.

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

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

THWAITES’ LIVER PILLS are not Sugar-coated or got up to 
deceive, nor factory made, but are made from Herbs by a Herbalist 
of nearly 40 years’ experience in curing disease with nerbs and 

preparations from them.FLOWERS O" FREETH0UGHT
By G. W . FOOTE.

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

Contains scores of entertaining and informing Essays and 
Articles on a great variety of Freothought topics.

PRINTED FOR FREE DISTRIBUTION. ,

Copies will he supplied to applicants who undertake to distrib«^ 
them judiciously. Persons applying for considerable number8' 
who are not known at the publishing office, must give a referencC 
or some other proof of good faith. Carriage must he paid W 
applicants. The postage of one dozen will bo Id., of two doze» 
2d., of fifty copies 3d., of a hundred copies 4d. Larger quantit’®9 

by special arrangement.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-strcet, Farringdon-strect, E.ö-

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

WHAT IS RELIGION?
An Address delivered before the American Free Rcli“ iouS 

Association at Boston, June 2, 1899.

Price Twopence.

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

By GOLONEL R. G. INGERSOLL
TRICE ONE PENNYTHE BOOK OF GOD

IN THE LIGHT OF THE HIGHER CRITICISM- 
By G. W . F O O T E .

“  I have read with great pleasure your Book of Qod. You 
shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean Farr» , 
position I congratulate you on your book. It will do groat 6 ° ° a  
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with force » 
beauty.” —Colonel I ngerboll. e

“ A volume we strongly recommend........Ought to bo .t.
hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer."—Reynolds’s Fe 
paper.

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

¡, .8oc,Bty was formed in 1898 to afford legal Beourity to tho 
ThS'\T act£ application of funds for Secular purposes.

0m„ C. laeD1orandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s 
â on?ia, are :—To promote the principle that human conduct 

ur l v,6 ?)a3e  ̂ upon natural knowledge, and not upon super- 
etl(j J* B®Bef, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
To * thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry, 
pletn Om°*0 universal Secular Education. To promote the com- 
lawf .^au'arisation of the State, etc., eto. And to do all such 
hold .n§s as are conducive to such objects. AI30 to have, 
0r ' te°eive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
thn /ba th ed  by any person, and to employ the same for any of 

^Purposes of the Society.
ahonld abi’ ity of noembers is limited to £1, in case the Society 
11* 5 ® « «  be wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover 

Mernt,8—a most nnlikely contingency, 
yoarlv °rs an nntrance fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent 

Th ¡Inscription of five shillings.
Rr„ ° Society has a considerable number of members, but a much 
Weed nuirker is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
It pap3.am°ngst those who read this announcement. All who join 

Pate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of
nn ................. les of Associa-

of profit from 
interest, or in

 ̂Th a "f"“ ,evor-
Direct Society's affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
t»olv 0ra’ consisting of not less than five and not more than 

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

Bon it is oxpressly provided in the Artie,
the c • no member, a3 such, shall derive any sort 

society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or

but are oapable of re-election. An Annual General Meeting of 
members must be held in London, to reoeivo the Report, elect 
new Directors, and transact any other business that may arise.

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, Limited, 
can receive donations and bequests with absolute security. 
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to make 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favor in their 
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest apprehension. 
It is quite impossible to set aside such boquests. 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 S3 
Rood-lane, Fenchnrch-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 Legaoy Duty, and I direct that a receipt signed by 
“ two members of the Board of the said Sooiety and the Secretary 
“ thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors for the 
“ said Legaoy.”

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

WORKS BY G. W. FOOTE.
& ! S M  AND MORALITY 2d., post Jd.

i)® AND BEER. Showing the absurdity of basing 
Cetotalism on the Christian Scriptures. Careful, thorough, 
nd accurate. Freethinkers should keep) this pamphlet by 

BtJlr m' 4d., posted.
BE HANDBOOK FOR FREETHINKERS AND IN
QUIRING CHRISTIANS. A new edition, revised and 
'andsomely printed. Cheap edition, paper cover, Is. Cd. ;

BiBrW3 2s- 6d”  p03t 2*d'JE HEROES. New edition. Each part, paper Is., post Id. 
'•Perior edition (200 pages), complete, cloth, 2s. Gd.,

bibS 4 2*d-
r , ROMANCES. Popular edition, with Portrait, paper 
a-i post 2Jd. Superior edition (1G0 pages), cloth 2s., cjJtoBtaja.

^STIANITY AND PROGRESS. Second and cheaper 
'«on. Recommended by Mr. Robert Blatchford in God 

GHRtq ^  ^ e*9hbor- Id., post Jd.
ySTlANiTY AND SECULARISM. Four Nights’ Public 

ebate with the Rev. Dr. James McCann. Paper, Is. ;
C R l S « 18' 6d” P°st2d-ju s  OF CHRISTIANITY. Hundreds of references are 

jL ?n l° atandara authorities. No pains have been spared to 
Inn0 work a complete, trustworthy, final, unanswerable 
V lament of Christianity. The Tree is judged by its 

COjjjr, ‘ (244 pp.), 28. Gd., post 3d.
BatT,; SERMONS AND OTHER FANTASIAS. 8d., post Id. UtWIN OV __________ ......
EEFf

Da ON GOD. Containing all the passages in the works 
Gd., post Id. 
Address to the 

With Special Prefaco and

arwin bearing on the subject of religion. 
ENCE OF FREE SPEECH. Three hours 
Ury before Lord Coleridge.. before Lord i^oiuriugo. 

iU) Jo^oy Footnotes. 4d., post Id 
ROPRING THE D E V IL : and Other Free Church Pe - 

Ft o,°rmanoes- 2d., post Ad. . , ,
LOWERS OF FREETHOUGIIT. First Series, cloth, 2s. Gd., 

Q Post 3d. Second Series, cloth 2s. Gd., post 3d.
( Y ?  CHICAGO. A useful Tract. Per 100, Cd., post 4d. 

°E  SAVE THE KING. An English Republican s Coronation 
. Qtcs» 2dt| post Jd*
aEL o f  SCIENCE LIBEL CASE, with Full and True 

lN w£COnnt o£ the “  Deeds Orgies.”  3d., post Id.
MDEL DEATH-BEDS. Second edition, much enlarged. 

iRpii ’ R08*" Superfine paper in cloth, Is. 3d., pos •
IS ^ERViEW WITH THE DEVIL. 2d., post Ad.

SOCIALISM SOUND? Four Nights’ Public Debate with 
IS A“ nieBesant. Is., post IJd. ; cloth, 2s., post 2Jd.

_d E BIBLE INSPIRED1? A r.ritic5«m t,..* Mundi.Id.,v ~u-> post Jd. 
inQERS0LLISm  DEE 

^RRAR. 2d., pos
MORLEY AS A f r e e t h i n k e r . 

ITERS TO THE CLERGYLETTER« --------

y Ea r o FBISY , d e f e n d e d  a g a i n s t  a r c h d e a c o n  
Mn t i -  Y d:- ”

2d., post Jd.
E ks (128 pp.). Is., post 2d.

KS T0 JESUS CHRIST.

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

MRS. BESANT’S THEOSOPHY. A Candid Criticism. 
2d., post Jd.

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

PECULIAR PEOPLE. A~n Open Letter to Mr. Justice Wills. 
Id., post Jd.

PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM. 3d., post Jd.
REMINISCENCES OF CHARLES BRADLAUGn. Gd., 

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

People and what the People do for Royalty. 2d., post Jd.
SALVATION SYRUP; or, Light on Darkest England". A 

Reply to General Booth. 2d., post Jd.
SECULARISM AND THEOSOPHY." A Rejoinder to Mrs. 

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

With Special Reference to Dean Farrar’s Apology. Paper. 
Is .; 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 Hock of Holy Scripture. Is. ; bound in cloth, 
Is. Gd., post ljd .

THE BIBLE GOD. 2d., post Jd.
THE ATHEIST SHOEMAKER and the Rev. Hugh Price 

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

Magee on the Sermon on the Mount. 2d., post Jd.
THE SIGN OF THE CROSS. A Candid Criticism 

Wilson Barret’s Play. Gd., post ljd .
THE DYING ATHEIST. A Story, "id ., post Jd.
THEISM OR ATHEISM? Public Debate between 

Foote and tho Rev. W. T. Leo. Verbatim Report, 
by both Disputants. Well printed and neatly 
Is., post ljd .

THE NEW CAGLIOSTRO. An Open Letter to Madame 
Blavatsky. 2d., post Jd.

THE JE WISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the Sepher Toldoth 
Jeshu, or Book of the Generation of Jesus. Edited, with an 
Historical Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. W. Foote 
and J. M. Wheeler. Gd., post Id.

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

WAS JESUS INSANE ? A Searching Inquiry into the Mental 
Condition of the Prophet of Nazareth. Id., post Jd.

WHAT IS AGNOSTICISM? With Observations on Huxley, 
Bradlaugh, and Ingersoll, and a Reply to George Jacob 
Holyoake ; also a Defence of Atheism. 3d., post Jd.

WHO WAS THE FATHER OF JESUS ? 2d., post Jd.
WILL CHRIST SAVE US? Gd., post Id.

of Mr.

G. W.
revised
bound.

4d., post Jd.
TnE  P io n e e r  P r e s s , 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, London, E.C.
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SPECIAL COURSE OF

SUNDAY EVENING LECTURES
BY

Mr.  G. W. FOOTE.
AT THE

Q U E E N ’S ( M I N O R )  H A L L ,
LÄNGHÄM PLACE, LONDON, W.

FEBRUARY 17—

“ DO T H E  D E A D  L I V E ? ”

Subject for February 24 will be announced later.

Doors Open at 7. Chair taken at 7.30. Admission Free. Seats Is. and 6d.

NOW READY.

THE NEW TESTAMENT MANUSCRIPTS;
OR,

Christianity Completely Undermined.
W I T H  F Ä C - S I I I L E S  OF M S S .

By J O S E P H  S Y M E S .

A New Edition. Price THREE PENCE.
Post free, THREE PENCE HALFPENNY.

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

NO W R E A D Y .

THE MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA
OR, THE

DEATH OF THE CLASSICAL WORLD
AN  ADDRESS A T  CHICAGO B Y

M. M. MA N GA S A R I A N .

Price One Penny.
P O S T  F R E E ,  T H R E E  H A L F P E N C E .

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, E.O.

Printed and Published by T he F rekthouoht PcELisniNO Co., Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-struet, London, E.C.


