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Reason thinks ; Religion dreams.—VERGNIAUD.

Christian Hooliganism.
The Freethinker is generally boycotted. 1  ^
c°nainon conspiracy of silence agains 1 ' which 
na®e is hke that of the old God of the Jews, wjuo 
^  «ever to be spoken. The first syllable £  
name is enough. If you say the “ Free _ .
tiaa ears they know perfectly well what is

there is only one ‘‘Free ” paper m Great Britain
TTas far as religion is concerned. And naturally 
lnat “ pree „ paper is the « Freethinker,” sin-1« fhn
n]y people who are free aro those who think.
Now nrwl i-t-- -------- -•---------- * " ------  !and then the conspiracy of silence is acci- 

’ roken, and on these occasions the Christians 
another aspect of their attitude towards 

‘̂ fidelity.” When this journal must be talked 
Ihey take the opportunity of reviling and 

ering it. « Wicked,” “ indecent,” “ obscene,’ 
these are some of their flowers of doscrip-.‘■filthy 

hon>
ktj ne  ̂are W°N aware it is all nonsense; they 
glor V°r^ we^ ^ a t  ^Fey lie ; but the lie is to the 

^ 0(̂ ’ and its practical object is to keep the 
from being read.

oith6 ^ere  be no mistake on this point. The 
3Qo , 0x policy towards this journal is not entirely 
Th ° fanaticism. It is largely a matter of business. 
f0oH Pr®tend to believe that the Freethinker is weak, 
He\er ’ '®norant' aud ill-conditioned ; that it would 
it ^  lnfluence a sonsiblo and decent person : or, if 
tian-f’ ^  wouid only confirm him in his Chris
t y  an<i sicken him with the very name of Free- 
^hat t ^ at what they pretend to believe. But 
Anff ,, ^ey rca%  believe is the reverse of all this. 
r°all ? i*roof °f it lies in their actions. If they 
tiaaji eiieved that this journal promoted Chris- 
peo I and injured Freethought, they would adviso 
iead 6,̂ ° rea^ ^  > hut as they advise them not to 
Pre i,1 ’ they obviously believe that it promotes 
late(j , 0u8ht and injures Christianity. It is calcu- 
bvj8j 0 Causo a slump in the orthodox soul saving 
its <|6S.S ’ an<I f°r this reason, no less than because of 
a'ea a r!? ea opinions,” the professional soul-saver 
gre ,S.fho advent of this journal amongst bis con 
kuo Indeed, he doesn’t feel safe while he
aad wE °°re *S a sin8i0 copy of it in the neighborhood; 
evervv 60 h0 cannot ignore its existence, ho warns 
of ^  °ay against it, without mentioning it, by means 

^ most fantastic circumlocutions. 
oec^ 6iVeI)aPGr instance of tho last ostrich trick 
Whioĥ  *n conncction with the Police-Court case 
bg u rGPorted in another column, and which will 
F>aily \  iafer on in this article. The dear
it aivs’ which always suppresses our name when 

' 6x*:en^s the samo generous hospitality to the 
“the j? °Ur PaPer > 60> instead of plainly saying 

1,837 leei^ n^cr>" it said “ a journal devoted to

Freethinkers.” Good old bird! It fancies that what 
it will not see does not exist. But occasionally it 
sends a reporter, say to the Tribune Rendezvous 
meeting on Secular Education, and finds the man, 
whom it requested to consider himself dead, talking 
and being applauded as though he were the most 
alive person in the assembly. Which must be very 
embarrassing—not to say painful, and even dis
gusting.

We shall deal with that Police-court case pre
sently. Meanwhile, we wish to say a few words 
about the annual field-day at West Ham.

Many of our readers will remember that there was 
a battle-royal over the Freethinker at West Ham 
some years ago. The local Christian bigots wanted 
it thrown out of the Free Library, and the debate 
waxed so fast and furious that it nearly led to a poll 
of the ratepayers on tho question. Finally, a com
promise (dear to the English heart!) was arrived a t ; 
the Freethinker was not to be laid upon tho reading- 
room tables with other papers, but was to be kept 
behind a screen and handed out when asked for.

This idiotic arrangement the West Ham Branch of 
the National Secular Society has just made another 
attempt to upset. It sent a request to the Committee 
“ that tho Freethinker be placed on tho tables at the 
West Ham Public Libraries equally with tho religious 
journals.’’ Tho Committee reported against this 
reasonable request. Councillor Jones, however, 
moved in open Council meeting that the request be 
acceded to. He spoke well in support of his motion; 
so did Councillor Devenay, who seconded, and Coun
cillor Davis, who took the same side; but tho vote 
was a foregone conclusion. Eleven voted for religious 
journals being honored by the company of the Free
thinker, and thirty voted in favor of their being 
protected against it by the screen. When the screen 
comes down, as in tho School for Scandal, the play 
will be over.

Some fancied that there was going to be justice 
all round when everybody had a vote. We were 
never under that delusion. Pioneers have always to 
face and fight tho mob. Down at Birmingham, it is 
the Lord Mayor who grants the Secularists tho use 
of the Town Hall, and the public committees that 
deny them the uso of a school-building or the right 
to sell or give away Freethought literature even at 
the Town Hall meetings. The very Christians who 
road that the mob cried “ Crucify him ! Crucify him !” 
at their “ Savior ” howl in exactly the same way for 
tho suppression of Freethinkers. They aro just like 
the mob of nineteen hundred years ago—which 
shows what immense good their religion has done in 
tho world.

And now for tho Police-court case—the report of 
which was doctored for the London papers, and 
circulated in that condition all over the country. 
The word “ filthy,” as applied to the Freethinker, was 
put into tho magistrate’s mouth. It is simply
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another orthodox fraud. But those who remember 
Dr. Torrey will not wonder at that.

Mr. Waldron’s manners are notorious. We have 
no doubt whatever that he did assault the frail little 
man who was distributing copies of the Freethinker. 
The man went straight into the meeting and told 
our shop manager, who was there, that a man in 
clerical garb had gripped him by the throat and 
thrown him down in the roadway, and shouted that 
“ he was Waldron ”—while five or six other clericals 
destroyed his papers. And as the man did not know 
Mr. Waldron by sight, it is obvious that he must 
have been told his assailant’s name. Moreover, the 
assault was not really denied by Mr. Waldron until 
he had to practise discretion in a court of law.

We might inform Mr. Waldron that if he wants 
further exercise in throat-gripping he could be 
obliged. There are Freethinkers of greater strength 
and tougher throats than the one he tackled at 
Wandsworth. But he is not our game at present. 
We have to deal just now with something more 
important. And that something is the magistrate’s 
decision.

Now to understand that decision the reader must 
bear in mind that Wharmby was not in Mr. Waldron’s 
meeting, nor on the pavement outside, but in the 
roadway. The magistrate’s judgment, therefore, 
amounts to this—that distributors of literature, even 
in the roadway, must expect to have their papers 
taken from them by violence and destroyed, if there 
happens to be a meeting of people of different views 
in the vicinity. But this is not English law. More
over, it is a distinct encouragement to a breach of the 
peace. If violence may be resorted to on one side, 
it may bo resisted on the other, and the upshot of 
that may be something very serious. And does not 
the magistrate see that if Mr. Waldron may seize and 
destroy hostile literature outside his meeting-place, 
Freethinkers may do the same thing f Practically 
we are invited to do it. Christians frequently distri
bute leaflets outside our meetings. They have done 
it again and again at Queen’s Hall. Are we to 
Waldronise them in future ? That is what the 
magistrate’s decision comes to.

The magistrate made another grave mistake. 
Occupants of the bench should never pass opinions 
on what is not before them. When the reverend 
gentleman (heaven save the mark!) resorted to the 
dirty trick of passing up an ancient copy of the Free
thinker, as if it wore the copy distributed at the time 
of the assault—a proceeding for which ho was after
wards gravely reprimanded—the magistrate had no 
right whatever to say that it was “ indecent.” Our 
reputation is as valuable as his. TheFreethinker was 
never indecent. That word is grossly misused by our 
Christian adversaries. Our old caricatures of Bible 
stories were called (by Christians) indecent attacks 
on Christianity. Having got the word “ indecent ” 
in, they proceeded to use it in quite a different 
sense, as a synonym for “ obscene." Now the Free
thinker was certainly prosecuted for “ blasphemy.” 
Why was it never prosecuted for “ obscenity” ? 
Because there was no obscenity in it. Obscenity 
is one of the last things to be expected of the writers 
in this journal. We have steadily refused even to 
print a “ filthy ” text from the Bible. It would be a 
pollution of our pages.

“ Indecent” used to fly about at West Ham. But 
during the recent Town Council debate, all the 
“ mud ” that Councillor Knight could find in the 
Freethinker was in three sentences, which we have 
not even taken the trouble to verify :—

(1) The Church is a conspiracy to corrupt men’s 
morals.

(2) It is said that the negro women of Africa preserve 
their chastity until they put on skirts and Christianity.

(8) A full-bred St. Bernard is more moral than a 
clergyman.

Whether these sentences are accurate is not the 
point. Are they indecent ? That is the point. They 
are not. And tho Waldrons and others who say 
otherwise—L i e . We know it—and they know it.

G. W. Foote.

Christianity and Sin.

The excitement in the religious world over the
“ New Theology ”—which, according to th eo lo 

gians, has the peculiarity of not being theology 
and which is certainly not new—has had 
effect of inducing a shoal of sermons on the C“r! 
tian doctrine of sin. Mr. Campbell says that Cbri 
tians are apt to lay too much emphasis on sub 
though it were the most important fact in the u 
verse; and his opponents retort that the “ ^ , 
Theology ” is un-Christian in slurring over 
of sin, and ignoring Christian teaching on this he • 
In this controversy, an outsider may sympathise we 
Mr. Campbell while admitting that his opp°n^  a 
occupy the more logical position. His protest ls 
symptom of a healthy revolt against an essentia ; 
unhealthy doctrine ; theirs is a protest based UP°D a 
logical adherence to one of the oldest and 
authoritative of Christian teachings. It is the 1°8. 
of facts against the logic of creeds, and in the ® 
the former must win. Nay, the issue was deci . 
before Mr. Campbell opened his mouth.  ̂ ‘ 
teachers and thinkers have long since thrown 
Christian doctrine of sin overboard. Mr. Campo® 
is only following some distance in their rear, al thong 
he may still be a deal in front of the body of Cbr1* 
tians. Whether one is a revolutionist or a conserv* 
tive depends upon the character of one’s associates- 

I am using tho word “ sin” in an ethical rath 
than a theological sense, and as covering all that 
usually meant, or what ought to be meant, by 
morality. I think in this way we may avoid com 
sion, and also that it will better bring out the oD 
sound views Christianity has taken of the Bubjep ‘ 
Starting with its doctrine of human depravity. 
influence on morals has been essentially unhealthy 
Its dwelling upon the prevalence of “ sin ” has bee 
as morbid as it is untrue. And in spite of all > 
efforts, normal human nature does not really behev, 
in its teaching. The average man does not regar 
himself as a “ miserable sinner,” nor is be c°D 
tinually dwelling upon the sinfulness of his desire- 
Were even a Christian, once away from church 0 
chapel, told that ho was a miserable sinner, or tha 
his appearance would encourage such a belief, the* 
would at once be all the materials for a police-cour 
case. These are phrases that ho repeats in cburc 
and usually forgets—as he ought—directly aftcr‘ 
wards. If ho bears them in mind it is only so 
as they concern someone else; he confesses the#* 
himself for the sake of example. Or if any <al 
affected, they are sensitive characters, such as d 
not need the teaching. The bad are untouched« 
the good are made hyper-sensitive and, finally. 00 
sound. Emerson saw this when he said: “ 
young people are diseased with the theologica 
problems of original sin, predestination and tbc 
like ” ; and wisely adds: “ These never presented a 
practical difficulty to any man—never darkened
across any man’s road who did not go out of b*- 
to seek them. These are the soul’s mumps a° 
measles and whooping-cough.”

The historic Christian conception of human natiff® 
is at best a poor one ; at worst, debasing. Its greI\  
ideal is suffering ; its great emphasis on the fact a° 
prevalence of sin. And from the figure of Jesus °n 
the cross to the latest modern revival, we aro movip» 
in an unhealthy atmosphere. To take the empbasl® 
on suffering first. It is simply untrue that sufferiDo 
is useful as an ideal or helpful as an aid to develpP' 
ment. All the emphasis placed upon its purify’0  ̂
character has been misplaced. For one that 
have been made better by it, there are a hundred 
that have been crushed or made callous thereby 
The common experience of life is that continu?“ 
suffering makes people selfish and exacting, wbd0 
socially they grow clod-like, apathetic and degraded- 
I know it is said that but for suffering we should o° 
have the splendid examples of men and women wb° 
have given even their lives to benefit their fellp^0. 
But their character was not developed by suffering’
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other^mu3 int° actiyity hy contemplating it in 
Worn f j 080 wbo actually experienced the suffering 
crisid s°° aea<̂ ene(l thereby to help themselves. A 
exD ?es n°t create character; it only brings into 
c°n(iitionQ been ^eycloped under other

imul6 K cti011 hfe hy suffering is a biological 
belief f l u  ^-he on]y apparent justification for a 
is pn ° coniirary is the truth that sheer idleness 

orvating._ And all this really means is that 
eff ,°Pment is dependent upon effort. Persistent 
by jj. ’ a°wever, is not called forth by suffering, but 
the nnre^erse\ One nee^ °niy observe two animals, 
health6 |n the other in possession of perfect 
equal! ’ + ver%  this- And the statement holds 
¡a to i7  r̂ue °t human beings. The effect of suffering 
8P0Dt!)ei' llitn^ an<̂  depress. It  robs the organism of 
prove Dle^ ’ an^ iQ time of even the desire for im- 
g00(j ? ent; tine might as reasonably hope to create 
desinl) hy cultivating disease as to create a 
callin f.1eharacter by suffering. Heine was right in 
hQQian'f 6 Christian era the “ sickness period” of 
tianitv* • 9 no ^  W^1 he re°ognised that Chris- 
Sufferi gicrifyiug of pain and idealising of
Persiaf^’ aas been very largely responsible for the 
race 6DCe many of the evils that now afflict the

Thesuffer6; a^*tude of historic Christianity towards 
It basD̂  18 Parah0led by its attitude towards sin. 
Preach °D® been a commonplace with Christian 
of g;n ers that virtue springs from a consciousness 
conseo' an^ their whole efforts have been, as a 
8‘nfuln 6nCe’ ^eve °̂P this feeling of personal 
ontr ess- But this is simply untrue, and its being 
the suh 0̂68 âr exPla'n the Christian failure in 
©xerci 6re °̂ . raorals- For the principle ignores the 
is thGS° a,nd.influence °f the social sentiment which 
Good clea ly m̂P°rtant factor in a developed morality, 
by efi .0nduct and good character is created neither 
The fQ1Ca Philosophy nor religious hopes and fears, 
latter t̂ner may succeed in developing a prig; the 
how ¿-s aa aPpoal to crude selfishness, no matter 
stiti0n 1Sf Q\sed. And by-and-bye, when the super
left iQ i^h efs  drop—as drop they must—all that is 
e° ]0t) tae character is tho selfishness that has been 
ampi  ̂aPPe.aled to. This simple consideration will 
‘gUored f^^a'n rnoral failure of Christianity. It 
our 8o • | e fact that our morality is an outcome of 
must jCla exiatence, and that all healthy development 
^-0r faa;Vô ve constant reference to the social medium

O o ° a%  “ iud no more possesses a “ conscious- 
sci0lls s‘n ” than a healthy organism has a con- 

GSs °f digestive organs. Ill-health, actual or 
eitber ary’ *8 the condition of a consciousness of 
are ¿L0r h°th. Neither disease nor moral obliquity 
imaRin° , ,argest facts in life, although a disordered 
choud • 10n may easily mahe them so. The hypo- 
thin„ r.lac 8ees disease everywhere, and the same 
Of c 18 equally true of the moral hypochondriac, 
a “CQll8e.’ in the majority of cases the confession of 
othersa?c.i°usness of sin ” is mere cant, while in 
Ou a j is due to the effect of emotional preaching 
Ps1MJ st^rical temperament. Dr. Starbuck, in his 
Casg8 °loyy of Beligion, has collected a number of 
years f Confes8ants of eleven, twelve and thirteen 
When0t a^e> that clearly belong to the latter class, 
ioiqy;, °ne reads of tho confessions of hardened 
decent children of these ages, belonging to 
manno laniilies, and who are brought up in a decent 
Cases *’ ™ere can bo no hesitation in classing such 
aloD̂  as Pathological. The organism is developed 
that ,a ra^ically unhealthy line, and there results 
fea t u r ? diced vi0w °f Ilf0 that is so striking a 

A „ ' prthodox Christian morality. 
attitud f illnstrafcion °t this may be seen in the 
î Ust 6p Christianity towards sex. Sexual morality 
*a<fire °t] C0ln’se> take up a large portion, directly and 
any °f morality in general. But it is not by
Christ; anS wh°ie of morality. Yet thanks to 
has com*1 GmPhasis on this one aspect of conduct, it 
of ethi .a , Practically monopolise the whole field 

cm Speak of anyone a3 being immoral, and

in an ordinary Christian assembly ninety-nine out of 
a hundred will understand by the expression sexual 
immorality. The Christian consciousnuss has become 
obsessed by the very thing it has been fighting 
against. Its crusade in favor of cleanliness has 
resulted in making it essentially unclean. An un
draped statue, a painting of a nude figure, suggests 
little to it but indecency. And the more pronounced 
the puritanism, the greater the pruriency. Sexual 
matters have been so rigorously tabooed, and the 
taboo so constantly kept before the people, that other 
things have been obscured. And the grand result of 
this is that other aspects of conduct, many of which 
legal enactments are powerless to effect, have been 
neglected. Tradesmen may adulterate their goods, 
debtors evade their responsibilities, friendship neglect 
its responsibilities, and truthfulness be more honored 
in the breach than the observance, without exciting 
the epithet immoral. This is reserved for the one 
offence that a prurient puritanism loves to dwell 
upon. It is due to this cause that we find so many 
petty vices and meannesses flourishing side by side 
with great emphasis on the religious value of morality 
and the confession of an awakened “ consciousness 
of sin.” In their way Christians have done their 
best to demonstrate their own doctrine of human 
depravity.

The meditation of a free man, says Spinoza, is not 
a meditation of death, but of life. One may para
phrase this and say that a healthy character is not 
engrossed by a consciousness of sin, but by a spon
taneous feeling of goodness. One may depend upon 
it that when we come across people who are obsessed 
with the prevalence of vice—here one who is always 
dwelling upon the prevalence of sexual offences, 
there another gloating upon the vilenoss of human 
nature—in all such cases we are dealing with more 
or less unsound characters. Above all, one ought to 
distrust the “ reformed” character who spends all 
his reformed life gloating over his past misdeeds. 
There is no real reformation here. He is simply 
living over again all his past misdeeds, and his avoid
ance of actual faults once committed will be most 
likely more than compensated by the expression of a 
deformed nature in other directions. “ You will 
never,” says Emerson, “ see anything worse than 
yourselves and one may add you will never see 
anything better. What one gets out of life depends 
upon one’s ability to appreciate what is in it. His
toric Christianity has very largely taken man at his 
lowest, and he has consequently taken life at its 
worst. A declining faith in religion will doubtless 
enable him to shake off this “ consciousness of sin ” 
and develop an appreciation of virtue. And by that 
time he will probably have discovered that the 
exemplary effect of a frank enjoyment of the 
beauties of life is far more important than a morbid 
prurient dwelling upon its darker features.

C. Co h e n .

The Making of the Gospels.—I.
-----♦ -----

ACCORDING to the orthodox or traditional view of 
the Gospels, the Jesus portrayed in those books is a 
strictly historical personage, who said and did every
thing therein recorded of him, and much more which 
has not been recorded—an omission for which we 
ought to be truly thankful. The statements which 
we hear continually advanced in support of the 
authenticity and credibility of the Gospel narratives 
may be briefly summarised as follows :—

1. That the four Gospels are authentic apostolic 
writings composed by Matthew, Mark, Luke and 
John, two of whom (Matthew and John) were apostles 
and witnesses of all they record ; while, of the other 
two, Mark was a companion of Peter, and Luke one 
of the fellow-laborers of Paul.

2. That in the four Gospels we have four indepen
dent accounts of the life and ministry of Jesus ; the 
First Gospel recording the events and circumstances 
witnessed by the disciple Matthew, the Second and
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Third Gospels representing respectively the substance 
of the preaching of Peter and Paul, and the Fourth 
Gospel being written by the disciple John to supple
ment the other three.

3. That these four Gospels were written under the 
supernatural influence of the Holy Ghost, which 
informed and directed the writers, and kept them free 
from error; so that the accounts contained in those 
books are perfectly trustworthy and true in every 
particular.

These extravagant views are still held and taught 
by a large number of Christian teachers and 
preachers, and are implicitly believed by the majority 
of church and chapel-goers. Only a small minority 
of Biblical scholars have completely given them up, 
and of these hut a comparative few have the honesty 
or courage to admit that the old orthodox position is 
no longer tenable. The Christian advocates and 
apologists who still hold and believe the foregoing 
unwarrantable statements, when pressed for corro
borative evidence, have nothing better to offer than 
the following so-called “ testimonies” : (1) The 
existence of ancient MSS. of the Gospels; (2) the 
internal evidence of authenticity and credibility con 
tained in the narratives themselves; (8) the testimony 
of ancient Christian writers called “ Fathers ” ; and 
(4) tho evidence derived from recent discoveries 
When, however, we come to examine these wonderful 
“ testimonies ” we find that they furnish no proofs 
whatever. There are no manuscripts extant of an 
earlier date than the fourth or fifth century; the 
Gospels contain no internal evidence of the truth of 
the narratives; we have not tho testimony of 
single ancient writer which proves the existence of 
the four canonical Gospels within a hundred years of 
the traditional date of the alleged Crucifixion; 
nothing recentiy discovered proves the Gospels to 
have originated in the first century. Furthermore, 
an examination of both the internal and the external 
or historical evidence relating to tho Gospels yields 
abundant proof of the fictitious character of the 
narratives. From these sources we learn that the 
Gospels were not written in apostolic tim es; that 
the first three (the Synoptics) are not independent 
accounts, hut are compilations made from more 
ancient Christian writings, whose authors (or con 
coctors) are unknown. In short, we find that the 
events recorded in all four Gospels are nothing but 
baseless legends, collected and written during the 
first half of the second century.

The Rev. J. J. Scott, Canon of Manchester, whose 
arguments and admissions were dealt with in a 
former paper, tells us in the plainest language pos
sible that “ Scholars are now of opinion that the 
likeness between the Synoptic Gospels is due to the 
fact that St. Matthew and St. Luke wrote with St. 
Mark’s Gospel before them, and embodied in their 
Gospels such portions of St. Mark’s Gospel as they 
deemed suitable for tho purpose.” Also, that the 
portions of the First and Third Gospels which were 
not copied from Mark’s Gospel were derived from 
some unknown pre-existing writings: “ Generally it 
is believed that St. Matthew and St. Luke made use of 
a Gospel or fragment of a Gospel that is now lost.” 
So much for the Gospels being independent histories 
or accounts written by eye-witnesses.

Tho traditional view is thus seen to bo a more 
theory which may, without the slightest hesitation, 
be set aside as erroneous, there being no evidence of 
any kind to support it, but a great deal that may be 
adduced to prove it both untenable and ridiculous. 
Anyone is therefore free to propound a new theory 
which may accord better with all the evidence we 
possess, and this I propose to do in the present series 
of papers. Of course, if any reader can show that 
my presentment of the Gospel “ history ” is at vari
ance with proved facts, he is at liberty to do so. I 
am always glad to be sot right upon matters I may 
have misconstrued or overlooked.

Before coming to the thesis to bo propounded, it 
will be necessary first to consider what portions of 
the New Testament (if any) may reasonably be 
accepted as evidence relating to a historical Jesus or

the early Christian Church. Well, foremost among 
the writings mentioned are the Epistles ascribed t° 
Paul, the authenticity of some of which—say, 
first four—is admitted by nearly all critics. 
may, I think, take those which Renan classifies a 
“ Incontestable ” and “ Undoubted,” as in all _Pr0°a‘ 
bility authentic, notwithstanding their rejection 1 
Van Manen. Whether the writer’s name was Pan 
or not, does not matter in the least; nor is » °, 
much consequence whether the letters were address 
to the churches to whom they are attributed. I® , 
sufficient that the Epistles referred to bear intern 
evidence of having been composed by a popinlar

theChristian teacher who lived and wrote before 1 
Gospel stories and legends had come into circulario ■ 
It is, in fact, now admitted by all Biblical critics tn® 
the four canonical Gospels were not composed _nn 
after the time of the writer of the Pauline Epis® 
—a fact which enables us to see how much (or b° 
little) of the Gospel “ history ” that writer 
acquainted with. The authentic Epistles are:_( 
contestable) Galatians, 1 Corinthians, 2 C orin th^’ 
and Romans ; (Undoubted) 1 Thessalonians, 2 
salonians, and Philippians. In receiving these i 
some of them) as genuine, we have at the same ti 
to reject all manifest interpolations, of which 2 b 
xi. 32-33 may be cited as an example. .,

One other book in the New Testament may D, 
accepted as probably authentic. This is the Book ^  
Revelation or Apocalypse, which was composed 
the last quarter of the first century—and before t 
appearance of the Gospels. We may, farther®#' ’ 
obtain some kind of evidence from some of the otb 
New Testament books, but not of a strictly historic|o 
character. Thus, though the “ history ” recorded 
the Gospels and tho Acts of the Apostles is u 
doubtedly fictitious—that is, as regards the sayin»_ 
and doings attributed to Jesus and the apostles 
these books contain evidence of what was belief j 
at the time those books were written, of the supp# 
founder of the Christian religion and of the relig10 
observances of the primitive Jewish Christ#0“' 
This may not bo apparent to many at first sight, 0 
tho fact is beyond all doubt. We have, then, to s 
what historical facts (if any) are derivable from 1 
two sources named. This done, we shall have 
clearer idea of tho circumstances connected with t
making of the Gospels. A b r a c a d a b r a

(To be continued.)

Sin and Death.

For a month or two both tho Pulpit and tho P®6; 
have been vigorously discussing tho subject of 01 
and its penalty. Tho Old Theology charges the Nfy 
with having repudiated the Christian doctrine of0)?' 
and the charge is doubtless true. In the Bible»0l, 
is represented as an inherited taint of soul a° 
enslavement of will. Wo are all born sinful and 
cannot help disobeying God. Mankind is in a f*1; j  
state, a state of chronic and inevitable enmity aga.V',0 
the Almighty, and for this it is held response ’ 
though it cannot help itself. Jews and Gree 
are “ all under sin.” “ There is nono righteous, °.g 
not one; there is nono that understandeth ; there , 
nono that seeketh after God; they have all turn 
aside, they are together become unprofitable; tn®„ 
is none that doeth good, no, not so much as °° j  
(Rom. iii. 9-12). Wo are all “ by nature children ^  
wrath.” That is to say, we have received from 0. 
first parents a sinful nature, and consequently 
quite impossible for us to obey the divine law, °r 9 
be delivered from our mortal infirmity, withon® 
special act of divine interposition. The Cb®  ̂
adopted this Biblical doctrine of sin and elabora  ̂
it into a rigid theological dogma. Now it is il9,p. 
complete deliverance from this state of sheer bn Pj 
lessness through sin that the Christian scheme 
salvation has always been presented by tho ortho 
Church. Without faith in Christ as a divine sac# 1
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sin, without trust in his finished work, we are 
doomed to everlasting death, and the wrath of God 
shall ever abide upon us.

What this penal death means no one can exactly 
foil us. Many theologians still hold that it signifies 
fhe death of the whole man, or annihilation. Had 
Ijoau never sinned he would never have known death. 
Ueath is the direct consequence of Adam’s trans
gression. Concerning the forbidden fruit the Deity 
sa>d to the first gardener, “ In the day that thou 
eatest thereof thou shalt surely die.” The fruit was 
oaten, but the eater did not instantly die. No, 
Implies the dogmatic theologian, “ he did not actually 
dle> but he became a — ** -----------1”". —  uo uecame a dying man the moment his
teeth gripped tho apple.” But the majority of the
Orthodox divines, knowing that death was in the
^orld thousands and millions of years prior to
i . appearance of man, allege that the word should
® interpreted spiritually or morally. I t y a8 Adam 8
al that died in tho day he tasted of that forbidden

;rkQlt' Preaching in Wellington Church, Glasgow,
tbo other Sunday evening, the Rev. G. H. Morrison,
f 'f ,. admitted that death is much older than sin and - •

universal. He said
_ ft Oian and man alono went to tho grave, then death 

so d Sm m^ t  be indeed intertwined ; but as a man dies, 
San-P®® tbe sparrow die, so do the cattle upon a thou- 
for t 1*S’ and 80 does the beast that hides in untrodden 
s ests> 80 does the thing that creeps under unfathomed 

s' Beast and bird, monster of the deep—not one of 
srit?1 * ever known what sin is, yet they are in the 

f  °t death no less than man.”
sengpuj^ ^alf of Mr. M orrison’s sermon is em inently  
half forcibly expressed; but in the second
Paul ir° ° ses him self altogether. H e m aintains that  

„_Q8W wbat he was about when he taught that 
by sin. The great apostle  

in an argum ent. The preacher 
asserts th at P au l’s idea pervades 

N ew  Testam ent. “ I think I can show

humanV  wha Uqvp̂  dfath is caused 
Soad i

t.u. father andthe *hole
methns9 8ays> that this idea “ is a vital part of the 
I can aQh of tho message of tho Gospel. I think 
s°<hot]- W ^ou hhat in the thought of Jesus there is 
that m°nstrous and unnatural in death, and 
tho si i.1S n°t loss certainly the child of sin because 
thou„i/fer °f sleep.” As an example of what Jesus 
bazar i heath we are referred to tho raising of 
t° iadUs' Put what there is in that alleged miracle 
and cate that Jesus regarded death as monstrous 
^kkin Qnatiural Mr. Robinson does not succeed in 
attityf c êar- Ho says : “ I do not think that that 
tr°Ub]  ̂ Jesus [“ he groaned in the spirit and was 
natural 8Qggests that death was eminently 
back | ' ^  if was natural and kindly, then to call 
thin„ ,,azarus was a most unnatural and unkindly 
ft ig f , That may be ingenious, but it is not true. 
n°t fQc 80 oxegesis. The object of the miracle was, 
death 1 ?w tbo monstrosity and unnaturalness of 
Anoĵ j to convince the people that Josu3 was tho 
than tb father and, as such, was strongor
e<jUaii 0 grave (John xi. 15, 40-42). Mr. Morrison is 
JeSlls y fo r tu n a te  in his allusion to the death of 
the Cru r  oithor in tho agony in the garden nor in 
bint thCl̂ X*on i® there anything even so much as to 
^ K ^ atb in itself is unnatural. The most 
fitter ;renji f°ature of tho preacher’s argument is its 
thig; vy-h ŷancy. The only question to bo faced is 
<Vs ? T-rei“ tloes a man’s death differ from a 
admits fK there is no difference, Mr. Morrison 
rather tl ^  Christianity falls to tho ground; and 

aQ that such a catastrophe should occur, ho 
offer, rn^ essential difference, but has no proof to 

11 "T18 *s bow he reasons:— 
thinn ? gl°ry °f Christ is that he looks on men as some- 
hiucb r̂ea,ter an(l grander than beasts, something so 
in great that what in a beast is natural may,
say , Godhead-kindled humanity, be monstrous. You 
Dot se a ti *3 un*vel'sal, therefore man must dio ; do you 
thin» ° 1 lat that ‘ therefore ’ absolutely dopends on one 
BavQ°;,nail?oly this, that in man there arc no elements 
there * ° ê etQent3 that you discover in tbo boasts ? If 
that joore, if there is something higher, if thero bo 
Very f i ma.kes man kith and kin with God, then the 

act makes death demand a dilferont explanation."

Well, you may pile your ifs as high as the Himalayas; 
but the fact remains that, apparently, the same end 
overtakes all living things. So far as we know, man 
is the highest animal, and nothing more. We have 
no right to affirm that there are any elements in man 
other than those that we discover, at least germin- 
ally, in the beasts. Mr. Morrison asserts that “ there 
are a thousand intimations that man is designed for 
immortality.” “ If death is natural,” the preacher 
triumphantly exclaims, “ what do you make of these?” 
Before answering this pertinent question, we demand 
the production of the “ thousand intimations.” Can 
Mr. Morrison name and describe ten of them, to 
start with ? His friend who went to Canada, he 
tells us, had great boxes in the hold of the steamer, 
on each of which was written, “ Not wanted for the 
voyage.” Then he says : “ Every one of these chests 
was an absurdity if everything was over after the 
ship reached Halifax.” We agree; but when Mr. 
Morrison proceeds to observe that “ man has a hun
dred things ‘ not wanted for the voyage,’ and that 
are meaningless without life beyond,” we insist on 
being told what they are, one by one. What does 
man possess for which there is no use or meaning in 
the present life ? What organs of the body, what 
powers or faculties of the mind, can reasonably be 
labelled, “ Not wanted for the voyage ” ? We chal
lenge Mr. Morrison to specify a single one. We hold 
that the complete man is urgently wanted for the 
effective living of the present life.

But on the assumption that man is naturally 
immortal, in what sense can his death be the wages 
of sin ? Mr. Morrison does not tell us. Now let us 
point out tho absurdity of his teaching. If human 
death is unnatural and if its occurrence can only be 
accounted for by the fact of sin, how is it that it 
overtakes those who are alleged to have received tho 
remission of sins through faith in Christ ? Genuine 
Christians are spoken of as accepted and forgiven in 
tho Beloved ; and yet every one of them is paid the 
wages of sin. Not one of them has ever escaped tho 
“ last enemy.” How does Mr. Morrison get over this 
anomaly ? How does he explain the fact that saints 
and sinners alike are subject unto death ?

But hero is another difficulty. Not only have all 
men an equal share in death as a physical event, but 
in reality no man ever dies at all. Every man is 
immortal in body as well as in soul. After all, death 
is a make-believe, an illusion, a sham. “ It is man 
that is immortal, soul and body one, each glorified to 
be the organ of the other; and if in tho progress 
towards that immortality there comes a moment 
when thoy are rent asunder, a moment when soul 
and body, which make immortal man, are torn apart 
by a power we cannot stay, I say that demands an 
explanation different from that of the death of beast 
and bird." But what on earth is the preacher driv
ing at ? If man, soul and body, is immortal, and if 
all men have their souls and bodies rant asunder by 
what is called death, what purpose is served by this 
temporary separation, and if such a separation takes 
place, what guarantees tho subsequent re-union ? 
Does ho intend to convey the idea that only the 
redeemed of the Lord are really immortal, or are we 
to understand that the wicked also shall live forever 
under tho wrath of the Lamb ? If he intends us to 
infer the latter, then the penalty of sin is not death, 
but immortality itself. In any case, Mr. Morrison is 
impaled on the horns of a dilemma of the worst typo 
and he is half convinced that escape is impossible. 
“ I am not here to force an explanation on you,” ho 
says, “ I only say, here is the Gospel.” Yes ; here is 
the Gospel—tinkered out of all recognition by our 
modern preachers.

The New Theologians also delight in repairing or 
modernising the Gospel, but they have the honesty 
to acknowledge that on several points they are out 
of harmony with Paul and other Biblical writers. 
To no external authority whatever do they bow the 
knee. In their estimation, to sin is to disobey tho 
God within or to act in opposition to the dictates of 
conscience. In other words, to be a sinner is to lead 
an anti-social life. Preaching at Bodmin tho other
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day, Mr. Campbell boldly declared that sin is only 
another word for selfishness, or for living for oneself 
at the expense of the public life. Strictly speaking, 
then, sin is not against God at all, whether within or 
without, but against the common good. The dis
tinction between right and wrong is a product of the 
evolution of social life. Germinally this distinction 
exists and is enforced in a community of bees ; anc 
different stages of its development are to be observer 
in the human world of to-day. But this explanation 
of sin is at bottom Atheistic ; and it must be admit
ted that the New Theology naturally leads to 
Atheism. It is the law of life that the sinner disre
gards, and it is this law that crushes him at the 
last. The law of life cannot be broken; but it can 
be insulted and ignored ; yet the end of the sinner is 
death—the triumph of the law. This is practical 
Atheism. The New Theology pretends to believe in 
a God beyond the universe; but what is the use of 
having a God beyond when it is granted that he is 
completely powerless ? And of what service is the 
God within, since he cannot rise above or in any way 
change the beings he is supposed to indwell ? 
According to the New Theology, we have absolutely 
no knowledge of any being higher or more powerful 
than man ; and as is well-known, man is exceedingly 
imperfect, blunderingly and often blindly feeling his 
way towards perfection; and his life is, therefore, a 
strenuous struggle, attended by many defeats, against 
opposing forces. And there are no intimations 
whatever that any Supreme or Almighty Power ever 
interposes either for good or for evil.

J. T. Lloyd.

Acid Drops.

We know now who is the author of the New Theology. 
It is not the Eev. R. J. Campbell, but a much older and 
more important person. It is the Devil. We have the Rev. 
Dr. A. T. Pierson’s word for it. He made the statement at 
the recent Canon-street Hotel protest meeting. He added 
that if the Higher Criticism had not been invented in hell, it 
ought to have been. After which, it is pleasant to recollect 
that lemonade and other cooliDg drinks were obtainable at 
the hotel bar.

Dr. Pierson had something more to say about the real 
author of the New Theology. He said that he had an 
intense hatred of the Devil, and prayed for his speedy 
destruction. But how is that to bo brought about ? Tlio 
Devil has been in activo opposition to tho Lord for thou
sands of years—and successful opposition too ; how on earth, 
then—or how in hell, if you prefer it—is his Black Majesty 
to be wiped out of existence so speedily ? Who is to do it ? 
God ? There isn’t the slightest evidence that he means to 
upset the old arrangement. Will tho clergy do it ? Not 
they. They can’t afford to. Old Nick is their best friend. 
And if Robinson Crusoe had answered Man Friday’s question 
honestly—“ Why no God convert the Debbil?”—he would 
have said, “ Because the clergy won’t let him.” As the old 
Scotch elder said, “ A kirk w i’out a deil isna’ worth a damn.”

being unable to buy one, they referred the matter to 
Lord. The result was that a Wakefield lady, who desired 
be anonymous, made them a present of a new organ cost» o 
about ¿6100. A nice answer to prayer 1 St. Andrew’s Chur 
need not trouble about collections while it can work t 
trick.

The proverb says that the better the day the better 
deed, and perhaps as much may be said for the place aS 
the day. It may have been for this reason that an unRn° 
woman, aged about forty-five, went into St. Luke’s Cku  ̂
Crosby, and swallowed two bottles of laudanum. She sa 
a gallery pew in the attitude of prayer while doing the «  ̂
We hardly fancy, therefore, that Dr. Torrey himself co 
call this a case of “ atheist suicide.”

“ Socialism and Atheism ” was tho heading of a L°n 
County Council election half-column in the D aily  
Of course the object of such a heading was simply to con 
and mislead the electors. It appears that four school-roo > 
in various parts of London, are hired by Socialists for C3?.L 
ing on their Sunday Schools. This, of course, is sh°c* ^  
news to the Express and its friends ; but our pious c0U, jjjg 
porary does not attempt to show why Socialists have not 
same right as other citizens to hire public buildings, w 1 
are built and maintained by public money—or why 1 
should not carry on Sunday Schools as well as Anghca ’ 
Wesleyans, Baptists and Presbyterians. And now f°r _ j 
“ Atheism.” It appears that Mr. H. G. Chancellor, o n e ,  
the Progressive candidates for North Islington, was as 
after one of his speeches whether he would allow 
Council’s schools to be used for the propagation of Atb®1 
by an Atheistic society ; and his reply was : “ Yes. I see 
reason for refusing any one, subject to the condition a®  ̂
damaging the school property.” This was a wise, just, a 
brave answer, which does not in any way commit 
Chancellor to a friendship for Atheism, but only to 
principle that Atheists, like other men, are entitled to 
common rights of citizenship. Nor do wo believe that 
straightforward reply did the candidate any real in,]u 1 
North Islington shared in the general Progressive rout—-“ 
is a l l ; but in spite of it Mr. Chancellor polled more » 
the highest Progressive at the previous election.

Exeter Hall has beon sold to a big catering firm 
1130,000. It is to be dovoted to profane uses—some s 
smoking concerts. A lot of such concerts will bo neccs® 
to disinfect tho premises of cant and hypocrisy; for, a } 
all thoso years, tho placo reeks with them. Seventy yea 
have elapsed since Hood wrote his Ode to liac 
Esquire, in which he made the following reference to Ese 
H a ll:—

“ That Hall where bigot3 rant, and cant, and pray,
And laud each other face to face,
Till ev’ry farthing-candle ray
Conceives itself a great gas-light of grace.” , ,

How refreshing to read such writing nowadays ! No won 
this powerful and biting Ode is omitted from some “ resp° 
able ” editions of Hood.

Dr. Faber, formally known as tho Court Chaplain to t 
Kaiser, declares that the voice of God was heard in the reco 
German elections, that God has taken Germany under n . 
especial protection, and that the German people are destlB . 
to be the saving salt of the earth. Dr. Faber is eviden 
bent on earning the salary tho Kaiser pays h im ; which 
least honest—and that is something in a preacher.

Glasgow Established Presbytery has resolved not to inter
fere with raffling at church bazaars. The common sense of 
the majority saw that money must be raised somehow, and 
that hindering tho process was striking at tho vitals of 
religion. Some pointed things, however, were said during 
tho discussion. The Rev. Mr. ltankino said that five pound 
notes were raffled at bazaars, and the tickets went off like 
wildfire. In his opinion it was pure gambling. Some other 
speakers expressed similar sentiments. But they found that 
Scotsmen are not going to bo dictated to when it comes to 
raising the wind.

What Christian education is doing in godly Scotland, 
where all the school-children have tho Shorter Catechism 
drilled into them, may be seen from the confession of the 
Rev. R. S. Calderwocd, of the Tolbooth Parish Church, 
Edinburgh, that in some streets in the centre of the city 
where “ one may see exhibitions of rampant hooliganism 
which would disgrace an African village which had just 
imported a large supply of Hamburg gin.”

St. Andrew’s Church, Wakefield, was in want of a musical 
instrument to lead the praise in the parochial h a ll; and,

Mr. Foote’s lectures at Queen’s Hall are boycotted by a 
London press. He is followed by “ Father ” Ignatius, a j 
the D aily Chronicle gives tho preacher half a colum n^  
small type on Monday morning. Mr. Lync—that 0
gentleman’s name—said that tho Devil was putting stra g  
thoughts into people’s heads. “ Wc shall soon,” ho sa a 
“ bo flying through tho air quicker than the birds a , 
going to France through a tunnel under the sea. Do 3 
think God meant us to do these things ?” Such js 1 ,3 
Christian wisdom which tho Chronicle prefers to Mr. Fo° 
freethought follies.

From a report in the local paper, we see that Mr. ^  
Lee has been delivering a course of anti-infidel lecture® 
Huddersfield. A gentleman in the audience asked if 
Lee would meet some Secularist leader in debate. 
upon the lecturer said that he had already met Mr. Foot°^11 
debate “ some eighteen times,” and “ was about tired of ' 
Wo are not much surprised at the latter portion of the ®ta c 
ment, but the “ eighteen ” in the first portion warns 
that, on questions of fact, Mr. Lee is not to be taken 
seriously. His questioner then read some quotations lr j 
Bible llomances, and was met with tho reply that he »ho
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not trouble about the -writings of a man “ wbo wrote garbled 
rubbish and had no reputation to lose.” Whether the author 
0 Bible Romances has a reputation to lose or not wo hardly 
care to discuss, as that question is best left to those who 
know what his work is. At any rate, no one will be in a 
hutty to take Mr. Lee as a decisive authority on whether a 
man has a reputation or not. On the statement of fact, we 

mit that much of what Bible Romances deals with is 
rubbish,” but must put that down as due to the source 

lrom which it is taken. For the rest, we should like Mr. 
jGC point out just liow much of it is “ garbled. It 
v̂ould be at least an instructive occupation for him to be

CDgaged in.

that th °Ver e£se may be sa,r̂  o£ ^ e  °ler6y it cannot be denied 
Tter Gy are good beggars—and often unblushing beggars. 
Water] 8 * le ^ ev- O. J. Rounsefell, for instance, pastor of the 
for th °°Î°a^ Mission, London, who carries on “ Sundays 
f°rmer? :.eoPle ” m the Royal Victoria Hall, which was 
to send  ̂ i •" Vic. Theatre.” This gentleman appears 
frienj 0f “îa be8Sin8 letters by tho aid of directories. A 
received 0urs> at a considerable distance from London, has 
bution l °?le o£ these missives, thanking him for his contri- 
Btated aS' ^Gar an<̂  doping he will repeat it. It is further 
from a f 8 a f°°tnote, that his “ kind gift ” was “ entered as 
last course our friend never gave anything
U°nng , r > aS a matter of fact, he never heard of Pastor 
t'ckled ■ i or b's Mission before. Wo suppose fish do get 
fails wl - hands in this way, but the manœuvre

eD it is practised upon a Freethinker.

New t? ' has been expressing his opinions on the
“ terribL?»^' Me thinks the mischief caused by it will be 
varioUs % an  ̂JProceeds, “ It is the sad lot of most of us at 
Servie 1T*.es *n our lives to hear the beautiful Burial 
tiari CR , sten to tho words that are spoken by the Chris- 
cxPressiUrC 1 £bo bler °f our holy dead. They are the 
myriad?011. o£ suprcme faith, tho faith that is a solaco to 
What i,„o£,,laournirl8 hearts in tho last dread hour of parting,tllfi Kfivu 'TH^I--- O ” W/.Weuave n a £bo ^ ew Theology to offer us in its place ? 
to faco°fi ££la£i Mm New Theology, if it has nothing more 
pi'll.; . lhan Mr. Sims’ slops, will pass through the ordeal ofClitlCiSTY! ., * - * u
iuncral f 6aSl£y enou8h. The expression of faith at the 
of a j 0 01 a Christian is as “ supreme ” as that at the funeral 
in anv w or a Mohammedan —as much and no more. And 
th0 / aCa.Se> Iho manner in which anyono meets death, and 
merely  ̂ ln.wlflch the survivors bear tho pain of parting, is 
accuracaU inaication ° i habit and education, never a proof of 
burial s' Those who havo lost faith in that for which tho 
their b °.rv*ce stands do not feci tho need of it, and bear 
the av r< Cn with at least as much courage as is shown by 
really Christian. One wonders whether Mr. Sims
Would afl °Vea a££ bo writes on this head. In any caso, wo
friends xf.0 him to stick to his pet dogs and other animal
0q this' k 1̂S rca<l ors must havo got used to his meandcrings 
With f. , J'ect ; and it may bo dangerous to test their patience 
ilf-em,; °S 1 ahsurdities on subjects with which ho seems

eTupped to deal.

hfr, j> T- ,
iho Chri^ • Campbell has been lecturing at Cornwall, and 
Pre!iou(,i'i"| Hn CowmonweaffA supplies tho news that his 
saw h] 0 baa created so great a sensation that a lady who 
aHgel Co £or i'hc first time, exclaimed, “ Oh 1 ho is like an
ieKcmtii clown from Heaven.” Shelley said that London

mbl<M tho other place.
The 7) *f , 

tehgious * i Mail, which is so deeply concerned with the 
s° tnue), y e*taro of tho country, and which has also gono to 
^haw o tr°uhle to publish all the disgusting details of the 
^U gli ,aS?’ reRrcts that Sir Oliver Lodge does not take 
to tk0 Revelation—with a big R. It calls attention
aad Urod a âct Mr at Oliver quotes Scripture twice
teviowerCrU P°°ts over thirty times. Tho sapient Chronicle 
®PenCer “°tos that the author challenges “ tho conclusion of 
aud ask lat tho world is a fortuitous concourse of atoms,” 
Astern ?’■’ 'r̂ s .tlds catechism tho knell of the Spencerian 
foaebin,, This last is a gom of the rarest water. Spencer’s 
hilled by S-ay *.ivo’ or ifi may n o t! hut tho idea of its being 
?°cUr tef 11 ^ * ver Lodge’s catechism is one that could only 
bbtuitabl UcwsPapor scribo whoso deliverance rests upon an

Writjnr? non'ac<lua>ntance with the subject upon which he 
World is ! ' , , Qcl where on earth does Spencer teach that the 
taUce Coi?i 1 ,fortuitous concourso of atoms ?” Really, igno- 
Tust bo  ̂ | lar(Ily go further than this ; and in this case, it 
viewCr “« ea . the form of tho sentence is due to tho re- 
vie\y£rg U”, uul* to Sir Oliver Lodge. If only these re
v ie w s  ac\erstood tho subjects they write about, their 
f ethapg he helpful instead of misleading. But then,
tboy xyoni x ‘hoy did, and expressed just what they thought,
Mother ,vn- n?£ be asked to write, and so there would be 

Cr difficulty to face.

“ Merlin,” of the Referee, who has written so much clotted 
bosh in defence of religious beliefs, has been lamenting that 
the present is “ an age of lies,” and that a considerable 
portion of the press is concerned with anything but stating 
sober facts. There is plenty of justification for both state
ments, and if “ Merlin ” will make an attempt to co-ordinate 
his ideas or his writings he will find this disregard of truth 
not altogether disconnected with the religious notions he has 
wasted so much sloppy sentiment on. For we live in a 
Christian country, among a people with whom the domi
nating religious influence for centuries has been Christianity, 
and it would indeed be strange if this had had no effect on 
their character. “ The relation between organism and 
environment ” is a sentence that is often used, but appa
rently seldom thought out, with the result that it ceases to 
play a dynamic part in one’s mental make-up, but becomes 
a mere cover for ignorance or a substitute for a minute’s 
serious thinking.

“ Merlin ” should reflect that in theory the duty of seeking 
truth and speaking truth has never been seriously insisted 
on by Christian leaders or by the Christian religion. And in 
practice it has always been considered more or less admis
sible to lie about one’s religious opponents or in defence 
of one’s religious opinions. Even in a notorious case like 
that of Dr. Torrey, when the lie has been nailed to the 
counter, Christian leaders unanimously agree to “ wink the 
other eye.” He was lying for God’s sake, and so all was 
well. Of course, Christians have been told a deal about 
truth, but in the wrong way. They have been exhorted to 
follow, not truth, but the truth—that is, Christian teachings. 
And as Christianity was thus the only truth admissible, 
everything else became a lie, or, if it was not, it ought to 
have been ; and its not being a lie made it all the more 
damnable. The result has been that the unprejudiced search 
for truth is a quality that Christians have been more deficient 
in than has any other people. The history of Christianity 
on the literary side has been a weary record of fraud and 
forgery. And on the personal side it has been a long tissue 
of shameless lies against opponents, and of an almost total 
disregard of the decencies of life where religious interests 
were concerned. Indeed, if “ Merlin ” can discover any 
other religion, even, that has laid less stress upon the right 
use of the intellect than has Christianity, or a religion with 
a greater record of lies, impostures and forgeries to its 
credit, then we solemnly promise to subscribe the sum of 
one shilling to tho religious funds of the Salvation Army. 
Meanwhile, let “ Merlin ” reflect that a people are what 
their history and institutions make th em ; and if wo arc 
living in “ an age of lies,” Christianity cannot escapo its 
share of responsibility for the result.

Apropos of the above, we may note a paragraph written 
by tho editor of tho Sunday Circle on Thomas l ’aine. The 
Sunday Circle is ono of the group of religious journals owned 
by Harmsworths’, who seem to have reduced the exploitation 
of tho sillier section of the Christian public to a fine art. 
Tho editor, in answer to a correspondent, repeats tho exploded 
lie of Paine calling on Jesus to save him while on his death
bed, and assures his readers of its truth. His au th ority -  
second-hand, of course—is tho life by that notorious black
guard Cheetham ; but ho refers readers for confirmation to 
Sir Lcslio Stephen’s English Thought tn  the Eighteenth  
Century. Now, curiously enough, with a most uncritical 
acceptance of many of the legends concerning Paine, this is 
precisely tho ono that Stephen rejects, and asserts that 
Paine died " in a state of surly adherence to his principles.” 
Tho editor had probably never read the work mentioned, 
and cared little whether what ho said was true or not. Ho 
knows his readers and realises that ignorance is an easy 
prey for mendacity.

Tho Christian Commonwealth, which is “ running ” tho 
Rev. R. J. Campbell, or trying to subsist on his sermons and 
the “ New Theology ” movement generally, also devotes a 
column to “ Ethical Society Notes,” in which we notice a 
good deal about that somewhat fantastic person, who should 
now bo called the Rev. Dr. Coit. This gentleman appears to 
be full (just at present) of Christ and the New Christianity, 
but it is not easy to see what this has to do with tho Ethical 
movement. Mr. J. M. Robertson is also spoken of very 
kindly, although he has written to prove that Christ was not 
a person at all, but a mythical and legendary character. Is 
he also going to bo swept into tho “ New Christianity ” 
enterprise ?

Dr. Stanton Coit has passed through many strange vicissi
tudes since he came to England. One is always expecting 
to hear of his conversion to some new philosophy. At present 
he is an ardent admirer and advocate of Mr. Campbell and 
tho New Theology. He has just been telling us of his
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discovery of a brand new God, whose name is the Ethical 
Ideal. To this God he prays and sings hymns, and this God 
he enthusiastically worships. The Ethical Id ea l! Where 
does he live ? What does he do ? Is he the God beyond, or 
the God within, or is he both combined ? In consequence of 
this latest conversion, Dr. Coit figures in the religious 
journals as a preacher who hangs his sermons on Biblical 
texts and who claims to be a theologian. What next ?

Father Bernard Yaughan is still preaching against the 
sins of Society—with a big S. He is particularly strong 
just now on ladies who don’t add to the population. He says 
nothing about men who don’t add to the population—in
cluding priests. Some people believe they do add to the 
population. But how could they ? They are full of the 
Holy Ghost. ____

Father Yaughan says that if you look round the world, and 
especially round English society, you will sa y : “ Jesus Christ 
might as well have stopped in Heaven.” So he might. We 
have said so all along. We never could make out what he 
came for.

Mr. Keir Hardie, addressing a meeting at Lancaster on 
Sunday, said that in a Yorkshire constituency the Liberal 
candidate went round Dissenting chapels and paid oil their 
debts, and in a month he was elected member for the con
stituency. Well, what of that ? Hadn’t he bought the seat ? 
Who had a better right to it ? He was a good man of 
business. So were the Dissenters.

amongst other things, an inveterate liar and thief. Ho &
“ claimed for the post office and journalism another attrib 
of Divinity,” as they were “ proclaimers of the gospel of g° 
news, the heralds of the world’s salvation.” Well, •„« 
there must be men of that sort in the Post Office, consider1 J  
the number of Freethinkers they manage to destroy, °r 
least to divert from their destination.

The Bishop of London reports that an undergraduate 
Oxford, who was looking forward to entering the priestno ' 
wrote him asking “ How could he preach about the Pure 
heart if he married ? ” If the Bishop had had more BC . 
he would have kept the letter to himself and recommen ^  
the enquirer to consult a doctor. Being Bishop lDgraI1̂ ’erg 
accepts the enquiry as a perfectly natural one, and ans 
it with the mild response that there is no objection to 
married man preaching on the purity of life. Now hero  ̂
a glorious outcome of centuries of Christian morality' 
man who looks forward to becoming a parson—and he ie. e 
seems fit for little else—has no other conception of mar» ^ 
than that of a relationship between man and woin‘?,D j0 
essentially unclean that it unfits one to talk of Purl, a3 
one's fellows. Of course, the view is Christian enough, 
anyone knows who is conversant with the history t 
Christianity and with the marriage service in the ^rajjie 
Book. But imagine a mentally half-hatched man hko . 
Bishop’s correspondent with the impudence to set k  ̂
self up as a trainer and educator of his fellows. * p 
little things like this that help one to realise what an unc 
thing unadulterated Christianity really is.

“ Thieves,” a newspaper paragraph says, “ have entered 
churches at Milton and Collingtree, in Northamptonshire, 
and stolen valuable silver and pewter articles. At each 
church they drank the sacramental wine.” Awful 1 Fancy 
those thieves going off “ full up ” with the blood of Christ! 
What sacred objects they must have been in that condition ! 
To have arrested them would have been little short of 
blasphemy. It is lucky they escaped.

According to the D aily Mirror, which takes religion as well 
as other sensationalism under its patronage, the majority of 
mankind have no proof of the life to come, and don’t want 
i t ; they rely upon the “ assurance from within.” In other 
words, the belief produces a certain state of feeling, and that 

stato of feeling is in turn made the justification of tho belief. 
“ H. H. F .” ought to have sense enough to see that this is 
arguing in a circle. Perhaps ho does, but doesn’t like to say 
so. As for the statement that “ Faith is stronger than the 
strongest evidence,” it is no doubt in many cases true. 
People cling to superstitions in the very teeth of adverse 
evidence. But that is not a compliment. It only shows how 
superstitious they are.

Georgo Granger, who was electrocuted at Now York 
recently for murdering his employer, was a Christian 
Scientist; but not an old believer, for he was converted to 
Mrs. Eddy’s tenets during his imprisonment. Tho electric 
current does not appear to have been affected by his belief. 
It did the regulation trick.

Tho men of God seem to be on tho rampage in Burton. 
Tho Rev. J. J. G. Stockley, vicar of St. Paul’s, has been 
declaring that “ the fear of God ” has nearly died out of 
modern society—which must be an alarming phenomenon to 
gentlemen in his line of business ; for, if the fear of God is 
not the beginning of wisdom, it is certainly the beginning— 
and the middle and the end—of tho trade of soul-saving. 
Then there is tho Rev. J. II. James, of tho Georgo-street 
United Free Methodist Chapel, who has been denouncing 
Sunday golf and football. Once upon a time, this reverend 
gentleman says, people would stand sermons of three hours’ 
duration ; now they will hardly go to church at all, and when 
they do they want short services and awfully abbreviated 
sermons. Desecration of the Sabbath was only too common ; 
the people were growing less religious and forgetting God. 
“ Religion in England,” Mr. James said, “ was going back- 
ward, not coming forward ; and if England forgot her great 
destiny Ichabod might be written across the history of 
England, as it was with other great nations who forgot their 
religious life.” We judge that these gentlemen find trade 
bad. And we hope they will find it worse.

The Newsagent reports the annual social gathering of the 
Dumferline postal officials, who appear to have been highly 
flattered by tho editor of the Dumferline Journal, who seems 
to have been tho great speaker of the occasion. This gentle
man said that both postal officials and journalists had a 
common prototype in Mercury, the Messenger and Herald of 
the Gods. But he overlooked tho fact that Mercury was,

Professor J. Churton Collins, reviewing in the first nuik 
of the Nation  Mr. J. A. Farrer’s new book on Literary * 
geries, makes a striking admission. “ Nowhere,” be ' 
“ has forgery been more active than in theology.” ^erfjjjo 
this is as much as he could be expected to say. B y  j0{ 
actual truth is that theology has been the greatest seed'P 
of forgery. Faith, which is usually another narne . ajj 
credulity, always lends itself to deception. Hence it is ..y 
three-fourths of tho so-called “ Evidences ” of Christian^ 
are rank forgeries ; while the New Testament books tk 
selves are demonstrated to be mostly, if not entirely! 
work of other men than those whose names they bear.

Talking about credulity, it would be difficult to beat 
following yarn lately printed, apparently with good teitn, 
the D aily News. Lecturing at Loughborough, the Rev. u 
Grundy stated that a man who read the lessons in his ebu  ̂
rendered the story of the Flood so vividly that an old 
seated in the centre pow (of course, she would be ik 
centre pew) put up her umbrella.

Mrs. Eddy’s son by hor first marriage, Mr. Ge0A  
Washington Glover, has taken action against the l \ . 
of Christian Scientists who, as ho alleges, are ruua* e 
tho show in her name and using and investing her in»»6 ^ 
fortuno for themselves. Ho alleges that she is too feeb‘e . 
look after her own affairs. There is great excitement a030 1 
Christian Scientists all over America at the nows. Of cO«1“® 
We hope Mr. Glover will porsist with his action and let dW 
light into tho “ Mother Eddy ” combination.

The last number of tho Voice o f Labor (weekly) conta'u0f 
an article on “ The Dundeo Juto Workers and tho Curflk ^ 
Christian Charity.” The writer explains how the 10 
clergy keep their holy business going, and winds up by 8 i 
ing that tho Christian Churches do tho workers “ no 8° 
but much evil, by their so-called charity.”

Church and Freo Church are agitating together at Fisk'

tf8lako against a school-teacher, Miss Gould, who is allegc° 
havo given “ infidel teaching ” to her pupils. As far a® r. 
can make out, the lady wrote something in favor of »  ¡j 
winism on a blackboard, and some of tho children aj, 
home with them. Mr. J. J. Hudson, a Free Churcbk*^ 
strongly supported tho Vicar at a public meeting- 
believed in the Bible, he objected to Darwinism, and b® >' 
“ proud to say he did not bolong to tho monkoy ra at 
Perhaps n o t; but it is impossible to tell without a °̂° ĵtli 
his photograph. Mr. Hudson should have it printed, sj 
the announcement “ Not a Monkey ” underneath. Wo “ i#. 
he will succeed in dissociating himself from his poor * 
tions. Such people are generally inconvenient.

Rev. Canon William Haig-Brown, Master of the Cba t 
house since 1897, left j£19,241. If the weather were warflUld 
hero just now the reverend gentleman (or his ghost) w 
havo our sympathy.
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Mr, Foote’s Engagem ents.
%  C, Liverpool.

To Correspondents.

c ’ Cohen’s L ecture Ew uG EM B O T S.-M arch 10, Workman’s Hall, 
Stratford; 17, Camberwell. April 14, Glasgow; 21, Work-
2 aa’s Hall, Stratford; 28, a. Victoria Park, e. Workman’i Hall, Stratford.

' „ f - L loyd’s L ecture E ngagements.—March 10, Birmingham, 
-4, West Stanley.

Joseph Symes F und.—P reviously acknowledged, £20011s. l id .  
»‘nee received : T. J . Strong, 3s. Gd.; E . Viedge (8. Africa),
, > P- Newport, 2s. Gd ; A. II. Woodhouse, 2^ ; F. Wood- "°ose, 2s. ; E . -  -

Clarke, 5s.
ho

Un n’v?S‘ ’ P- J- Earthy, 2s. ; J. Baker, 2s. ; D. H. Priest, I s . ; j, vldrke, 5s.
Rifled EIpi' Halvati_°n Army ” Tract F und.—Previously acknow- 

Jy, jj ’ 3a- Since received : B., Gd.; S. H. Payne, 5s.
thanks— ^ertainly no offence taken. See “ Acid Drops.”

c'rculat'E—^̂ Hanks for your successful efforts to promote our 
in gett10n' every present reader of the Freethinker succeeded 
PfosnecT® US £wo uew ones> we should have a far brighter 
Worth,, ’. and He able to make this journal more than ever 

S. p c y 01 lts name.
Heroes81"411-’ ^  new and cheaper edition of Mr. Foote’s Bible 
••leased't a°tive preparation and will be ready shortly, 
in vrm- ‘“ near you find the Freethinker such welcome reading 

“ Jan orthodox town.
rest.8® ^ 0ES'”—Some are rather too old, but thanks for the

delivero^T^1'’ Poote’s lectures at Liverpool in May will be 
Props >i ln *Hc Picton Hall. Thanks for cuttings. See “ Acid

J K°P8'
heartvKE;,'i—^*ad to hear the Peculiar People gave you such a 
are ho We, 00me at Southend. They may be wrong, but they 
are u,.nes‘‘ Their fellow Christians, who send them to gaol, 

\y, on8 and dishonest.
0 . The copy of the Freethinker given you by the late
a regnirner a“ Newcastle-on-Tyne was not wasted. It made you 
it roup(ir»rea^Cr—and the fact should encourage all who “ push 

A.
all tM,8 had already written a paragraph on it; thanks, 

W, g ' sam°- It is exquisitely funny.
E. Lech1188— Thanks for the suggestion.

PapersIKllE'—^ u°h obliged. It is curious how ready news- 
do it „ aIe ,4° mention the Freethinker when they think they can 
tin,.. ,,n lnjury—which, by the way, they cannot. Any other

know
R p mom’s the word.”

"leA:Hbminoton.—iGlad you have “ gained much useful — 
sillf6 irom Hns journal. Thanks for the cutting—from the 

^ lest paper in England. What do you think ?
Hof1"18' The quotations in your letter may prove useful. We 
w. , , your wish that “ if Mr. Nash should intervene again lie 

ld please name the Freethinkers (Atheists) of America who 
L- tj e Pr°-slavery men.”

,Siest.—Glad to hear of the “ pleasure you got out of the 
J. ^ l thlnker every week.”
J. »,10tan—-Pleased to receive your cuttings.’ atORToj. ,. .
L. jj, 1 It is amusing.
W,.. CAtlTNEY.—See paragraph. Thanks 

to *5*«®.—Many thanks for the cuttings, etc. With respect 
bn,,-; “ runo celebrations, you appear to forget the nature of 

bushmen. Thev never got enthusiastic about groat menand ........  - - -  - - -

We7°cs aro loo much scattered yet to leaven the British lump, 
till r r l y regret to hear that Ferrer’s trial is postponed again 
the antu’ The whole affair is a mockery of justice. Perhaps 
all if^horities hope that his death in prison may put an end to 

1’, v, eir difficulties. t
the®“0® (S. Africa) writes ; “ Joseph Symes has indeed fought 
•eft flght’ l t  may so£tcn the sorrow of the dear ones he 
•ands »md to kll0w that his memory is cherished in distant

ty. °*Ciioft.—Thanks for cuttings.
\V. p ALL— Your batches of cuttings are always welcome.

for ’ Adamson.—Why not forward tho names again? Thanks .ur cnnim-.,.:-- - -11 ’

ose^ t nover troubled their heads about any martyrs but 
•nkB«„ ‘heir own denominations. Of course the active Free-- ___ , 4 . . .  44 ,

— T  “;X eT  “ \Ve are a*fraid,thr,jviux encouraging letter and .8°°,.4 ™f0rm the Post Office.
1 ou8h, that onr united efforts will „„thinker is increas-

in4KER’~Pleased to hear the sale of t h e i£ newsagents 
A With you. It would increase e y pc known and

oU® •lt •’he chance you do. What we w With regard to
“htainablc. We should circulate widely tfion. ^ considor tho
a Queen’s Hall lecture on Shakespearo, w common
®hggestion. Our last three audiences suUe .Qoluding tfic 

th all Sunday enterprises in London yper . and while
. Clous concerts—in consequence of t , heavy, there

beared all the expenses, which were natu uy  ̂ ^  workmg
'vas nothing loft for the lecturer. But w e a r e r  income like 
f„0r »othingt though some people think we make a

R ^?neS’e’s- v»oth Mr. Cohen and
4 “ -—Owing to the Editor’s indisposition, ,, Vo£q Drop3.”

Lloyd have contributed towards this week s

The paragraph on Mr. W. T. Lee (and a good one, too) is from 
Mr. Cohen’s pen. We knew nothing about the matter till we 
saw the proof and read your letter. Mr. Lee degrades himself 
by talking in that way about Mr. Foote, for whom he has 
always professed friendship and a certain admiration. The 
last time he was in London he sought Mr. Foote out and spent 
an hour with him. Afterwards he forwarded one of his books 
with an inscription. It really looks as though even the hest 
Christian Evidence speakers were hopelessly “ subdued to what 
they work in.”

W. H. H oward Nash.—Your letter does not carry the controversy 
forward. You repeat your statement that Atheism opposed the 
anti-slavery movement, without adducing a shred of evidence. 
You do not even show that there was any Atheism in America 
at all in the eighteenth century. Then with regard to Lincoln, 
Mr. Cohen never asserted that he was an Atheist, and why do 
you waste your time in asserting that he was not an Atheist ? 
You admit that he was probably a Deist; well, so was Thomas 
Paine ; and that is getting near enough to a Freethinker, isn’t 
it?

J. O.—Civil marriage takes place at the Eegistrar’s Office. Both 
parties have to give twenty-one days’ notice to the Kegistrar of 
the respective parishes in which they have resided not less than 
fifteen days. On the day appointed for the marriage they 
attend the Kegistrar’s Office, with their witnesses, and go 
through the marriage ceremony, which is purely civic and 
secular. The fees, including certificate, are 9s. 7d. There is 
a further charge if the marriage is performed outside the parish 
in which they reside.

H. K. Clinton.—You need not apprehend any departure from 
the policy of our lifetime. We shall go on fighting the greatest 
enemy of mankind. That we have done this, and are likely to 
do it, is sufficiently proved by the hatred that enemy bears us 
—a hatred which is a splendid compliment.

G. M. Niciiolls.—Lecture notices must be written separately. 
We cannot undertake to make them out from other communi
cations.

C. W. Styring.—Cuttings that reach us on Tuesday are, generally 
speaking, just a day too late for the coming number of the 
Freethinker.

The Secular Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 
Farringdon-street, E.C.

The National Secular Society’s office is at 2 Nevvcastle-street, 
Farringdon-street, E.C.

Letters for the Editor of the Freethinker should bo addressed 
to 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

Lecture Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
street, E.C., hy 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.

The 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 of Advertisements : Thirty words, Is. 6d .; 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.
— ♦ —

This evening (March 10) Mr. Cohen lectures at tho 
Workman’s Hall, liomford-road, Stratford, on “ The Salva
tion Arm y: a Study in Religious Failure and Social Impos
ture.” Sineo writing his pamphlet on the “ Army,” Mr. 
Cohen has collected a quantity of fresh information bearing 
on General Booth’s operations, and will deal with this in his 
lecture. Tho lecture commences at 7.30, and tho hall can bo 
easily reached by train or car from any part of London.

Midland “ saints ” will note that Mr. Lloyd lectures at 
Birmingham to-day (March 10), both afternoon and evening, 
in the Prince of Wales Assembly Room. There ought to bo 
a strong rally of Freethinkers at both meetings, and they 
might try to bring some Christian friends along with them,

Mr. Hume Nisbet writes asking us to send him a copy of 
the Freethinker which figured in tho Waldron case and was 
spoken of as “ indecent and filthy.” “ It is new to me,” ho 
says, “ to hear your paper guilty of such qualities. Blas
phemy, of course—but not dirt—is what we expect from 
you.” In a postscript Mr. Hume Nisbet shows that he has 
an inkling of the truth. “ I wonder,” he says, “ when 
justice will be dealt out in England fo r  its own sake—sans 
prejudice.” Ay, when ?

The Journal de Charleroi translates a considerable portion 
of our article on “ Satan ” which was written with reference 
to the death of the great Italian poot Carducci.
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An important meeting of the members of the Kingsland 
Branch will be held at 44 Jenner-road, Stoke Newington, on 
Sunday evening, March 10, at 7 p.m. All local Freethinkers 
are earnestly invited to attend.

Co-partnership, a monthly publication, in a flattering 
notice of Mr. J. H. Greenhalgh, quotes as follows :—

“ The world is my country ;
Every man is my brother;
To do good is my religion ”

—and adds that “ these words, expressing the noble senti
ments of Paine, appear on an illuminated card which was 
placed on the walls of the Ealing Tenants’ Social Club, by 
the request of Mr. Greenhalgh.” It is added that “ the 
whole realm of literature could hardly furnish a truer, 
clearer, or more concise description of Mr. Greenhalgh’s 
attitude to life.” We are glad to hear it.

We are glad to notice an excellent letter by “ Free 
Enquirer ” in the Darwen News, in answer to a Christian 
correspondent of the arrogant and disdainful order, who is 
nicely brought to book. Once more we impress upon the 
“ saints ” the importance of making use of any opportunity 
of free discussion in the local newspapers. By this means 
they often reach a public that would never hear of Free- 
thought otherwise.

A stalwart Freethinker, whom we have known for more 
years than we care to count, and who has always been a 
good friend to tho Freethought movement, advised us some 
time ago to keep an advertisement of the Secular Society, 
Limited, constantly before the readers of the Freethinker, 
and we gladly acted upon his valuable suggestion. In a 
recent letter this gentleman informs us that, in tho new will 
he has executed, he has made the Secular Society, Limited, 
a legatee for .£300 ; and he. is good enough to add that he 
has not forgotten us in tho document. He docs not wish to 
have his name published, nor his identity in any way dis

closed, but he is willing to have the facts mentioned pour 
encourager les autres. “ I take considi rable interest,” he 
says, “ in the inducing of Freethinkers to remember the 
Society when making their wills, and I think you ought to 
lose no opportunity of suitably drawing attention to it, and, 
as it were, ‘ rubbing it in.’ ” Of course we have the greatest 
pleasure in announcing an action which we hopo will be 
widely imitated.

Personal.

1 DO not like talking about myself in this way, but 
others will talk about me, and it is just as well that 
my friends should know the truth.

The fact is I took too sanguine a view of myself in 
a “ Sugar Plum ” in last week’s Freethinker. I looked 
forward to visiting Glasgow, and I worked very hard 
in clearing off writing that had to be done first— 
some of it not connected with the paper; and the 
result, I suppose, was a nasty relapse, which made 
the Friday night a terror, and left me quite unable 
to undertake tho travelling and the lecturing. So I 
wired to my friend and colleague Mr. Lloyd to go to 
Glasgow for me, which he did, and I thank him for 
taking my place on the platform. He tells me that 
the “ saints ” were bitterly disappointed and grieved 
at the cause of my absence ; but I am sure that they 
must have enjoyed Mr. Lloyd’s lectures, and been 
glad that I sent such an able and eloquent substitute.

My friends need not be alarmed. I have got over 
the relapse, and am gradually recovering my strength. 
But I feel that I must do now what I really ought to 
have done several weeks ago. I ought not to have 
lectured Sunday after Sunday with such a bad cold 
upon me and such a bad throat to talk through—and 
the insomnia wearing me down all the time. It will 
he prudent now to do no more platform work until I 
feel really better. The rest of my work cannot be 
escaped so easily.

Manchester friends will understand why I must, if 
possible, postpone the engagement for Sunday week. 
No doubt I shall be all right again in April. In the 
meanwhile I shall try a change of air and scene, and 
as much ease from literary work as I can get for a 
week or so. I believe I shall be myself again then.

G. W. Foote.

March 10, 1907

Art and Pessimism.

“ Optimists who undertake to soothe the soul by ext 
ing its ills, resemble those charlatans who advertise ‘Pal® s 
dentistry.’ But the wary are not deceived.”—Bekja- 
Swift.

I n  the great Wagnerian strife, “ Melody ” was tjbj 
cry of the Philistines. Whatever may be ujS , 
against them, they did at least take their stao 
upon Art. To-day the Philistines (or shall we S‘J  
Pharisees ?) appear not so much concerned abo 
Art, as with health and morality. James Hpne«£(j 
the American critic, used to jest about the “ diseaS 
chords of the twenty-sixth,” and his eloquent fG®^
W. J. Henderson, has occasionally indulged in sU. 
maunderings as modern music showing “ the m 
ing-spot of disease.” But now our musical literal 
has become positively inoculated with this niu j 
vaunted cry of “ healthy optimism.” It leavens ^  
the discourses of the Philistines. They would na (1 
the public believe that this “ pestilent pessim160̂  
in Art is “ as deleterious as the opium habit, a s 
more degrading than an excessive use of s t i m u ,
or narcotics...... an active corrosive of man ^
...... leading us to physical destruction.......a stra &
commentary on a feverish desire for self-des^ 
tion." q¡cs,

No wonder one of our foremost musical crlC. J 
Ernest Newman, has remarked that although we c 
reached some degree of civilisation in our liter j 
criticisms, our opinions on music were those 
“ untutored barbarians.” j,

The American critic, Mr. Henderson, altbol,6 
apparently opposed to pessimism in Art (pr°La 
temperamentally), sees clearly that, to con, ¿cr 
such Art presentments, is to throw over the Jft 
works of Beethoven and tho choicest products 
Chopin and Schumann. But here in England, 1 . 
land of that hardy perrenial, the Nonconfor11̂ , 
Conscience, there are no such scruples among 1 
Philistines ; at any rate, their Goliath, the imma 
late Mr. A. E. Baughan, exhibits none. We ¡ 
remark here, in passing, that wo are truly than» ̂  
to this gentleman for his recent effusions ip 0f 
index of purity, tho Daily News, on the question
the attitude of virtuous New York in rejecting
Wilde-Strauss iWopera, Salome. It reminds us j 
tho fight of Freethought is not yet won, and t js 
this recent crusade of the puritanical PhilistiD®
calculated by them to influence that archaic in®tit«'
tion, known as tho dramatic censor, in preventing 
performance of Salome (considered “ tho 
music-drama of the age ”) in this country. ** -aiiury. , mi,
ever, we are not concerned just now with 0 
Another part of the conflict with the Philistine6; 1 
legion of “ healthy optimists,” claims our attend0 ‘fl 

We believe it was Mr. Samuel Weller who waS 
considerate as to “ stretch ” one opponent con',ê  
iently on the floor so that the next would 
something to fall on. Mr. Baughan has adopted e 
method. In his recent book, Music and Musician1’ 
has some unpleasant things to say, so he prep«^ 
you for it some few pages earlier, although he 8 * 
perilously near downright inconsistency in so do|‘ , 
Fnder the sweet heading of “ Poisonous ApP’-««  ̂
tions,” he indulges in a sort of protest against f  .|
“ who exaggerate...... the nervous and emot*0 r
effects of Wagner’s music,” and hold up “ 
and Tchaikovsky as arch-destroyers of tho bn 
soul.” Furthermore, he is sure that “ if WagD®1’̂ . 
Tchaikovsky, or Richard Strauss could have 10 i 
seen the pernicious nonsense which would be 1 
into their music they would have burnt their scofe 4 
Precisely so. But surely our author’s views 011 p 
have undergone a considerable change for him to *̂ 0
later in the book, such phrases, in relation to a9
music of Wagner, Tchaikovsky and Straus6» ^  
“ rioaoimiof.;« roVu'noa ” “ diseased idealism,” and: pessimistic whines, 
healthy insanity,” which are ' surely strangliuS

0

growth of modern music.” ne  then asks
dr»1

“ What good does such wire drawn, grey, “ jjjD 
bloodless music do for us ? Does it help us to be»
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ills of life ? Does it give us courage ? If any sensitive 
amateur lets it into bis soul, 'will be be tbe better able 
to take up bis morning’s figbt ? ”

i , 6 recently read of a Dr. Meachen who lectured 
of I? . 6 Guild of Church Musicians on “ The Place 
Dau RUS1C -n Mealing Art.” Why not Mr. 
Club an g*ve an option before, say, the Liberal 
If ’ 0n “ The Place of Music in Social Reform.” 

.r ®usical oracle has really any special kind of 
us jj1C, Ŵ 1 “ help us to bear the ills of life,” let 
Bsedŝ fc 6 Presci’iption quickly, this world of ours

crite -̂118 806 ^°W literature would stand this fantastic 
^ould R1 °f Baughan’s. Hamlet, wo presume, 
Omar mVG to give Place to She Stoops to Conquer, and 
“ hpnifik- ayyam to Tom Hood. Their moods are 
the n • r’.” and er9°> better works of Art. Of course 
Pfese 6f Slrâ Ŝ  ar£ue that pessimism, as an Art 
was was better than optimism, because it
W0uid , er calculated to arouse an emotion which 
and h “ a gaickcrririg of moral consciousness,
sPect;aS yaiue of a constant stimulus to c 
°r 0m°n ^ e .” Whether Tchaikovsky, or E

help us to “ bear the ills of life” a^n uuo 
an 0pt-m?’s Bght ” (strange phrases, by the way, for 
have plta,18̂  or n°I> are Purely ci prior* grounds, and 

To tb 0g*cai Bearing in a question of Art. 
as aQ a e average man, the pessimism of Tchaikovsky 
more ^presentment, is just a mood picture and no 
over tb 6 ^ave met people who go into ecstacies 
the e Sreat Russian’s music, and will turn livid at 
of i)>„ ^  Mention of Thomson, the author of The City 
have a ^^h t. Why? With the one you simply 
And b *?0od> with the other a mood^hrs a philosophy. 
Pr°tesfc 1S Precisely on this point that we wish to 
Unlj]j0 aSain8t the Philistines. Music, qua music, 
may , P°etry, cannot he didactic. At the most it 
dratoap correlated with poetry as either lyric or 
the oth*0’ will appear that music, above all
ideal n 6r has a true claim to be judged by the 
that ¡g r°gative of all Art—the emotional basis. If 
Trese»,/»8̂1. °renh, then let us see how the composer 

Mr ft 8 ^rt. All else is immaterial. 
miSlĴ d augBan protests that ho does not wish to be 
Pathog 6ii f ood “ as one who denies all sentiment, all 
^Oreb a einotion in music.” But wo have no canon 
"path0̂ >'We are onaBlod to discriminate between 
Bie 6ll(jS and “ pessimistic whines.” If beauty is 
mirror, °* all Art, and our author admits it “ should 
Art viQ Utnan life and thought," may we not have an 
^onid Mte “ night side of nature,” as Thomson 
Baugbaa^’ aa we^ as IB0 “ day side ” ? When Mr. 
Stra* Q compares tho “ pestilent pessimism ” of 
Mth than^ Tchaikovsky to the robust “ All’s woll 
°be baq° w°rld ” of Browning, and pronounces tho 
aPpeals ‘?nd Mie other good, simply because the latter 
fitting ° his own particular Art views, he is per- 

Bers°nal bias to servo as an msthetic
By ib

«̂ otinrr ftWay> Mr. Baughan is rather unfortunate in 
‘ All’B« gowning. Ho makes him talk like a soldier, 
“hat ft'° Ŵ B the world ” belongs to the barrack, 
ĵ orld,» r(̂ Vn̂ ng did say was “ All’s right with the 
tk^Bian • range to say, so careful a writer as Ernest 

Won 1 ln revicwing Mr. Baughan’s book, quotes 
V v°rld “0Wn Hno in Tippa Passes as “ All’s well in 
Bm 1, ,

ais aside. Lord Derby once received a 
ord b ^ ne’ “ warranted to cure the gout.” 

aship tasted the vintage, and returned 
0 Be words: “ Thanks; I prefer the gout.”. , ureier sue ««us.-  ..ulas: -•-xnanKB 1 ft ^  that our 

Mr. Baughan. I t  m prefer it tothetic taste is unhealthy,
8 nostrums. > . n  Markham Lee, M.A.,

is 'k-GQ 80 acute a critic as Dr. oVSky’6 music, 
, hia recent analysis of I  o ra te s  the com- 
J > n t s  on “ health." He enume £  Be finds:
<• Sots “ weak points,” and am° . ^tolerable to the 
aB unhealthy pessimism..._• not_ ht  it taken

and healthy mind...-•a dead y n t oQ this is
W n duly large quantities. pharmacy, and^dless. Such talk belongs to tne p to Art.

Now, what do all these pleasantries of Mr. Baughan 
and friends really mean ? Is it mere antipathy to 
pessimism in Art, or does it proceed from what John 
Morley called the execrable emotion of complacent 
religiosity? We are urged to the latter view. 
Tchaikovsky, like most pessimists, was a Freethinker. 
So the Philistine not only reads Pessimism, but 
Atheism and Materialism into his music. Witness 
how Dr. Markham Lee can imagine Tchaikovsky 
saying in the Pathetic, “ There is no God ” (Tchai
kovski’s Life, p. 61). Witness how Laurence Gilman 
sees Tchaikovsky in the same symphony as “ tho 
perfect materialist, the perfect spiritual craven ” 
(Phases of Modern Music, p. 19). We see the cloven 
foot again in Mr. Baughan, when he talks of the 
“ sensual materialist,” the “ sensual negationist,” 
and the “ sensual pessimist.”

We understand these gentlemen now. The brilliant 
Hans Von Billow has summed up their class in a 
very pregnant passage, which we will quote in full.

“ The principle,” says Von Biilow, “ of the huge lazy 
mass is to let things go as God pleases. The mass sees 
a theopliany in this world, and so its optimism accom
modates itself willingly to tho half-truth, which is the 
mother of all prejudice, the drag on the wheel of every 
undertaking, including, of course, art. Those trivial 
maxims—‘ the good, the beautiful, the true ’— will some
how, sooner or later, make their own w a y ; and ‘ the 
thing doomed to extinction is just what deserves ex 
tinction ’—belong to tho half-truth. When we employ 
the student’s phrase ‘ philistinism ’ we mean such prin
ciples as these. At root, philistinism is just a synonym 
for a species of the genus optimism, and all tho 
banalities iu the world finally rest on an optimistic view 
of things ” (Ausgrabungen tines Clavierlehers, vol. i i i ).

“ History,” wrote Bacon, “ makes man wise.” If 
tho modern Philistines would bo wise, let them bo 
warned by the fate of Wagner’s contemporary critics 
—such men as Schliiter, Fetis and Hanslick—Titans 
all, compared with Mr. Baughan and company. They 
predicted a speedy extinction to Wagner and his 
music. Posterity has been charitable enough to 
think nothing harsher of them than of having added 
to the gaiety of nations. And so we can afford to 
smilo at those puritans who offer to guide Art, to 
purge and purify her of her ills. Well, well; life is 
short, Art is long. H. Geobge Fab1ieb.

A Bishop in the W orkhouse.

Perhaps tbo title of this article will suggest a tragic story of 
a fall from a high place, wealth and dignity, into abjectness, 
poverty and misery. Such things do occur in the lottery of 
fortuno. Sometimes a beggar gets seated on horseback, and 
sometimes a proud knight is thrown from tho saddle and 
pitched in tho mud. But it is scarcoly conceivable that a 
bishop should become a pauper. Episcopal servants of 
Christ usually feather their nests snugly against the co ld ; 
and wero adversity to overtako them, they generally havo 
rich friends to save them from “ the parish.” No, it is not a 
tale of woe that we have to tell. We do not know of any 
bishop who is reduced to beggary. Tho time has not yet 
arrived for such an awful occurrence. Some day, perhaps, 
when priestcraft is exploded and churches are played out, 
an ex-bishop may find it hard to obtain a living in tho open 
labor m arket; but mcanwhilo the lawn-sleeved gentry will 
continue to live on tho fat of tho land, and prove that godli
ness is great gain, having tho promiso of the life that now is, 
as well as of tho life that is to come.

Well now, as Shakespeare says, let us leave off making 
faces and begin. Let us no longer keep the reader in sus- 
penco, but let out the secret at once.

TI10 Bishop of Winchester went last Sunday to Farnham 
Workhouse. He did not go in disguiso as a “ casual,” in order 
to see for himself how tho pariahs of society are treated in 
this century of the Christian era. Ho went in “ full fig,” 
dressed in a style which, as Mill remarked, no man could 
assume without feeling himself a hypocrite, whether he 
was one or not. Nor did he go for the purpose of giving 
the old women an ounce of tea, or the old men an ounce of 
tobacco. His lordship’s mind was above such low, con
temptible carnalities. The object of his visit was spiritual. 
Ho went to preach to the paupers and give them a little 
medicine for their souls. They were iu tho union, the
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“ half-way house on the road to hell,” and the bishop told 
them (we suppose) how they might still hope for a place in 
heaven, though it would have to be a back seat; for, as 
“ order is heaven’s first law,” it would be a shocking 
violation of the divine economy to let paupers jostle big 
capitalists and landlords and bishops and princes of the 
blood who hold front-seat tickets, numbered and reserved.

“ This is believed," says the newspaper report, “ to be the 
first occasion on which a Prelate of the See of St. Swithin 
has taken part in divine service in such an institution.” 
The first time in all those centuries! Truly the very 
paupers are looking up. Or is it that the bishop is looking 
down ? In any case, what a change from the old days, 
when paupers were certain of Hades 1 Was it not a West of 
England workhouse in which an old pauper lay dying while 
the chaplain was in the hunting-field and the governor was 
obliged to officiate ? “ Tom,” said the boss of this luckless
establishment, “ Tom, you’ve been a dreadful fellow ; you’re 
going to hell.” “ Oh, sir,” replied Tom, “ you don’t say so.” 
“ Yes, Tom, I do say so,” rejoined the governor, “ and you 
ought to be thankful you’ve a hell to go to.”

His lordship of Winchester doubtless talked to the 
Farnham paupers in a different strain. Christianity is now 
not only the friend of the poor, but the friend of the poorest; 
for even paupers have to be reckoned with, the revolutionary 
spirit having penetrated to the very lowest strata of our dis
affected population. But the “ friendship ” must be under
stood in a Pickwickian sense. Indeed, the joke of a bishop 
with ¿£6,500 a year, hobnobbing with the social wreckage of 
a system which supports his wicked luxury, is colossal and 
pungent enough to send the very Fat Boy into convulsions of 
laughter. We cannot help thinking that the Bishop of Win
chester is a humorist. Perhaps if the Church is disestab
lished in his day and the worst comes to the worst, ho will 
turn his attention to the Stage and take the shine out of 
Arthur Roberts.

On this supposition, our regret at being unable to find any 
report of “ Winchester’s ” sermon to the Farnham paupers 
is too deep for expression. All we can do, in the circum
stances, is to present our readers with a condensed report of 
what the Bishop might have sa id ; and what, indeed, he 
would  have said, if he had risen to the level of tho situation.

T he B ishop’s Sermon.
“ Dearly beloved brethren,—You see before you a humble 

servant of the most high God, who has come out from his 
wretched palace to spend an hour with you in this cheerful 
workhouse, built and maintained by a charitable nation for 
her most privileged children. Here, for a brief space, I slak e  
off tho cares and burdens of my own sad lot, and bathe my 
wearied spirit in tho delicious restfulness of this happy 
asylum. Like you, I feel a child of our common Father in 
heaven. And as you gaze upon me, I also gaze upon you. 
Blessed sight 1 Delightful vision 1 Before me sit a goodly 
number of God’s elect, his chosen vessels of grace, the pre
destinated inheritors of his glory. Happy mortals 1 soon to 
put on glorious crowns of immortality. Others have wan
dered from the path of salvation, but ye have persevered to 
tho end. Wealth and power, pride and ambition, have no 
charm for your righteous souls. Yo have chosen the better 
part. Day and night, drunk and sober—I mean waking and 
dreaming—yo have pondered the words of our holy Savior,
1 Blessed bo yo poor.’ And as he who studies long and deeply 
enough learns tho hardest lesson, yc have gained a vital con
viction of the truth which is hidden from tho worldlings.
‘ Blessed be yo poor,’ said our Lord, and yo are  poor, and 
therefore yours is the blessing, and yours (in due course) is 
tho kingdom of heaven. Ye shall walk the golden streets of 
the New Jerusalem ; yo shall gazo upon its jewelled walls ; 
ye shall drink of the fresh, clear, untaxed, unmeasured water 
of the River of L ife ; yo shall bask in tho light of the Lamb ; 
ye shall look across the great gulf that separates the saved 
from the damned and behold those who have chosen riches 
instead of poverty in the torments of everlasting fire. For
tunate paupers! Enviable prospect! How gladly would I 
stay with you and share your beatitude 1 But, alas, I am 
called away by tho voice of my Master. I have taken up 
the cross of self-sacrifice; I have resolved to follow his 
example and perish if I must that sinners may be saved. 
My salary is already .£6,500 a year, and should it be my fate 
to become Archbishop of Canterbury, I shall assume with 
resignation the more terrible burden of ¿£15,000. I know its 
dangers ; I know that wealth weighs us down to the nether 
p it ; I  know how hardly they that have riches shall enter 
the kingdom of heaven. But every pound I carry lightens 
the burden of a fellow-man, and gives him so much chance 
of mounting to heaven, instead of sinking to hell. Oh, I 
feel on fire with self-sacrifice. A love of mankind burns in 
my breast capable of consuming (or appropriating) all the 
wealth of this planet. I would bear the burden of tho whole 
world. Yea, I w ill  bear as much of it as I can. And now 
I go forth to my fate, bo it life or death, glery or gohonna.

And you, beloved, who remain here, sheltered from jj 
storm, think, oh think of your sad brother, staggering unae 
the load of ¿£6,500 a year. Pray that he may have t  ̂
strength to bear whatever burden is laid upon him. 
pray, oh pray that his wealth may be counted unto him 
poverty, for his love to the brethren, and that he may atta 
unto everlasting life. Amen.” q. ^  jro0m.

— Comic Sermons and Other Fantasias.

The Pugilist Parson.

At the South Western Police Court on Tuesday, February 26,

before the Hon. John de Grey, the Rev. A. J. Waldron, Vicar
of St. Matthew’s, Brixton, was summoned for assault1 o 
Joseph Wharmby, of Bond-street, Vauxhall.

The plaintiff (who was represented by Mr. Hindle) sa 
he was employed by the Freethought Publishing CompaDI' 
Limited. On Thursday last, at about 8.30 p.m., be w 
outside the Assembly Rooms, Wandsworth, in the road'); 1 
distributing literature to the public. He gave defendan 
copy of the Freethinker. Defendant tore it in several p1® 
and asked for a second copy, which was refused. He 1 
seized a number of copies which plaintiff had under bis a ' 
and proceeded to tear them up, four or five ministers " 
were in company with him assisting him. In the struggle^ e 
possession of the papers, witness stated ho was seized by * 
throat and pulled about, and finally pushed down by 1 
defendant. The plaintiff called “ Police,” when the d̂e 
dant said, ‘‘If you want me, my name is Waldron.”  ̂
Shop Manager of the Freethought Publishing Ootap̂ g-) 
was in the Assembly Hall at the time, and he (the plalC, 
went to him and complained that ho had been attack 
The Shop Manager walked through the hall to the platin' 
and said to Waldron: “ I understand you took this ®a 
papers from him and assaulted him.”

Defendant replied : “ Yes, I have taken papers from m ' 
and will do it again adding that he intended speak1 
from tho platform about the matter.

Tho defendant, addressing tho Court, said that be a
.......................... .....  ' torcbhg®other clerical friends present were heading a biyprocession of some two hundred persons to the Assero^, 

Rooms, where a ten days’ Mission was being conduo ^ 
Outside the hall he found the plaintiff distributing cop1® 
the Freethinker  to his “ crowd this ho considered b® ^  
ing to the feelings of the Christian persons th ere; ana 
thereupon handed the magistrate a copy of the paper " 
the remark that tho Editor had already suffered tff®1 l 
months’ imprisonment for publishing it, as being inue® 
and blasphemous literature. _

T he Magistrate : This paper is certainly indecent. j
ing to the plaintiff, ho inquired if this was tho paper be 
distributing. .i,0

The plaintiff replied that it was tho same title, but no* 
same copy. A copy of the last issue of the Freethinker  ̂
then handed to tho magistrate, who, after glancing a 

lid : “ I seo nothing to complain of in this copy.”
The magistrate then asked the defendant if tho

said : “ I seo nothing to complain of in this copy.” ,,y
The magistrate then asked the defendant if tho first c 

handed to him was tho particular number being distribu 
by the plaintiff, and remarked that, according to the da“c‘ 
was eighteen years old. f)

Mr. Waldron : I did not say this was tho actual nun®  ̂
but this is tho actual paper for which tho Editor—"-b° 
still Editor— underwent twelve months’ imprisonment. ¡{ 

Mr. de Grey : I liavo only glanced at it, but by handing, 
to me you induced mo to think it was tho actual pap®r oio' 
tributed to the people standing around. Why do you ” 
duco this ? ¡0t

Mr. Waldron : Becauso the Editor was imprisoned ^  
selling this. It was an insult to tho faith of those who ^ 
present at the meeting to distribute such a paper, Tb>3 
his crowd, and he was trying to save people from drun 
ness, and his friends were singing hymns. . jjo

The Rev. George Jephson was called and deposed tba ^  
was present. In reply to Mr. Hindle, he stated that b6^.^ 
not assist Mr. Waldron in assaulting the plaintiff, or te® y0 
up the copies of tho Freethinker, but that he would 
done so.

Mr. W. A. Vaughan, Shop Manager of the Freetbo 
Publishing Company, was then called to prove bo ¡̂s. 
present at the meeting. He had engaged Wharmby t0 
tribute specimen copies of the paper outside the balb 
corroborated his statement. . 0ot-

Mr. Waldron : Do you consider you were right lU  ̂^ 
raging the feelings of those present at a meeting bo 
preach tho Word of God ? .,

T he Shop Manager : That is a matter of opinion ; lC 
be wrong from your point of view.

The defendant was proceeding to cross-examino tbo  ̂ ^  
ness with a view of showing that the publication was
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■^proper character, ■when the magistrate intervened with 
« e  remark that that had nothing to do with the question 
hcforo the Court, and that he could not allow Mr. Waldron 
° deliver a lecture there.
The defendant then denied the assault, but admitted 

^ung about fifty copies of the Freethinker  and destroying

Cross-examined by Mr. Hindle, he said he considered he 
?!as justified in his action in destroying the papers under
“ e circumstances.

Mr. Hindle pointed out that the defendant had tried to 
“ «lead the Court by producing a paper which was not the 
PaPer distributed at the meeting.

_ efkndant : I  offered a copy" of the paper, for selling 
uch the Editor was imprisoned.
£*R- Kindle : I  don’t care twopence about the paper.

^ ue Shop Manager, recalled by the Court, said the papers 
ere distributed for business purposes.

I HE Magistrate : If you attend a Blue meeting ana dis- 
< u£o Hed literature, you expect it to be torn up. It is not 
t« '1?6! to -iu<3go the rights and wrongs of the paper referred 
fl:’,r have only to deal with the evidence, which is of a con- 
Z H  character. I should be sorry to think Mr. Waldron 
. ent so far as to take the man by the throat. The assault 

Uot been provedsand the summons will he dismissed.
(Reported by) E dith M. Vance.

Correspondence.

How Sweet the Name of Jesus Sounds

(A Hymn  “  Ancient and Modern.'')

How sweet the name of Jesus sounds 
In “ Canterbury’s ” ear;

The sum of fifteen thousand pounds 
It brings him every year.

Whilst some poor souls without a sole,
In rags and tatters dressed,

Are starving in a slummy hole,
Well feathered is his nest.

“ Dear ” name 1 the rock on which men 
Church, chapel, meeting-place,

That parsons’ purses may be filled 
By our deluded race.

Jesus ! Thou trusty, paying friend 
Of Profit,” Priest and King,

Thy reign is drawing to an end.
Too long Thou’st had Thy fling.

We scorn the knaves that take Thy part, 
By gold they have been bought.

Men soon will see Thee as Thou art,
The foeman of free thought.

Till then our scorn we will proclaim 
With every fleeting breath,

Till all the nations loathe Thy nam e: 
We’ll fight Thee to the death.

A CORRECTION.
^  To THE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.”

'Veek’i~r^°'lr contributor, “ J. H.,” in his article in last 
Estate , J ee^ nker, entitled “ An Indictment of the 1 Fourth 
Gnu ¡ ’,, makes a slip ’when ho says ho believes C. Ranger 
case . e Pen-name of Clement Shorter. This is not the 
Gan is aro very distinct personalities. Mr. C. Ranger 
if W(,H £ le auKior of melodramatic fiction. He wrote When 
Shc>tter ■ ’ Thorne being his pen-name. Mr. Clement
^iaker IS*he editor of the Sphere and is an avowed Free- 
Spottj ' -*-‘‘e Sphere, by the way, is chiefly owned by tho 
&titl w' 10 mus* l‘ave mado a fortune by printing
ôtial ]-j ‘eg Bibles and Prayer-books and other devo- 

coaCcai ‘fu tu r e . Mr. Shorter, I have noticed, does not 
library w ? opinions in regard to religion in his weekly 

a( / ; e‘‘er in tho Sphere. But ho is discreet in regard to 
kubfisiji^^ his publishers. An article on the “ Ethics of 
iea<3ing ° ' £rom his pen in the Sphere would bo interesting

J. A. Reid .

National Secular Society.
He

ïho

tort of M o n th ly  E x e c u t iv e  M e e t in g , h e l d  on T h u r sd a y , F e r r u a r y  28, 1907.
Mr. G. W. Foote, in tho chair. There 

i ^•Bav'^r°SGn̂ :—Messrs. J. Barry, C. Cohen, II. Cowell, 
M aJ W- Davey, W. Leat, Dr. R. T. Nichols, J. Ncate, 

^hurloy, Tj, ’ K. Quinton, S. Samuels, F. Schindel, T. J. 
o Ml’ood, E. Woodward and the Secretary,
n^etnem Prev‘ous meeting read and confirmed and Cash 
latent g ,adoptod. New mombors wore admitted to the 

llie ^  and for the Edinburgh Branch.
?0t^dthatM-8 ^ und was referred to and tho President ro- 
° ^furif f rs' ^yines had regained her health and intended 

~6sUlt 0f . . Australia. The President also reported the 
Seculaf T“, ls attendances at the meetings of the national 

Tho ^  a°ation committee.
■c

tke
~CRfeie P 163 to tho Secretary’s circular, re tho Annnal 

Prosed “0t being to hand, tho matter was left for 
-l, owi 111 hands of the President. It was decided 

^^tino fhe Easter holidays, the next Executive
G ' °uld bo hold on Thursday, March 21.

E. M. Vance, General Secretary.

* PANTHEISM =  ATHEISM. f
P a ^ h e ism  is only a polite form of Atheism. titlicsjs
of o '?lsm lies in its destruction of the dua exf8ts

[ and tho world, in its recognition that of the
of its own inherent forces. Th nolito

®lst, “ God and the world aro one, is m J  
y o£ giving tho Lord God his congé.— Schopenha  •

How sweet the name of Jesus sounds 
In “ Canterbury’s ” ear;

Once gone its power of gaining pounds,
Its charm will disappear 1

Ess J ay B ee.

“ GOD.”
The thoughts which the word “ God ” suggests to the 

human mind are susceptible of as many variations as human 
minds themselves. Tho Stoic, the Platonist and the Epicu
rean, tho Polytheist, the Dualist and the Trinitarian, differ 
infinitely in their conceptions of its meaning. They agree 
only in considering it the most awful and most venerable of 
names, as a common term devised to express all of mystery, 
or majesty, or power, which tho invisible world contains. 
And not only has every sect distinct conceptions of the 
application of this namo, but scarcely two individuals of tho 
samo sect, who exercise in any degreo tho freedom of their 
judgment, or yield themselves with any candor of feeling to 
the influences of the visible world, find perfect coincidence 
of opinion to exist between them.— Shelley.

IMMORTALITY OF THE SOUL.
When we come to analyse all the different proofs that havo 

been urged for the immortality of the soul, we find that not 
a single ono of them is of a scientific character ; not a single 
ono is consistent with the truths we havo learned in the last 
few decades from physiological psychology and the theory of 
descent. Tho theological proof—that a personal creator has 
breathed an immortal soul (generally regarded as a portion 
of the divine soul) into man—is a pure myth. Tho cosmo
logical proof—that tho “ moral order of the world ” demands 
the eternal duration of tho human soul—is a baseless dogma. 
The teleological proof—that tho “ higher destiny ” of man 
involves tho perfecting of his defective, earthly soul beyond 
the grave—rests on a falso anthropomorphism. The moral 
proof—that the defects and unsatisfied desires of earthly 
existence must be fulfilled by “ compensative justice ” on the 
other side of eternity—is nothing more than a pious wish. 
The ethnological proof—that the belief in immortality, like 
the belief in God, is an innate truth, common to all humanity 
—is an error in fact. Tho ontological proof—that the soul, 
being a “ simple, immaterial and indivisible entity,” cannot 
be involved in the corruption of death—is based on an 
entirely erroneous view of the psychic phenomena; it is a 
spiritualistic fallacy. All theso and similar “ proofs of 
athanatism ” are in a parlous condition ; they aro dofinitoly 
annulled by the scientific criticism of tho last fow decades. 
— Ilaeclcel.

Our creed is simple, All men aro one man !
Ono sole commandment, Do what good you can.

—James Thomson ( “  D. V.").
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SUN D A Y  LECTURE NOTICES, etc. FROM FICTION TO FACT.
Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday 

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

LONDON.
C amberwell B ranch N. S. S. (North Camberwell Hall, New 

Church-road): 7.30, E. Pack, “ Christian Mythology.”
N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. : Social Gathering. Thursday, 

March 14, at 8.30, at the Branch Meeting Place.
W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (Workman’s Hall, 27 Romford- 

road, Stratford): 7.30, C. Cohen, a Lecture.
COUNTRY.

B irmingham B ranch N. S. S. (Prince of Wales Assembly Rooms, 
Broad-street): J. T. Lloyd, 3.15, “ Are Freethinkers Sane?” ; 
7 , “ Does Secularism Safeguard Morality ? ”

E dinburgh B ranch N. S. S. (Masonic Hall, 11 Melbourne- 
place) : 6.30, A. Davis, “ Religious Persecution in Spain.”

F ailsworth Secular S unday S chool (Pole-lane): 6.30, J. Shuffle- 
botham, “ Votes for Women and What it Means.”

Glasgow B ranch N. S. S. (Hall) 110 Brunswick-street) : 12 
(noon), Discussion Class, Open Discussion ; 6.30, Robert Park, 
M.D., “ The New Religious Thinking; or, Secularism Justified.” 

L eicester S ecular S ociety (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate) : 
6.30, Dr. F. H. Hayward, “ Fallacies of Present Education.” 

M anchester B ranch N. S. S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road): 
0.30, Sheikh Abdullah Quilliam Bey, “ Constantinople,” with 
lime-light views.

N ewcastle R ationalist D ebating S ociety (Lockhart’s Cathedral 
Café): Thursday, March 14, at 8, J. S. Clarke, “ The Seamy 
Side.”

P lymouth R ationalist S ociety (Foresters’ Hall, Octagon) : 7 , 
W. Roskilly, “ What is Truth? ”

W est Stanley B ranch N . S. S. (L. T . P. Institute) : 3, arrange
ments for the Lloyd lectures, etc.

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

IS, I BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK
on this subject.

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 176 paget, with Portrait and Auto
graph, bound in cloth, gilt-lettered, pott free I t .  a copy.

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

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

tribution, post free for one shilling.
The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, says: “ Mr.

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

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

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

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

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

Cullpeper says in his Herbal Book that if the virtues of 
Celandine wore generally known it would spoil the spectacle- 
makers' trade. Is. ljd . per bottle, with directions ; by post 14 
stamps.

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

BOOKS FOR SALE.— Stevenson’s “ Virginibus
Puerisque,” 2s. ; Cassell’s “ German Dictionary ” (pub. 

3s. Gd.), 2a. ; Godwin’s “ Lives of Necromancers,” Is. ; Leigh 
Hunt’s “ Essays,” Is. ; Mallory’s “ Mort D’Arthur,” Is. ; IIoss- 
feld’s “ French Dictionary ” (pub. 2s.), I s . ; Polano’s “ Selections 
from Talmud,” Is. ; Carlyle’s “ Sartor Rcsartus,” “ On Heroes ” 
and three others, 2s. 6d. All post free. Cash with order.

B ooks W anted.—“ Cashel Byron’s Profession,” “ Unsocial 
Socialist,” “ Quintessence of Ibsenism.”—G eorge K eene, 3 The 
Grove, South Avenue, Southend-on-Sea.

B y F R E D . BO NTE.
(L A T E  A PR ISO N  M IN ISTE R .)

The History of a Conversion from Catholic'5111 
to Secularism.

Second Edition—Revised and Enlarged.

“ One of the most remarkable pamphlets which have j
published of recent years.......A highly-instructive piece of
revelation.”—Reynolds’ Newspaper.

SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.
P R I C E  O N E  P E N N Y .

Order of your Newsagent at once.

The P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, Ë.C'

NOW READY.

THE SALVATION ARMY AND ITS W 0^
An Eight Page Tract

B y  C. C O H E N .

PRINTED FOR FREE DISTRIBUTION.

Copies will be supplied to applicants who undertake to distrib1 
them judiciously. Persons applying for considerable nu«1 
who are not known at the publishing office, must give a refe ^  
or some other proof of good faith. Carriage must bo Pa'̂  
applicants. The postage of one dozen will be Id., of two a 
2d., of fifty copies 3d., of a hundred copies 4d. Larger quan 1 

by special arrangement.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-streoh
J3.C.

A NEW EDITION. NOW READY.
Colonel Ingersoll’s Last Lecture.WHAT IS RELIGION ?

An Address delivered before the American Free IlcligiotlS 
Association at Boston, Juno 2, 1899.

Price Twopence.THE BOOK OF GO?
IN TH E LIGHT OF THE HIGHER CRITICISE' 

By G. W. F OOT E .
“  I have read with great pleasure youi Rook oj Ood. ¡’i

Bhown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean 1.
position I congratulate you on your book. It will do grea®5 ̂  
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with f°rC 
beauty."—Colonel I noersoll. j]iC

“ A volume wo strongly recommend........Ought to be
hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer.”—Reynoldt1
paper. .

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

'C'RENCH Conversation, Composition, C°rr^ i i
-L dence, etc., given by qualified Frenchman ; good *’ g0e 
and classical scholar ; also postal tuition, 10s. six private 1 
—Monsieur, GO Museum-street, New Oxford-street, V/.C.
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
(LIMITED)

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

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

so,,,. ...—‘7 waa formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the 
— c.’ron an<3 application of funds for Secular purposes.

^jeeta<10:a0ran̂ Ilm Association sets forth that the Society's 
ihonij w '— Promote the principle that human conduct 
0»tataihra,Sed npon natural knowledge, and not upon super- 
end 0j ,1®*1 and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
To prom ̂1 th°ught and action. To promote freedom of inquiry, 
plete a» , an'vprsal Secular Education. To promote the com- 
iascfui R. at'sation of the State, etc., eto. And to do all such 
hold ror !,n®a as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
or beanr.̂ v,'6’ an  ̂retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
the by any person, and to employ the same for any of

The fpv®? of ‘he Society.
ahonid ev 1 u °* members is limited to £ 1, in oase the Society 
liabilitio er 86 wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover 

”  3~~a niost unlikely contingency.
yearlv „ Pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 

The go • °tripHon of five shillings, 
larger has a considerable number of members, but a much
gained *a desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
It partioi,, °,n§s  ̂those who read this announcement. All who join 
Ita reaonr 9 *n tbe c°ntrol of its business and the trusteeship of 
ti°n that oea' It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
te  8ocietv° “ f “ ber- as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
Say Wav e’ther by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 

Tha e wnatever.
D ir .lSoci®ty'slrectori affairs are managed by an elected Board of 

consisting of not less than five and not more than 
®nibers, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

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

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

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

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

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

NOW READY.the n e w  t e s t a m e n t  m a n u s c r ip t s
OR,

Christianity Completely Undermined.
W I T H  F A C - S I M I L E S  O F  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.

PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, EARRING DON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

t h e

H e a t h

N O W R E A D Y .
MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA

OR, THE

OF THE CLASSICAL WORLD
AN ADDRESS AT CHICAGO BY

M. M.  M A N G A S A R I A N .P rice  O n e  P en n y.
P O S T  F R E E ,  T H R E E  H A L F P E N C E .

TME PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, Fa RRINGDON STREET, E.C.



160 THE FREETHINKER MARCH 10, 1907WORKS BY COLONEL INGERSOLL.
A CHRISTIAN CATECHISM. One of the most useful and 

brilliant of Colonel Ingersoll’s pamphlets. 6d., post Id.
ART AND MORALITY. 2d., post Jd.
A WOODEN GOD. Id., post Jd.
CREEDS AND SPIRITUALITY. Id., post Jd.
CRIMES AGAINST CRIMINALS. 3d., post Jd 
DEFENCE OF FREETHOUGHT. Five nours’ Address to 

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

DO I BLASPHEME ? 2d., post Jd.
ERNEST RENAN. 2d., post Jd.
FAITH AND FACT. Reply to Rev. Dr. Field. 2d., post Jd. 
GOD AND TnE STATE. 2d., post Jd.
HOUSE OF DEATH. Being Funeral Orations and Addresses 

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

of Church and Sunday-school. Id.
LAST WORDS ON SUICIDE. 2d., post Jd.
LECTURES. Popular Edition. Paper covers, 6d., post Id. 
LIVE TOPICS. Id., post Jd.
MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. An Agnostic’s View. 2d., 

post Jd.
MYTH AND MIRACLE. Id., post Jd.
ORATION ON LINCOLN. 3d., post Jd.
ORATION ON THE GODS. 0d., post Id.
ORATION ON VOLTAIRE. 3d., post Jd.
ORATION ON WALT WHITMAN. 3d., post Id.
REAL BLASPHEMY. Id., post Jd.

REPLY TO GLADSTONE. With a Biography by the We 
J. M. Wheeler. 4d., post Id.

ROME OR REASON ? A Reply to Cardinal Manning. 3il’
post Id.

SHAKESPEARE. Gd., post Id.
SKULLS. 2d., post Jd.
SOCIAL SALVATION. 2d., post Jd.
SOME MISTAKES OF MOSES. 136 pp.. on superfine

cloth 2s. Gd., post 3d. ; paper Is., post IJd. Only com™jng 
edition in England. Accurate as Colenso and as fascma a 
as a novel. Abridged Edition, 10 pp. Id., post Jd. 

SUPERSTITION. Gd., post Id.
TAKE A ROAD OF YOUR OWN. Id., post Jd.
THE CHRISTIAN RELIGION. 3d., post Jd.
THE COMING CIVILISATION. 3d., post Jd.
THE DEVIL. 6d., post Id.
THE DYING CREED. 2d., post Jd.
THE GHOSTS. Superior Edition, 3d., post Jd.
THE HOLY BIBLE. Gd., post Id.
THE HOUSEHOLD OF FAITH. 2d., post Jd. ^
THE LIMITS OF TOLERATION. A Discussion with ‘ 

Hon. F. D. Coudert and Gov. S. L. Woodford. 2d., P°s - 
THE THREE PHILANTHROPISTS. 2d., post IJd. 
WHAT IS RELIGION? Colonel Ingersoll’s Last be=tnr' 

2d., post Jd.
WHAT MUST WE DO TO BE SAVED? 2d., post Jd. 
WHY AM I AN AGNOSTIC? 2d., post Jd.WORKS BY G. W. FOOTE.

ATHEISM AND MORALITY 2d., post Jd.
BIBLE AND BEER. Showing the absurdity of basing 

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

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

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

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

CHRISTIANITY AND PROGRESS. Second and cheaper 
edition. Recommended by Mr. Robert Blatchford in God 
and iJ-y Neighbor. Id., post Jd.

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

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

COMIC SERMONS AND OTHER FANTASIAS. 83., post Id.
DARWIN ON GOD. Containing all the passages in the works 

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

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

DROPPING THE D EV IL: and Other Free Church Per
formances. 2d., post Jd.

FLOWERS OF FREETHOUGHT. First Series, cloth, 2s. 6d., 
post 3d. Second Series, cloth 2s. Gd., post 3d.

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

Notes. 2d., post Jd.
HALL OF SCIENCE LIBEL CASE, with Full and True 

Account of the “ Leeds Orgies.” 3d., post Id.
INFIDEL DEATH-BEDS. Second edition, much enlarged. 

8d., post Id. Superfine paper in cloth, Is. 3d., post ljd .
INTERVIEW WITH THE DEVIL. 2d., post Jd.
IS SOCIALISM SOUND? Four Nights’ Public Debate with 

Annie Besant. Is., post l j d . ; cloth, 2s., post 2Jd.
IS THE BIBLE INSPIRED ? A Criticism of Lux Uundi. 

Id., post Jd.
INGERSOLLISM DEFENDED AGAINST ARCHDEACON 

FARRAR. 2d., post Jd.
JOHN MORLEY AS A FREETHINKER. 23., post Jd.
LETTERS TO TnE CLERGY. (128 pp.). Is., post 2d.
LETTERS TO JESUS CHRIST. 4d., post Jd.

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

MRS. BESANT’S THEOSOPHY. A Candid Crib«1 
2d., post Jd. el

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

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

PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM. 3d., post Jd. ^
REMINISCENCES OF CHARLES BRADLAUGH-

post Id. . jfl.
ROME OR ATHEISM? The Great Alternative. 3d., PoSI^  
ROYAL PAUPERS. Showing what Royalty does

People and what the People do for Royalty. 2d., post J '  ̂
SALVATION SYRUP; or, Light on Darkest England- 

Reply to General Booth. 2d., post Jd. -m ,
SECULARISM AND THEOSOPHY. A Rejoinder to & 

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

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

THE GRAND OLD BOOK. A Reply to the Grand Old & ,t 
An Exhaustive Answer to the Right Hon. W. E. Glad9 . j},, 
Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture. I s . ; bound in 
Is. 6d., post ljd .

#
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THE BIBLE GOD. 2d., post Jd. pj ce
THE ATHEIST SHOEMAKER and the Rev. Hugh x 

Hughes. Id., post Jd. j
T nE  IMPOSSIBLE CREED. An Open Letter to PlS 

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

Wilson Barret’s Play. 6d., post ljd .
THE DYING ATHEIST. A Story. Id., post Jd.
THEISM OR ATHEISM? Public Debate between 

Foote and the Rev. W. T. Lee. Verbatim Report, 
by both Disputants. Well printed and neatly 
Is., post ljd . ,0(00

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

THE JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the Scpher
Jeshu, or Book of the Generation of Josus. Edited, ! '  fo<>v 
Historical Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. ” • 
and J. M. Wheeler. 6d., post Id. . tbe

THE PASSING OF JESUS. The Last Adventures 0 
First Messiah. 2d., post Jd. 1

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

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

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