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Justice is truth in action.—JOUBERT.

Sir Oliver Lodge’s “  Catechism.”

f0J p Substance of Faith, Allied with Science. A Catechism
pr¡n ?rents and Teachers. By Sir Oliver Bodge, F.R.S.,
Methuen t°c ^10 University of Birmingham. London:

C0° W  * *od60 in some vast wilderness," sang 
tone^i, an? present-day Christians sing the same 
of the-1 • s^S^t variations. In the vast wilderness 
great L \n êh0ctual desolation they cry out for the 

a l - 86’ runs t t 0ir assistance and affords 
oriticjg aind sh0lter from the fierce heat of modern 
reco0rsln‘, ^  sects are alike in this touching 
Who h 6 t 0 a  man science—all except Catholics,
Angi; ave a perfectly sufficient faith of their own. 
Diageons> both High and Low, and likewise Broad— 
Preshvt6r? every species, Wesleyans, Baptists, 
theoj q 0” ans> Congregationalists, and all the rest of 
the shad ônS and lengthening list—creep under 
“ \ye a°w °f the Birmingham scientist and exclaim, 
S at they safe at last.” So vital is their necessity 
them 0  ̂ the grave lectures he reads
°ld Cre ■ ^ 0ir Past imprudences; their taking the 
k’atory lon a° d Fall legends as real cosmogony and 
of gci’. and Bible wonders generally as facts instead 
phieVou10n/  their clinging to a vicious and mis- 
frg thn3̂ ° ^ r n̂o Atonement—and their cumber-
a°Wervr ine ^ife Christ with improbable and 
listen vfj.econt stories of a non-natural birth. They 
bate hi ¡ k0nt beads as he reprimands them ; they 
tack, tJ8QP°rior airs, but they dare not answer him 
of tr'oQh)0 *8 their refuge, their present help in time 

,e ’ they must make the best they can of 
lustily 00 one way °t doing this is to sing his praises 
acc°0n t 8a  ̂ nothing at all about the per contra 
friend ' „^ ccordingly he is paraded as a great and 
llhQrcjj 1'goro at Church Congresses and at Free 
ate Katb 0n^re8se8, Wherever trembling Christians 
a0d thatff6  ̂^°8etber, Lodge is in the midst of them S and fuble88 them- He pronounces a benodio- 

kn0to íj10 r0assured children of Faith say, “  Now 
Bq(¡ . that  Science is with us.” 

hible jg ' tailing away from Faith, of which the 
?fitig}n faH. to Science, of which it is empty, is 
18 takin afr?ut its own nemesis. Sir Oliver Lodge 
Mantle  ̂ himself too seriously. He throws his 
n0tl̂ espnVĜ  shivering Christians with too much 
n^iotin n81° ? ‘. He l0ts everybody see that the 
• 6 fr troH *0bgi°n is undor his immediate patronage. 
•S Settin ^Hod with the spirit of prophecy. Ho 
lag uponVv^ 0,8 an oracl0 “  on his own,” and poach- 
?borf> v,„ . 6 preserves of the old practitioners. In 
lOof- ’ . 0 18 on fBn ~.1 i------— ----------:--------ltl8tead 0 18 on the high road to becoming a nuisance 
tot vo,. an auxiliary; and we believe the time is 
^ ^  £ar distant when he will be told that ho
t?8ihessS mTore nsefully occupied in minding his own 
a*8 f,„,.s' l-n the meanwhile, however, he will run
fG% o n BG and give the world more little books oni! 'SIOU W1 . O -; -  w u u u  UIUIÜ iiu u iu  uuuiva u u

bo’fn UCr have their vogue for a day and 
? ake the-*^- °n’ ^ or there is nothincr in them tothere is nothing in them to. -  v u v i - W  1U  U U U U l U f j  X U . t i i u x u  H U

• e? are l> llV0‘ literary merit is not great;
lttla8iuat' oone of those flashes of insight or

Ijtjgg 10n that render some ineffective pleas for

religion so interesting and valuable; they sound no 
troubled abysses of the human heart; they reach no 
conspicuous height of ethical inspiration; they are 
indeed, to tell the plain truth, rather prosy; and 
what they retain of the old faith is as essentially 
irrational as what they discard. The very title of 
this new Catechism is a warning to reasonable men. 
Nothing can be more certain that if Faith and 
Science are both realities they must be apprehended 
by different faculties. Faith cannot teach Science, 
and Science cannot teach Faith. Neither can Faith 
ever be allied with Science. It was a remark of 
Beaconsfield’s that where knowledge ends religion 
begins. He did not mean it cynically, but seriously. 
He expressed a universal truth in an epigram. And 
even Sir Oliver Lodge, with all his futile and foolish 
efforts as a “  reconciler ” between things that have 
nothing in common, occasionally catches a glimpse 
of this truth. He admits, for instance, in his Intro
duction, that a creed deals with “  matters partially 
beyond the range of scientific knowledge,” and 
“  must always reach farther into the unknown than 
science has yet explored.” This is a glimpse, and a 
confused glimpse, of a great verity. The matters 
that Faith deals with are not partially, but entirely, 
beyond the range of scientific knowledge—that is to 
say, if they have any actual existence at all; and it 
is misleading to talk of Faith and Science as both 
reaching, but the ono farthor than the other, into 
the unknown; for the unknown that Science reaches 
into is simply the unknown that may be known, 
whereas the unknown that Faith reaches into is 
the absolute unknown, or, as Spencer called it, the 
Unknowable.

At the end of this Catechism there is a list of Sir 
Oliver Lodge’s “  Works.” Thore are several on 
mathematics and electricity. On those subjects ho 
speaks as an expert, or what some people call an 
authority, and is entitled to be heard with the 
greatest respect. But what special qualification 
has he for writing on religious problems ? That is 
what puzzles us. The fact is, we take it, that 
he is trading upon the muddle-headed notion that a 

great man ” is groat at everything, that a great 
chemist is an oracle if he talks about telepathy, or 
that a great electrician is an oracle if he talks about 
a future life. It was this muddle-headed notion 
that led tho British public to accept the late Mr. 
Gladstone as a great authority on religion and the 
Bible, just as it now leads the same public to accept 
Sir Oliver Lodge as a powerful champion of Chris
tianity. And perhaps the most curious feature of 
the case is that Sir Oliver Lodge never finds proofs 
of religion in electricity; he usually finds them in 
biology or psychology, whero ho is as much an 
amateur as any decently educated man that you 
might catch in the street. There is, indeed, a world 
of significance in this fact, if tho British publio 
could only see it. We venture to think it is abso
lutely decisive on tho whole argument. For what 
could be more detrimental to religion than the fact 
that nearly every distinguished layman who upholds 
it finds evidences of its truth in precisely those sub
jects with which he is least acquainted ?

There is another list in the early part of this 
Catechism, at the end of tho Preface. It is a list of 
“ References to Quotations.” Sir Oliver Lodge is 
fond of quoting bits of verse; he apparently thinks
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they are more convincing than prose—which per
haps they are when the argument is weak; and as 
he does not give references at the foot of the page, 
he considerately gives them all together in a striking 
mass. But they do not amount to much when 
analysed. Browning is quoted thirteen times, 
Tennyson twelve times, Mrs. Browning once, 
Wordsworth twice, Byron once, Coleridge once, 
Morris once, and Shakespeare once. Now a dis
cerning reader might guess Sir Oliver Lodge’s 
religious beliefs from that list of quotations.

We now come to the Preface of this Catechism. 
Sir Oliver Lodge refers to the difficulty of instruct
ing children “  in the details of religious faith, with
out leaving them open to the assaults of doubt here
after, when they encounter the results of scientific 
inquiry.” This difficulty, he says, he endeavors to 
meet. And, with his help, teachers in elementary 
schools may impart religious instruction to their 
pupils without fear of offending their parents or 
other children’s parents. Any little trouble of that 
sort, even if it arises, is better than sheer Secular 
Education:—

“  One danger is imminent:—a danger lest the nation, 
in despair of a happier settlement, should consent to a 
system of compulsory secularism; and forbid, in the 
public part of the curriculum of elementary schools, not 
only any form of worship, but any mention of a Supreme 
Being, and any quotation from the literature left us by 
the Saints, Apostles, Prophets, of all ages.”

This “  ghastly negation ” is what Sir Oliver Lodge 
dreads. But he should not abuse the English lan
guage in expressing it. There is no party that we 
know of in favor of “ compulsory secularism.” No 
“  ism ” whatever is involved in Secular Education. 
It excludes all “  isms.” It leaves the teachers freedom 
to impart the knowledge that all citizens agree about, 
without any of the opinions on which they all differ. 
There are other places in which those opinions can 
be taught—churches, chapels, mission rooms, and 
Sunday-schools. If these were forcibly closed, 
Secular Education would be “ compulsory secularism,” 
but while they are left open this is but a trick-phrase 
intended to confuse and mislead the public mind.

Sir Oliver Lodge is just as wrong with regard to 
the details of Secular Education. Who proposes 
that the word “  God ” shall he cut out of every 
passage of literature which comes before the eyes of 
children in elementary schools ? It will be suffi
cient to debar the teachers from talking about 
“ God ” to them. Care would have to be taken, of 
course, that religious teaching was not brought in 
under the disguise of literature; but that is a very 
different thing from systematic emasculation. Nor 
will quotations from Saints, ApoBtles, and Prophets 
be tabooed; but such quotations will have to be of 
human and not of distinctively religious value. On 
the whole, it appears to us that Sir Oliver Lodge is 
setting up a bogey to frighten people from a rational
conclusion' G. W. Foote.

(To le concluded.)

Modern Problems.

The Rev. Thomas Phillips, of Bloomsbury Chapel, 
read an interesting and highly-suggestive paper on 
the above subject before a session of the Free 
Church Council at Leeds. He told the audience 
that he spoke “  as a working minister only and not 
as an expert,” and that “  all he could hope to do was 
to report his experience.” It is his aim to “ find out 
what the young men are thinking about,” and he has 
discovered that “ the outstanding characteristic of the 
age is its intense practicality.” Metaphysic is at a 
discount, and there is “ a decided slump in intro
spection.” Prior to writing his paper, he “ sent a 
personal letter to three hundred men in Central 
London outside organised Christianity altogether, 
asking them to state why they fought shy of the 
Churches.”  He did not mention what proportion of

the three hundred complied with his request. ^ 
merely said that he had received “ a large number 
replies,” and that in only two of them was there any 
reference to theology. The only legitimate inferen® 
is, that the majority of people in Central London bn 
lost all touch with supernatural religion. They st 7 
away from the Churches simply because they do ® 
believe in them. Mr. Phillips addressed a c 
“ composed of a hundred young fellows,” and 
secretary warned him that they did not wish to n 
anything theological or abstract, their one conCLy 
being with secular problems, or the facts of every ■ 
life. The multitudes are sick and tired of theology' 
and of acrimonious theological controversies.  ̂

And yet the question asked by all theologian6 ^  
preachers is, “ How can God become a force i°  ̂
and character ?” The indisputable fact is that 
is not, and never has been, a force in life and cb  ̂
acter, except in an indirect and feeble way; a,0 
judging the future by the past, all attempts to ® 
him such are bound to fail. Of course, at Blo° 
bury Chapel, under the present régime, great tin b 
are being done. “  Last Thursday,” Mr. Bb»  ̂
proudly stated, “ an Independent Labor leader, w 
few months ago was an Agnostic, stood up at Blo° 
bury Chapel and prayed; and within the last 
months men who had been Agnostics had at Blo° j. 
bury come over to faith.” Mr. Phillips admitted t . 
the faith to which these Agnostics had come „ 
be a thin, nerveless, starving sort of thing,“ ®0 ’ 
added the preacher, and thereby gave his whole c ^ 
away, “ if I can bring a man into touch with 
and God, I can trust Christ to do the rest." . 8 
Phillips does not perceive the utter absurdity m q0 
position he holds. “  The truth that captured tb 

,” he said, “ was the Divine immanence, bot fl
sin.” i  ■

men,

rithe help of the God within, stand up at Blooms 1̂1 
Chapel and pray to the God beyond them. 0a

immanence that recognised the fact of wu. js 
only intelligible meaning of the Divine immanebc0.g 
that God is within every man; and yet no mae ̂  
aware that he is entertaining so exalted a guest u® 
some other man comes and declares the fact to 
Does it not stand to reason that if God were Wj“ j 
a man he could make his presence known and 
without the assistance of a third party ? Yep ' 
Phillips went to his Agnostics and said, “ Myfrj60 
God is within you and is anxious to bo of sorvTic0 
you” ; and the Agnostics readily answered, “ p 
dear Mr. Phillips, so ho is ; ever so many tha 
to you for telling us." And now those Agnostics,
”  ' - ■ DSb«1.-.

H ad/
not been for the merciful interposition of the mffii6 
of Bloomsbury Chapel, or of some other compassio*11 
friend, those poor, benighted Infidels would have 
to their graves without knowing that they were 
hosts 1 .,

But that is by no moans all that ought to be 
Although indwelt by the Deity, mankind are i° ‘ 
deplorable state of lostness. Not only are tb 
unaware of the Divine presence within them,", 0 
are also living in active antagonism to the Dipo(j 
will.  ̂ They are in successful opposition to the 
within them, and the God within them is comple , 
powerless. So, in his infinite love, the God bey° 
sent his only begotten Son into the world to 
reconciliation between them and the God ^  
The Son came, clothed himself with hr"r,nn

work, and
quence, became the Savior of the world

between them and the God 
came, clothed himself with human .. 

accomplished his appointed work, and in c0° a
B ut. t0

even the Son, not even Christ crucified, can ge^Ĵ o
touch with the people he came to save without g 
intervention of the preacher. Christ cannot p°' ^  
into touch with lost sinners : he must wait until.1 
preacher, the evangelist, or the revivalist brings t'1 
into touch with him. Tho moment tho preacher® ‘ 
ceeds in doing this, he says : “ Hero they are, 0 ^ 
ing Savior; I have done my part, I can trust thee

'tubdo the rest.” If Christ can do the more imp°r 
portion of the work, why cannot he do the part ̂ b j 
Mr. Phillips undertakes at Bloomsbury Chap 
Why should there bo such an institution as Bl°0 l jf 
bury Chapel, St. Paul’s, or Westminster Abbey J 
the Infinite and Eternal Christ verily exists, all t
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Churches, •with their ministers, w  sieht,
«tats, mast bo on insufferable o f f e n d m
and a fatal reflection on his ch aracter 's  tne.
Powerful Savior. , fVnA, no COod

It would be inexcusahlo folly to as ,, ¿ jnQj.
w°rh is being done in the Churches, as those
Vlduals derive no benefit from such mi q£ Man.
conducted by “ General Booth and , i society 
Chester hut while the service render missi0ns 

he a credit to the Churches an 
themselves, its amount 
v''onld be an infinite 
Sood and loving God. 
exceedingly honest 

ccientiously

is so

life affirm
and

that

infinitesimal that it 
disgrace to an infinitely 
Mr. Phillips is doubtless 

sincere; but can he con- 
the existing conditions ofi i j Q  i n  p  * ------~ * J J U  u u - a u  U -LIO C A l D U l i - l g  U U U U I U A U U O  U i

Dent p̂ ®ntral London are to the glory of an imma- 
i8 noV0(1 ? Tb0 Deity he believes in and proclaims 
Inde aaa never has been, supreme in London, 
teriati’ f r' -^Dlllips openly declared that a charac- 
SandoTO - °?r ^ me H*6 worship of power, and that 
stated fv.S Patr°n saint. He went further and 
London  ̂ '* ^ letzsche is everywhere in Central 
aowhe ' Eut if Nietzsche is everywhere God is 
not Mr%k^- Bloomsbury Chapel is a failure. Does 
what h' Bmllips see, how can he help seeing, that if 
Old Tk6 B,ay8 aD°ut Central London is true, both the 
God-idf^y ana the New are founded on a lie, the 
G°d wh^i Dg an ilIusion ? An impotent God, or a 
is worao°fk dePendont on incompetent instruments, 
reignt than useless. To preach the absolute sovo- 
groSg j ot a completely powerless Deity is an act of 
the hni morality—an unforgivablo blasphemy against 

Mr. ?h “n-rit ° f  humanifcy-that t h was fioit0 right when he announced 
>ntenSQa °uIstanding characteristic of the ago is 
s°iationPracticalifcy. an<I that the problems demanding 
that n0 ar° se°ular ones ; but is ho not also aware 
s°lved ? S6a n̂ aii Problem has ever been supornaturallyy . t -------- «mu wivi. wuu au|JUJLuajuui.uiij
beea donA the g00d ever done in this world has 
°f philanth men and women imuelled bv the sniritwomen impelled by the spirit 

py. “  But look at the miracle of the 
cries the missioncr. We have looked 

-»anu . without number, and having carefully 
Vieti0 • ^ trom every point of view, our firm con- 
^PcffiaturaA ^ is not a miracle performed by
ot United ra ~

a miracle performed by a 
person or influence, but a natural result

tecia^?.ana concentrated human action. All moral 
lons are the outcome of oflV*”4:social effort, 

rescued exceptoy t}iQ:'lua ancl libortines are never . _
the o !!: °wn exertion stimulated and energised by 
r ^  ^ v e  sympathy of their friends. What society 
Hot n°8’ therefore, is not more theology, old. or new, 
Pagan rvV̂Va,I °f interest in religion, Christian or 
reat> ’ ?ut a deeper and stronger sense of its own 
the d 8lbllifcy> and of the power latent within it, by 
eaPai;,OVGlopmcnt and application of which it is 
So fr 6 °f reorganising itself. What the young men 
heea ¿ f ently referred to in Mr. Phillips’s paper really 
dene„ 8’ n°t a keener sense of God, not greater depen- 
iiQsen °n the Holy Ghost, not a fresh vision of an 
lf>a_ snirifn^i -— ”  ’ ■ more adequate know-

of the value of self-

1 J an1 --J -
<%o of ltual worId> butrelipn. the lawn nt urn rreliant1.ihe laws of life, and ““ “ “Vheir

difi5 f i im conjunction with 600iad??h P̂ o Bt valuable servi. 1̂0s aro purely practical, and t ,, ^
can do them is to convince them that ̂  

hornuib to surmount the difficulties „■uerpas-
and their fellows. One proac 

C ! 61/  exclaimod: “ Jesus establishes his q
« ¿ S “ 3 “ “ ffi’ lnity tay ho a 'S ^ e V o e  “  «t w  Emotionally delivered, that
S h o v i n g  in its effect on the emotions o the 00n 
W au 0n; bnfc the statement it contains is > ^  
:A i v ° Causo ifc cannot be proved that Je8U , 
prL ln8 for the lives of men, n,nd becauso
n,adid that he has not established his u fl ■
w bls divinity in any country under the_ su • 
tiQst i 81̂ 0 bavo anything done for their 

Of ^  themselves, or it will remain un * .
of truth of this contention, the recen
¿ S 6 p ree Church Council at Leeds farmshes 
Ha ? 3ant evidence. The delegates were not agree 
Pffilr ^hat the Christian Gospel reafly 18- ^  •

ftlUlps is a moderately orthodox divine and believes

in evangelical emotionalism. The Rev. Frank Ballard 
censured the Superintendent of the Bloomsbury 
Mission for his sentimental optimism and observed 
that, “  unless they could adapt their theologies along 
such lines as were indicated by Sir Oliver Lodge the 
men with heads would remain outside their reach.” 
Mr. W. R. Lane and the Rev. S. Collier emptied the 
vials of their wrath on poor Mr. Ballard’s head. It 
made Mr. Lane “  shiver to hear good men, who 
talked as if those who clung to the old Gospel did so 
because they did not think. He believed the old 
Gospel because he did think.” Mr. Collier, of Man
chester fame, seemed rather thankful that there was 
but one Ballard, and as for himself he “ prayed God 
with all his heart that there might come into the 
Church a mighty revival of what their fathers called 
unction.” There is no eternal, unchangeable Gospel: 
each preacher makes his own gospel, or merely 
repeats what he learned at the schools; and the 
success of any gospel is measured by the ability of 
its preacher, and by nothing else. Because the people 
are finding this out they desert the Churches and 
attack the problems of life on purely scientific and 
common-sense lines. j  ^ £,Lqyd

Christianity and Woman.
— • —

Woman: Her Position and Influence in Ancient Greece and 
Pome, and Among the Early Christians, By the Eev. Principal 
Donaldson.

T h e r e  are two features connected with the present 
agitation over Woman’s Suffrage worthy of note—by 
Freethinkers. The one is that the women them
selves have made no appeal to Christian theology; 
the other that professional Christian theologians 
have been practically silent on the subject. Both 
features are somewhat unusual. In this country, 
there are very few movements nowadays in which 
someone will not drag in Jesus Christ as a kind of 
warranty for his conduct, whether the introduction 
be justifiable or not. And, on the other hand, many 
of the clergy, .with their readiness to pander to the 
feeling of the moment, will usually succeed in mixing 
their professional teaching with any agitation that 
commands a following and holds out promise of being 
successful. But in this case neither have made an 
appeal to religion. The women have been silent, 
probably from the perception of the fact that they 
had nothing to gain from invoking either Christian 
tradition or Christian authority. And the clergy 
have beon silent because it was too dangerous a 
subject to meddle with, Christian sentiment being 
too plainly all on one side—and that the wrong one. 
One day, when the possession of the vote by women 
is an accomplished fact, the clergy will discover that 
it was gained for them by Christian influences ; but 
that day is not yet. And meanwhile the safest plan 
is to lie low and “  say nuffin’.”

On the general question of the relation of Chris
tianity to tho position, the clorgy are not, and have 
not been, silent. Only they confine themselves to 
general statement, being careful to avoid giving any
thing like a date or place by which their statements 
might be tested. We are asked to believe that in 
some mysterious way Christianity has powerfully 
influenced the position of woman for good, although 
no one appears to know just how or whore or when 
this influence was exerted. And when a man, such 
as Principal Donaldson, sets himself to carefully 
examine tho facts, ho finds them pointing in quito 
tho other direction. The nearest one comes to a 
statement of fact from the champions of Christian 
claims, is a picturo of what they imagine the awful 
immorality of pre-Christian times to have been, and 
then another picturo of the position of woman to
day, with the assumption that all that has occurred 
between these two periods is wholly due to Christian 
influences. This is a highly convenient way of 
stating the case, only it leaves out of sight two 
important considerations.
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The first is the obvious fact of the period covered 
by the two pictures. Nineteen centuries is a long 
time, and it requires no vivid imagination to realise 
that much might have happened during that period 
had Christianity never been heard of. Woman’s 
position might have grown either better or worse 
during this long time—it could hardly have remained 
stationary; and it really will not do for anyone but 
a Christian Evidence-monger to assume, as though it 
were unquestionable, that woman would have 
remained as degraded as some are pleased to think 
she was before Christianity appeared. Not that the 
picture is as painted by many Christians, and believed 
by the majority ; but of that later.

The next is that the history of woman, like human 
history in general, is an evolution. Freedom, inde
pendence, an ideal position, is not something that 
woman, or man, is born to, but a state that is 
acquired. Human life, developing slowly from 
animal-like forms, necessarily progresses but slowly, 
and will often have attaching to it ideas and institu
tions that, like so many rudimentary organs, are 
more reminiscent of outgrown conditions than evi
dences of the best contemporary ideas and feelings. 
We may, therefore, reasonably expect to find in any 
society of a couplo of thousand of years ago much 
that would meet with disapproval to-day. It is quite 
as likely that our descendants twenty or thirty gene
rations hence will view with profound disapproval 
much that now passes muster without opposition. 
But to take this as evidence of degradation or 
depravity is sheer stupidity. It is simply one of the in
evitable conditions of human historical development.

Even as it is, the extravagance of many of the 
Christian statements concerning the position of 
pre-Christian womankind is self-destructive; The 
unit of social life is far more the family than the 
individual, and had Pagan life been as corrupt as 
Christians have painted it, social existence would 
have been an impossibility. Careful and impartial 
students will note that the authorities quoted in 
support of the statements of the wholesale depravity 
of Pagan life, themselves testify to an opposite con
clusion. For the authorities cited are either satirists 
or moralists lashing or deploring the faults of their 
age. But satire is never intended to bo taken liter
ally, and something must also be allowed for the 
austerity of the professional moralist. Besides, 
satire implies an audience; and the very fact of 
satire argues that there was a largo audience to 
whom it appealed, and who were not of the class 
satirised. Principal Donaldson notes that the very 
writers who are quoted* as depicting women as vile, 
furnish other sayings “ in which women are praised 
to the skies.” It would, as he says, bo quite easy, to
day, “ from the reports of the divorce and police-courts 
and newspaper paragraphs, to draw together such 
materials as might lead one to assert that women 
were treated with the greatest cruelty, and that the 
age was one of the most licentious.” And to do so 
would only be to act on the same principles as ani
mate most Christians when dealing with ancient 
civilisations. Considor what a “ plum” the Thaw 
case would be to a Christian apologist had he found 
it in all its details in a history of Rome or Greece, 
instead of in the records of a contemporary Christian 
city. Even as it is, there is no picture (to quote once 
more) drawn by ancient writers of Pagan Rome that 
can compare with the “ licentiousness of Christian 
Africa, Rome and Gaul,” as drawn by contemporary 
writers.

All the evidence brought forward by Principal 
Donaldson goe3 to prove that in both Greece and 
Rome women were rapidly outgrowing the restric
tions fashioned during that period of the world’s 
history, when mere brute force was the chief con
sideration, and, both in public opinion and legal 
usage, were beginning to play a more dignified and 
responsible part in life. The customs differ in various 
places, but the tendencies in all are the same. In 
Greece, the married women were, by custom, con
demned to a more or less secluded life, as the result of 
the ideal of the city state, which aimed at preventing

intermarriage, and thus maintaining the cl ĵ, ¡s 
blood in all its purity, tended to perpetuate, 
to this that we owe the development of that re® 
able class of women in Athens who, remaining 
married, were the companions of philosophers, P° ’ 
artists and statesmen. Many of them, says 
cipal Donaldson, “  were women of high moral c 
acter, temperate, thoughtful, earnest, and were ei 
unattached or attached to one man, and to a 
tents and purposes, married.” But laws on the 0 
ject of married women must have been often 
honored in the breach than in the obseryanc >  ̂
what Principal Donaldson says of an earlier p | 
in Greek history, that when we look at the a ^  
facts, apart from laws, we find that “ nowhere 1 ^ # 
whole range of literature are women subjected ^
sway so gentle, so respectful, so gracious...... ”  e e"
nothing but affection, regard, and even ^e êre. jjfe, 
applies to a deal, if not the whole, of later Gree ^  
And the author’s conclusion seems a sound ^  
“ The Greek race was the finest race that ^  
existed in respect of physical development
intellectual power.......A race of healthy,
formed women is the natural antecedent of ¡. 
possessed of a high physical and intellectual °r&‘ 
sation.”

In Rome, the regulations preventing marr 
between Roman citizens and strangers, ana j 
between patricians and plebians were finally to 
of about 440 B.C. We have little but tradit10“ 
guide us as to what was the condition of ^ . ¡t 
during the early period of Roman life, but there g 
very definite tradition that meets us in the beg1?' 0[ 
of reliable history, and there can be little quest)  ̂
its accuracy. According to the picture preserve 
Roman poets and historians—

“ The Roman matron was mistress in her own t\ 
hold. As tho husband took charge of all e* ¡j 
transactions, so tho wife was supremo in b°u3.D all 
arrangements. Tho marriage was a community g]Jj 
affairs, and within tho homo the utmost dilige?0 0t 
harmony prevailed. The wife sat in the atnu ’ 49, 
principal hall, dispensing tho wool to tho maidscr ^  
and herself making tho garments of her husbac1 ^
fnmilTT Qlm /Hr! iia4 «aaIf am /1a t«»I , n 4- «radfamily. She did not cook or do what was regan 
menial work. Sho dined with her husband, 
while ho reclined, when they were alone. She rcc1

si“ 1“.
als°:tho friends of her husband and dined with tho®'gjj{ 

Sho walked in and out with great freedom and b 
up her own children.”  ^

The accuracy of this picture receives ample ecu 
ment from what is positively known conCfrcjiiI 
Roman civilisation. Marriago was a contra0 .̂’ jq09 
in its essence, but might be accompanied by r e ^  iff 
ceremonies. A dowry accompanied tho bride, & ^  
tho case of a divorce not duo to faults on the ' 
side, this was returned. The wife was bound to 
her consent to the marriage, the arrangements 0 0{ 
conducted by a family council. A dissolnti°B gt 
marriage might bo initiated by either husbaO“̂ ) 
wife, but again the services of the family c°UpgC' 
were requisitioned. The net result of these arxilaiity 
ments was to place woman “ on a practical 
with man.” The inequalities of our modern o1 p) 
laws were thus avoided, while as regards the 
marriage arrangements, our author asserts tba of 
aro bound to conclude that “ the Roman iuc‘"jg of 
marriage had not a bad effect eithor on tho mor11 
tho happiness of tho women.” In sayi^S 0f 
Principal Donaldson is only endorsing the op101 
Sir Henry Maine, Mr. Lecky and others, and a*B.0pjlli 
of a later, but important writer, Mr. Samuel 
whose testimony is :—

“  Tho Roman Matron from the earliest ti®°B 
secured to her by family religion a dignified and rcW ĵ r
position....... In tho early years of the Empir0-' ”
status, both in law and in fact, really rose. sod'
bo no doubt that tho Roman lady of tho bette ^ 0  
without becoming loss virtuous and rospected, 0 jpC
far more accomplished and attractive....... Sho
more and more tho equal and companion of her hu 
and her inlluenco on public affairs became more dc

C. cotf®11,
(To be continued.)
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Joshua at Jericho.

bcsicgcd Jericho- Ifc wa? a CltJit0i Tbp S «  inhabitants, and was five mile* «" m« ® 1*- 1“ “ “  was five miles in circuit 
£cu thousand men of arms.

The defenders 
They were amply- —  uuousana men ot arms, xncy were amply

P °vided with slings and javelins as well as with swords tor
?, c*ose encounter. Joshua’s army numbered six hundred

nnsand and swarmed on the plain like locusts.
All Jericho was astonished that Joshua’s army did not

“‘tempt to scale the walls. Instead of doing so, they marched
nnd the city at a safe distance from the strongest slings.

*ney were headed by their priests, blowing rams horns and
? ° J “ g their fetish in a box. Six days this procession
®°ved round Jericho, the defenders on the walls wondering

the performance, and shouting to them to come on like
a “ ’ ? n tho seventh day the procession went round Jeric 0
wen lmes. Soven ou(/ of th0 twelve priests dropped out

It0la sheer exhaustion, and more than half the army limped
“ -taint and footsore, to their tents. Suddenly the five

the™ “ l?8 Pricsts blew their horns with all the breath left m
e?i> tho army emitted a feeble shout, and the walls of

diaM° fel1 down o£ themsolves. Joshua’s soldiers lmme-
Tl̂ e.y rushed into the city from all points of tho_ compass.
i je  fie enders who were not buried under the rums of the
Witt ,t°ught gallantly until they were all killed. Then,
the ¿ ° nts o£ “ Jahveh, Jahveh 1 ”  the besiegers fell upon

e other inhabitants. Men, women and children were
,iDn°,yied in a promiscuous massacro. Pregnant matrons were
cauPaH °pen- babies wero tossed out of tho windows and
bn* 011 sPears- Even the cattle were exterminated.
0n,Is Wote thrust through, and if a few cats escaped it was
Joorn°?ing f° their surprising agility. Night fell upon
daA °d Clty and covered its bloody streets with a pall of »«ness,

W Ul rcvellcd in tho king’s palaco with tho chiefs of 
Jay,*'., Th°y drank the royal wines, and regretted tnar 
,viV(C l s orders had necessitated tho slaughter of tho royal 
Coall\ aad concubines. The rest of tho army, or as many as 
^ith b0 accommodated, were feasting in tho various houses, 

1W  ° rem°rso for the day’s butchery, 
tup,, . one of Joshua’s soldiers did not share tho general 

Ho was a fino young fellow of twenty-five.
n S j - - ............................................and wn 7 ‘.y a year ag0 £o a beautiful girl whom I10 loved 
backed ?sblPedt he had revolted at the sight of women 
b° tlioQu? ,p*eccs > and when ho saw babies cut and slashed, 
and tur !i o£.£bo darling infant at his young wifo’s breast, 
boiv Wa “f  whh loathing from the hideous scene. Ho was 
teveity faring about tho city, having no tasto for tho rude 
a how 01 118 cahous companions. Suddenly, as ho approached 
ffcnQ w!.“ ®arly ruined by tho fallen wall, lio heard a moan
flon, __ Ho pnf.ornrl onrl anrrr n•‘ 1 anr??1' Ho entered and saw a man’s corpso on the 
With’ a 1, beuding ovor tho body was a shapely young woman 

- y in her arms. Tho dead body was that of herhni. vctQ(J ----*»»»**oi ueuu wuuj nnc miaiu ui a c t
"’•tli hGr’ , V l° had been slain in tho massacro. Sho had crept
^ l o o k e d  iDt°  a Viipoaa l’n flin nnnni* vnnm nnrl no 4-1-*reces3 in tho uppor room, and as tho 

ruinous heap tho savago soldiors had omitted
*“Qin» 1 *"' When all was quiet she crawled out of her 
bl,sbarn> ° ’ and £or hours sho bout moaning ovor her 

Tho 8 COrPso.
his fer,? °Ung Jewish soldier looked pitifully on tho sceno at 
\vete The woman raised her eyes to his faco, and they 
aafl i 0 hke thoso of his young wifot Tho baby, ignorant 
to he? v°Cen£- laughed at him aud cooed. Clasping tho child 
he ™u 0fi0®  tho woman was about to cry for mercy, when 
a’ake v,l8porcd- “  Hush 1 I will save you. Como with mo. 
Jon ho ad and water with you for the journoy. I  will lead 
of tl? y?t'd the city wall, and then you must flee under cover 
y°Uno n'8bt- Michmash is only ten miles distant. A on aro 
before ? ud strong, and you and your babo will bo thcroc c aawn.”
ieachio°Ualy they picked their way, and they wero just 
quatroi8 safety when a door was flung open by a dozen 
°Qtsid m°, seldiers. Tho light fell upon tho three figures 
the o!?i" J  Hullo 1 "  exclaimed tlioy,
littleon ?v ’ C™? A baby, too ! 
aud y„ 1 Treason, treason! uur 01 

Tho V° abvo nothing that breathctli.
^eto |„y?U£1g woman was seized, and half a dozen hands 
Utid th ld ° n the young man, who knew resistance was useless 
hefore t ef° t0 oicercd none. An hour later tlioy wero brought 
^0W ° i hua' The general’s eyo kindled at tho sight of the 
obey > .8 beauty, but religion conquered and I10 resolved to

“ -m,18 ri°d-
“ Hoi - Wcro you Going ? ”  asked Joshua.
‘‘ AVi P'^8 her to oscapo," answered tho young soldier. 
. . ¿ h y ? "  asked tho general.

fcte Hi, * havo a wife and child* of nay own, and tlicso. 44*e them.”

what’s this ? Leading 
Wero you going to adopt tho 
Our order was to slay all,

rp
dioiM a¡torl- exclaimed Joshua, “ all three of you shall

The woman shrieked, but Joshua’s sword was unsheathed, 
and one sweep of his muscular arm sent it through the body 
of the child deep into the mother’s breast. Then, without 
wiping the bloody weapon, ho raised it again. The young 
soldier smiled scornfully, and his expression added fresh fuel 
to the flame of Joshua’s anger. With one blow ho severed 
the head from tho body; and standing over the three corpses, 
his frame dilating with the passion of bloodshed and piety, 
ho exclaimed, “  Thu3 saith the Lord 1"

—G. W. Foote, “ Comic Sermons and other Fantasias.”

Acid Drops.

That extraordinarily foolish person, the Bishop of London, 
has been dealing with “ doubts ”  in connection with his 
East-end Mission; and a long report of his address to 1,500 
people in Hackney Parish Church appeared in the Daily 
Telegraph, which evidently regards him as an accomplished 
scholar and a profound philosopher. Hero is ono of his 
wonderful observations. “ Do you know,”  ho said— and wo 
can imagine the seraphic silly smile upon his face as he said 
it—“  that Jesus Christ is mentioned by the historian 
Tacitus ? This is evidence quito apart from Christianity.”  
Evidence of what ? And why did his lordship not state, if 
he knew, that tho Tacitus passage has been challenged, and 
that nobody ever heard of it until the fifteenth century— 
that is, considerably more than a thousand years after the 
timo when it is supposed to have been written ?

Another observation of the Bishop’s must have been made 
with a similar expression of countenance. “  Then, again,” 
he said, “  tako Sunday. The bare fact that there is a recog
nised Sunday is ovidonco of Christianity.” Fancy paying a 
man ¿£10,000 a year to talk such folly as that. Sunday is not 
a Christian institution. Sunday, the Sun’s Day, tho Dies 
Solis, was the weekly day of rest in tho Roman Empire 
beforo Christianity was born ; and it was called the Sun’s 
Day by Constantine, the first Christian emperor, three hun
dred years after tho alleged death and resurrection of Christ. 
The early Christians hold their religious services on Sunday, 
just as Freethinkers hold their meetings now on Sunday, 
because it was tho only possible day. They did not discover 
it, they did not invent it, they simply made uso of it. And 
they never could havo pretonded otherwise if Paganism had 
not been suppressed, and the true history of things been 
buried undor a mountain of iguoranco and misrepresentation.

Hero is a samplo of tho Bishop of London’s science. 
“  When I lift my watch,” ho said, “ I modify, without 
breaking, the law of gravitation." Now the law of gravita
tion can no more bo “ modified ” than it can bo “  broken.” 
It is universal and inevitable. Indeed, tho idea of “ modi
fying ”  a law of naturo is sheer nonsense. No definito 
meaning can bo attached to it. What the Bishop meant— 
only he hadn’t tho patience or tho sense to say it—was that 
tho result of tho combined action of two or more laws 
(properly causes) is different from the result of either of them 
acting singly. Here endeth our criticism of this ¿£10,000 a 
year ignoramus.

It is a significant fact that the Rev. R. J. Campbell received 
an ovation at tho first business meeting of tho National 
Council of Evangelical Freo Churches at Leeds. When ho 
rose to movo tho adoption of tho Secretary’s report, ho was 
welcomed with a roar of applause, which was repeatod again 
and again. “  Volleys of cheers,”  tjio Daily News report 
says, “  woro succeeded by loud 1 Hurrahs,’ and some timo 
elapsed beforo Mr. Campbell was able to commenco his 
address. When ho closed,”  tho roport continues, “  tho 
demonstration which marked his rising was repeated.” It 
is evident that not Mr. Campbell, but tho bitter opposition 
to him, is in disfavor with Freo Churchmen. From which 
we may judge that the Old Theology is played out—as tho 
New Theology will bo in tho course of timo.

Having applauded Mr. Campboll in public, tho Free Church 
Congress (or rather tho more bigoted part of it) took a socret 
revongo by refusing to voto him on the Council Committco. 
Tho voto was by ballot. This is equivalent to saying “ Out- 
sido !” But they cannot put Mr. Campbell outside his own 
church, and whilo ho is secure there he can smilo at their 
hatred. ____

Mr. Campbell lectured (or preached—which was it ?) to 
tho members of tho Union of Ethical Societies the other 
evening. What ho said was not reported in the nowspapers,
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but they chronicled some of his answers to questions—pro 
bably as being moro exciting. One question was this 
“  Why does Mr. Campbell designate God by tho masculine 
gender ?”  We presume Mr. Campbell is a Scotsman ; any 
how, he answered like one. “ As things are going nowadays,’ 
he said, “  we may have to address Him as She by-and-by.’ 
This provoked laughter— of course; but it was not very pro 
found. The Catholic Church dealt with this matter much 
more successfully than Mr. Campbell does. It followed the 
“  tip ”  of the ancient religions which provided feminine 
deities for their worshipers, and set up the “  Blessed Virgin,” 
tho “  Mother of God,” who splendidly provides for the 
“  She ” element while leaving the “ Him ”  untouched. Mr. 
Campbell’s God must be He or She. The God of the 
Catholic Church is He and She. Which is a vast difference.

Mr. Campbell denied that prayer was self-hypnotism; he 
said it was “  reaching up to the infinite.”  But isn’t it both ? 
The subjective hocus-pocus is matched by the objective 
insanity. Reaching up to the infinite is doubtless a very 
pretty phrase, but try to realise it and see what follows. 
Tho only picture that thoroughly satisfies the description is 
a lunatic stretching his body (as he thinks) for miles, or 
a man lying upon his back—sick.

Questioned as to miracles, Mr. Campbell replied that 
most of the Bible miracles were “  poetry.”  He said that 
you must not expect exact statement in an Oriental book 
Nevertheless, ho accepted the New Testament miracles of 
healing. They were due to tho “  tremendous personality ” 
of Jesus. But how does this account for the cure of the 
blind man by means of a clay-and-spittle poultico ? Mr. 
Campbell doesn’t understand tho miraculous yet, though he 
may do so by-and-bye. All miracles belong to the same 
category from a scientific point of view. It is no use trying 
to pick and choose amongst them. They are all fairy-tales.

Mr. Campbell was asked why God, if ho has power, allows 
evil and suffering, such as the Berlin disaster. His reply 
was tho old facile evasion : Only the form perished; the life 
went back to the universal life. Suppose this bo true, how 
does it reconcile the evil and suffering with the Benevolence 
and Wisdom of an Almighty God ? Mr. Campbell’s answer 
leaves tho problem untouched.

At the close of the heckling, Mr. Campbell won tho hearts 
of the Ethicists by a clever bit of flattery. “  Tho Ethical 
Society,”  he said, “  is a society formed deliberately for the 
purpose of encouraging the realisation of the common God, 
of tho Kingdom of God. You are a Church.”  This was 
greeted with “  loud cheers.”  It went home ; it touched the 
spot. Yes, the Ethicists were also a Church ; they too were 
in the great swim, they likewise were of the elect. But we 
venture to think that they are mistaken. The great blunder 
of the Ethical movement is the belief that ideas do not 
matter, whereas every institution and every lasting policy in 
the world ultimately rests on ideas, and on nothing else. 
“  Bo as good as you can ” is a pleasant motto, but no Church 
can exist on that foundation. Comto aspired to build up a 
Church, but he had the historical knowledge and the 
intellectual capacity to recognise that it would have to rest 
upon a foundation of principles. Now the Ethicists have no 
principles. That is their weakness—and it is fatal.

Bangor religious bodies (bless them 1) have uttered their 
protest against the local neglect of Sunday observance. 
They held a big meeting for the purpose. But a critic crept 
in in the person of Professor Arnold, of tho University 
College of Wales. He declared that there was hardly a 
building used for religious services on Sunday evening in 
Bangor which would bo allowed to be used by a sanitary 
inspector. Churches and chapels wore attended by a con
siderable number of. persons suffering from contagious 
diseases, such as tuberculosis, and no precautions wero taken. 
Erom beginning to end the observance of Sunday in Wales 
was tho neglect of the primary laws of health. Many 
children were kept without the bodily exercise which was so 
essential to health. So said Professor Arnold. And when 
he had done the Rev. E. Evans got up and said, “ I don’t 
believe a word you say, sir. We ought to stop people from 
going for walks instead of going to places of worship on the 
Sabbath.” Of course tho Welsh preachers would like to do 
that. But there is one drawback. They can’t.

The Manchester Licensing Justices have issued their 
mighty fiat against social and political debating societies 
holding their meetings on licensed premises on Sunday 
evenings. According to the police reports, there was drinking 
going on (of course!), but apparently no rowdyism. Sir

Thomas Shann, however, said that debating on Sundays 
not harmless, for “  It annoyed people who had dike 
views as to how Sunday should bo kept.”  Just lite t 
Sabbatarians ! Nobody must bo allowed to do what 
don’t like on Sunday.

The Rev. Silvester Horne believes that if John Câ 0 
were alive to-day he would very likely say that some 0 ^
conclusions of modern science confirmed what he tau§ , 
Well, Mr. Horne is in the faith business and his a
stock of that article may be very large. Besides, 1 ^
tolerably safe kind of statement to make—in a. ,,yto 
Only John Calvin did not show himself quite so frien ' cCj 
the modern science of his own day that we ought to 6 
much of him if he lived in ours. Mr. Horne should s  ̂
Calvin’s relations with Servetus and the science of m 
before he ventures on another prophecy of this kind.

of
It may be useful to note what really was the attitude

Ik
John Calvin to the developing science of his day- ^  
accepted the literal accuracy of tho Bible, and used 8 ^ 
argument for burning Servetus, the latter’s descriptors 
Palestine as a land barren, meagre and unhospitable, j
conflicting with the biblical description of it as 8 g 0j 
flowing with milk and honey.” Ho opposed the teaching^ 
Copernicus and condemned all who denied that the , 
was the centre of the universe. He protested se
attributing insanity to its true cause, and asserted that ^  
who denied demoniacal possession were “  refuted bo ,0 
sacred and profane history.”  In fact, there was not a s 
development of the new science of his day that Calvin .c 
not oppose as fervently as the most bigoted Roman Cat 
Of course, Calvin to-day might be different from wbatbe ^ 
then ; but there is obviously nothing in Calvin’s c3,I°e eDt 
justify his statement. All it bears out is another state 
in the same sermon that, “  Every charlatan who risecept 
finds a whole constituency of fools who are ready to 80 s, 
anything they may tell about destiny” — and other tu_ 
and on this point Mr. Horne may be merely expre 
experience.

If Sir Oliver Lodge reads all the reviews of 
catechism, a full account of his feelings thereat sbou # 
interesting. Most of the religious papers accept it ^ , 0f 
very patronising young-man-with-a-deal-of-promise f
an air, which must give tho author material for a laufc ’ g 
his sense of humor is keen, and which must be rather g8 ^ 
if it is not. In either case, Sir Oliver has brought b*s {0. 
on himself. Not that his qualifications for writing â gC, 
ligious catechism aro not as good as thoso of anyone j 
Ho might, indeed, safely challenge his critics to show ^  
they know any more about the existence and purpose ot .3 
than he does; and as none of them know any more, 
obviously as well fitted as any to inform tho public on 
subject. It is also true that nono of them know any ^  
about it than ho does, and thereforo there is a truo clluf0pic 
established among them— an equality of ignorance on 8 ..yCtl 
concerning which the greatest philosopher that ey_er i 
knows no more than tho veriest fool. So while Sir C 
gains tho patronago of the religious world, ho will jll 
the laughter of the scientific, while tho student of lHe . er- 
simply vote his case as that of the aberrations of an 0 "' ej 
wise able man. If only it were possible to have a few l,a0lJ. 
from Huxley—in Huxley’s best stylo— on Sir Oliver’s rcC 
ciliation of religion and science 1

“ If you want a short cut to hell,”  an evangelist s9̂ e 
“ danco." We suppose ho speaks from experience. Gu 
forgots that other persons may not bo so inflammable.

Rev. S. Chadwick, a Leeds minister of the WeS|°jCs, 
variety, while not endorsing that evangelist’s dictum, dec*8 ,, j 
after his own sixteen years’ experience of mission work ■ 
never danced in my lifo, but this I will say, that of ah 
fallen women we have reached in this mission in j,; 
there has not been, I think, one who did not say tb°t 
took her first step downwards in dancing.”  Well „ 
supposing this statement to be true, tho reverend ger>^c geJ 
ought to see that it is a reflection upon his own l'” c <̂3 
Book. The Psalmist, addressing tho children of Ziom .gfl 
exhorting them to praise tho Lord, says: “  Let them Pr ^  
his name in tho dance”  (cxlix, £>). Jeremiah (xxxn J 
mentions it as a mark of holy joy, resulting from the faV pUt 
tho Lord, that “  the virgin shall rojoico in the dance. cJj
it appears that Jeremiah, although inspired, was very ^  
mistaken. According to the Rov. S. Chadwick, the v' ° as 
who dances does the most dangerous thing in tho wor 
regards her virginity.

odlS^Mr. Chadwick might also turn to tho story of the Pr0
son in tho New Testament (Luke xvi), where ho will see
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with ,,Urne?  s°apcgraoo was welcomed to his father’s home 
that 1 taUijle an<̂  dancing.” Were the men and women of
havn u U'SC,  ̂ taking a short cut to hell ? One wouldn’t °avo thought so. ■

DiaenrMn® £o £bo c^a‘rraan of the Macclesfield Ruri- 
ness al Conference, a part of the blame for local drunken- 
challp US i 0 £a*̂  on the Clarion Club ; but this statement is 
lias hp*’™ *n £be l°cal press by Mr. J. Taylor Clark, who 
twelve611 connected with the Club ever since it started, 
sale of ^e,ars. ao°> and who says “  there has never been any 
cliairm 'atox*cants ” on the premises. Evidently that pious
*°rban 'l ŝ °^e *n baste— unless he is a deliberate liar. 
k°W he ¿{¡q ^ an£cG to annoy the “  infidels ” and didn’t care

“ Destin**»- a *ra( ê journal, prints a photogravure of the 
Accrm<!tC E beets of a Kitchen Boiler Explosion at
ever Sa °D’ ' H Is one of the most comical pictures we 
lichen'7' ¿^Tcr tbe wreck of the boiler and the rest of the 
text—“°tT’ mantolpiece is still adorned with a large card
Were k;n j Ve Faitb in God.”  They had. And two persons 

ct and four seriously injured.

"'rites't^HWar<̂  Canney. rector of St. Peter’s, Saffron-hill, 
sbelters° a News with regard to the Salvation Army
for a]m ' ,  destitute old man, on a bitter cold night, asked 
said kpS . enable him to pay for a shelter for the night. He 
Crosg.gt'70̂  b° to the Salvation Army shelter hard by, in 

, r— ’ Hatton-sarden, and the nrice there was five-Peace, ' ^ 1'’ ilatton-garden, and the price there ------------
to the' si, u Canney could scarcely believe this, so he went 
Paterae , er bimself, and found that the destitute old man’s 
leverenri was buite correct. The rest may be told in the 

gentleman’s own words:—

res,

“  1 told him [the head of the shelter] that the charge was 
a scandal ; that collections were being made this week by 
People in the streets for the Army’s work on behalf of tne 
m°8t destitute, and yet here was a destitute old man who 
could not obtain a night’s shelter at one of their places un- 
ess he paid fgurpence for it.—What has the Salvation Army 
\vuay to this ? It asks for charity on all hands ceaselessly, 

bat does it do with the immense amounts it receives? How 
uck really goes to the relief of the destitute poor ? ”

than , w much ? Booth bad better answer sucb questions 
g° gallivanting round tbe world.

lltrk'Offlmissioncr ” Nicol replied to Mr. Cannoy’s letter.
» q 0 are a few sentences from bis long-winded epistle .
Se houso in Cross-street is not a shelter in tbe proper
il„ ® °t tbe term. It is of a bigber grado. It is a Poor
ate t Métropole....... Witbin easy walking distance, tbero
P ttiv-Salvation  Army shelters, wbero accommodation is
lb  n £or 500 to 600 mcn at 2d- Per n‘gbt'” What a pity
AndV.anney was not told that on tbe night in question!
of h!  Wou'd have been just as well to state what is required
tiioi i destitute men in these shelters after easing them of
thtn , °Pences. Is it meant that tbe twopence clears them °ugh ? T ' -Wo bavo repeatedly been told otherwise.

God
Se°tativS very badly at tbo bands of bis official repre- 
°tdaiu0q S ■*us£l now‘ They all claim to be bis specially 
bj sp0aj. ,sPokesmcn ; but at present, while thus presuming 
acCoutjtv lu bis name, they are vilifying one another on bis 
11 italic).' According to Dr. Robertson Nicoll, in a recent 
^VetQjj u Gic British Weekly, God is abovo tbo world and 
jh it. v l”  and nothing can binder him from fulfilling bis will 
hits fro Uro £s occasionally too strong for man and prevents 
fhat 11 -,ia achieving bis ends in it. But Dr. Nicoll declares 
Pafilo v . can nevor prove refractory to God. It can nover 
’Pstrum a P^pose. It can nover bo anything but a pliablo 

cnt in bis band.”
That, 1

P°od ^ ,a^guago sounds sweetly pious, and it may pass for 
l8a’‘ true r  ’ but it isn’t true, and Dr. Nicoll knows it 

‘ Ho knows that Browning’s famous lines—
“  God’s in his heaven

Ato a [¡0 Alps right with the world ” —
the w u °  lcnows that what be calls sin has always been 

j*ay as it ^  and ‘ s as prominent a foaturo in human life to
il- the "T-8 £oU thousand years ago ; and bo also knows 
Ration of 1 -V°  ,ox£s*enco °f sin is a contradiction and repu- 
i- iefus f*8 G°d. He admits that it is possible for men 
Gfo Wbieji.0] 0 co"°Pcrato with God, and by so doing to lead a 
r Us tuar • Can ouly anG absolutely and forever condemn.” 
t  ̂is a t ls a pliablo instrument in tbo Divine band, 
k N- i°.V°  man’ neii;bcr is bis will fulfilled by man. 
btcaks d o w n 1'8 ° Wn bant£s’ Hod’s transcondonco utterly

fai°^k>°se other men of God who perceive and proclaim 
y of bis Calvinism, Dr. Nicoll shows no mercy

whatever. His heart is full of stinging bitterness towards 
them, and be denies their right to be called Christians. Dr. 
Nicoll asserts that God is supreme, the Sovereign of tbo 
Universo, which is a pliable instrument in bis band ; but in 
tbe very next break he acknowledges that man can and does 
baffle his Sovereign’s purpose. Well, Mr. R. J. Campbell, 
face to face with tbe imperfections and wrongs and evils 
and contradictions rampant in tbe world, teaches that the 
God witbin tbe Universe is necessarily limited and con
ditioned, and is entirely dependent upon bis instruments.

But why this finite and imperfect Universe ? “  Why the 
conditioned mode of the being of God ?”  Mr. Campbell’s 
answer is this :—

“  The finite Universe, with human life as the highest reach 
of it we are yet able to conceive, is a means to the self- 
realisation of the Infinite.”

But sucb an answer explains absolutely nothing. Surely an 
infinite, eternal, unchangeable and perfect Being could not 
realise bimself in a finite, temporary, ever-changing and 
imperfect creation. The existing Universe would quickly 
break his heart and make his life an intolerable burden to 
him. But Science tells us that the Universe is both infinite 
and eternal, in which case, there can bo no God beyond itf 
nor could there bo a God before it.

Are not these self-constituted men of God aware lhat 
their ignorant controversies arc a source of boundless amuse
ment to outsiders ? The cocksureness that characterises 
their conflicting and mutually destructive statements about 
that concerning which they know nothing has become the 
laughing-stock of the world. What they all profess to have 
is the knowledge of God received as a gift from himself; 
and yet scarcely any two of them possess the same know
ledge of him. Indeed, the world teems with mutually 
nullifying knowledges of the Divine Being; and is it not in
controvertible that knowledges which nullify one another 
are not knowledges at all, but empty intellectual specu’a- 
tions which aro practically worthless ? When will the 
divines realise that theology, of all forms and schools, is 
built upon and composed of naked assumptions, not one of 
which is worth the paper on which it is printed ?

Mrs. Despard, being a Catholic, went to “  the Catholic 
Chapel ” —she means the Catholic service in the common 
chapel—at Holloway. While there she touched a pale 
prisoner on the hand and said “  Cheer up.”  Sho complains 
that a wardress rebuked her for speaking. Well, that is 
only carrying out the prison rules. Perhaps there will bo no 
prison rules at all when we are all Catholics—like Mrs. 
Despard.

On her release, Mrs. Despard was “  presented with three 
beautiful bouquets,’ ’ one being “  from a school-girl sympa
thiser and admirer.” Why not a few bouquets from infant- 
schools? And the newspapers that print this hysterical 
nonsense absolutely boycott the Freethought movement. It 
appears to us that England is fast running into neuroticism 
— largely by the assistance of the “ glorious free press 
and that the Freethinkers are becoming tho only rational 
“  remnant.”

A correspondent sends us two cuttings frem ono issue of 
the Daily Express. According to tho first, Lord Normanton 
and other persons aro subscribing to increase “  tho miserable 
stipend ”  of the rector of Crowland, which is only a little 
over threo pounds a week. On that miserable sum— which 
is probably more than Jesus Christ and all tho twelve 
Apostles had between them—this poor man of God drags out 
a wretched existence ; preaching “  blessed be ye poor,”  and 
being only three pounds a week removed from absolute 
poverty himself. And now for tho second cutting. It states 
that tho Rev. Edgar Sheppard, Sub-Dean of the Chapel 
Royal, has been appointed to the Canonry of St. George's 
Chapel, Windsor, in succession to the Marquis of Normanby, 
who has resigned. The appointment is worth .£1,000 a year, 
with a house, presumably rent free. Those two cases 
together show that the parsons are still in clover in com
parison with the ordinary inhabitants of this Christian 
country. ____

Rev. Joseph Walker, of Averham Rectory, Newark-upon- 
Trent, left £44,190. “  It is easier for a camel to go through 
tho eye of a needle than for a rich man to enter tho kingdom 
of heaven.”  This reverend gentleman’s fate may be left to 
imagination. _____

Rev. P. D. Ayre, vicar of Scarborough, plainly tells the 
Archbishop of York that tho Church of England “  does not 
reach the men.”  Perhaps his Grace is satisfied if it reaches 
the women.
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A constable, in a recent police-court case, said that when 
the charge was read over to the prisoner he replied “  Amen.” 
Probably it was a reminiscence of earlier days.- But it 
served the turn. The police couldn’t make much out of 
“  Amen ”— and they can make a lot out of most things.

Freethinkers are often accused of blasphemy. Of course, 
in the usual sense, Freethinkers cannot commit the crime of 
blasphemy; but Christians can and always do. In a tract 
called Love and Truth, we find this sentence: “  His (Christ’s) 
precious blood at once avails to make us safe, and covenant 
relation with God being formed, we start upon our pilgrim 
path feasting on the roast Lamb, and so are made strong for 
our journey.”  Roast lamb is very delicious, but continual 
feasting even on roast lamb must become terribly monotonous. 
But fancy a Christian speaking of his blessed Redeemer and 
ascended and glorified Lord as “  roast Lamb 1 ”

According to the Christian Herald (Prophet Baxter’s 
paper), Torrey is doing good business in America, but 
Alexander has left him and engaged in commercial enter
prises. What has become of the Birmingham heiress ?

A Lenten sermon by the Archdeacon of Durham, the 
Venerable H. W. Watkins, was recently reported at length 
in the Durham County Advertiser. In the course of it 
the preacher said that, black as the county of Durham 
was in regard to drink and the vices and crimes that go with 
it, the city of Durham was blacker still. As chaplain to the 
High Sheriff of the county, he had sometimes to sit on the 
bench with the judge, and to hear men charged with offences 
which he had no idea could even exist. “ He had heard 
children, little girls of nine and eight, stand up and accuse 
their own fathers, and he had seen those fathers convicted 
for the most fearful offence a man could commit against a 
woman, fathers against their own children.”  He would not 
call them boasts, for that would bo an insult to the beasts ; 
neither would he call them savages, for he never heard of 
savages sinking so low. To think that in a Christian coun
try men could sink to these depths 1 Well, we agree with 
the Archdeacon that thi3 state of affairs is absolutely shock
ing. But why is he so astonished at finding it in a Christian 
country ? It is simply a Christian prejudice that Christian 
countries are better than others in the matter of morality.

The Free Church Congress does not encourage unofficial
speakers. A man got up in the gallery at Leeds and wanted 
to say something about old age pensions. He was told to 
sit down. Glaring through his spectacles, he exclaim ed: 
“  I will speak. The spirit of truth prompts me to do so. I 
have a higher authority than yours. I speak in the name of 
Jesus Christ.”  In the name of Jesus Christ they put him 
out of the building.

Mr. Silas K. Hocking, Dissenter and novelist—of a sort— 
indulged in some singular figures of speech at the Free 
Church Congress, He was holding forth on the House of 
Lords. First, he said that the House of Lords was “  com
posed of antediluvian fossils, who breathed an atmosphere in 
which freedom could not live.” This is the first time we 
ever heard of breathing fossils. But the great Silas went 
ono better than that. “  Samson,” he said, “  was shorn of 
his locks by that antiquated menagcrio tho House of Lords.” 
Fancy a menagerie in the hair-dressing business 1 Wo begin 
to think that Silas’s novels must be entertaining.

Mr. Stephen Phillips, the poet, took a house at Egham, 
and found it was haunted, although the probability is that 
he was haunted. There was no complaint made by the 
previous occupant. Anyhow, Mr. Stephen Phillips cleared 
out, and it has been impossible to sell or let the place since. 
Its evil repute was spread far and wide by a report in the 
Daily Mail, and the consequence is an action for damages 
brought by the owner of the property against the proprietors 
of that journal. We do not hear that the ghosts were sum
moned as witnesses. Their presence would have made the 
case supremely interesting. But ghosts wore always shy of 
public appearances.

Major-General Sir Owen Tudor Bnrne, in his recently- 
published Memories, gives the following prayer as offered 
up by a pious Plymouth merchant some fifty years ago :—

“ 0  Lord, enable the bank to answer all their bills, and 
make all my debtors good men. Give a prosperous voyage 
and return to the Mermaid sloop which I have insured. 
Thou hast said that the days of the wicked are short, and I 
trust thou wilt not forget thy promises, having purchased an 
estate in reversion of Sir J. P., a profligate young man.

Lord, keep our funds from seeking ; and, if it be Thy w*"1 
let there be no sinking fund.”

We have always said that religion is very little else thaa 
sublimated selfishness.

March.I1?,

' The Church versus Science ” was the title of a l00̂ 0
delivered by the Rev. John Gerrard, Jesuit, befor a Ub1 

- repot* 01
•t
,rds

versity audience at Dublin. There is a summary ¡ - y  ,
it in the Irish Independent. We read that Father Gerr , 
“  described at length the real attitude of the Church towa 
Galileo, Copernicus, Kepler and Giordano Bruno.” y  . 
humbug this is ! It is like a murderer who, being found o < 
declares that he did it for his victim’s good ; and, on sec v 
thoughts, that he didn’t do it at all—the victim made a i 
with himself.

Father Gerrard went on to say that tho Church had 
fear of any truths that science could disclose. Neverthe ’ 
he declared that Evolution was not scientifically proved, ^  
that it did not account for the origin of species. We n 
not follow him any further. On the whole, perhaps, «  ^
prudent on his part to say these things in Dublin instea 
in London. We are the more persuaded of this by the. 
that his audience gave him an enthusiastic vote of than» ■

It
The Salvation Army has started a “  Suicide Bureau, 

has only been two months in operation, yet the newsparj^
odiare already puffing its wonderful success. Of course, 

record is supplied by the Salvation Army itself— ^  
readers can judge of its value. We are gravely told that 
cases dealt with by the officer in charge of the bureau 
classified as follows:—

The lonely class ... ... ... 50
Victims of money troubles ... ... 350
Persons criminally involved ... ... 50
Victims of the morphia and drug habits ...
Other cases ... ... ... ... 70

It is a wonder tho zealous officer does not say that bo 
saved all those persons from committing suicide. Wba ^ 
are told is that a suicide department is to be institute 
headquarters and that its activities will be spread all 0 
the world. It will be interesting to note what diffeJ:e ¡¡i, 
will be made in the general statistics of suicides, y
hasn’t bankrupted il“  — ------ — *■ — ~L~~
tobacconists.

the publicans yet or starvod

Dowie died almost as soon as Booth landed in Amet|̂ j 
The astute William wants another million and doesn’t
how ho gets it. He says there is no “ tainted " money, 
is quite ready to accept cash from John D. Rockefellet" ’ 
from Old Nick. “  Bring it along,” says Booth.

Near our private residence last Sunday afternoon j 
Salvation Army band played Sabbath tunes at s“.^  
corners, whilo tho soldiers went from door to door begli 0 
This is what they call Self-Denial.

Mr. J. Ramsay Macdonald, M.P., the well-known La 
representative, is reported as telling an audionce ¡j 
Hydo Theatre Royal that he was ono of thoso who co 
not conceive of any foundation of Socialism except _.fl 
foundation of the Gospel; Socialism was the eeou°^e 
counterpart of tho morals contained in the Sermon o U f(3 
Mount. Well, it is none the better for that; and we be11 9 
that Mr. Macdonald would never talk in that way bcfor^ s 
French or German audience. Apparently ho knows 
British public.

Rev. E. A. Hutton, vicar of Hargrave, has been o rd e r ly  
pay Miss Keir, a schoolmistress, 1142 for slander. Proba 
he did not think the luxury was so expensive.

There are somo foolish busybodies on tho Chiswick -̂ a. jan 
Library Committee. It appears that a book on ChM9 ^  
Science was recently presented to the Library and P 
upon tho shelves, whore its rest was probably very little 
turbed. But the mind of Councillor Deeley was disturPjJjg 
He began to feel that, as Christian Scienco was (lP 
opinion) a mischievous doctrine, the book ought t° ^ 
removed from its resting-place. He moved a resolute 
that effect at the next Committee meeting, and was_ 
ported by Mr. C. Shattock, who did not see why tho Ljb „ 
should bo used to poison people’s minds. This gen^erZ0V 
forgot the old proverb about what is poison to one P° 0f 
being meat to another. Both the mover and secondc^j 
this resolution should get rid of the ridiculous idea jo0l> 
Providence, or anybody else, has appointed them to 
aftor tho opinions of the inhabitants of Chiswick.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

May 6, Liverpool.

To Correspondents.
0.

ApriTpjS „ L ecture E ngagements.—March 17, Camberwell.
Vict™„hG,lasS°w ; 21, Workman’s Hall, Stratford; 28, a 
T L a ,rk’ e> Workman’s Hall, Stratford.

21 L ecture E ngagements.—March 17, Manchester ;
Sown Dev l6y<by a „ y°N;—The plaintiff in the Waldron case was represented 

heard ° to- ’ one Pra°tising in the court where the case was 
°Terlo'nk’ resPect to the paragraph, you read it amiss, 
We are tile capital letter and inverted commas ; besides,
11 or w,n°j goinS explain and justify a witticism ; you take 

P. o t*° n°t—and it must end there.
Dwi’” '. ‘ ‘  of these soul

it c

8aver̂ WASis'—There is no end to the “  cheek ” 
fellowj  “ e^. Profess humility but are the most impudentleUo\vs a J I“ ’-“ 1’ » «  n u im ii iy  uub a re  li 

IV. p j j  n earth. Thanks for your trouble, 
in the SERA;Y'—Thanks for the long report of the Waldron case 
have tw° t ^ esler,t Star, which may be useful. You say you 
i°n aij,} enW y^rs’ numbers of the Freethinker in your possess- 
" filthy i?ever saw anything in them to which “ indecent ” and 
aDythinSnCf°ti^be appli,ed- Gf course not. There never was 
Were “ hi Gla*' sort ¡n the Freethinker. Our old Bible cartoons 
fading Wa?Phemous,” but clean. As we explained in our 
cent ’ ’ A ^ 10*? List week, the Christians use the word “  inde- 
any ¡totlldcd Ls proper meaning in our case. Nobody attaches 
Wh0 wa5>°r'ance to anything Waldron says. He is the man 
Charies -rSn8Lt *n a City church stating that he visited the late 
theism on Lis death-bed, and heard him recant his
fiown an l .̂ en Le was tackled on the subject he backed 
si® P lv rV aid be mus*' Lave been misreported; whereas he 
fie foifniu’ Lecause he thought he was safe, and cried off when 

R. j 4 gandLe wasn’t.
'a, and^]ERS0N‘—Tlease tell your newsagent that the Freethinker 
turn ’ ’ terr|ayS bas Leen, supplied to tho trade on “  sale or re-
aS«nt ,vi. n\S ’ and advise him to put pressure on his wholesale 
retort- ® Las no right w hatever to m ark it nn the list as “  nono right whatever to mark it on the list as “ no
to this n Ŷe Relieve a little steady pressure will put an end 
^Idron0̂ "61186, With regard to your strong remarks on the
.•"■«niter £as-,e’ wc Lave not the slightest doubt that if the 

tian, th0 bad ,̂ een a Freethinker, and the assaulted a Chris- 
Pfobably Î aS’strate would have given a reverse decision, and 
for Vonr „ orned it with some vigorous reprehension. Thanks 

W. good wishes.
„ fo PromATYour footer is attended to. Thanks for your efforts 
J. bL! °te our circulation. '
On

‘J11 UlajHUll.
tcaliSê a''~-pLanks for good wishes, which arc being slowly

fr°fi'C:SsieEB:'~ Yc-S’ thfi death of from 40°,°00 to 000,000 persons 
?n°ther °ping sicknoss in Africa is a heavy list, and hardly 

a littl t “  Providence.” But we sometimes wish we 
Lhounh , 0 °f that same sleeping sickness when we are pestered 

m CQ0Ui!h Af°atg “ ours with insomnia ; not enough of it to kill, but 
■fiBi Cô  0I(‘ fc to stupefy.

¡ffified̂ -OT ^alvation Army ”  Tract Fund.—Previously acknow- 
» ^°^ra, 3^5 ®8, Pd. Since received: A. W. Laing, 5s.; J.

Lorrors°n— What more can be said? That the “ Congo 
®Ur°pe «till continue shows that England, as well as 
.doesn’t Countries, has lost its power of moral indignation, 
tounk “r 1 care. ■ ~ ■ji„ r. • MU VAtUlWO HUU urniui QUIACJLI AA£J

^^Gte at last n^S* -^ e  ^ ir*s^an dry-r°t is pretty nearly com
Hideous crimes and awful suffering no longer

1 f̂ooj»
!,dft/ce).CaoPT— Wo may deal with tho question in the Free-X
Leci,ALL' Thanks for your ever-welcome cuttings. 

ThaniigIERE'~-Shall be glad to see the letter if it appears. 
Xj‘ IV, g ’
v P°st it ?ittlr.°— Tour letter is dated March 9, but when did you 
a C. 4“ reached our office on Tuesday morning.

»nr next.

US you suggest.

b>AUlT,.n! ' l°°k through them.
S^ttceg**' Pleased to hoar that Mr. Lloyd had “  good
.*»6 \vilj rl a  ̂Birmin0hn.m n.nrl “  rrn.vo tw n «nl^nrlirl

tŷ 8,4 does
*¡11 rlo ,at Birmingham and “  gave two splendid 

"’hat qQ with the other matter next week. Meanwhile,
nC®orER m Branoh ProPose t0 do ?
,°at . Th® sentence you quote from Mill is worthless now 
j :Hything lni.am Las shown how eyes really came into existence. 

atltediiu'y^*,*'en °n des*8n argument in pre-Evolution days

■ri ^atringflAA ®0CIETY, Limited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 
Tfi® Natjo treet- E -C-
r ^fringdA»1, Secular Society’s office is at 2 Newcastle-streert, 
^ IlERs fo Street. E.C.
r to 2 NewfnoH0 Bditor of the Freethinker should be addressed 
bEc*CRE " custl®-atreet, Farringdon-street, E.C.

S S ,  E°pICEl  mu®t roach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
ti Ported. ’ ’ 0y first post Tuesday, or they will not bo
RlENos ,
*fisrkia„ tn„SGnd ua newspapers. would enhance the favor by 

Passages to which they wish us to call attention.

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

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

T he Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing 
office, post free, at the following rates, prepaid:—One year, 
10s. 6d .; half year, 5s. 3d.; three months, 2s. 8d.

S cale of A dvertisements : Thirty words, Is. Od.; every suc
ceeding ten words, 6d. Displayed Advertisements:—One inch, 
4s. 6d . ; half column, £1 2s. 6d . ; column, £2 5s. Special 
terms for repetitions.

Sugar Plums.

Some excellent essays and articles lie buried in the 
volumes of our ancient monthly magazine, Progress, the 
youngest of which is some twenty years old. We intend to 
reproduce some of them in the pages of the Freethinker, and 
we are sure our friends will find them good reading. Wo 
begin this week with the article on “ Voltaire in England,” 
by our dearest old friend and colleague, the late Joseph 
Mazzini Wheeler, who dropped from our side nearly nine 
years ago.

Mr. John Lloyd delivers two lectures to-day (March 17), 
afternoon and evening, in the Secular Hall, Rusholme-road, 
All Saints, Manchester. The district “  saints ”  will please 
note and do their utmost to secure him good audiences. 
They should advertise the lectures well by word of mouth 
amongst their friends and acquaintances, and even try to 
bring somo of them along to tho meetings.

“ Public Conferences ”  are being held on Wednesday even
ings under the auspices of the South Place Ethical Society at 
South Place Institute, near Moorgate-street, E.C. Doors are 
open at 7, the chair is taken at 7.30, and the admission is free. 
Next Wednesday evening (March 20) the Conference will bo 
opened by our old friend and fellow Freethinker, Mr. Thomas 
Shore, whose subject will be “  Somo New Features of the 
Marriage and Population Questions.”  Mr. W. H. Cowan, 
M.P., presides.

Somo months ago, a Frenchman residing at Liverpool, sent 
us several letters protesting against our attitude on the 
Separation troublo in France. We explained to him that ho 
did not really understand our attitude. We had said again 
and again that the authors of the Separation Law acted very 
wisely and very generously, but at a certain point they made 
a bad mistake, and when it comes to consequences Nature 
makes no distinction between blunders and crimes, so that 
it is not sufficient to plead good intentions in the face of un
fortunate results. Private persons may plead good inten
tions, but public persons must be judged by their policy and 
its results. We pointed out where, in our opinion, all tho 
troublo began. The Separation Act provided machinery for 
the futuro relations between Church and State, mainly in 
relation to tho use of the churches and other ecclesiastical 
property, which were technically the property of tho State. 
That machinery was devised by one party to the divorce, but 
no very profound sagacity was needed to recognise that it 
could not possibly be accopted by the other party; and tho 
attempt of the State to coerco the Church into accepting 
that machinery was an act of tyranny, no matter how many 
times it was callod legal; for most of tho tyrannies in the 
world have had the sanction of what is called law. Of 
course, it is the nature of one wrong step to necessitate 
another, and so the French Government pursued its arbitrary 
course until the common sense of tho nation cried “ Halt 1” 
The great majority of Frenchmen don’t want war—not even 
civil war, and there was something sinister in th e . spectacle 
of a Republican government carrying on a campaign against 
its own subjects. Since then better counsels have prevailed, 
and we do not despair of seeing an honorable peace brought 
about by the practical men of all parties. Certainly the end 
is not yet, but tho prospect is decidedly more hopeful than 
it was.

Every fresh turn tho quarrel took proved that our reading 
of the situation was accurate. Bit after bit of tho Govern
ment policy of coercion was abandoned, and, abovo all, tho 
Separation Bill had to be supplemented in order to give a 
legal burial to the ridiculous Associations Cultuelles. Well, 
the course of events appears to have been too much for our 
excellent young Frenchman at Liverpool. Ho now writes 
us a kind of apology. “  Your further articles,” ho says, 
“  have shown that you had indeed a really good view of the 
question. I now declare that you havo given an instance, 
among many others, of the strength of opinions resting on
principles.......We should be certainly no Freethinkers if we
did unto Churches what they have done unto oar fathers
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and forefathers, and are still doing 
So all’s well that ends well.

unto ourselves now.” The Making of the Gospels.—H*

On one point our French friend is still a little perplexed. 
He agrees with us that Freethinkers don’t want churches, 
and that “  we may leave to the Faithful the entire use of 
those buildings.” But then, he says, the buildings are 
public property, and public property ought not to be 
alienated in favor of certain individuals or private bodies. 
Now we admit that this sounds all right, but does it bear a 
close examination ? Sometimes the letter of justice i3 the 
worst injustice. And principles are one thing while formulas 
are often another. In what sense are all those churches 
State property ? In what sense are all Church seminaries 
State property— so that soldiers may bo sent (as they have 
been) to turn professor and pupils into the street and 
sequestrate everything of any value (in some cases thou
sands of pounds) found within the walls of the buildings ? 
The State did not build those churches—the State did not 
build those seminaries—the State did not raise the funds by 
which they were maintained. These things belong to the 
State technically— and technically only ; and the difference 
between technical right and substantial justice should be 
recognised and provided for in an Act of Separation. Why, 
the English Courts nowadays will not grant a husband a 
divorce, even when his wife is clearly guilty, without 
stipulating for some kind of provision for her future. 
Abstractly this may be wrong- for there is no end to 
abstract argument ; but practically it is right— and every
body but the husband (perhaps) feels it to be so. Even a 
divorce ought not to be a sentence of death, or the absolute 
ruin that leads to it. Surely as much, at least, may be said 
for a Church when it is divorced by the State. And let it be 
remembered that if the Concordat was sinful, the sin of the 
State was quite equal to the sin of the Church.

We are of the opinion that we have expressed all along. 
It would have been better—far  better—if the State had 
enacted security for the preservation and accessibility of 
certain historic buildings like Nôtre Dame and the Cathedral 
of Amiens, and for the rest, had handed over the churches 
unreservedly to the Catholic Church. Suppose tho buildings 
are allowed to fall into ill repair ; suppose they are allowed 
to go to the dogs ; what does that matter to tho State ? 
They are in the hands of the only peoplo they aro of use to. 
Why should other peoplo trouble about what becomes of 
them ? The real truth is that Freethinkers don't care what 
becomes of them ; only tho more fanatical ones, who 
remember past wrongs without recollecting present prin
ciples, pretend to care, in order to worry and injure the 
Catholic Church. One must admit that their resentment is 
natural, hut at the same tjmo we must say that revenge is a 
very bad policy. It simply perpetuates evil, instead of 
abolishing it and burying it out of sight for ever. Wo appeal 
to Freethinkers to show a nobler example than their enemies 
have ever done.

The March number of the Humanitarian, organ of tho 
Humanitarian League, contains many interesting features. 
On the last page is a letter from Mr. R. B. Cunninghame 
Graham, from which we extract the following :—

“  A socialist teacher is reported to have delivered himself 
thus in Saxony last week. Speaking on the brutalities of the 
German Colonial rule in South-West Africa, he referred to 
the case of the fifty Hottentot children thrown into the 
rapids of tho Nachtigal river at the instance of some German 
officer, no doubt a devout Christian, as is customary among 
the Junker class. He then took up a copy of the New Testa
ment and read the passage commencing ‘ Suffer little chil
dren.’ Then he threw the book on the floor, and putting 
his heel on it, said, ‘ This is the way that a Christian Govern
ment allows its Christian officers to behave.’ ”

The pious lvaiser will have a fit if he reads this.

The Times correspondent at Hanoi, Tongking, is greatly 
impressed by the spread of Western education in China. 
“  In every town of importance,” he says, “  and often in vil
lages, there are schools with foreign fittings for teaching 
Western learning. Large numbers of temples, often every 
temple except the city temple and tho Confucian temple, are 
being converted into schools and colleges.” Fancy ! This 
is the awakening of China. _

The Symes Memorial Fund is now closed. It realised 
¿£302 11s. l id . Mrs. Symes wished us to hold the bulk of 
the money for her until the evo of her departure. We 
settled up with her on Monday morning, paying her tho last 
penny, without the deduction of a farthing for “  expenses.” 
She is very grateful, but very sad, and our own heart sank 
as we said good-bye to her. On Tuesday she left London for 
Manchester, and on Thursday she sailed from Liverpool by 
a White Star liner for Melbourne.

(Continued from p. 148.)
We have now to see what historical facts relating
Jesus or the early Christian Church may reasonably

be deduced from the Pauline Epistles. From an
these d°cl1'examination of the most authentic of ----- ^

ments we learn that in the days of tho writer (wa 
I will call Paul) there were two separate and hps. 
parties engaged in preaching the Christian rehg1 
The first and original propagators of this snPfra(j. 
tion were a small company of Jews, whose he J 
quarters were at Jerusalem, the leaders or elders 
the sect being “ James, the Lord’s brother, John.

tbsand Cephas, all three being “  reputed to be aPj. 
The other party consisted chiefly of Gentiles, 1 
followers and converts of Paul, which teacher 'v̂  
held by the Judaists to be an innovator and 
apostate.

The Judaistic or Apostolic party taught that c 
cumcision, the abstaining from meat offered to hj0̂ ’
and other matters connected 
were essential to salvation

w ith  the 
Tho A postle

Mosaic
of tbe

Gentiles (Paul), who had set himself up as a teacbf 
-  - - ‘ ' that s in j

tbsThis
beard

in opposition to the Judaists, taught 
belief in Jesus Christ was all-sufficient, 
constituted teacher had never seen or ^—  ĵa 
Jesus whom ho preached; when, therefore, u 
authority as a preacher was questioned by the AP , 
tolic party—as was frequently the case—he jusbl!eD 
his teaching by a special “ revelation ” from bea' 
—a plea which could not in that age be disproved' 

As to the reputed founder of the Christian relig1.® j 
it would appear that there really was a hist°rl . 
Jesus—an ignorant Jewish fanatic known to J®® ¿j 
John and Cephas—whom a later generation 
with tho possession of miraculous powers of he»1 
and the utterance of a large number of wise saylD;v 
Unfortunately, we have no writings that can 
certainty be ascribed to members of the Ap 
party who professed to have known and held 
course with this much-lauded personage, except P 
sibly tho Apocalypse or Book of Revelation. '  
last-named book was undoubtedly tho work 0 . 
Jewish Christian belonging to the Judaizing PaI y  
but there is nothing to show that the writer h 
been personally acquainted with Jesus—and he 
very little to say respecting that individual. . l 
same remarks apply to the Epistle of James, wb1 . 
however, is of a later dato, and has nothing to 
of Jesus at all. . jy

From all the evidence we possess it seoms tolera ^ 
certain that the original Christians wero a branch , 
the Essenes who practised tho Nazarite voW 
wero known as Nazarones. Jesus was merely 
the prominent members of the sect; his broth 
James was another ; so also were John and Copba

s»y

The names of tho twelve “ apostles,” given in lb*
Gospels, are probably mythical. In any case, noth ^ 
was known of them. There may, of course, b ^  
been twelve elders in the sect to which 
belonged, James, John and Cephas being the n> 
notablo. In tho Gospel lists there is no “  James 9 
Lord’s brother ” and no “  Cephas.” Wo find “ JaD 0{ 
tho son of Zebcdee ” and “ Jamos the son ^ 
Alphajus” ; but not tho James who was knov?y0t, 
Paul as president of tho church at Jerusalem. 
strange to say, a reference to the historical ̂ a.^ o  
the natural brother of Jesus, is found in the first 
Synoptical Gospols. In tho earliest of these c 
pilations we read :— ^

“ Is not this tho carpenter, the son of MarY’ 
brother o f  James, and Joses, and Judas, and SlE° 
and aro not his sisters here with us ?”  (Mark vi. 3h

Tho four brothers of Jesus hero named are 
distinct from tho twelve who are called

giVe«tlcs-
---a. 1. wju vuv v *T \j x  y T»UU (UU l.UMAC't* L . jJJi
These “ brethren ” aro again referred to in M?r 
81 and Acts i. 14. The author of tho Fourth 
also mentions them as distinct from the aPiL,;S‘ 
(vii. 5), and says that they had no faith in » ^0  
Against this statement wo have the fact that 1



Christ’s brother James who became leader of the 
sect after the Crucifixion, and also that after the 
death of this James the ‘ ‘ church of Jerusalem” was 
8°yen>ed fiy other relatives of Jesus.

With regard to Cephas, it should be noted that the 
?ame of this great “ pillar ” of the Nazarene church 
*s not found in the three Synoptical Gospels. V  e 
aave in those books, it is true, accounts of Jesus 
Ranging the name Simon into Peter; but it is only 
'“ the Fourth Gospel that the name is said to be 
changed into Cephas—“ which is by interpretation 
i,ete(  ” (i. 42). We thus have a disciple named Simon 
®phas Peter—which is pure nonsense. The apostle 

Paul “ withstood to the face ” was known only 
?s Cephas, and from the following paragraphs it 
seems more than probable that Cephas was not the 
®ame individual as Peter : Gal. i. 7-8; u. 6-12. Paul 
^uld not be likely to speak of an apostle, in one and 
J“6 same letter, first as Cephas, then as Peter, and 

again as Cephas. . ...
regard to the doctrine of tho primitive 

Wish Christians, we learn, further, that they 
garded the martyred Jesus not as a divine Being, 

as the founder of their particular sect, and as 
6 who had possessed the gift of prophecy. e 

? aa now, they believed, a son of God and a saint in 
eaven, and such would be the reward of every 

snff !?-oi the sect who “  overcame ” the world oi
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Ire  ̂martyrdom.
“ a88e ? Ua tells us that the Nazarenes of his day 
that fi “^at desus was begotten by Joseph,” and 
Roly “ do not choose to understand that the 
Rost pr-ft came upon Mary, and the power of the 
v., i ir'S*1 did overshadow her ” (Heresies iii., 21, 1 ; 
of ^  There can be no doubt, then, that tho story 
apostolic lr^ n *^rth did n°t originate with the

âve\ Wil1 now 600 what Gospel legends appear to 
tiou known to Paul, or to have been in circula- 
that an ^ me- Ik goes, of course, without saying, 
exhibit  ̂anow*edg° which tho Apostle of tho Gentiles 
bon, rp respecting Jesus must have been derived 
jedge ,.P0rts current in his day. Well, tho know- 
indeed 1SP ay°d in tho Pauline Epistles is very small 
etatem’e^ n  ̂ ainounts only to the following bald

bat Jesus Christ was “  tho son of God,” was “  born
2. jv  ,a }Vornaui”  and was of “  tho seed of David."

nj , ^®sua instituted tho Lord’s Supper “  tho samo
3. 'I'],A ' lu which ho was betrayed.”

snff , J°ws had “  killed tho Lord Jesus,”  who
4. Thaf CTe  ̂death by crucifixion.

the t m US "  d*C(l  f°r our sins," was buried and rose
5. Tbat j  lrd day “  according to the scriptures.”

esua was seen alivo by many after his resur-
6. fljjywn.

°f q was at that timo “ seated at tho right hand
R

^^thonh? ^ave kho sum and substance of what was
-*ure a Sported of Jesus in Paul’s time—long 

^kemonf ^ 0SP°̂ 8 came to be written. Those
0°U](J nnf i aro n°k, of course, historic facts- Pontu'ulQ Hof i uuu> 01 course, Historic races. r/nui 
Jkat be vDow khat Jesus was “  tho son of God,” 
i< k ho ttS kben “ seated at tho right hand of God,” 
d*ed f0r'Vas ° f . “ khe seed of David,”  or that ho

."«Is <1 1. ° U r  s i n s  ”  M n ™ ™ , .  f n  0017 f.Vinf J o a n s{ ¡ ¡ ¡ “ Wih*- - —»-«mi« m uiaij uu ouij euuui n muj ui

. f the Y' n.8 5' khe statement implies no knowledge 
alle„ PfQ tlirth story. There remain, then, but 

. PDr* ii tacts that Jesus had instituted the Lord’s

h"a " born°fr 8*ns-” Moreover, to say that Jesus
is on ly  to  say that he was a 

j. thorn .8 ; the statem ent imnlinR no know ledge
1 -  M -  -^rnsSkedthtL ord ’s- *uegea facts that Jesus had 0 tbat ho lose 

that he had been put to d0a™ ; after bis i? *  the dead and was seen b y Di d Paul 
indirection. The question now a• , TbQ answer
i8UQr  0ven these few Lord’s Supp«
, be dld not. Tho accourft of tb erT30iation, added 
A Cor- *i. 23-20) is evidently an inw ' The resur-
- s?ma later period from Luko s ,  ̂ ior fiction) *®ckion of Jesus was based upon the tact l

a general resurrection of all me • ¿caa, neither
“ But if there is no resurrection of̂ tnc ̂  - ot

bath ChriBt been raised..... bo „ Cor.xv. 13-16).raised, neither hath Christ been raise K Uon.
was a Pharisee, and believed in

The list of post mortem appearances of Jesus to his 
disciples was mere hearsay.

“  For I delivered unto you first of all that which also
I  received, how that Christ died for our sins.......and
that he appeared to Cephas; then to the twelve ; then
he appeared to above five hundred brethren at once.......
then ho appeared to James; then to all the apostles;
and last of all.......he appeared to me also”  (1 Cor.
xv. 3-8).

Tho “  appearance ” to Paul was in a “ vision all 
the other alleged appearances were equally visionary. 
Paul “ received” the account from someone; but 
who his informant was will never now be known. 
The appearances mentioned by Paul were, no doubt, 
the first that came into circulation, and they flatly 
contradict the later Gospel stories. Thus, judging 
by the silence of Paul, that Christian teacher knew 
nothing of the events and sayings now recorded in 
the Gospels, and, what is more remarkable, the 
author of the Book of Revelation was in the same 
blissful state of ignorance. The authentic “ history ” 
of Jesus was then unwritten.

I may, of course, be told that the silence of these 
two writers is no proof that they were unacquainted 
with the sayings and doings of Jesus recorded in the 
Gospels. This is certainly true : both writers may 
have had a full knowledge of all these matters, and 
both may have studiously avoided mentioning them. 
But this, I think, is very improbable indeed. Now, 
had Paul been acquainted with the sayings ascribed 
to Jesus in the Gospels, he could not well have 
written long letters of counsel, instruction and 
doctrine to the churches in Rome, Corinth, Philippi 
and Galatia without quoting or referring to some of 
them. Instead, for instance, of telling the church 
at Rome to “ mark them which are causing the 
divisions and occasions of stumbling contrary to the 
teaching which ye learned,” he would doubtless have 
said, “ contrary to tho teaching of the Lord Jesus.” 
In his four great epistles the Apostle of tho Gentiles 
gives no loss than seventy quotations from the Old 
Testament, and in most cases, cites them in support 
of his teaching. Had he been acquainted with tho 
sayings now attributed to Christ, ho would, beyond 
all doubt, have quoted them, and not the Hebrew 
Scriptures, as his authority for tho doctrines he 
taught. They would have been cited either for tho 
purpose mentioned, or to remind his converts that 
they were not acting or living in accordance with 
the precepts of their Lord, or for a score of other 
reasons. Ho could not possibly have completely 
ignored them—as ho undoubtedly does.

The samo argument applies with even greater force 
to the author of tho Book of Revelation, who was a 
member of tho Judaistic party that professed to have 
been personal followers of Jesus. One fact is beyond 
all doubt: neither tho Apostle of the Gentiles nor 
the writer of tho Apocalypse appears to have beon 
acquainted with any authoritativo commands or 
precepts of Jesus to which ho could appeal in support 
of his teaching. Each was his own authority for 
the particular form of doctrine ho preached.

Abracadabra.
(To he continued.)

Voltaire in England.—I.

By the late J. M. W heelek,
Sub-Editor of the “  Freethinker ”  and author of the 

“ Biographical Dictionary of Freethinkers,”  etc.
No passage in tho eventful life of Voltaire is more 
important or more obscure than hiB sojourn in this 
country. It was here he lit the torch of Freethought 
with which ho fired the continent. Hore he mastered 
tho arguments of Bolingbroko, Toland, Shaftesbury, 
Collins and Woolston, which ho afterwards used with 
such effect on tho Christian superstition. Here ho 
imbibed the philosophy of Locke and tho science of 
Newton. Indeed, it may be said thore is hardly one 
of Voltaire’s important works but bears traces of his 
visit to our country. Yet of this momentous epoch

7
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of his life, the records are scanty. When ho grow 
famous, every letter and anecdote was preserved; 
but in 1727 Voltaire Was but a young man of pro
mise. Carlyle, in the tenth book of his Frederick 
the Great, says: “ But mere inanity and darkness 
visible reign in all his Biographies over this period 
of his life, which was, above all others, worth inves
tigating.” Mr. Churton Collins, who with praise
worthy diligence has retraced the ground, has fre
quently to confess that in various particulars his 
research has been unrewarded. Even with regard 
to the length of his stay in this country some un
certainty prevailed; Carlyle said two years, Duvernet 
three. Mr. Collins fixes it at two years and eight 
months.

As Mr. Collins in his interesting monograph does 
not explain why Voltaire came to England, the story 
may bear re-teliing. Dining at the Duke of Sully’s 
table, he presumed to differ from the Chevalier de 
Rohan—Chabot, a relative of Cardinal Rohan. The 
aristocrat asked, “ Who is that young fellow who 
talks so loud ?” “  Monsieur le Chevalier,” replied
Voltaire, “ it is a man who does not bear a great 
name, but who knows how to honor the name he 
does bear.” Picture that with Voltaire’s flashing 
eye and deep majestic voice. It was insufferable 
that the son of a bourgeois should thus speak his 
mind to a Rohan. A few days afterwards, when 
again dining with the Duke, he was called down by a 
false message, seized and caned by ruffians until a 
voice cried, “ Enough.” That word was a fresh 
blow, for the young poet recognised the voice of the 
Chevalier. Burning with rage, he returned to the 
Duke and asked him to assist in obtaining redress. 
But his grace shrugged his shoulders and ga\e no 
assistance. Voltaire never visited the Duke again, 
but erased his ancestor’s name from La Henriade. 
He retired to study English and fencing, then re
appeared with a challenge to the Chevalier, who 
accepted it, but informed his relations. It was 
against the law for a commoner to challenge a 
nobleman, and the next morning, instead of meeting 
de Rohan, he met officers armed with a lettrc de 
cachet, consigning him to tho Bastille. After over 
a month’s incarceration, he was liberated on condi
tion that he quitted France. No doubt Voltaire felt 
keenly the indignity to which he had been subjected. 
In a letter of instruction written from England to 
his agent, he says: “  If my debtors profit by my 
misfortune and absence to refuse payment, you 
must not trouble to bring them to reason ; ’tis but a 
trifle.” Yet a book has been written on Voltaire’s 
avarice.

Voltaire arrived in England on Whit-Monday, 1726. 
He disembarked near Greenwich and witnessed the 
Fair. All seemed bright to him. The park and river 
were alive with animation. Here thero was no Bas
tille, no fear of the persecution of the great or the 
spies of the police. He had excellent introductions. 
Bolingbroke he had met in exile at La Source in 1721, 
and he had learnt to regard the illustrious English
man who possessed “ all the learning of his country 
and all the politeness of ours.” Now their positions 
were roversed. Voltaire was the exile ; Bolingbroko, 
at any rate for a while, tho host. But he had other 
English friends, notably Mr. (afterward, Sir Everard) 
Falkener, from whose house at Wandsworth most of 
his letters are dated. For Sir Everard, Voltaire 
always retained the warmest feelings of friendship, 
and forty years later returned hospitality to his 
sons.

Pope was one of the persons Voltaire most desired 
to see. He had already described him as “  tho most 
elegant most correct and most harmonious poet 
they ever had in England.” On his first visit, Pope 
could only speak French—like Russell of the Scots
man made jokes—with difficulty ; and Voltaire could 
not make himself understood. The result being 
somowhat unsatisfactory, Voltaire retired to Wands
worth, and did not seek further company until he 
had fully acquired the language. An anecdote in 
Chepworth’s History of the Staye relates that he was 
in the habit of attending the theatre with the play

in his hand, and that he confessed that by tbi 
method he obtained more proficiency in speaking 
the language in one month than he could othe 
wise have attained in four or five. Madame 
Genlis had the audacity to assert that Voltaire nev 
knew English, yet certain it is he could, before  ̂
was many months in this country, both speak an 
write it with facility. By November 16, 
wrote to Pope, after that poet’s accident wm 
driving near Bolingbroke’s estate at Dawley- 
writing to his friend Thieriot in France, he som 
times used English, for the same reason, he said, tc 
Boileau wrote in Latin, not to be understood by10 
curious people. -

A few lines of verse, otherwise without merit, ml 
show the facility with which he could express m 
self in our language.

“  Hervey, would you know the passion 
You have kindled in my breast ?

Trifling is the inclination
That by words can be expressed.

In my silence see the lover;
True love is by silence known ;

In my eye you’ll best discover 
All the power of your own.”

While in this country he wrote in English a P°r^  
of his tragedy, “ Brutus,” and two essays, one on 
Civil Wars of France, and one on Epic Poetry- . 
the introduction he expresses his conception of 
own position as a man of letters in a foreign c°u®Vg 
As these essays, although popular in England at 
time, are now extremely rare I transcribe a paragraP 
or two from them:— ^

“ The true aim of a relation is to instruct mem not ̂  
gratify their malice. We should be busied chi0“  ̂0(j 
giving a faithful account of all the useful tLings 
extraordinary persons, whom to know and to ¡jo 
would be a benefit to our country. A traveller 
writes in that spirit is a merchant of a nobler kind,  ̂
imports into his native country the arts and virtue 
other nations.” a

In his Essay on Epic Poetry, Voltaire shows be 
made a thorough study of Milton, though his criticl ^ 
can scarcely bo considered an advance upon th»t^ 
Addison. He displays his constant admiration
Tasso, to whom he was doubtless in part attracted 

lands of an ignoble nob»1'
He says:—
his sufferings at tho hands

: The taste of tho English and of tho French, tb ^  
averse to any machinery grounded upon encbantu  ̂y 
must forgive, nay commend that of Armida, sine® a 
the source of so many beauties. Besides, she ¿o 
Mahometan, and the Christian religion allows 
believe that those infidels are under tho imm® 
influence of the devil.” _

I have cited these passages rather to show V°lt8̂ fl 
perfect acquaintance with the English language tfl j,
for their own merit. But it is not without inter̂

si
that it was in this essay (p. 104) that the well-k00,^ 
story of Newton and the apple-tree was told for 
first time.

Writing of the assertion that Milton took the b* jj 
of his Paradise Lost from a ridiculous play on the 
of man, he says:— jgj

“ In the like manner Pythagoras owed tho invcl* ¡ti). 
of music to tho noise of tho hammer of a blacks»1 ̂ 5 
And thus, in our days, Sir Isaac Nowton, walking 1 -p 
garden, had tho first thought of his system of gra 
tion upon seeing an apple fall from a tree.” ĵg

Mr. Collins, who points out that Voltaire has . y 
credit, and that the story is told on the trustw® ^  
authority of Newton’s niece and her husband, J 
Conduit, Newton’s intimate friend, overlooks ,.fl. 
passage, and says: “ It is not, so far as I ca» 
cover, to be found in any publication antecede*1 ¡c 
tho Lettres sur les Anylais.”  But the Essay on 
Poetry was antecedent to the Letters on the 
The story was told for the first time by Voltair®’ 
it was told in the English tongue in which 
it. Perhaps an oven more decisive test of his k 
ledge of English was his familiarity with Bu 
ILidibras, portions of which he translated. ajei

Voltaire had a great admiration for tho coo® 
of Congreve. But the witty English dramatist 
too mean a view of his profession to pie»60
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each compeer. In their first conversation, Con- 
b̂ eve spoke of his works as trifles beneath him, and 
bn?^e<* guest to consider him not as an author
<1 j f as a gentleman, Voltaire answered with spirit, 
j sb^0i ^ a  ̂ misfortune to be merely a gentleman 
b 0uld never have come to see you.” It may have 
anv , j °n§h Congreve that Voltaire became ac- 

>nted with the Dowager Duchess of Marlborough, 
^°> says Goldsmith, wished Voltaire to edit her 
relaf°lrS'- ^  any ra ê> ntilised her acquaintance, 
Ann 1 r® ^is °f Ij0U'ls XIV. her story of Queen 
ja G having had a secret interview with her husband, 
Cq 03 whom she offered to designate her suc- 

or if he would abjure the Church of Rome.
(To be concluded.)

Correspondence.

“ J. H.” AND “  OUIDA.’
T0 THE EDITOR OF “ THElüLíiiun o r  m u  FREETHINKER*

entiuTY0Ur oontrihutor, “ J. H.,” in his admirable article, 
issue f ^Indictm ent of the ‘ Fourth Estate,” in your 
t° ieJ| * e 3rd instant, refers to “ Ouida ” in such a way as 
■wtit. °»e f° suppose that he holds a poor opinion of her 
°Pinio°S' }  mus* confess that I myself do not sharo this 
and pU' ."  Onida ” has done some good, sound, humanitarian 

bethought work, as witness tho following extracts:—
thafcY°U know that I love no churches ; and I was ill pleased 
Wl i^°U s*eePcd the child in the acid and the poison of creed. 
the'*6 women are nurtured in superstition, tho men born of 

r j  wiU never reach their full stature.” —Tricotrin, chap. vi. 
last w 8 bave 13 a bopo—a hope that may bo cheated at 
\vh in. ^or none have come back from the grave to tell us 

“ T>fr ^Ult I°°is us as well'.” —Ibid, chap, xxxvi.
0f jTj10 Metaphorical poem of Eve...... the allegorical picture

blessed bread and wine had been placed to tho 
nev er.°“  bpSi. which the religion that they symbolised had 
l).;,, , “  during the famished hours of many bitter winters.” chap. Iviii.
*0m v u ' s sa^e ■ I  canna but wish that H e’d a tliocht of
01>e a •«fr way ° ’ I°°d...... Iban this way o’ ’em murderin’
Worm'll 'er’ from t5le man 011 the ox tew the sparrow on the i , ? ’ —Puclc, chap. vi.
sen,-« , Hle rebgions of your earth are things of the lip, which 

arccly influence the life .” — Ibid.
lug anusi with his keys of peace and war, has passed into a 
"nth imemory’ Powerless and without worshipers; soon Peter, 
__ , . 13 beys of heaven and earth, will have done the same.”

IeomaTM,d“ P-vii-
S a tu m -i0 many other extracts of an equally Freethought 

■f pc™ittoa. e „ Ja iB „ .

Mad Faith-Healers.
(6,

An
•y the A>c,'h'n Correspondent of the “ Daily Chronicle.") 

M e n t i o n ° ase o£ re£*S*ous mania is oxciting much

"ith named Sagave, in good circumstances, living
young ^  w,ifi and four grown-up children, two girls and two 
Pattern ^ ’„kas had differences with them lately on religious
optical , ®a8avo is an invalid confined to bed and of a 
teCovCtv ‘ urn. His wife, despairing of her husband’s 
*hediCaj ’ , and convinced of tho uselessness of ordinary 
i^ristiar, q atment, took refugo with faith-liealers and 
?  Bakina mentists. The loaders of these sects succeeded 
net chin" a °°nvert of Frau Sagave, who in turn convinced 
“bail; fait)'00 ^bat the recovery of their father depended on 
hietq of n an?  the multiplicity of their prayers. The troat- 
PfotCBtedbo sick man was continued for some timo. Sagave 

the ]) ’ .nt bis protests wore regarded as manifestations 
**>0*0 extr°V* 8 Presonco and power. Their prayers took a 
^*th tho a,v.agant character. They began maltreating Sagavo 
. ®afly v f C£ °I driving tho Devil out of him.

jJ^terday morning, tho neighbors were aroused by
|anied hv1 Pro.cccdmg from Sagave’s apartment, accom
**ier*  ̂ y «he -  — " * * * ■ ■ureto ~J l,ne noise o£ breaking furniture. Sagave
C a ?  v,ere sent for, tho door burst open, and , nf mauncal 
ftG8 5 1Sooyered with her children in a paroxysm . itur6) 
bnfn.y’ All five wero engaged in smashing  ̂f\,e

their clothes, shrieking prayors and Weeding
S ’ Sagave was found on his bed covered with bleeding
W . dSl He was removed to a place of safety, rjliaritA 

wifo an(I children wero removed to the 1 -  
P'tal, whore they were put under restrai

left their house they cried out that Beelzebub was endeavor
ing to gain an entrance with the object of possessing himself 
of the soul of the sick man.

In consequence of this terrible outbreak, an agitation has 
sprung up here against the faith-healers and Christian 
Scientists. The papers demand that the police should 
interfere to cleanse Berlin of the leaders of these bodies, 
but difficulties are apprehended, as most of these persons 
are foreigners, chiefly Americans, of whose sincerity there 
can be little doubt. Not long ago there was a similar case 
in the village of Datten, not far from Berlin, where twenty 
of the inhabitants gave way to religious frenzy under the 
influence of one of their number who had returned from 
America to preach some strange faith. They were found 
parading on the village street “  in the garb of Paradise,” 
but were summarily removed by the police to a lunatic 
asylum.

A GOSPEL FOR SCOUNDRELS.
Ah ! my friend, let me assure you that there is hope for 

the vilest through the precious blood of Jesus. No man can 
have gone too far for the long arm of Christ to reach him. 
Christ delights to save the biggest sinners. O ye despairing 
sinners, there is no room for despair this side the gates of 
hell. If you have gone through the foulest kennels of 
iniquity, no stain can stand out against the power of the 
cleansing blood. You great sinners shall have no back seats 
in heaven 1 There shall be no outer court for you. You 
great sinners shall have as much love as the best, as much 
joy as the brightest of saints. You shall bo near to Christ; 
you shall sit with him upon his throne ; you shall wear tho 
crown ; your fingers shall touch the golden harps ; you shall 
rejoice with the joy that is unspeakable and full of glory. 
Thirty years of sin shall be forgiven, and it shall not take 
thirty minutes to do it in, Fifty, sixty, seventy years of 
iniquity shall all disappear as the morning’s hoar-frost dis
appears before tho sun.— Spurgeon's “ Sermon to Open 
Neglecters and Nominal Folloivers of Religion.”

MAN’S GARDEN-PLOT.
Each life is as a little plot of ground,
Whose owner should not blankly wall it round 
To shut it in from others, shutting out 
Himself from those that neighbor it about:
The plots must differ both in size and soil,
The poorest will reward kind, caro and toil 
With fruits of sustenance and flowers of graco ;
All good, though varying in every case.
Down with our dead walls!— let us all enjoy 
Our neighbors’ industry without alloy;
Tho bloom and odors of their fruit and flowers 
Which are so like and yet so unlike ours;
The singing of the birds among their trees,
Tho glancing butterflies and honey-bees : •
And sharing thus the pleasures of the Whole,
Tend that which is within our own control 
More cheerfully, more earnestly, lest weeds 
Disgracing ours, taint theirs with wafted seeds ; 
And let us cherish kindly interchange 
Of help and produce in our social range.

—James Thomson (“ B. V.").

THE FUNCTION OF DEATH.
For the great labor of growth, being many, is one ;

One thing the white death and the ruddy birth ; 
Tho invisible air and the all-beholden sun,

And barren water and many-cliilded earth.

And these things are made manifest in men 
From tho beginning forth unto this day :

Time writes and life records them, and again 
Death seals them lest tho record pass away.

For if death were not, then should growth not be, 
Change, nor the life of good nor evil things ;

Nor wero there night at all nor light to see,
Nor water of sweet nor water of bitter springs.

—Sivinburnc, “ Genesis."

Those who believe that Heaven is, what earth has been, 
a monopoly in the hands of a favored few, would do well to 
reconsider their opinion ; if they find that it camo from their 
priest or their grandmother, they could not do better than 
reject it.—Shelley.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.-«-
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, C. Cohen, “  Trying to Save the Faiths: An 
Examination of the New Theology.”

W est H am B ranot N . S. S. (Workman’s Hall, 27 Romford- 
road, Stratford): 7.30, W. J. Bamsey, “  The New Theology.”

COUNTRY.
E dinburgh B ranch N. S. S. (Masonic Hall, 11 Melbourne- 

place) : 0.30, a Lecture.
F ailsworth Secular S unday School (Pole-lane): 0.30, Willie 

Dyson, “  The Teachings of Spencer.”
Glasgow B ranch N. S. S. (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street) : H. P. 

Ward, 12 noon, “ France’s Fight with the Pope” ; 0.30, “ The 
White Slave Traffic : An Indictment of Modern Christian Civi
lisation.”

L eicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate) : 
0.30, J. M. Bobertson, M.P., “  Liberalism and Socialism.”

Manchester B ranch N. S. S. (Secular Hall, Eusholme-road): 
J. T. Lloyd, 3, “  Secularism or Christianity: Which ?” 0.30, 
“  Bev. E. J. Campbell and the New Theology.” Tea at 5.

Newcastle B ationalist D ebating Society (Lockhart’s Cathedral 
Café): Thursday, March 12, at 8, T. Dawson, “  British Songs.”

P lymouth B ationalist Society (Foresters’ Hall, Octagon) : 7, 
Debate, “  Is Meat-eating Immoral ?”

South Shields (Captain Duncan’s Navigation School, Market
place) : 7.30, “  Ibsen as a Moralist.”

TRUE MORALITY 5
Or, The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism,

IS, I BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT.

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 176 pagee, Kith Portrait and Auto
graph, bound in cloth, gilt-lettered, poet free It. 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 POPULAE EDITION IN PAPEE COYEES.
A copy of this edition post free for 2d. A dozen copies, for dis

tribution, po3t free for one shilling.
The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, says : “ Mr.

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

The Counoil of the Malthusian League, Dr. Dryadalo, Dr. 
Allbntt, and others, have also spoken of it in very high terms. 

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

Thwaites’ Liven Pills.
The Best Family Medicine in the World.

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

Ailments, Ancemia.
Is. lfd . and 2s. 9d. per Box.

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

2, Church Bow, Stockton-on-Tees, and 
24, Linthorpe Boad, Middlesbrough. 

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

preparations from them.

IS THE BIBLE INSPIRED?
This Useful Pamphlet by

M r .  G. W .  F O O T E .
Will be forwarded, post free, for

TH REE HALFPENCE,
The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
By FRED. BONTE.

(LATE A PBISON MINISTER.)

The History of a Conversion from Cathol¡c¡s|TI 
to Secularism.

Second Edition—Revised and Enlarged.

“ One of the most remarkable pamphlets which have be
published of recent years...... A highly-instructivo piece of se
revelation.”—Beynolds’ Newspaper.

SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.

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

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-stroet, Farringdon-street, E-C-

NOW READY.

THE SALVATION ARMY AND ITS WORK
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 distribu  ̂
them judiciously. Persons applying for considerable number3' 
who are not known at tbo publishing office, must give a referent 
or some other proof of good faith. Carriage must be paid by 
applicants. The postage of one dozon will be Id., of two doze» 
2d., of fifty copies 3d., of a hundred copies 4d. Larger quantit'°s 

by special arrangement.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street,

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

WHAT IS RELIGION •
An Address delivered before tlio American Free Religio03 

Association at Boston, June 2, 1899.
Price Twopence.

THE BOOK OF GOD
IN THE LIGHT 0F THE HIGHER CRITICIS#’ 

By G . W . F O O T E .

111 have read with great pleasure you» Book oj Qod. Yon bfl̂  
shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean FarrBr, 
position I congratulate yon on your book. It will do great g°°  ̂
because it is filled with tbo best of sense expressed with force 
beauty."—Colonel I ngersoll,

“ A volumo we strongly recommend........Ought to be in ^
hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer."—Bcynoldt't ^ eV>> 
paper.

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

i
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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 o f Directors—Mr. G. W. FOOTE. 
Secretary—E. M. VANCE (Miss).

y waa formsa ,n 1898 to afford legal seonrlty to the 
Tha M°n an  ̂aPPff°ation ol funds for Secular purposes. 

®'!ieotsllem0ran^nm o£ -Association sets forth that the Society's 
should vttr? '—~° promote the principle that human oonduct 
0atnral vf r  aS8̂  nPon natural knowledge, and not upon super- 
enj 0* and that human welfare in this world is the proper
To prom y “ 0Ugllt and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
pleta , universal Secular Education. To promote the com- 
,wial ar'aaii°n of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such 
hold rn- ' ga 8,3 are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
Or heno^.v0’ an  ̂retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
the by any nerson, and to employ the same for any of

T h o &  8£ th° Sodlety.
should p Ul*y members is limited to £1, in case the Society 
liabilityVer woun  ̂UP an<̂  the assets were insufficient to cover

êrnv,e~ 3 mosti nniihely contingency, 
yearlv S,ra an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 

The r ¡'°ription of five shillings. # 
larger n°0:8u  ̂^as a considerable number of members, but a much 
gained „ Urr°cr is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
it pani ® 0ng3t those who read this announcement. All who join 
Its reuon^8 *n ^0  control of its business and the trusteeship of 
tion tha/083' ia oxpro3sly provided in the Articles of Associa
te g0c- tn° rnember, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
any “T' either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 

The £ . ateyor.
£**reatorn°C1Ĉ "'3 affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
twelve m ’ 00naistin6 of not less than five and not more than 

embers, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) eaoh year,

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

Being a duly registered body, the Seoular 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 oi 
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised in 
connection with any of the wills by which the Society haB 
already been benefited.

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battcock 
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 Society and the Secretary 
“ thereof shall bo a good discharge to my Executors for the 
" said Legacy.”

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

NOW READY.

th e  NEW TESTAMENT MANUSCRIPTS:
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.

.^ ^ P I O N B E R  PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

N O W  R E A D Y .

THE MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA
OR, THE

Heath  of t h e  c la ssic a l  w o r l d

AN ADDRESS AT CIIICAGO BY

M. M. MA NG  A S A R  I AN.

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

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



176 THE FREETHINKER March 17, 19°7

WORKS BY COLONEL INGERSOLL.
A CHRISTIAN CATECHISM. One of the most useful and 

brilliant of Colonel Ingersoll’s pamphlets. Gd., 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 Hours’ 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 THE 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, Gd., 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. Gd., 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 late 
J. M. Wheeler. 4d., post Id.

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

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

cloth 2s. 6d., post 3d. ; paper Is., post ljd . Only catty. , 
edition in England. Accurate as Colenso and as fascina 
as a novel. Abridged Edition, 1G 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. Gd., 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. - e
THE LIMITS OF TOLERATION. A Discussion with * 

Hon. F. D. Coudert and Gov. S. L. Woodford. 2d.,PoS >
THE THREE PHILANTHROPISTS. 2d., post ljd.
WnAT IS RELIGION ? Colonel Ingersoll’s Last Le=t°r ' 

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. Gd.; 
cloth 2s. 6d., 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 (1G0 pages), cloth 2s., 
post 2Jd.

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

CHRISTIANITY AND SECULARISM. Four Nights’ Public 
Debate with the Rev. Dr. James McCann. Paper, I s . ; 
cloth Is. 6d., 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. 8d., 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 E V IL : and Other Free Church Per
formances. 2d., post Jd. *

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

GOD AT CHICAGO. A useful Tract. Per 100, 6d., 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. Suj .'-fine 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 ljd . ; cloth, 2s., post 2Jd.
IS THE BIBLE INSPIRED ? A Criticism of Lux Mundi. 

Id., post Jd.
INGERSOLLISM DEFENDED AGAINST ARCHDEACON 

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

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

MRS. BESANT’S THEOSOPHY. A Candid Critic18
2d., post Jd.

MY RESURRECTION. A Missing Chapter from the G°8P 
of Matthew. 2d., post Jd. «rili.

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

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

The Great Alternative. 3d., p°3̂
post Id.

ROME OR ATHEISM?
ROYAL PAUPERS. Showing what Royalty does f°r 

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

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

Besant. 2d., post Jd. . . 0l|
THE BOOK OF GOD, in the Light of the Higher Critic’8 ] 

With Special Reference to Dean Farrar’s Apology. 1 ‘  
I s .; cloth, 2s., post 2d.

THE GRAND OLD BOOK. A Reply to the Orand Old »  
An Exhaustive Answer to the Right Hon. W. E. Gladst jj,. 
Impregnable Lock of Holy Scripture. I s .; bound in c 
Is. Gd., post ljd .

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

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

Magee on the Sermon on the Mount. 2d., post Jd. .
THE SIGN OF TnE 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 b 
Is., post ljd .

THE NEW CAGLIOSTRO. An Open Lettor to M9“ 
Blavatsky. 2d., post Jd.

THE JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the Sepher 
Jeshu, or Book of the Generation of Jesus. Edited, 
Historical Preface and Voluminous Notos, by G. ”  • 
and J. M. Wheeler. Gd., post Id. ,

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

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

WHAT IS AGNOSTICISM? With Observations on B 9̂ 0b 
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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