
THE

Freethinker
Edited by Gr. W. FOOTE.

V°L. XXVII.—No. 12 SUNDAY, Ma r c h  24, 1907 P r ic e  Tw o p e n c e

r̂uc in lamplight is not always true in day- 
yn1, J  OUBERT.

Sir Oliyer Lodge’s “ Catechism.”—II.

systê 0  ma^e his unnecessary protest against “ a 
bee ein °f compulsory secularism ” which has never 
Pose<]UQ̂er ^i8CUS8i°n> and which nobody ever pro
sit l ’ Oliver Lodge proceeds to state his “ hope 

that the great bulk of the teachers of this 
l6â  are eager and anxious to do their duty, and 
âvn f °hildren committed to their care .along the 

P°8sihi ^phteousness.” This he assumes to be im- 
tion 0 without religious education. But no assump- 

more ridiculous or more arrogant. 
the * * *  does not depend for righteousness upon 
of Perpatural beliefs or metaphysical conjectures 
thia ^  discordant and quarrelsome religionists of 
\fron„° , Morality is a natural growth, right and 
and ? from the nature of things, and a science
devoiQ living must have been spontaneously 
a6ver if the ideas (or dreams) of religion bad 
great  ̂ ® known. Sir Oliver Lodge professes a 
learnt f rati°n f°r Baskin; well, be might have 
but 0nj °m Raskin that there are many religions,
and °ne morality, and that the latter is alwaysj UUU UUUU JU U UUL CUJ

But 6-r/ wkere capable of taking care of itself, 
bigbi a ?0Bgious education is necessary, or very 
educaf- enable, the question arises, What religious 
bar̂ * 011 ef'ah it be ? On this point there is no 
Ang,icny. and no prospect of harmony. Catholics, 
b®ad8 8 an^ Nonconformists are more at logger- 
be gjy an ever as to what religious teaching should 

f° children in the nation’s schools. And 
f do bhey differ, quite irreconcilably, among 

»hem v°8> hut the fundamental doctrines of all of 
!btellj„ r° reiecbed or distrusted by the educated 
êlf afm^f6 c°antry. Sir Oliver Lodge him-

8e 0p6 that children taught in the old way will 
fa°°ant assaults of doubt, when they
"hie]ess or bhe results of scientific inquiry.” Never- 
^uger’ °n a later page, he writes as though this 
^ere ^  ? l9nS°r existed. He allows that mistakes 
bioq8 a a?° *n the interpretation of Christian tradi- 
bake8 in (u°cuments—as though there were no mis- 

on *.e braditions and documents themselves! 
%  0,° binae,” he says, “ not long ago, it was the 
8°tUe prions students of all kinds to point out 

8en8ft aese mistakes, whenever they ran counter 
chanjn an<̂  knowledge.” But he argues that “ the 
r°0sly  ̂a?d sweetening work has been done vigo- 
^ParaU ^°ne well,” so that “ at the present time 
s9*e in ively little sweeping remains to be done, 
eaongh k°les and corners.” This may be true 
PabliQ j as far as the more thoughtful part of the 
^ r„ c°ncerned, but it is grotesquely untrue 
p8°k at ty f° the bulk of professed Christiane. 
tk^ohruf 10 average Catholic, look at the average 

avor-l10’ ‘°°k ab the average Dissenter, look at 
S a W 0 Salvationist; does Sir Oliver Lodge 

^  ePb thnGVe soientific and critical brooms have 
f the a„Se B6 0 ? ! ® ’ 8 minds clear of the “ mistakes” 

raying Ignorance ? If he does, he is past
a'0re catefnj’i an<̂ ’ he does not, he should speak

We all know what the Christian Churches will 
teach children—directly or indirectly, through the 
preacher or through the schoolmaster—if they have 
the chance. They will teach the children their 
Creeds. Let there be no mistake about that. The 
point is vital—and disregard of it may be fatal.

Sir Oliver Lodge appears to think otherwise. 
“ Ancient formularies,” he says, “ must be recon
sidered and remodelled if they are to continue to 
express eternal verities in language corresponding to 
the enlarged acquaintance with natural knowledge 
now possessed by humanity.” He admits that it is 
“ not possible to satisfy both scientific and distinc
tively denominational requirements,” yet he thinks 
that a statement of belief might be drawn up which 
might at least repose upon “ a sound foundation 
such as can stand scientific scrutiny and reasonable 
rationalistic attack.” But in the light of modern 
knowledge, he holds that this can only be done in 
one way; and that way, of course, in his own way. 
“ I have attempted,” he tells us, “ the task of formu
lating the fundamentals, or substance, of religious 
faith in terms of Divine Immanence, in such a way 
as to assimilate sufficiently all the results of existing 
knowledge, and still to be in harmony with the teach
ings of tho poets and inspired writers of all ages.” 
On the next page, however, he slips in an important 
qualification. Ho there alludes to his Catechism as 
being “ in harmony with all that hears upon the sub
ject,” but “ not indeed deduced from present know
ledge.” Evidently, therefore, the word “ Allied ” in 
the title of his book is nothing hut bluff. There is 
no alliance in the case. Sir Oliver Lodge simply 
states the old Christian doctrines in a new way, 
which withdraws them, as he thinks, from the direct 
and uncompromising challenge of science. Miracles, 
in tho ordinary sonse of tho word, disappear. Nothing 
remains that is grossly and offensively unscientific. 
The Principal of Birmingham University has cleaned 
and repaired the old religion; he presents it to us as 
an up-to-date article, which should give us every 
reasonable satisfaction ; and ho smiles self-approv- 
ingly at his own handiwork as Jehovah smiled at his 
“ good ” Creation—which so soon went wrong.

Has the great Sir Oliver Lodge really done the 
trick ? Wo think not. There is, indeed, a groat 
run upon his Catechism. It has been well puffed, 
and published at the psychological moment. But 
we believe that the Churches, on the one side, will 
reject it as decisively as Unbelievers will reject it, 
on the other side; nor do wo believe it will be 
patronised by tho “ parents and teachers ” for whom 
it is expressly intended. It has one radical and 
intolerable fault. In the language of the man in 
the street, it gives the game away. At the end of 
this Catechism there is no real Christianity left. It 
is easy enough for a simple-minded Christian to see 
(or feel—for it comes to the same thing) that Sir 
Oliver Lodge is working in the interest of ulterior 
ideas. And what those ulterior ideas actually are 
will appear in the course of our examination.

Let us see, first of all, what this Divine Immanence 
is, in terms of which Sir Oliver Lodge has formulated 
the fundamentals of religious faith. It is referred to 
again, in the Introduction, as a “ recognition of a Deity 
immanent in history and in all the processes of nature.” 
Afterwards, in the eleventh clause of the Catechism, 
the subject of “ Immanence ” is specially dealt with.
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“ Question. What has caused and ivliat maintains 
existence ?

Answer. Of our own knowledge we are unable to 
realise the meaning of origination or maintenance; all 
that we ourselves can accomplish in the physical world 
is to move things into desired positions, and leave them 
to act on each other. Nevertheless our effective move
ments are all inspired by thought, and so we conceive 
that there must be some Intelligence immanent in all 
the processes of nature, for they are not random or 
purposeless, but organised and beautiful.”

Now we conceive that the first sentence of this 
Answer is Sir Oliver Lodge’s science, and every 
man’s science; and that the second sentence is 
merely Sir Oliver Lodge’s personal opinion, which 
every man is free to accept or reject, or treat in any 
way he pleases. The Catechiser practically admits 
this in his explanations of Clause x i.:—

“ There are those who think that in the last resort 
the ultimate reality will be found to be of the nature of 
Spirit, Consciousness, and Mind. It may be so—it pro
bably is so—but that is a teaching of Philosophy, not at 
present of Science.”

There is something touchingly naive about that 
“ probably,” and something quite pathetic about the 
last sigh over the dilatoriness of Science. Yet the 
truth is that Sir Oliver Lodge has answered himself 
by anticipation. His statement that we are unable, 
of our own knowledge, to realise the meaning of the 
origination or maintenance of the universe, cuts away 
all possibility of any Spiritual theory of Matter being 
taught or countenanced by Science. Science is of 
things we know, and we know nothing of the origina
tion of matter, or of its maintenance by aught else 
than its own inherent energies. It may suit people, 
who call their fancies Philosophy, to speak of some 
“ Power ” behind the fire that roasts a joint of meat, 
or the wave that drowns a man ; but the fire and the 
wave are enough for Science, which is bound, as far 
as it is concerned, to treat the “ Power ” as a figment 
of the imagination. Call it Theology, call it Meta
physics, call it by any other name you choose, but do 
not call it Science. The progress of Science has 
meant the expulsion of those metaphysical entities 
from every department of knowledge.

We grant Sir Oliver Lodge the right to believe in 
as much “ Philosophy ” as he pleases, as long as he 
does not place the label of “ Science ” upon it. We 
do not quarrel with him for believing that “ there 
must be some Intelligence immanent in all the pro
cesses of nature.” But we venture to ask him what 
that Intelligence, if it exists, is really worth. Cer
tainly things are “ organised,” but how far are they 
“ beautiful ” ? A doctor may he tending a “ beautiful 
case ” of cancer, but is it “ beautiful” to the unfor
tunate patient ? From the human point of view, 
which is the only one we can take, there is ugliness 
in nature as well a9 beauty. There are ugly scenes, 
ugly plants, ugly animals and ugly men. This ugliness 
extends into the moral world, and, indeed, becomes 
intensified there. A man jumps overboard to save 
another from drowning—that is a beautiful a c t; but 
he is eaten by a shark—and that is a shocking result; 
or he is drifted ashore and eaten by cannibals—which 
is positively disgusting. All the processes of nature 
include disease and misery as well as health and 
joy. And what shall we say of the great struggle 
for existence which has made this planet red with 
carnage, and which is responsible for the anti-social 
passions of the individual at war with the interests 
of the community ? Sir Oliver Lodge blandly 
observes that this “ struggle and survival ” can he 
“ superseded when it has done its necessary preli
minary work.” We suppose we are to “ let the ape 
and tiger die,” as the poet says. But what of the 
Immanent Intelligence which could find no way of 
producing a tolerable Humanity except through 
countless ages of bestial conflict ? And what of the 
“ Deity immanent in History ” ? Cardinal Newman 
said that when he looked into the world of men, and 
into human history, he saw no reflection of God there, 
and the impression made upon him was as though he 
looked into a mirror and saw no reflection of his face.

(To be concluded.) G. W. FOOTE.

Fads, Fanatics, and Facts.

De a t h —to  paraphrase “ Mr. Dooley on Opportunity 
—knocks wanst at ev’ry man’s door; but, unlike t 
other thing, it does its own grappling. It is t 
most unscrupulous tyrant of the powers that be, aD 
makes no discrimination between faith-healers an 
fishmongers. And in running “ Profit ” Dow® 
exaggerated ego to earth it is only paying tit forta ’ 
Diamond cut diamond; every man for himself, a 
the Devil take the hindmost. Both played the gaID’ 
each in a different sphere, yet with the same p“  
thing, “ Credulity.” Now that they are both by®» 
in the same street—according to Christianity- ' ’'11  ̂
will probably go into partnership. . g

The commentator who is determined to say noting 
but good of the dead would have no difficulty 1 
selecting the quality of the “ Profit ” which may ^ 
held up to unstinted admiration. He was a fir s * 'rao0 
business man. It will be sufficient to mention 0 
deal only. He bought six thousand acres on 
shore of Lake Michigan for £260,000, and sold 
land to his followers for £3,000,000. He built “I 
the community known as Zion City on this estate 
Illinois, and persuaded his subjects—for he 'w a s B ^ [J1 
anything less than an absolute monarch—to pay B . 
ten per cent, of their incomes. He established wh 
appears to have been a very successful lace indo®* ^ 
an achievement much less difficult than the ot 
two, but one calling for skill in organisation.  ̂
doubtedly “ Profit ” Dowie was a business man—a # 
an excellent one at that. But in making hi® s0 ^  
millionaire, after beginning life as a store clerk, 
did not play the game on level terms with the fut ¡s 
Carnegies, and Rockefellers, and Armours of 
adopted country. He set himself to work upon 
credulity of the nation which produces the oX‘irertie 
types of ’cuteness and simplicity. He becai 
“ Elijah the Restorer,” who cured sickness by 1 ^ 
laying on of hands. It was in Chicago that . 
faith-healing stock first began to boom on the ®a r e 
where fancy religions are dealt in. Persevera 
and a really admirable impudence collected an ar 
of 50,000 believers. In Chicago, and latterly qqO
City, he claimed that he laid healing hands on 70, 
people every year. If a cure did not follow, be i 
not to blame. That was the patient’s punish® 
for lack of faith. This highly convenient d°ctrlX1 g 
to him—was easily imposed upon his followers,al ¿j 
with the ten per cent, income tax. He was the & 
of the International Divine Healing Assooiat1  ̂
He established Divine Healing Homes, the 
Publishing House, Zion Tabernacles, and a Chris ^ 
Catholic Church, of which he was General Overs 
Who will deny that these are but living monu® 0 „ 
of credulity ?—the same ever-present quality oi *** j 
that engrossed the attentions of Christ, Buddha a 
their satellites and imitators. After all, it is 
matter of perspective. Dowie’s case is intensifi0 
its proximity. But in the years to come, who11 0f 
mould has gathered o’er his tomb, and the m , jLj6 
time have lent their beneficence alike to the “ rU1J. 
in ” and the “ rubbers out,” it is quite probable 
Dowie will be canonised by a futuro generation. ,^e

On the whole, the British Press disregarded g 
nil nisi bonum doctrine when dealing with j 
departed creature. Of course it found it conven^ 0 
to do so, although, in the circumstances, it was 6 .jy 
an utterly illogical position for most of our ,fijj 
papers to take up. It will be interesting to ^  
their attitude, when the time comes, of dca ^  
with the “ Profit’s ’’ prototype in this country1 ^ e 
is no use making fish of the one and fowl 01 
other. .

But only an enlightened few of the London ]°u f0i 
had the courage to point out that the man who 0if 
ever calling on his dupes for solf-donial was hi 
most luxurious. The others probably though®)( 0f 
same, but hesitated to say it. That the “ living ^ gig 
thousands of well-paid bishops and ministerslnnnnx/li'nA/l ttta n n  «A/inonn xtt nA»«nlIov>TT Q *jeopardised was 
was the word.

a necessary corollary, so
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Shiloh House, Dowie’s private residence in Zion, 
cost over £20,000. The furniture was sumptuous. 
Thousands of dollars were lavished over every apart
ment. In Michigan, he had a fine summer retreat, 
Ben MacDhui, with gardens, terraces, fountains, 
arbors, rustic bridges and drives. He loved purple 
Anient, magnificent furniture, the best suites at 
betels, the choicest cooking, and he generally suc
ceeded in getting them. Well, he has given that 
e'er now, but there are thousands willing to take up 
be thread where he broke off. Faith-healer though 

be pretended to be, it was quite evident that his faith 
5*1 hinaseif was severely shaken when ho was treated 
1? York, and throughout the European tour, as 
"be charlatan he was. His influence had declined so 
greatly of late, even among his own people, that it is 
Improbable that he has now added to his long list of 
‘“Postures by pretending to be dead, with a view to 
Is own triumphant resurrection. .T tt

Christianity and Woman.—II.

■a. (Continued from p. 164.)
th68lN carefuhy examined, the favorite Christian 
is g s of the wholesale depravity of Roman women 
pf6i ®?. c° depend upon a delightful blend of religious 
Wfji ICe> °dds and ends of quotations from Latin 
ha,f / ’• w^ose last idea would have been to have 
a8 p .eir. description applied on a general scale, and, 
said X * * 1 Honaldson points out, “ from what is 
Eari to0 women connected with the Court of the 
th6 n ^ mP’re-” But a description of the women of 
n0 a  °Urt at one period of Roman Imperial history 
a deR r? aPPBos to Roman life in general than would 
anoi.ff'P^ 011 °f the ladies of the Court of Charles II.
too ti° ,E?glish .sense /  t a^en in their widest and most literal 
And th" 6 satfr‘sb8 are describing life in Rome itself. 
Itonj ls,.again, is no more applicable to the whole of 
Ijondo*1 ^ a n  a description of the fast life of 
descr'11/- Paris ar*d New York would be properly 
life y  °f aii English, French and American family 
char„ °t ‘t is upon this scanty basis that Christian 
ciUenc reS '̂ ®ne writer laments the growing fre- 
What ?.°f ^-marriages—itself a proof of the some- 
~-and ®tandard of the orthodox Roman ideal 
only f asserted that all Roman women married 
^arripa 6 ^̂ vorced, and were divorced only to he re- 

eut Ĵ n°ti:ier writer (the Christian Tertullian) 
the growing fondness for dresB, and that

donĥ .uaoiG matrons dross as gaily as women of 
this irif rePutation ; and Christian prejudice twists 
level of° otatoment that all were upon the same 
life r6v tnora* depravity. The pictures of domestic 
out by ‘n the writings of Pliny, the ideal held 
^hoju t,Uvenal and Tacitus, the many good women 
are i/ 6116 03 knew and admired—all these things 
interest016̂ ’ an<̂  a w^ole society slandered in the 
0nvern °t a religion notorious for its historical 
bunr0yCl̂  and crooked methods. A certain 
the fa°,Us aspect is introduced into the subject by 
s ; ct «*■ it was precisely the better class of
Hi_  women who remained staunch to the old 
oun an creed and ideals, while the less reputable 

b7 their appetite for the various Eastern 
/ . 8> Powerfully aided the growth of Christianity. 

ofVlaoiPal Donaldson’s repudiation of this species 
aflp gious slander is mildly expressed, hut it is 

e1Date. He says:—
“ Examining history, then, I  think we must come to 

"be conclusion that the Roman ideas of marnago had 
?,ot a bad offect either on the happiness or morals of 
"be Women. If wo take the period of Roman history 
*roiu 130 b.c. to 150 a.d., wo shall bo surprised at the 
«umber of women of whom it is recorded that they 
^ero loved ardently by their husbands, exercised a 
enoficial influence over them, and helped them in 

Jbeir political or literary work. Many of these women 
ad received an excellent education, they were capable 
Ud thoughtful, and took an activo interest in the 

Welfare of the State.......I t would be absurd to deny

that there were many bad women in Roman society, 
just as there have been bad men and women in all 
societies, but we are apt to form too gloomy a picture of 
the conduct of women, because it has been the delight 
of writers, who wish to demonstrate the superiority of 
Christianity to heathenism, to bring into special promi
nence the supposed vices and humiliations of Pagan
women.......There may have been some foundation for
the railing accusations which Juvenal brings against 
the sex, but I am confident that these accusations are 
exaggerated in a high degree.”

The wholesale depravity of Roman family life and 
manners, upon which Christianity operated as a 
great redemptive force, is, then, pure myth. But, 
unfortunately, it is too familiar a dish, and the 
Christian palate has become too accustomed to this 
unwholesome diet for one to have very sanguine 
expectations of the average Christian preacher 
acquiring enough knowledge or decency to imme
diately draw up a fresh menu. While they show a 
constitutional disinclination to deal fairly with 
current events, it would be absurd to expect better 
behavior in relation to events of two thousand years 
ago.

Principal Donaldson’s chapter on the early Chris
tians deals with the first three centuries of the 
Christian era, and therefore it does not fall within 
the scope of his work to trace the influence of early 
Christian thought on later ages. No one has any 
right to find fault with a writer for limiting his 
survey to a definite epoch, but at the same time one 
may regret that his investigations were not continued 
to a later period. Even though nothing were said 
that was new to students, it would come with greater 
force—to Christians—from a clergyman of the 
standing of Professor Donaldson. As it is, an un
prejudiced reader will finish the book feeling that 
more may be said of the period with which it deals, 
and very much more of after ages. With these after 
ages I purpose dealing before I conclude.

Additional emphasis is given to Principal Donald
son’s statements concerning women among the early 
Christians, from the fact that he commenced his 
investigations with the traditional bias in favor of 
Christianity. “ An examination of the facts ” proved 
to him that, instead of Christianity creating a revo
lution in favor of women during the first three 
centuries—the period with which the book deals— 
“ the position among Christians was lower, and the 
notions regarding them were more degraded than 
they were in the first.” The statement is clear, the 
charge sweeping; and bearing in mind that religions 
are purest in their infancy, and disciples in the first 
flush of their enthusiasm less likely to compromise 
than at a later period, the more serious. Principal 
Donaldson gives some of the reasons for this retro
gression, to which I will add others, without at all 
weakening the force of those advanced by him.

On the Pagan side—from tho side of the influence 
of Greece and Rome—tho tendency, as we have seen, 
was all in favor of emancipation. There was, indeed, 
more than a tendency—women having reached a 
position of “ great freedom, power and influence in 
the Roman Empire.” But, on the other side, there 
was the influence of Eastern religious ideas, particu
larly those derived from the Old Testamont and the 
Jewish religion. Here the tendency was all on the 
side of restriction. Throughout the Bible, woman is 
treated as inferior to man, and in the Jewish ritual 
her functions are more or less of a negative char
acter. In not a single case do the ideals of woman
hood in the Bible approach in nobility those of Greek 
and Roman literature. Polygamy, which necessarily 
involves the subjection of woman, is general in the Bible 
—again in striking contrast to tho Greeks and Romans. 
Here monogamy is the rule. Principal Donaldson 
notes that there is only one case on record of a 
Spartan having two wives. Polygamy is also absent 
from the society depioted by Homer, while to recall 
the national heroes of Greece and Rome is to recall 
tho fact that all were monogamous. On the other 
hand, not only does the old Bible permit polygamy, 
but the New Testament fails to prohibit it. In 
addition, not only have various Christian leaders at
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different times openly taught polygamy, but Luther 
said he could not assert that for a man to marry 
several wives was “ repugnant to the Holy Scripture 
Milton held it to be “ sufficiently established that 
polygamy is allowed by God’s law while Bishop 
Burnet, dealing with the question in a special treatise, 
asserted that “ a simple and express discharge 
of polygamy is nowhere to be found ” in the New 
Testament, thus taking up the same position as 
Luther and Milton.

With the early Christians, the inferiority of woman 
was not only a natural inferiority; it was also, so to 
speak, religious. Woman was the origin of evil, as 
the early Christian writers are never tired of 
reminding her, and was the constant occasion of evil 
in others. Her very touch was more or less of a 
pollution. This idea found emphatic endorsement 
in the “ Touch me not ” of Jesus to Mary, after the 
resurrection; while Thomas, being a man, was 
allowed to feel the wounds in his side. The same 
belief was expressed in the Church regulation of 
after years prohibiting women touching the Eucharist 
with bare hands. At her best, according to St. 
Chrysostom, woman is “ a necessary evil, a natural 
temptation, a desirable calamity, a domestic peril, a 
deadly fascination and a painted ill.” Nor was 
Chrysostom alone in his denunciation. “ You are 
the Devil’s gateway,” says Tertullian ; “ you are the 
unsealer of that forbidden tree ; you are the first
deserter of the divine law...... You destroyed so easily
God’s image, man.” Gregory Thaumaturgus says: 
“ Among all women I sought for chastity proper to 
them, and I found it among none. And verily a 
person may find one man chaste among a thousand, 
but a woman never.” Clement of Alexandria’s 
counsel is : “ Above all it seems right that we turn
away from the sight of women......The affection
which arises from the fire which we call love leads 
to the fire which will never cease in consequence 
of sin.”

The effect of these teachings is well put by 
Principal Donaldson in the following passage :—

“ I may define man to be a male human being, and
woman to be a female human being...... As human
beings they are on an equality as to their powers, the 
difference in individuals resulting from the surround
ings and circumstances of spiritual growth. But man is 
a male and woman is a female, and this distinction 
exists in Nature for the continuance of the race. Now 
what the early Christians did was to strike the male out 
of the definition of man, and human being out of the 
definition of woman. Man was a human being made 
for the highest and noblest purposes; woman was a 
female made only to serve one. She was on the earth 
to inflame the heart of man with every evil passion. 
She was a fireship continually striving to get alongside 
the male man-o’-war to blow him to pieces.”

Yet it is this religion which succeeded, as far as it 
was possible to succeed, in divesting woman of 
human nature, in degrading her to the level of an 
animal, or differing from an animal only in capacity 
for evil, that is commonly assumed to have rescued 
her from degradation and crowned her with dignity!

(To be continued.) C. COHEN.

Science and Faith.

It is the persistent boast of the advanced theo
logians of to-day that the attitude of Science to 
Religion has radically changed during the last 
fifteen or twenty years. The Huxlean type of 
scientist, we are assured, is quite extinct. “ We 
all still remember,” it is said, “ the sledge-hammer 
blows of Huxley, the great Agnostic’s delight in 
battle against defenders of orthodoxy like Dr. Wace 
and Mr. Gladstone, his keen logic, and, to tell the
truth, rather aggressive and defiant temper......But
in our own day there are increasing evidences of a 
very different temper—of a growing disposition 
among men of science to think it possible that 

‘ There are more things in heaven and earth 
Than are dreamed of in our laboratories.’ ”

The writer of that passage ignorantly misrepresen 
the facts. Professor Huxley, in particular, 
always careful—perhaps over-careful—to conce 
the possibility of miraculous or supernatural 
festations. It was the convincing adequacy of t 
attestation of such events that he so vehemen ) 
denied. To assert that Science “ has purged 
of its temporary intolerance and scornfulness, a 
is less inclined to assume that nothing exists °a 
what its instruments can register, or its metn°  ̂
demonstrate,” is to betray a lamentable lack 
acquaintance with the history of scientific pr°8r®? ’ 
The editor of the Christian Commonwealth, irova t 
leading columns of which the above quotations a 
made, cannot have forgotten that some three y°a 
ago Dr. Russel Wallace declared, in an intervie ’ 
that the bulk of present-day scientists are who y 
Atheistical; in fact, that Sir Oliver Lodge, b 
William Crookes, Lord Kelvin and himself, s®aag 
practically alone in their somewhat friendly attitu 
to Faith. If that was true three years ago 1 
equally true to-day. It is noteworthy that wbenev  ̂
the assertion is made that Science has at last tur_c 
religious, the only authority referred to is Sir 
Lodge or Lord Kelvin. Not the least attempt is®' 
made to prove the assertion in any other way.

It is perfectly true that the conflict bet'y°e 
Religion and Science is not nearly so keen and bit 
as it was thirty and forty years ago. The antagoDjs 
between them is as pronounced as ever, only tn J 
now seldom face each other on the field of batt • 
The warfare is in a state of quiescence. Thereaso 
for this condition are obvious. In the first pla° ' 
Science has been victorious all along the line- j 
findings have been accepted by the intelligent 
the age, and scarcely one theologian has the coUl?°g 
openly to challenge them. Secondly, orthodoxy n 
lost touch with the masses of the people. Its aD- 
themas and excommunications are no longer 
It proclaims its doctrines with as much vigor 
cocksureness as formerly, but lacks the temerity 1 
attack its enemy in the open field. Science, aWa

IDS ,
heed t; 

an°

of this impotence of the Church, ignores it, and c° 
scious of its own triumph, quietly pursues its miss10,/ 
In the third place, the New Theology is a living 
ness to the conquering power of Science. 
Huxleys and the Tyndalls are dead and buried,’ . 
are told, “ and a new generation of scientists tn* 
swears not by them has arisen.” In reality, i t lS, ,. 
Waces and the Gladstones that are dead and bnrje ’ 
and to these there are no successors. The vj® ^
attacked by Huxley and Tyndall are no longer *- 
by men who are prepared to defend them against • 
comers. The Fall, Original Sin, the Virgin B1/ 
and Resurrection of Jesus Christ, in short, all o111̂  
culous or supernatural occurrences, are now rC1 
diated by all the divines who are at all imbued 
the modern spirit. .

And yet, face to face with this incontestable fa<̂  
the New Theology maintains that Science b 
become the friend and ally of Religion. This lSer 
wilful perversion of the truth. Science no j 
attacks because there is no enemy worthy of its stee.g 
The Old Theology has fallen on evil days and ^ 
afraid to venture out of its hole, while the ™ 
Theology has divested itself of all assailable doctri°c.g 
It is theology that has changed, not Science; 11 j. 
theology that has abandoned important positions) & 
Science. Indeed, the newer divines claim to 
scientific and often speak in the name of Scien 
Well, some of them may be sewi-scientifie, altho°B 
the majority must be characterised as pseudo-sCieaIJ 
tific. The truth is that they have retreated into 
imaginary region to be out of reach of any scient1 
attack; but they are equally out of reach of a 
scientific support. 0

What is the difference, for instance, betwe^ 
immanence and incarnation? If God has always 
dwelt the universe, how could he also become ltlC‘ag 
nate in it ? If he was always immanent in man, * 

i not always clothed with flesh ? And if he ' 
always incarnate, in what sense can he be said ^  
have become specially incarnate in Jesus Cbi'lS
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toU8t immanence of God, if it means anything, 
Dot 1  ̂syn°nymous with his incarnation : he could 
man,eflmhianen  ̂*n man without being clothed with 
entire] lesdl' Theology is beautifully logical,
ôuld 8eIf-consistent, and if it were also true it 

D>ass 8 I°r evor 1 but the New is a confused 
4esj. . illogical, contradictory and mutually 
fall  ̂ct̂ ve dogmas, with no authority whatever to 
Pass aĈ  Û on save individual opinions, and must 
wav ,awaL It will only serve as a temporary half- 
Devor °DSe ^etween orthodoxy and unbelief. It will 
tb0uehfSfUCCeed *n rehabilitating religion “ among 
briw People,” which the movement aims at

g^ng about.
c : c? nd Faith are absolutely irreconcilable. 
nDrn ° doeŝ  not support a single one of the 
8nes it°U? Claims PUI forth by Faith. Science con- 
FaitR 86  ̂i°  Nature and her manifestations, while 
it mUf,gna^ nes a Supernature, and pretends to know 
The h m°re intimately than Science knows Nature. 
w j 8v> Dr. Horton declares that “ Nature does not

the things that are on the earth to-day.”“ Th
this p 6at city, this church in which we are met, 
TheSe6( .^ r ĉ bght,” he says, “ is not natural.” 
inteljj aiD^s> bo adds, are “ the products of human 
natU[, ^e5lc.e and will,” man being evidently a super- 
itnpljgg n̂8 ‘ If this is what the Divinity of man 
Put g .’ wbai is involved in the humanity of God ? 
^atilr0l6nce knows man only as part and parcel of 
It ig i l atud regards all his actions as simply natural. 
Cate„ erefore quite unscientific to put man in the 
Cert̂ ijw, °f supernatural beings. Nothing is more 
been o ,an bbat both his intelligence and will have 
¡rQ„o] ved through countless ages of storm and 

g e' And than human intelligence and will

oe6ll "~au enan Dotn ms intelligence ana win nave 
etrD„ ^v°ived through countless ages of storm and 
8ci6Qp And than human intelligence and will 
ean g ? discerns nothing higher. If this be so, how 
Dot inl6nce b® claimed as an ally of Religion ? Is it 
Way c°ntrovertible that natural knowledge in no• MJ V A .  . ----------------- - » “ « »  **M (W V 1*M 1* t .

tnay Q Untenances supernatural belief ? The latter 
^ay not be true, my only point being that 

Goi lt^er furnishes no manner of proof either way.
soul  arc unknown, and Science does not 

v*siv them. They do not come within its pur- 
Tw0' f® can neithor affirm nor deny their existence, 
religi r ^bree great scientists may bo profoundly 

l’s> but that does not alter the fact that, as 
Wfiii6'! s> even these two or three are Atheists; 
Ds D,.1 pbe majority of cases the study of Science, 
a°d th JvU8Bel Wallace admitted, leads to Atheism 
ieljgj0tiQ ‘Abandonment of all forms of supernatural

J. T. Lloyd.

property, is simply an outrage on personal liberty and 
common sense. Any person reminding a magistrate, 
for the purpose of prejudicing him in another case, of 
that outrageous, mediasval and barbarous impeach
ment and persecution, is playing exactly the same 
dirty trick as the Roman informer, who reminded 
Nero about St. Paul’s previous imprisonments for 
his opinions.

[I write this impartially, and as one of the 
believers in a life beyond earth, from what I per
sonally consider evidence satisfactory to my own 
hopes and faith ; but I also consider that the non
believer has as much legal right, or ought to have, to 
express his opinion, as I have to hold mine.]

2. My objections to the Freethinker are, not for its 
opinions, but for its over-earnestness in expressing its 
sentiments and seriousness about what seems, to me, 
of small importance. Yet when I think upon the 
atrocities which our religionists have committed in 
the past, such as the destruction of the Alexandrian 
Library, the most horrible murder of Hypatia, and 
the more recent Christian diabolical crimes, I can 
excuse this bigotry as the natural outcome of humani
tarian indignation.

3. I also object to its jocularity, which tends to 
aggravate thoughtful antagonists; yet, in view of 
the intolerance and absurdity of religionists, past 
and present, I can excuse this also.

Reasoning Englishmen support Churches and 
Churchmen as they support Theatres—for their delec
tation. The mysteries we regard, unless they can be 
proven, as we do other stage tricks. We may like to 
enjoy the performances without grudging the price. 
If the Stage was, as the Church is, State-endowed, 
and star-actors received princely emoluments, as 
Bishops do, we might have ratepaying protestors 
also against such more amusing national extra
vagance. But to persecute others who object to the 
entertainments, and to paying for them, is tyranny. 
To insist on students considering them as facts with
out giving proper data, is the action of monomaniacs.

This case of Justice-winking seems the more 
flagrant, the assaulter being a clergyman and the 
victim a poor newsvendor. Had plaintiff and defen
dant been of equal position and influence, it would 
have been wicked ; in the present instance, it seems 
monstrous. No matter what may be the faith, non
faith, or other failings or infirmities of the men 
before Justice, she must only hold the scales properly 
blindfolded, be the accuser or accused mendicant or 
monarch; there must be no winking nor peeping. 
The dame must stand uprightly and balance fairly, 
or out of court she ought to be driven.

The “ Freethinker,” A Weekly London 
Newspaper;

Also on B elief and Unbelief.

By Hume Nisbet,
I  ̂ Author of “A Colonial Tramp,” etc., etc.

6x foF the issue in question of this weekly paper 
it carefully from beginning to end. I 

the \vj ■, lnd a single word that could bo considered, in 
°r “ dir/08” sensG °f °ur elastic language, “ indecent ” 
°f josti  ̂ ’ Ikerefore I consider it my duty, as a lover 

As °° aQd a British subject, to say so.
^ eei, reader and lover of stern logic, I admire the 
^ ¡to r^ r and II10 pamphlets and books of its 
the W. Foote, exceedinelv. without knowing

llla a°r- I also consider his imprisonment for 
to be an outrage on civilisation and

.!• it  s',
of an Englishman for the following

ttalensihi8 Dow 8 enerally admitted that there are no 
Qther p '  dadia I°r our Religion any more than for 

'aiths which have existed and died. ThePos:•tionW -  18 exact]y as if legal experts sat and dis- 
eHden a ease of supposed inheritance, with no positive 
lore e leaf any property existed to inherit. There- 
^atepg?.Con<derrin and imprison any ratepayer or non- 

yer for denying, or insisting upon this supposed

Acid Drops.
— ♦ —

Mr. Arnold White rushed into print with a foolish letter 
on the explosion on board tho French battleship, the Jena. 
He rashly attributed the loss of the vessel to the want of 
discipline in tho French fleet, and this in turn to the want 
of religion. Modern battleships were called after the names 
of Danton, Condorcet, Voltairo, Renan, Gambctta, Victor 
Hugo, etc. “ If our Admiralty,” Mr. White said, “ were to 
name our ships the Bradlaugh, the Tom Paine, the Richard 
Parker, after tho ringleader of the mutiny at tho Nore, we 
should not expect a high standard of discipline on board. 
More especially if the restraints of religion were entirely 
withdrawn from the fleet.” We were glad to see a prompt 
reply to this in the Daily Mirror from Mr. F. R. Thcakstono, 
who pointed out that Bradlaugh and Paine were “ two of the 
strictest disciplinarians in English history.”

The Jewish World mentions that one of the pioneers of 
the women’s suffrage movement in America was a Jewess, 
Mrs. Ernestine L. Rose, who addressed meetings as early as 
1830, and attended tho famous convention at Syracuse in 
1852. Mrs. Rose was a Jewess by race, but she was an 
Atheist by conviction. She spent her last years, and died, 
in England. Wo knew her very well and often visited her. 
She looked very venerable in her extreme age. Her Atheistic 
convictions never wavered. She was a grand old lady.

According to a special corre-pondent of the Jewish 
Chronicle, tho outrages cn the Jews in Holy Pussia are
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still continued. He says that in one district he has 
collected “ personal information of 120 cases of outrage 
on Jewish girls and women, whose ages range from ten to 
sixty-five.” “ This is happening in South Russia,” he adds, 
“ without pogroms and in tranquil times.” The beastliness 
of these Christian brutes is unspeakable. The strongest 
proof that Christ is a myth is that he does not prevent these 
wretches from perpetrating their wickedness in his name.

Stphan Memos, a young Greek lately arrived in London, 
tells (in writing) to the Daily Chronicle the story of how 
the village of Larincovo, in North Macedonia, in which he 
lived with his father, mother, brother and two little sisters, 
was wiped out of existence in a single night by an armed 
Bulgarian band. The villagers were at church when their 
fellow Christians descended upon them. A general mas
sacre ensued. Stphan Memos was not killed like his 
father, mother and brother, but his tongue was cut out 
This sort of thing has been going on in Macedonia for a long 
time. Christians murder Christians. And the Christian 
Powers keep on talking to the Turk about disorder in 
Macedonia. Really, it would be a joke if it were not so 
bloody.

Sir Robert Ball did an act of humanity by visiting Dart
moor Prison and giving a lecture to the convicts on astro
nomy. We read that the convicts were greatly interested 
and applauded him heartily at the close of the lecture. 
Some day or other, when Christian superstition is de
throned, and the old ideas of sin and punishment go with 
it, prisoners will be treated like human beings. Instructive 
and stimulating lectures will then take the place of clerical 
dronings from the pulpit.

Bishop Gore (awful name I) chivvied a clergyman out of 
Birmingham not long ago for suggesting a doubt as to the 
accuracy of the story of the Virgin Birth of Christ. NoW 
he welcomes the New Theology, which includes that and a 
good deal more. His reason is that it is, at least, a grea 
breakdown of the old materialism. Heavens ! What these 
Bishops will say 1 Mr. Campbell’s congregation doesn 
consist of materialists. They were formerly old-fashion® 
Christians, and now they are new-fashioned Christians- 
The materialists are precisely where they were—outside 
the new and the old theology both. The breakdown 0 
materialism is only a pious dream.

Sir Oliver Lodge’s “ Catechism ” is warmly welcomed 3 
Bishop Gore. Here is a man of science, he says, w 
believes in God and Immortality; this ought to put fres 
life into the old Christian faith. Nil Desperandum. Nev 
say die. God Almighty established Christianity and ® 
Oliver Lodge keeps it from falling.

1 Elijah ” Dowie was a powerful person even in death-
Lame, blind and sick people crowded round his bier, HCckiUo 
to touch the gorgeous ascension robes in which he " 
arrayed, in the belief that they would be miraculously 
One paralysed woman thought she was cured, and tried 
act accordingly, but she fell down stairs and suffered serl° 
injury. Others were more cautious.

Dowio was buried in Zion City after all, and his gr a , 
may yet bo a place of pilgrimage. There was a big cr0. j 
at the funeral, including sick people who hoped to be bea 
by getting near the corpse.

We forwarded Mr. W. T. Lee a marked copy of the Free- 
thinker of March 8 containing a reference to him in “ Acid 
Drops ” and in “ Answers to Correspondents.” Mr. Lee 
writes us from Cardiff, under date of March 15, with refer
ence to the matter. He suggests that it would have been 
better—he will not say kinder—if we had verified the state
ment that he spoke of the author of Bible Bomances as ‘‘ a 
man who wrote garbled rubbish and had no reputation to 
lose.” But the statement was not ours—nor Mr. Cohen’s, 
who wrote the “ Acid Drop.” Mr. Lee was reported in the 
Huddersfield press as saying that of Mr. Foote; and we 
submit that his denial of the statement as “ utterly untrue ” 
might more properly have been made at the source of the 
falsehood. Mr. Lee sends us a long account of what he says 
happened, but we do not fully understand i t ; nor are the 
details of much importance in face of his unqualified con
tradiction. We are asked to “ correct ” Mr. Cohen. But 
we cannot do that, as he simply went by the Huddersfield 
newspaper. Wo cannot do more than give' publicity to Mr. 
Leo’s declaration that “ the whole story is utterly untrue.”

Many of Dowie’s dupes believe that ho will rise from 
dead. If they believe it strongly enough ho will. There' 
a Shakespearean proverb about the wish being father to to 
thought. Yes, and the thought, in turn, often bocom® 
father to the fact.

Rev. J. Howard, during a discussion at the Ongar B081̂  
of Guardians, said that ho remembered a clergyman ^ . 
lived until ho was ninety years of age, who never wash® ’ 
and who yet remained a healthy man. But porhaps he 
descended from one of the old saints who never touch® 
water. Other peoplo are not so fortunate in their uu e 
cedents.

That clergyman was a distinguished member of 11  ̂ ® 
great unwashed.” Considering tho state he must ha- 
been in, it might be said of him, as Ilamlet said to 
searchers for the dead body of Polonius, “ You shall u° 
him as you go.” Ho could have led his flock any tlD) 
without being visible. They could hardly lose his trail-

Mr. Lee admits that he did make tho statement that ho 
had met Mr. Foote eighteen times in debate, for ho says that 
the number “ was an error of mine.” But he says nothing 
as to the reported statement that he was “ about tired of it.” 
If he retains that feeling, he must have carried it about a 
long time, for it is many years (some ten, wo beliovo) since 
he last debated with Mr. Foote. Mr. Lee thinks lie has 
debated with Mr. Foote “ eleven or twelve times.” Well, it 
all depends on his method of arithmetic. If he counts all 
the nights, he may be righ t; if he only counts the debates, 
he is certainly wrong. He first debated with Mr. Foote at 
Derby in 1895, and afterwards at Cardiff, Liverpool, 
Plymouth, Bristol and London. We do not recollect any other 
encounter. And, as we have said, the latest of them was 
long enough ago for Mr. Lee to have got rid of his weariness. 
Mr. Foote, for his part, says nothing about any of the debates 
he has engaged in. All ho had to say he said in the debates. 
“ The rest is silence.”

Our sympathy goes out to the Rev. II. T. Devall, of St. 
Paul’s, Ramsey—a place which is represented by the great 
and pious Mr. Hall Caino in the Manx Parliament. This 
gentleman—we mean Mr. Devall—preached a sermon lately 
ia support of the National Sunday Observance Movement. 
Referring to Sunday closing, he said that they had swept 
away one devil in Manxland and opened the door to another. 
Sweetstulf-shops were open on Sunday, and children spent 
in them the money that should go to Church and Sunday- 
school collections. Shocking 1 It is a clear case for legal 
protection. A man of God ought not to have to preach the 
Gospel to a lot of children who sit sucking away the collec
tion under his very eyes. No wonder Mr. Devall “ hoped the 
time was not far distant when a Manx law would he passed 
to stop it.” What a chance for Mr. Hall Caine 1 We trust 
he will rise to the height of the occasion.

'W!
a»“

ii

When our shop manager complained to tho Post 
officials about the disappearance of so many FrcctM "'^ 
and other things sent out from our publishing olDce» 
suggested that some religious fanatics in tho Post 
service might be the guilty parties, the higher 
laughed at the idea. Will they kindly tell us, then, " t 
they make of tho following paragraph in tho Daily 
of March 13 :—

“ Mr. W. F. Brittain, postmaster of Sheridan, Wy°®jj. 0f 
has been removed from liis office because he had a vaj.'’ 
burning all mail matter which did not meet with his apPr°

If this sort of thing can happen elsewhero, why u° 
London or other parts of the kingdom ?

Mr. Foote complained about his letters, when 
London for his present residence, until ho was sick of ^  
plaining. His letters were dolayed, and somo of them^^g 
altogether. Somo irregularities were really curious. lP 
is one of them. Mr. Foote posted somo copy to tho for 
in the Freethinker composing room. When he arrived 8 
office himself the next day, about noon, it had not ar 
Presently tho foreman camo and said it had ja®t . , $0 
delivered. Wishing to see the postmarks, Mr. Footo to 
foreman to bring him the envelope. To his surPrlŜ ark9 
address was in a dif'erent handwriting, and certain jjcCji 
made by him over and above tho word “ urgent ” baJ oed 
imitated. Obviously tho communication had been °P jj(, 
and redirected, and the thing was done at the end whc ^ ce 
Foote lives. What had it been done for? The Bost ¡je<j 
official, who interviewed Mr. Foote on the matter, . fl(jy 
when tho suggestion was made that somo religious , u cgrre0' 
might be spying into the editor of tho Freethinker » jjr* 
pondence. And that smile was all the satisfacti 
Foote ever had.
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Now the oddest thing of all was that Mr. Foote indicated 
‘he time when tho letter was posted, and the pillar-box at 
which it was posted; and it was on a Sunday evening, 
wen the full staff is not in active employment. I t ought 
aot to have been difficult to trace the movements of that 
‘otter in the Post Office; certainly, the few men into whose 
tods it could have gone might have been questioned or 

hatched. Mr. Foote had his own opinion on the matter, 
aad he entertains it still. More than that it would be im- 
Ptodent to say. For, although the Post Office is not to be 
toght anything, it is a powerful institution, and has a lot of 
oc°y to spend—if it wants to.

: A?*011gst the pieces reprinted in England for the first time 
n the new “ Bohn ” edition of Emerson is the Essay on 
Character,” originally published in the North American 

7 ^  of April, 1866. In the course of it there is a, very 
'pificant passage on the relation of official Christianity to 

,, totoy in America. “ I t is only yesterday,” Emerson said, 
at our American churches, so long silent on Slavery, and 

Em°ri°?s^  hostile to the Abolitionist, wheeled into line for 
, ancipation.” Emerson is a much higher authority on 

8 subject than the Christian Evidence scribes of a later
Stoeration,

More “ Providence.” Great floods have occurred in West 
t. ktoia. The town of Majorsville has been washed away.

trouble come from other parts of the United 
ftnr,iSj AH the large manufacturing plants along the river 
thiv, Gad 1° ho closed, and a hundred thousand men were 
bro, iD 0ut of worh. Traffic on all the local railroads was 
art, ^  to a standstill. Heavy losses and much suffering
«■ tePottcd from Ohio and Kentucky. “ He doeth allUlngs well.”

Str
v°tedfaiUT clergymen went to the poll at Oxford and 
cellot or<l Curzon, as against Lord Rosebery, as Chan- 
H0wasp 0 University. They felt safer with Lord Curzon. 
liag ue ^‘toservative in every respect, and although “ clever,” 
by i jQler troubled with ideas. Curzon carried it, therefore, 
Bleeping V°ies b° 440 for Rosebery; and Oxford can go on

A
'6llds ‘s welcome to tho newspapers as long as it
givin„ elt to. sensationalism. That is why they have been 
totabliJ!- ‘c'ty somo pretended American experiments 
half an lny the weight of “ the soul ” as something between 
ii8covcr0uno0 an<l an ounce. It is a pity that this wonderful 
’tote ar/ .  Wa,s published during March. It would have boen 

PPiopriato on the first of April.

father v« ,
c°uQttVta vaughan is still on tho job. Many of his own 
“bey (j^ eai ho says, think no more of Christianity than 
jtothet t] a i‘nnan haddock. Father Vaughan might go 
i “gty *] u ^ a t .  When some of his countrymen are 
a° of Cli far moro of a finnan haddock than they

don’t V^ianity. And if the fish is fresh and well cooked 
1 blame them.

to Anie.Cetltenary of Garibaldi, Patriot and Hero—Was He 
bielj;fii01̂  ? ” was tho title of a lecture by tho Rev. J. H. 
the af a'  Springbarn Parish Church, which is reported in 
of jjj ' ^°Uox and Springbarn Express. Towards tho end 
coae 8 tocture—tho only part of it with which wo are 
bald; °d Mr. Dickie denounced tho slandor that Gan- 
8totW aa “ au Atheist and a blasphemer.” Tho reverend 
‘bye^ton quotes Garibaldi as saying: “ It is in vain that 
* boliJftos toy to make mo out an Atheist and a blasphemer. 
°f tfip ,0,.1£j God. I  am of the religion of Jesus Christ, not 

8‘0n °£ tho Popes. I do not admit any lntcrmedi-
to yon Z CCU God and mau-” And a«ain : V 1 am a GHristiari^b°nijs .r°. yea] I  am of that religion which has broken t e 
^6s, tli-,*. ? avory and has proclaimed tho freedom of man. 
n Garibaldi said and meant at the time, c
K  *  - I0 carly flays of tho Dcfonco of Romo and the 
°§y. tt ?• Mr. Dickie forgets the importance of chrono- 
^6tSecut^ dkc one who should represent Paul as a

• "“b in ti — * ’-"»riuaiui saiu anu meani ai me ume. ioii 
to-ator«],- carly days of tho Defence of Rome and the 

jje *?• Mr. Dickio forgets the importance of chrono- 
Secutor 1Sf ' dco one wko should represent Paul as a 
toquomi Christians, overlooking tho fact that he

y becarno a Christian himself.

ol^toibaldi’a
of ,a.8° the Qr toyraPh°r, Theodore Bout, states that in his

lacomV ^ A10ro «rew moro and moro sceptical.
GfJ It was» „ 8 of 1B80>” M^ Kent says, “ illusiraics

q’ Grd S to ‘°ws : ‘ Dear Friends,—Man has created uua rnn.r> V___ „ .. .......

Ono 
illustrates

tonn. Yours ever, Garibaldi.’ ”

, in Bygones Worth Bemembering, 
to Jv.ii 0 'V l‘°h took placo one night at a crowded 

° both iu ¿ata,’ '‘b0 time when Mazzini and Garibaldi 
ngland together. “ Mazzini was contending,”

Holyoake says, “ as was his wont, that an Atheist could not 
have a sense of duty. Garibaldi, who was present, at once 
asked, ‘ What do you say to me ? I  am an Atheist. Do I 
lack a sense of duty ?’ 1 Ah,’ said Mazzini, playfully, ‘ you
imbibed duty with your mother’s milk ’—which was not an 
answer, but a good-natured evasion.”

The Rev. J. H. Dickie ought to make himself better 
acquainted with the facts before he speaks on any subject 
in public. Ignorance is not always safe—even in a pulpit.

The dear Daily News considers the Freethinker a very 
wicked paper, because we criticise Christian ideas a little 
too freely for our contemporary’s liking. We do not, for 
instance, endorse its exaggerated claims on behalf of Jesus 
Christ. We do not believe that character to be really 
historical, or that it is perfect even as it is depicted in the 
Gospels. But we have never said, directly or indirectly, 
that Jesus Christ was a scoundrel or a blackguard. But 
the daily organ of the Nonconformist Conscience is appa
rently ready to go to that length with respect to a person
age, in our opinion, of far greater importance. It per
mitted one of its reviewers, the other morning, to pen a 
monstrous libel on the greatest of poets and therefore the 
greatest of men. “ Shakespeare,” the writer said, “ fawned 
upon any hand that had money in it.” We will not waste 
our time in refuting this vulgar accusation. We will not 
even ask the writer for his evidences. The thing is beneath 
contempt. Those who worship a dead Jew may well havo 
no reverence for the greatest of Englishmen.

It is an old joke that, whenever there is a “ risky ” piece 
on at any place of amusement, the men of God go to see it 
in the interest of public morality—to ascertain whether it 
is a thing they ought to warn their congregations against. 
But nature is more subtle, pregnant and varied, than all the 
jocularity of mankind. Nothing can be imagined that does 
not happen. On March 13, the New York correspondent of 
the Daily News telegraphed that religious circles were 
agitated by the arrest and prosecution of the Rev. Howard 
Mears, an assistant to the rector of St. Matthew’s Episcopal 
Church. The reverend gentleman was found, in company 
with two negresses, at a gambling house that was raided the 
night before. In his defence, he pleaded that he went to tho 
placo as a student of sociology, and was seeking material for 
a sermon on evil conditions in tho lifo of New York. The 
magistrates discharged him (lucky man 1), but inflicted a 
fine on tho two negresses. They weren’t getting up a 
sermon, anyhow. Still, it is easy to guess who paid their 
fine. ___

Rev. R. J. Campbell has discovered that ail sin is selfish
ness, and we havo said again and again—and we repeat it— 
that this was the teaching of Ingersoll before Mr. Campbell 
mounted a pulpit. What the reverend gentloman says is 
right enough. We are not denying that. Wo arc only 
donying his originality.

At tho City Temple, on Thursday, March 14, Mr. Camp
bell carried tho question a little farther. We make tho 
following extract from the report of his sermon in tho Daily 
Chronicle:—

“ Mr. Campbell negatived the idea of Divine punishment 
for sin which begins in the hereafter. The punishment for 
sin is in this world, he said; evory foul and selfish deed has 
its harvest of pain in this world or the next, and this pain is 
inflicted by ourselves, or rather, the Eternal God in us.

‘ I daresay,’ he said, ‘ that many of you have been brought 
up to fear that punishment for sin which will begin in the 
other world, and that if a man repents in time, he will escape 
this terrible, unrelenting consequence.’ Mr. Campbell 
pointed out tho injustice of this doctrine, which, ho declared, 
is not the Gospel of Jesus, though it is preached in His name 
in high places.

The incongruity of a man who was a thorough-paced 
scoundrel all his life, and then repented and avoided the 
punishment, was obvious. It offended the moral sense and 
could not be true.

Mr. Campbell related a story which Mark Twain wrote of 
the death of a criminal. The man said ho was going straight 
to Heaven, because he trusted in his Redeemer. ‘ That’s all 
very well,’ Mark Twain replied, ‘ but what about the mur
dered man who had no opportunity of repenting before he 
died?’ ”

Readers of tho Freethinker are perfectly familiar with all 
this. We have said it scores, perhaps hundreds, of times. 
It attracts attention now because a Christian preacher says 
it. But it was just as true before.

A number of Passive Resisters appeared before the Salford 
stipendiary, Mr. Makinson; and ono of thorn, the Rev. 
Samuel Pearson, spoke on behalf of his fellows. The magi-
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strate told him to “ Go to God’s country ; get away from u s ; 
go to Canada or anywhere.” A few days afterwards the 
reverend gentleman went to God’s country. He died.

John William Betts, a Sheffield postman, is doing two 
months’ imprisonment for stealing a letter containing twenty- 
three postcards. The cards were discovered stuck in several 
parts of his Bible. Suppose he had stuck them in a Paine’s 
Age o f Season ! Wouldn’t the religious papers have been 
full of it 1 ___

Alexander Baker was pastor of the Salem-street Baptist 
Chapel at Braintree, but the congregation couldn’t stand 
him, and he was “ chucked.” Since then he has been a 
source of trouble. On the first Sunday in March he went 
to the Chapel and announced his intention to “ break bread 
and drink wine ” with the rest of the worshipers. Isaac 
Pamplin called upon him to stop, and as he did not do so, 
Pamplin threw a large hymn-book at him, striking him on 
the face. Baker didn’t want two doses of that medicine, so 
he walked out. Subsequently the magistrates were inter
viewed, and Pamplin was fined “ five bob,” including costs, 
for a technical assault. “ Let brotherly love continue.”

According to the Bev. G. F. Holden, “ This world has in it 
no sign of universal justice ”—which is not saying much for 
the character of the God who is assumed to have created it 
—and then goes on to argue that “ unless there is a great 
hereafter, where all wrongs are made right, God is no 
righteous God, but a moral monster.” But how is it possible 
to set right in some other world wrong done in this ? A 
wrong once done cannot be undone, and any amount of 
benefit conferred upon the wronged cannot remove the 
injustice. And the punishment of the wrongdoer can only 
minister to the sense of revenge, without having the 
compensating feature of correcting a faulty character. Mr. 
Holden appears to forget that if there is a God this world 
must be taken as being as much an indication of his character 
as any other world. At any rate, it is the only—and wc aro 
bound to take it as the only—reliable ground on which to 
base a judgment. And that judgment is, according to Mr. 
Holden, that the world shows no sign of an over-ruling 
justice, and that unless God has made an attempt to correct 
elsewhere his handiwork here, the whole plan of creation 
amounts to an indictment of him as a moral monster. It is 
gracious of Mr. Holden to give God another chance, and not 
condemn him on account of his prentico effort, but his 
generosity is quite lacking in anything like logic.

“ The Missionary-Bidden Madras,” is the heading of a 
letter by “ Fore-thought,” who is evidently a native, in the 
Hindu. The following extract is noticeable :—

“ The Madras Presidency has been the scene of the labors 
of many great educationists. It is hero that secular educa
tion was once productive of good results—statesmen, scholars, 
lawyers of the first rank, but gradually the Missionary in 
fluence predominated and made education very narrow.”

Tho writer goes on to say that, whilo the Mission Societies 
have done much for the spread of education, the narrow 
spirit in which they work is proved by the fact that “ they 
have not succeeded in producing one scholar capable of 
handling the collegiate classes.”

Dr. Whiteside, the Catholic Bishop of Liverpool, in a pas
toral addressed to his llock, discusses “ the marked decline 
throughout tho country of the religious observance of 
Sunday.” The following is an interesting extract from this 
official document:—

“ The census of churchgoers taken in various centres of 
population records the sad fact that a very largo proportion, 
according to some almost a half, of the people of this country 
stand outside organised Christianity, and attend no place of 
worship. As regards the moro religiously-minded portion of 
the community, it is admitted that they go less frequently to 
church than formerly ; and with respect to others, who are 
attached to particular religious organisations more by family 
tradition than by conviction, the fact is only too evident that 
if they are to be induced to go to church at all, the form of 
service must be made to assume less and less of a distinctly 
Christian, or even of a religious, character. There is, fur
thermore, a tendency, at least in certain parts of the country, 
to devote tho whole of the week-ends, including Sunday, to 
pleasure and amusement. It is not surprising, then, that 
the leaders of the chief denominations should have recently 
issued a united appeal to the people of England urging them 
to try and stem an evil which threatens to destroy what has 
hitherto been one of the proudest traditions of this country.” 

The Bishop goes on to say that Catholics have not to 
“ deplore any decline in the attendance at Masson Sundays.” 
Yet ho makes the sad admission that “ there are still tens of 
thousands of Catholics who habitually and wilfully miss 
Mass on Sundays ” and “ far more who seldom or never

come to evening service.” So the dry rot seems to f>e 
spreading all round.

Why don’t men go to chu rch  ? The Bishop of Southwell 
explains it. He says that men are extremely shy creatur 
and hate walking up the church aisles. Tho women, 
suppose, rather like it. We know now.

The Yicar of Thames Ditton says that in his parish only 
five per cent, of the parishioners attend any place of w 
ship. We are sorry for him, but that is five per cent 
many.

Dr. Bickersteth, Vicar of Leeds, is prepared to vote for tbjj 
abolition of Sunday delivery of letters in Leeds. If sU 
matters must be settled by voting, we are prepared to & 
for the abolition of Sunday preaching in Leeds. Let it ^  
day of rest all round. Tie up the parsons’ jaws as wol 
the letter-carriers’ feet. Why not ?

The Wandsworth Public Library Committee, after 'va?^j 
three months, instructs the Librarian to inform us tba* 
offer to present a copy of the Freethinker to the reaT ^ e 
room is declined. We understand that the Clarion and 
Literary Guide are accepted, with or without thanks. ~o ^  
thing must be excluded for the sake of appearances, and^  ̂
line is drawn at the Freethinker. Which, in its way, 1 
compliment. This is the dangerous paper.

Christianity is progressing in the Eastern Counties. ^  
recent confirmation by the Bishop of Norwich there W  ̂
three candidates from St. Mary-le-Tower; one was an 
gentleman eighty-three years of age, who must have 
just in tim e; the other two were ladies, and one of t oj 
was both blind and deaf. Wo congratulate the Cburc 
Christ in Suffolk on this splendid windfall. A few 0f 
such confirmations will counteract all tho work 
“ infidelity.”

Death of M. Berthelot.

M. M a rcelin  B e r t u e l o t , the world-famous French scie”^?.lie
died at Paris on Monday evening. In tho afternoon 
attended the meeting of tho Academy of Science, of W” 
ho was the permanent secretary. When ho roached n 
again ho found his sons sitting by their mothor’s beds 
Sho had been ill for some time, but her death did not s 
imminent, and M. Berthelot went to his work in an SWI ^ 
ing room. A few minutes after six Mme. Berthelot sU(atî ell 
expired. The great scientist’s affection for his wife was . 
known—although many English Christians believe that ^ 
of thing is unknown in “ Infidel France.” Ho had sfll » 
his sons, “ I could not survive the death of your moth ^ 
And it was literally true. When tho news was convcyeflliterally
him he fell back dead in his chair,

in P*riS,’“ M. Bertlielot,” says the Tribune correspondent ^  
“ was one of tho most respected men in Franco. His . j,y 
courage and uprightness wero recognised and admite J,j{
everyone.” The same paper, in a leading article, says ■ 
is hardly too much to say of M. Berthclot that he la’ 
foundation of modern synthetic organic chemistry.” _ „

lio
was not a mere specialist. “ His was, above all things* 
Tribune says, “ a balanced and many-sided intellect. .^eS, 
contemporary mentions some of his intellectual aC*'lVLeiJ- 
but, like other English journals, it had not the courage to ^  
tion his Freethought. He was tho honored President o j 
Federated Freethinkers of Franco. M. Bcrtholot’s fine 
to the International Freethought Congress at Itomo w» v,iy. 
most important thing read or spoken at that great asse .^ 
I translated it in full in tho Freethinker of October 2,  ̂¡u
One sentence must bo quoted now. “ We shall estab” 5 
tho world,” M. Berthclot said, “ tho reign of reason ^ 
from ancient prejudices and dogmatic systems; that  ̂
say, a superior ideal, a higher morality moro sccuro 
that of former times, because it is based upon a I£tl0"Liites 
of human nature, and because it proclaims and demons 
the intellectual and moral solidarity of tho peopl° 
nations.” . .¡st in

M. Berthelot was the original of the great scio” 1 
Zola’s Paris; learned, accomplished, urbane, benevolo” ' ^  
perfectly courageous in maintaining his ideas. “ I a ¡pjd 
true revolutionist,” he smilingly said to the conspirator y, 
revolters who wanted to change the world in ^ lí ,̂'loSivc, 
And he was right. Ideas are tho most powerful 
and they have this advantage, that they work W 
bloodshed and violenco. W-
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Ur. Foote’s Engagem ents.

Mayl28;  ,MancIiester. way G, Liverpool.

To Correspondents.

Wor°lfEN'S L ecture E ngagements.—April 14, Glasgow ; 21, 
Hall o an’s Hall, Stratford ; 28, a. Victoria Park, e. Workman’s

j ^ Ul- Stratford.
^  Lloyd’s L ecture E ngagements.—March 24, West Stanley.

’Dcreâ ENNEDY-—Papers forwarded. Yes, our circulation is 
aCce] slaS> slowly, but still surely ; and our friends can 
tW i.a e process by introducing this journal to people 
in ¿Ln ee*‘ 'n the ordinary intercourse of life. Our readers can, 
n8 o 8 Wal-’ advertise us most effectively. Also, if they send 
pr c Raines and addresses of persons who might read the 
to fof!1”" ro8uiarly if they only knew of it, we shall be happy 

leku ™ ^em a post-free gratuitous copy for six consecutive
?• W. M, ■Much obliged.

iue ¡hinson.—Thanks for the cuttings. See “ Acid Drops.”
^ everend gentleman is all at sea about Garibaldi.

Lord ,B.ATTlIS-—All sorts of prayers have been addressed to the 
03 a“°ut us by Christians, but we never found that they did 
tnea 8°°d—or harm. Still, if you w ill pray for us, by all

C S1 ° S° ’ no you mean well, and that is something.
' W dT £°U say you would “ very much like to meet the 
toonyel Strangler ’ in a throat-gripping contest.” So would 
8hetc]m?re’ 'nit *-Le man has only one neck to be squeezed—or 
Min/,» . ' Glad to hear you are so pleased with the Free-

W. ' ’ A copy shall be sent as desired, 
hero °KI!1I)er writes : 111 have already gained you one reader 
‘»trod8'““ am tr7 in8 hard to get more. The Freethinker was 
, ouldU: ^  me in Manchester twelve months ago, and I 
big a ‘ miss it now for sixpence a week, although 1 haven’t a 
Mr. Rtt®e,''’ This correspondent has given away six copies of 
" 6ple°j-?'8 *rom Fiction to Fact, and finds our Bible Handbook 
" Onei?« carry  about ” with him. “ Doesn’t it,” he says, 

J. q t le eyes of the Christians to what their Bible contains.” 
syJ EN' -LLanks. See paragraph.

'Hs correspondents are once more warned that we cannottaki
t° notice of their communications. Persons who write
&Md f« _

Q. rq_ °Uble will be wasted.
must

houbli give the usual guarantee of good faith, or their time

C°bb(,H18,—The Salvation Army has “ face” enough—as 
hideo ‘. used to say—for anything. To make day and night 
good ]U>i hands and street-singing, and then to object to

A. jj, Un81c Hi the public parks on Sunday, is just like it. 
print to—^ UCL obliged, though we have seen it before, and in

Glad you were pleased with our answer rc thatam. ■ Yjuia you were pieasea 
L. r essed ” poem of Robert Burns 

road j00isakstone.—Thanks for good wishes. We are on the 
trim. rec°very, and expect soon to be in the best old fightingty. R, R

laj Con"11*—Lfany thanks for useful cuttings.
Hied V r8™ 10» •̂ RMY ” T ract F und.—Previously aoknow- 

C. IV. R lGs. 9d. Since received: Brixton, Is.
4. r0c Tyring .—Cuttings duly received. Thanks.

Goea n s—Heading a number of statements “ Principles” 
Puts ac -make them so. If you read that “ Acid Drop” of 
itself. i!n.' carefully, wo think you will find that it explains 
Haral id >■ iS„a11 very weii to talk of “ the good life ” and “ the 
“Ut Horn'" anc*to cry “ Let us all be as good as we can.” 
•fleas a, all‘y> as a science, must rest on certain ideas, and those 
?t;U ciZ What. we mean by 'principles. Secularism has bucIi 
avoid8 )e,8’ 80 has Positivism, but Ethicism has none. It 

j  eVetytlun10, *nteUeetual questions, which are at tho bottom of

ciiestef11-—leased to hear that Mr. Lloyd’s audiences at Man- 
> Ct°p of lrnPr?ve ; sorry (though not surprised) to hear that the 
^Ci'S R TUestions was large but weak.
c aPprccin)lCE— We never saw the verses you refer to. Glad you U. r , ato the ........... ....................... -  " ‘ •

al\v.
“ intellectual » quality of the Freethinker.

Don’t sav vou have dared to write to us , 
i^M '8 pleased to hear from our readers. Besides, yomaction 
to S,‘et| 8‘mg and encouraging. You say that y°ur .ntroduction 
back Fre.ethinker was through an old gcntlema k, jlall,
Man, R°Ples at the corner of the street near t • • Wanted ■
and fv Catei' ! that you found the paper just wba you ^ " ^ i
you Vha 11 led you on to attending lectures at the Hall, which 
thecnad never heard of, although you had hwd fave years 
pU8e ‘y- Facts like these should encourage the “ *nt®

this journal round by all the means »  theirpow«. 
C, e ° are thousands like yourself. The thing is to ic,

"di'l.R—Thanks for your efforts to promote our circulation, 
fc. jr y°n will bo glad to hear, is steadily improving. 

Which11111'8— prospectus of the Sheffield Ethical Society 
Been 1 yn U sen<̂  us> is an improvement on some others 
C -  But all it says about Ethics is borrowed B'mn Secular- 
¡n i, whde it avoids Secularism’s direct challenge to Theology 

M. p aeral and Christian Theology in particular.
V 'ii o We expect to meet our Manchester friends on 

48 in good form for our platform work.

E. M oorcroft.—You are right about the soul-savers.
“ J an de B oer. ” —T hanks.
H arold E lliott.—We have not issued a weekly contents-slieet 

for a good while, as so few newsagents displayed i t ; but we 
supply a permanent bill to those who can use one.

L etters for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed 
to 2 Newcastle-street, Earringdon-street, E.C.

L ecture N otices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
street, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be 
inserted.

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.

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.

Sugar Plums.

One of our Continental exchanges, the Journal de 
Charleroi, reproduces some of our “ Acid Drops ” on the 
wreck of the Berlin. It translates “ Acid Drops ” as 
“ Gouttes de Vinaigre ’’—literally “ Drops of Vinegar.” 
This, of course, is not exactly accurate, but our con
temporary cannot be expected to be familiar with every 
idiomatic expression in English. “ Acid Drops ” have no 
vinegar in them. They are acid, but they are also sweet; 
and the mixture of opposites makes them very palatable.

Another contemporary of ours, La Pensee, the organ of 
the Freethought Societies of Belgium, translates the greater 
part of our article on “ Providence ” in relation to the wreck 
of the Berlin and the rescue of the fourteen survivors. Tho 
editor says that one phrase of ours “ the jargon of religion
ists ” deserves to pass into the French language.

“ F. M.," Paisloy, contributed an excellent lettor to the 
discussion on religion going on in a local newspaper. We 
see that he has drawn upon our Crimes of Christianity. 
Not that wo complain of th a t; on the contrary, we are glad 
to see that tho book is useful to the defenders of Free- 
thought. This correspondent’s remarks on Josephus were 
particularly good. Ho was replied to, but not answered, by 
Ernest Thompson, a local evangelist, who says not a word 
in opposition to “ F. M.’s ” arguments against the famous 
passage in Josephus, but simply quotes what he calls Henan’s 
opinion, as if that alone outweighed the great concensus of 
opinion to tho contrary. Moreover, this Paisley evangelist 
does not, in all probability, quote from the original—and no 
edition of that is of any value now before the thirteenth, 
which was largely rewritten. In the Introduction to that 
edition of the Vie de Jesus, Henan makes certain reserva
tions as to tho “ authenticity ” of tho Josephus passago, 
which Ernest Thompson was either too ignorant or too dis
honest to mention. He says that a Christian hand has 
retouched the passage, adding some words, and perhaps 
cutting out or modifying some expressions. And he adds 
that there was probably current in tho second century an 
edition of Josephus “ corrected according to Christian ideas.” 
Now if tho Christians acted in that way, they wore fraudu
lent forgers; and it is obvious that the second half of 
Renan’s remarks on Josephus destroy tho value of tho 
opinion he expressed in tho first half.

Mr. Lloyd, whoso audiences at Manchester on Sunday 
were the best ho has had there, pays his first visit to 
West Stanley to-day (March 24), and is to give two lectures 
in tho theatre. Wo hope thcro will be a strong rally of the 
district “ saints.”

More copies of Mr. Cohen’s “ Salvation Army ” tract are 
wanted, and wo shall be happy to rcceivo further subscrip
tions towards the cost of production. Wo are putting on a 
fresh supply, in tho hope that tho necessary funds will be 
forthcoming. Within a few shillings the amount already 
acknowledged has been expended.

The Secular Education League, which was started at the 
Tribune Rendezvous meeting which Mr. Footo attended 
early in February, is making progress. It has a list of dis
tinguished people on its General Council, and is just 
launching its first Manifesto. Wo could print that document 
this week, but it might not bo considered fair, and we arc 
anxious that Secularists should show up well in this enter
prise. We shall therefore print it in our next issue. Mr. 
Foote has been an active member of the Executive Com
mittee of tho League, and has devoted a good deal of time 
and attention to its work, particularly in connection with 
the Manifesto.
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The Making of the Gospels.—III.
---- ♦----

[Continued from p. 171.)
No stories of miraculous works of healing or wise 
sayings appear to have been in circulation respecting 
Jesus in the days of the authors of the Pauline 
Epistles and the Revelation. In none of these first 
century writings is any knowledge of the Gospel 
fictions displayed—and a score of reasons can be 
adduced to show that many of them must have been 
referred to had they been known. It was not until 
a later generation that sayings and doings attributed 
to Jesus, came to be fabricated and committed to 
writing.

The originators of these stories were Christian 
teachers and others, who were well acquainted with 
the Old Testament Scriptures. Their modus operandi 
was the simplest in the world, and the source of 
their narratives the most natural imaginable. They 
knew nothing whatever about their beloved Lord and 
Master, but that small matter was not of the least 
consequence. Was not Jesus Christ the one great 
subject of prophecy in the Hebrew Scriptures ? And 
would any devout Christian dare to deny that those 
predictions had been fulfilled ? Was not Isaiah liii., 
for instance, a series of prophecies dictated by the 
Spirit of God, foretelling the treatment of Jesus by 
the Jewish nation ? And was it not, then, a matter 
of absolute certainty that all the indignities described 
in that chapter must have been inflicted, and had, in 
fact, actually been borne by the Jewish Savior ? 
Many important details of these sufferings were, no 
doubt, lacking in this chapter; but the full accounts 
might be found in other portions of the ancient 
Hebrew prophetical writings. This was the kind of 
reasoning that led to the writing of the Gospel 
“ history.”

In one of the Gospels, Jesus is represented as 
saying

“ These are my words which I spake unto you, while 
I was yet with you, how that all things must needs be 
fulfilled, which are written in the law of Moses, and tho
Prophets, and the Psalms, concerning me.......Thus it is
written, that the Christ should suffer, and rise again 
from the dead the third day,” etc. (Luke xxiv. 44-46).

It is scarcely necessary to say that there is not one 
word in the Old Testament which refers to Jesus 
Christ. Hence the writing the “ history ” of Jesus 
from “ prophecy ”—in the second or third generation 
after his death—was a work of pure misrepresenta
tion, and could only have been done by men of some 
education who had spent considerable time in study
ing the Hebrew Scriptures. This pious work of 
distortion was long and arduous; but it was finished 
at last, and we possess three very much revised and 
improved copies in the Gospels “ according to ’ 
Matthew, Mark and Luke.

That the method of “ history-writing ” here out
lined is not fanciful, and was that actually employed 
by the original Gospel-makers, is the next point to fee 
elucidated. The fact stated becomes clearly evident 
from a comparison of the New Testament writings 
with the earliest Christian documents extant. In 
the Gospels, for instance, it cannot escape notice 
that the writers were acquainted with a number of 
Old Testament passages which, they assert, were 
predictions concerning Jesus Christ, and such being 
the case, were bound bo be fulfilled. The following 
are a few examples from the First Gospel:—

1. The Virgin Mary was “ found with child by the Holy
Ghost.......that it might be fulfilled which was spoken
by the Lord through the prophet, saying”-----.

2. Jesus was to bo born in Bethlehem because “ thus it
was written by tho prophet ” -----.

3. The child Jesus was taken to Egypt “ that it might be
fulfilled which was spoken by the Lord through the 
prophet, saying ” -----.

4. A massacre of babies took place in Bethlehem in fulfil
ment of “ that which was spoken by Jeremiah the 
prophet saying ”----- .

5. Jesus “ dwelt in a city called Nazareth.......that it might
be fulfilled which was spoken by tho prophets ”----- .

If the Old Testament passages which are referred 
in the foregoing examples had never been written» 
then Jesus or his parents would not have had to aC, 
so as to fulfil them. We know, moreover, that no 
one of the passages quoted had any reference 
Jesus Christ. Consequently, that much-misrep1’® 
sented individual, if possessed of ordinary im0  ̂
gence, would not have acted as recorded of him 1 
the Gospels. The original Gospel-maker, ^°wê g 
was not possessed of ordinary intelligence, and * 
fact that he had his eye on the passages be ci 
raises the presumption that it was a distorted vie 
of those passages which suggested to him the &c 
he has attributed to Jesus. ...

Apart from the books of the New Testament, ® 
earliest Christian writing of which we have a j 
knowledge was the “ Preaching of Peter.” This w t 
a kind of romance something like the “ Recognitions» 
in which Peter and the other apostles were r0P.r 
sented as going about promulgating the new Christ' 
religion. The book was “ lost ” at an early perl° ’ 
but Clement of Alexandria has preserved so 
extracts from it. The following paragraph indica 
pretty plainly the source whence the history of J0S 
was derived. Clement says :— ^

“ Whence also Peter in the ‘ Preaching,’ spcakiDg 
the apostles, says : 1 But we, unrolling the books of . 
Prophets which we possess, which name Jesus Cnrl ' 
partly in parables, partly in enigmas, partly exp*e9 
and in so many words, find in them his coming» a.  ̂
death, and cross, and all the rest of the tortures w 
the Jews inflicted on him, and his resurrection
assumption to heaven.......Recognising them, there*®
wo have believed in God in consequence of wl)3 »
written respecting him.......For we know that
enjoined these things, and we say nothing apart fr 
the [Hebrew] Scriptures ’ ” (Strom, vi., xv.).

There cannot be the slightest doubt that had tb6̂  
been no such passages in the Old Testament as th° 
distorted by the early Christians, we should bo 
had no history of Jesus Christ. This system of P0̂  
version was common to all Christian teachers 
that age. Even Clement of Alexandria, who 
quoted from the “ Preaching,” was guilty of the sa 
practice. He says (Strom, v., vi.):—

“ It were tedious to go over all tho Prophets and ^  
Law, specifying what is spoken in enigmas; for am* 
the whole Sciipture gives its utterance in this way-

To take a more relevant example, Clement say9 i0 
another place:—

“ And that tho Lord [Jesus] himself was uncoD?!\v 
in aspect the Spirit testifies by Isaiah : ‘ And ''ve . tfl) 
him, and ho had no form nor comoliness; but his '  . 
was mean, inferior to men ’ [Is. liii. 2]. Yet who 
more admirablo than the Lord ?"

One of the earliest of the Christian writings vvb*c,, 
have come down to us is the “ Epistle of Barnabfl8’ 
a document composed by a primitive Chris*'1, 0 
teacher some time before the appearance of ,0 
canonical Gospels. I have space for hut one sal0?iy 
of this pious writer’s distortions, but this will aB*P 
suffice to show to what lengths Christian misreP, ^  
sentations were carried. In this extract, Barha . 
ascribes to Abraham a knowledge of the Greek * 
guago and a foreknowledge of the coming of J08 ^ 
He assumes that tho mythical patriarch named k 
that I and H were the first two letters of the Da ^  
Jesus, written in capitals—IHSOUS—and tb® > g; 
numerals, the Greek letter I stood for 10, 3  *0 l0i 
and T for 300. This ancient Christian instro 
s a y s , r9t

“ Learn then, my children, that Abraham, the ^  
who enjoined circumcision, looking forward in sPU„jery 
Jesus, practised that rite having received the my® ¿[ 
of the three letters. For tho Scripture saitb» 
Abraham circumcised ten and eight and three L''! 
men of his household.’ What, then, was the kno^ 
given to him in this ? Learn the eighteen first, a“ao(iCcl: 
tho three hundred. The ten and eight are thus d0B 0f 
ten by I, and eight by H ; you have thus the in*"1 
‘Jesus.’ And because the cross was to exPjeS. 
grace of his redemption by the letter T, the ScfU 0t 
says also ‘ three hundred.’ He knows this who h ojj0 
within us tho engrafted gift of his doctrine. ^
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For
bas been admitted by me to a more excellent piece of 
nowledge than this ; but I know that ye are worthy.”

^  consummate impudence and unscrupulousness 
the 6' dls ôrMon of a simple passage of “ scripture,” 
holl̂ IOQS Earnabas beats all modern commentators 

Nevertheless, it was probably Barney’s 
theCe piece of knowledge ” which suggested to 
Btat au*k°r of the Fourth Gospel the mendacious 

be has placed in the mouth of his fictitious 
thB 8 viii. 56), who is represented as saying to 
ue scnbes and Pharisees

Jour father Abraham rejoiced that he should see 
^  y day ; and he saw it, and was glad.”
ûsiivtb86-’ imaginary Jews in the story did not 
n0(.{''be impudent falsehood here cited; that would 
« jv ave done : yet only belief in some such crudity as 
the r i ? ^ er^ three letters ” can account for
Fowi ^ ioos declaration put in the mouth of the 

Sol GoePel Jesus.
caijgd f, decades later than Barnabas appeared Justin, 
lent r + 0 Martyr»” who followed the same fraudu- 
lnoji ysseui of Old Testament interpretation. One 
of read̂ 8 samPie °f this ancient apologist’s method 
conte«,^ the Hebrew Scriptures may be given. In 
tiona j S  that Psalm xxii. was a series of predic- 
IO3) .^terring to Jesus Christ, Justin says (Dialogue

t Jnd the expression, 1 Fat bulls have beset me 
acts '• [xx*b 12] , was spoken beforehand of those who 
tk t Mfflilarly to the calves, when Jesus was led before
n A ,  w*sh teachers : and the Scripture described them as bullSt»
r And the expression, 1 For there is none to help ’ 
arrA ^ ’ ' s a'so indicative of what took place [at the 
to A • Aesus] : for there was not even a single man 

„ ®Sl8t Him as an innocent person.”
Qt) And tho expression, 'They opened their mouths 
J on me like a roaring lion ’ [xxii. 13], designated him 

[phe 0 Waa then king of tho Jews, and was called Herod.” 
acq0apA*ogist Justin, it should bo borne in mind, was 
and w^b a large number of Gospel stories,
v*bcin» 8 a^Jucing what he deemed tho most con- 

Porth6v̂ ence °i the truth of those stories.
Use er examples of the system in such general 
the <<?.0laS the early Christians—that of deducing 
W 8tory ” of their Lord and Master from Old 
Ihig 0Qt “ predictions "—are, I think, unnecessary, 
bbhuo as R^oubtedly the method by which tho 
conipii ? *“ 8tory of the Savior was invented and 
Q°spei and only by some such process could the 

Qarratives have been written.
A b e a c a d a b e a .

(To be continued.)

Voltaire in England.—II.

K i p , .  B ï TnE LATE J
~ 0r °f the “ Freethinker” and Author of the“Ä

M. W h e e l e r ,

%0,JTal>hical Dictionary of Freethinkers,” etc. 
(Concluded from p. 173.)

With**“ Aere apparently few cetebj1̂ 8 become 
¿ 2  ]vbom Voltaire did not contrive  ̂ ,cd in 
h.juamtea. Thomson ho knew, andmplicity.” Wo 
Vf0n1a great genius and a grea J ?bis standingiu ?f6r if ho had heard tho anecdote of m & h
V0n a.ga,rden biting off the sunny t  and
C s e goes on to say, “ I  »i Mankind.
It^ H w 1°3opher’ 1 m2at S  of such a philosophy,a. w k-th.at without a good stock of suen a P Qars ftnd

\ 18 just above a fiddler who am Young, the
¿ ot go to our soul.” With Edward Voung,

Night Thoughts and the Centau? \  unbroken ^ ¿ rAed a friendship “ which remajned
v̂iu ono had become tho most rig „nti-Chris- 

hsJ168 and the other the most daring 1 great 
01 Pope be w

rela/j1’ and as Desnoiresterreo show , mother by 
thQ̂ d hy Johnson of his offending P op . bly mere
% m ° 38neBS of his conversation, is p . 0f

lUta*y. Certain it is Tope continued on teims

courtesy if not of friendship, and sent to him a copy 
of his famous Essay on Man, inspired by their mutual 
friend Lord Bolingbroke. In his early days, Voltaire 
thought much of the optimism of the essay, but 
maturer thought, experience of the world and the 
Lisbon earthquake, produced Candide, that immortal 
satire on the theme “ Whatever is, is right.”

Having access to the best circles, the brilliant 
Frenchman made the most of his opportunities. His 
essays were published as an introduction to La 
Henriade, which he did not fail to advertise in a 
delicate fashion by saying the cuts were masterpieces 
of art, “ ’Tis the only beauty in the book that I can 
answer for.” He appears to have sought subscribers 
personally. To Swift he writes: “ May I beg you to 
use your influence in Ireland to procure some sub
scribers for La Henriade, which is finished, and which, 
for want of a little aid has not yet appeared. The 
subscription is only one guinea, payable in advance.” 
Voltaire was evidently not one to hide his light under 
a bushel, or to go unnoticed for want of pushing. 
He always had two or three irons in the fire, and 
before one task was ended another was begun. La 
Henriade was a great success, going through three 
editions in a short period, and the money thus 
obtained formed the foundation of the large fortune 
which Voltaire accumulated, not by his writings, but 
by his ability in finance.

Voltaire’s Letters on the English roads, at the present 
day, as so very mild a production, that it is difficult 
to understand why the Parliament of France should 
order its suppression. Yet it was a true instinct 
which detected that the work was directed against 
the principle of authority. The introduction of 
English thought was destined to become an explosive 
element shattering the feudalism of Europe. One 
educated in the current delusion that Voltaire was a 
mere mocker, will bo surprised to find tho temperate 
way in which ho speaks of the Quakers. Here, where 
there was such excellent opportunity for raillery, 
Voltaire shows he had a genuine admiration for their 
simplicity of life and their distaste for warfare. In 
these Letters, as in all his writings, he proves how far 
he was the embodiment of the new ora by his boldly 
expressed preference for industrial over military 
pursuits.

In his remarks on the Church of England, Voltaire, 
however, gives an unmistakablo touch of his quality : 
“ One cannot have public employment in England or 
Ireland without being of the number of tho faithful 
Anglicans. This reason, which is an excellent proof, 
has converted so many Nonconformists that not a 
twentieth part of the nation is out of the pale of the 
dominant church.”

Aftor alluding to the “ holy zeal ’’ of ministers 
against dissenters, and of the lower house of Convo
cation, who “ from time to time burnt impious books 
—that is, books against themselves ”—ho says: 
“ When they learn that in France, young fellows 
noted for debauchery and raised to prelacy by tho 
intrigues of women, openly make love, compose love- 
songs, give every day elaborate delicate suppers, then 
go to implore the illumination of the Holy Spirit, 
boldly calling themselves tho successors of the 
Apostles—they thank God they are Protestants. 
But they are abominable heretics, to bo burnt by 
all the devils, as Master Francois Rabelais says; 
and that is why I do not meddle with their affairs.”

Tho Presbyterians fare little better, for Voltaire 
relates that when King Charlos surrendered to tho 
Scots they made that unfortunate monarch undergo 
four sermons a day.

It was, however, his admiration for English philo
sophy which was most startling to the French mind. 
He came hero a poet, but he left a philosopher. 
Locke’s Essay became his philosophical gospel. 
“ For thirty years,” he writes in 1768, “ I have 
been persecuted by a crowd of fanatics because I said 
that Locke is the Hercules of Metaphysics, who has 
fixed the boundaries of the human mind.” Newton, 
whose Principia he also introduced to bis country
men, was buried during Voltaire’s visit to England. 
That at his funeral in Westminster Abboy the pall
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was borne by the Lord High Chancellor and other 
dignitaries, contributed to Voltaire’s esteem of a 
country where Addison could become a Secretary of 
State and Prior and Gay plenipotentiaries. With 
Dr. Samuel Clarke, Newton’s ablest disciple, and a 
liberal theologian to boot, he was on terms of inti
macy. But what pleased him most in England was 
the freedom of discussion. A little before his arrival, 
Anthony Collins had published his Discourse on the 
Grounds and Reason of the Christian Religion, and the 
controversy raised by that work was still going on. 
During his visit, Thomas Woolston published his bold 
Discourses on the Miracles, in which the gospel narra
tives were, for the first time, ridiculed in England. 
Their success was great. Voltaire says that thirty 
thousand copies were sold. He writes with admira
tion : “ I have seen four very learned treatises 
against the miracles of Jesus Christ, printed here 
with impunity, at a time when a poor bookseller was 
put into the pillory for publishing a translation of 
La Religieuse en Chemise." Alas ! in the very month 
Voltaire left England (March, 1729), Woolston was 
tried and sentenced to one year’s imprisonment and 
a fine of £1 0 0 . Voltaire volunteered a third of the 
sum, but the brave prisoner refused to give an assur
ance that he would not offend again, and died in 
prison in 1783. Leslie Stephen gives countenance 
to the view that the Freethought martyr was mad. 
\ oltaire, who understood somewhat better the cir
cumstances of the time, always spoke of Woolston 
with the greatest respect.

During Voltaire’s stay in England, he proposed to 
bring over a French theatre. He wrote to Paris, and 
a company of players came to London. They arrived 
with but little cash, and not finding the patronage 
they expected, soon departed. Voltaire gives a pecu
liar reason for the non-appreciation by the English 
of Moliere’s Tartuffc, the original of Mawworm if not 
of Uriah Heep. He says they are not pleased with 
the portrayal of characters they do not know. “ One 
there hardly knows the name of devotee, but they 
know well that of honest man. One does not see 
there imbeciles who put their souls into others’ 
hands, nor those petty ambitious men who establish 
a despotic sway over women formerly wanton and 
always weak, and yet over men more weak and con
temptible.” Wo fancy Voltaire must have seen 
society mainly as found among the Freethinkers. 
Certainly he could not give so favorable a verdict 
did he visit us now. The same remark applies to his 
statement that there was “ no privilege of hunting 
in the grounds of a citizen, who, at the same time, is 
not permitted to fire a gun in his own field.” But 
this, as well as the more important passage that 
“ no one is exempted from taxation for being a 
nobleman or a priest,” was possibly intended ex
clusively for the benefit of his compatriots.

It is certain, however, that Voltaire retained his 
esteem for England and the English to the last.

Goldsmith relates, thirty years after his return to 
France, that he was in his company one evening 
when the conversation turned upon England, and 
one of the company (Goldsmith says Fontonelle, but 
then he was nearly a century old) undertook to revile 
the English language and literature. Diderot de
fended them, but not brilliantly. Voltaire listened 
a long while in silence, which was, as Goldsmith 
remarks, surprising, for it was one of his favorite 
topics. But at last, about midnight—

“ Voltaire appeared roused from liis reverie. His 
whole frame seemed animated. He began his defence 
with the utmost elegance mixed with spirit, and now 
and then he let fall his finest strokes of raillery upon 
his antagonist; and his harangue lasted until three in 
the morning. I must confess that, whether from 
national partiality or from the elegant sensibility of his 
manner, I never was more charmed, nor did I ever 
remember so absolute a victory as he gained in this 
dispute.”

Voltaire continued to correspond with his English 
friends to the latest period of his life. Among his 
correspondents were Lord and Lady Bolingbroke, 
Sir Edward Falkener, Swift, Hume, Robertson,

Horace Walpole, George Colman and Lord Cha • 
ham. We find him asking Falkener to send him tb® 
London Magazine for the past three years. To t 
same friend he wrote from Potsdam in 1752, hopmg 
that his Vindication of Bolingbroke was translate > 
as it would annoy the priests, “ whom I have hate > 
hate, and I shall hate till doomsday.” In the ueX̂ 
year, writing from Berlin, he says : “ I hope to com 
over myself in order to print my true works and _ 
be buried in the land of freedom. I require no so 
scription, I desire no benefit. If my works a 
neatly printed and cheaply sold, I am satisfied.

To Thieriot he wrote : “ Had I not been oblige?  ̂
look after my affairs in France, depend upon 1 „ 
would have spent the rest of my days in Hondo • 
And again, long afterwards, in a letter to his frie 
Keate: “ Had I not fixed the seat of my retreat ^ 
the free corner of Geneva I would certainly hve 
the free corner of England; I have been for thm; 
years the disciple of your ways of thinking.” . i  
Collins says : “ The kindness and hospitality 
he received he never forgot, and he took every opp0 
tunity of repaying it. To be an Englishman 
always a certain passport to his courteous _c j. 
sideration.” When Martin Sherlock visited h1® 
Ferney in 1776, he found tho old man, then io , 
eighty-third year, still full of his visit to Eng*a?j8 
His gardens were laid out in English fashion,  ̂
favorite books were the English classics, the sob] 
to which he persistently directed the conversa*1 
was the English nation.

In the land he loved so well the memory 
Voltaire has been but scurvily treated. For 0 , 
a century calumny and obloquy have been p0lj  ̂
upon him. But it is at length being recogn' 8 
that, with all his imperfections, which were, al 1 
all, those of the age in which ho lived, he dtW0,. 0 
his brilliant genius to tho cause of truth and  ̂
progress of humanity. The impartial student 
not forget that he made his exile in England 
occasion for accumulating those stores of im® 
gence with which he so successfully combatted 
prejudices of the past and promulgated the P r 1 
ciples of freedom which justify his being 
foremost among tho liberators of the human mind'

THE UNKNOWN GOD.
Lo, all the lands wherein our wandering raeo 
Havo led their flocks, or fixed their dwelling-p^c0 
To till with patient toil tho fruitful sod,
Abound with altars To tu b  U nknown  G od 
Or G ods , whom M an created from of old,
In His own image, one yet manifold,
And ignorantly worshiped. We now dare,
Taught by millenniums of barren prayer,
Of mutual scorn and hate and bloody strife 
With which theso dreams have poisoned our po°r 
To build our temples on another plan,
Devoting them to god’s Creator, M an ;
Not to M an’s creaturo, god. And thus, indeed,
All men and women, of whatever creed,
We welcome gladly if they lovo their kind ;
No other valid test of worth we find.
Wo gaze into tho living world and mark 
Infinite mysteries for ever dark :
And if there is a god beyond our thought 
(How could ho be within its compass brought ?)
He will not blame the eyes he mado so dim 
That they cannot discern a trace of him ;
He must approve tho pure sincerity 
Which, seeing not, declares it cannot see ;
Ho cannot love tho blasphemous protenco 
Of puny mannikins with purblind senso 
To see him thoroughly, to know him well,
His secret purposes, his Heaven and Hell,
His inmost nature—formulating this 
With calmest chemical analysis,
Or vivisecting it, as if it wero
Some compound gas, or dog with brain laid bar0.
And if we have a life beyond our death,
A life of nobler aims and ampler breath,
What better preparation for such bliss 
Than honest work to make the best of this ?

T/ I1
Jamc3 Thomson (“ R- ' '
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Correspondence.

HOW I PROPAGATE FREETHOUGHT.
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

lines'1’" ^ 8 * am now Ire ân(l on my spring journey, a few 
»nap Û ?U my method of spreading Freethought may not be 
Ptact"6̂  t '5*6 *° y°nr rea<̂ ers- First of all, I make it a 
t0r,e, 'oe ‘°. have Freethinkers sent on to me every week, 
each ler, ̂ h  other literature of a stimulating nature. At 
either °*6  ̂  ̂ invariably leave a “ Free." behind—
literal °n .^?e table or in paper-rack, or among the other 
leave UtC Hn".aBout. Again, I always take good care to 
travel^ C° ^  *n the railway carriage. On one occasion, 
one p m" ^ 'th  a man of God, on leaving the carriage I left 
eaUe^Pmuously on the seat. The reverend gentleman 
left it a.ttention to it. I politely informed him that I 
the staf°-r '1’s Perusal, having already read it. On leaving 
over it °n’ t  had the satisfaction of seeing my friend turning 

Qn_ S;Pa"es and reading it.
'''oieratT**61113,11 * met ' n an hotel at Coleraine I found 
and sai/ [y  ^ee, and giving him a “ Free." he thanked me 
t'yteria 116 Woû  rea<l IP- In the North, among the Pres- 
get ns’ hnd bigotry rampant, and it is often difficult to 
open tb g°od argument. By design, however, I often
Catholi 6 ”a' ^y supposing a Protestant to be a Roman 
testjnf.0’ tD<? wce vers,'< supposing a Catholic to be a Pro- 
argUm ' tt is an excellent method of indulging in a good 
of y0, h and ofttimes does more good than an open avowal 

When° 7  Ideas on the subject.
V’e y,er a" Belfast, after the Sunday’s dinner was over, and 
a C o l W ^ g  together, one of the commercials proposed 
ieinatks j.n °n h>eha,l£ of “ General ” Booth. From some 
ttte, atuj i ®t drop, they were trying to take the rise out of 
blank r f as îe^ me would I subscribe; and having point

I l f  —  v" /  u v j  v u u  u u u v  V 1 . U U I V 1 V U  u 4 . x i u w a  u u  UW I U U g l V U |

to tk0 j ,°® my guns. Then someone made dirty reference 
lato of p  ^ r- Bradlaugh and Mrs. Besant, referring to the 
tot, I gave them as much as they asked

,  - -  tvw uxu x  o u u o L iiiu o  j  a u u  u a v j i u g  u
and r , msed to do so, the conversation drifted on to religion, . 1 let off -  — - -- -

6 late J
°£. Population. I gave them as much as they asked 

give Ut,Irstly> I informed them that the Government had to 
further T * *  C0Py blio Fruits of Philosophy seized, and 
Nation t la*" ^ r . Bradlaugh had vindicated the right of pub- 
Put tliisa.^ substituted it by a better work later on. But I 

rajgo straight question to my friends: Which was best— 
Witjj ' a few children in healthy and good surroundings 
heedigiy^UBities of an honorable career, or to propagato 
S o J - f  uumbers to a life of misery, destitution and 

1 viHy? 'PBis question was answered only by one who---------- vv u/o u / u o n u i-u u  y j l A l J  K J J  VJUU W IIU
»aouid p 1 uao. They then asked that the conversation 
W teiD^ e , a n d I  answered: “ Yes, I  have no objection; 
“°°tk aff-J/ m you asked for it by your impertinence in the

At tbe f ? * 6"* tun I have had lately was at Londonderry, 
■ot l>te ?te I was staying in, I mot in tho evening three red- 

catn0 ytoriaus, and after a few preliminary skirmishes, 
• o’clo , °Jose quarters. Our debate lasted until about 
¡̂shfui t C : *n the morning. They were so earnest and 

Nf.a ° c°uvcrt mo to tho old faith. Tho ignorance and 
s?bae verauco_of these men is really beyond belief. I let off
’POtls y  Pullinn ideas, sneb as file  e x iste n ce  nf ef 11ev vnlIt ”U8an(i J,img ideas, such as tho existence of other reli- 
■° °xpia: ybioh was the true one. Likewise I asked them 
‘bepj n ‘lie existence of a personal Devil, besides giving
u°Pheci °y right contradictions and a few unfulfilled ‘Dei.. , °s- Amir, .. A--- — ---------------------------------baep.’ ASam, a dose of tho Higher Criticism ran off 
^eolo J? like water, and the appearance of the New 
C'’e0 proy' uot oven make them move a muscle. After 
p the oldlng to them that tho Atonomcnt was only a relic 
aiistiaiJ Savaf!e blood-sacrifice to heathen gods, these three

i!°Sities Go<1 llave mercy on your soul for such
iM-aj , • They are praying for mo. But before saying 
0j lak ovei’ * rubbed the Dovil into them and asked them to 
n atl s°ttlo the question of evil and the existence
s all, ISe> powerful, loving and just God—Father of

t S l d ,S sbouiq su?^ry other curious experiences ; but I fear 
s ¡4 i 0 taking up too much of your valuable space. 

0f p° say that such are my methods of sowing the 
Rethought in religious-ridden Ireland.

W. C. S chw eizer .

igu^istian, a Deist, a Turk and a Jew, Bave equal 
> they are men and brethren. She J-

tifvn sineere cult of “ the true, the 8 °°^ a religion, we 
C d’ ^Bich is the heart of our new ‘" ^ e a l s  of “ God,
bfteil tn̂  ° eoTopensation for the anthropi-' _Haeckel.

^  and immortality ” which we have lost.-««

THE “ POSSIBILITY” ARGUMENT.
It is said that it is possible that we should continue to 

exist in some mode totally inconceivable to us at present. 
This is a most unreasonable presumption. It casts on the 
adherents of annihilation the burthen of proving the negative 
of a question, the affirmative of which is not supported by a 
single argument, and which, by its very nature, lies beyond 
the experience of the human understanding. It is sufficiently 
easy, indeed, to form any proposition, concerning which we 
are ignorant, just not so absurd as not to be contradictory in 
itself, and defy refutation. The possibility of whatever 
enters into the wildest imagination to conceive is thus 
triumphantly vindicated. But it is enough that such asser
tions should be either contradictory to the known laws of 
nature, or exceed the limits of our experience, that their 
fallacy or irrelevancy to our consideration should be demon
strated. They persuade, indeed, only those who desire 
to be persuaded.—Shelley.

TWO IN THE NIGHT.
Christian, what of the night ?—

I cannot te ll; I am blind.
I halt and hearken behind 

If haply the hours will go back—
And return to the dear dead light,

To the watchfires and stars that of old 
Shone where the sky now is black,

Glowed where the earth now is cold.
High priest, what of the night ?—

The night is horrible here 
With haggard faces and fear,

Blood, and the burning of fire.
Mine eyes are emptied of sight,

Mine hands are full of dust.
If the God of my faith be a liar,

Who is it that I shall trust ?
—Swinburne, “ A Watch in the Night."

A hotter distribution and a moralisation of wealth are 
approaching with a rapidity which is not exaggerated by 
the panic foars of the amazed Few, who hear with astonish
ment and horror that the world is no longer made for idlers 
only. The period of social revolution into which we are 
about to enter, will probably be marked by many mistakes 
and not a few crimes. Man’s capacity for blunder is very 
great. He smarts for his blunders, and in time corrects 
them. But the point to be noted is, that the social revolu
tion will be accomplished on secular principles; that this 
province of practical life is once for all severed from any 
theological interference. The proletariat of Europe is re
solved to have its fair sharo of tho banquet of life, quite 
rcgardloss of the good or bad things in store for it in the 
next world.—J. Cotter Morison.

A man must liavo a right to think as his reason directs ; 
it is a duty he owes to himself to think with freedom, that 
ho may act from conviction.—Shelley.

Obituary.

It is with great regret that we record the death, on the 
15th inst., of Mrs. James Knowles, of Blackburn. Mrs. 
Knowles had been for many years a Freethinker, and for 
some time held tho post of secretary of tho local Branch of 
the N. S. S. She brought to her work a mind considerably 
above tho average strength, and an earnestness that was 
beyond all praise. Despite tho cares of a large family, she 
took a keen interest in many advanced movements, but her 
first devotion was always to the cause of Freethought. She 
and her husband made their house for years a rallying point 
and meeting place for the Freethinkers of the district, neither 
of them grudging any effort that might make the work 
immediately on hand a success. Her death occurred with 
startling suddenness, whilo on her way homo from attending 
the funeral of a relative. She was taken with a sudden 
seizure—due to an affection of the heart—in Bury Railway 
Station, and although medical aid was at once summoned, 
died almost immediately. Friends of the Freethought move
ment in Blackburn and tho surrounding district will hear 
with sorrow of Mrs. Knowles’s death, and will deeply sym
pathise with the husband and children in their affliction.
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SU NDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc. FROM FICTION TO FACT.
Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday 

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

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

Church-road) : 7.30, Guy A. Aldred, a Lecture.
COUNTRY.

B irmingham B ranch N. S. S. (Prince of Wales Assembly Rooms, 
Broad-street) : 7, Herbert Thompson, “ Some Wonders of Nature.” 

E dinburgh B ranch N. S. S. (Masonic Hall, 11 Melbourne- 
place) : 6.30, a Lecture.

F ailsworth Secular S unday S chool (Pole-lane) : 6.30, Mossley 
Clarion Choir.

G lasgow B ranch N. S. S. (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street) : 12 
noon, Discussion Class ; 6.30, Social Meeting.

L eicester S ecular S ociety (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate) :
6.30, A. J. Essex, “ Some Wonders of Life.” With lantern 
illustrations.

M anchester B ranch N. S. S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road) :
6.30, R. C. Phillips, “ The Book of Job.”

N ewcastle R ationalist D ebating S ociety (Lockhart’s Cathedral 
Café) : Thursday, March 28, at 8, H. Moss Samuels, “ The Jew : 
His Characteristics and Possibilities.”

W est S tanley B ranch N. S. S. (Victoria Theatre, Stanley) : 
John T. Lloyd, 3, “ Does Secularism Safeguard Morality?” 7.30, 
“ R. J. Campbell and the New Theology.”

TRUE MORALITY:
Or, Tho Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism,IS, I BELIEVE,

TH E  BEST BOOK

By FRED. BONTE.
(LATE A PHIS ON MINISTER.)

The History of a Conversion from Catholicis111 
to Secularism.

Second Edition—Revised and Enlarged.

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

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

Order of your Newsagent at once.

TnE P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street . E.O.

NOW READY.

THE SALVATION ARMY AND ITS WON#ON THIS SUBJECT.
Super)ine Large-paper Edition, 176 pages, with Portrait and Auto

graph, bound in cloth, gilt-lettered, post free Is. a copy.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

IS THE BIBLE INSPIRED?

An Eight Page Tract

B y C. C O H E N .

PRINT ED  FOR FREE DISTRIBUTION.

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

by special arrangement.

TnE P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street. J-c

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

WHAT IS RELIGION?
• rtä

An Address delivered before tho American Frco Rol*S10 
Association at Boston, Juno 2 , 1899.

Price Twopence.

THE BOOK OF GOj
IN THE LIGHT OF THE HIGHER CRlTlClsm’ 

By G. W. F O O T E .
This Useful Pamphlet by

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

THREE HALFPENCE,
T he P ioneer P ress. 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

EASTBOURNE.—Easter Holidays.—Bed-room and
Sitting-room or Bed-sitting-room ; piano ; moderate terms; 

near sea; board optional; private house. Visitors taken all year 
round.—Mrs. Merrett, 20 Whitley-road, Eastbourne.

‘ I have read with great pleasure your Book oj Ood.
„  n W  Y°° »r'S

shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Dean 1 gii 
position I congratulate you on your book. It will do grefl ¡gfi 
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with 1° 
beauty."—Colonel I ngersoll. ^  ft*

“A volume we strongly recommend....... Ought to ^ i f
hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer."—Reynold11 
paper.

• \ .Bound in Stout Paper Covers- - ■' * 1
nl.

Bound in Good C l o t h .................... • '

•t*
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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.
Begietered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.O. 

Chairman of Board of Director»—Mr. G. W. FOOTE. 
Secretary—E. M. YANCE (Miss).

>0(iniS«0 6ty waa Iormea ,n 1898 to afford legal seonrity to the 
Thn m and aPPW°ation of funds for Secular purposes.

Object 6morandum 01 Association sets forth that the Society's 
Bboul j l 1118 '— promote the principle that human conduct 
natu,„i V0 based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super- 
enj of n u ' and ‘ha‘ human welfare in this world is the proper 
I 0 * aI1 thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
Plote °mo*e universal Secular Education. To promote the com- 
la'?faiSfv Iariaation of the State, eto., etc. And to do all such 
bold r ,n8® as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
O(bean°eiZ0’ and reta™ any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
the »! eathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 

JK P * »  01 ‘he Society.
tbould labl *‘y of members is limited to £ 1, in oase the Sooiety 
habilitjever he wound up and the assets were insufficient to oover 

Memvf~~a mos‘ nnhkely contingency, 
yearlv Pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 

The RUb.soriPtion of five shillings.
Ufn6, “°CIety has a considerable number of members, but a much 
Sained narcher is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
it pat»;.; ongBt those who read this announcement. All who join 
Its tesnn̂ 0 'n ‘he control of its business and the trusteeship of 
tion tha/008, *a expressly provided in the Articles of Associa- 
the g0„| ,n° Member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
any Wa e‘y> either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 

The R„wha‘ever.
Diteotor O10‘y’? affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
twelve J?’ cons*st'ng of not less than five and not more than 

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

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

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

A. Form of Bequett.—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 be a good discharge to my Executors for the 
“ said Legaoy.”

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

NOW READY.

THE NEW TESTAMENT MANUSCRIPTS:
OR,

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

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

A New Edition. Price THREE PENCE.
Post free, T H R E E  PENCE HALFPENNY.

pJ0 NEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

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

OR, THE

d Ea t h  o f  t h e  c l a s s i c a l  w o r l d

AN ADDRESS AT CHICAGO BY

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

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

t h e  p io n e e r  p r e s s , 2 Ne w c a s t l e  s t r e e t , f a r r in g d o n  s t r e e t , e .c .
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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. Cd., 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 l»te 
J. M. Wheeler. 4d., post Id.

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

SHAKESPEARE. 6d., post Id.
SKULLS. 2d., post Jd.
SOCIAL SALVATION. 2d., post Jd.
SOME MISTAKES OF MOSES. 13G pp., on superfine paPer’ 

cloth 2s. 6d., post 3d. ; paper Is., post ljd. Only c0.mLng 
edition in England. Accurate as Colenso and as fascina o 
as a novel. Abridged Edition, 1G pp. Id., post Jd.

SUPERSTITION. 6d., post Id.
TAKE A ROAD OF YOUR OWN. Id., post Jd.
THE CHRISTIAN RELIGION. 3d., post Jd.
THE COMING CIVILISATION. 3d., post Jd.
THE DEVIL. 6d., post Id.
THE DYING CREED. 2d., post Jd.
THE GHOSTS. Superior Edition, 3d., post Jd.
THE HOLY BIBLE. 6d., post Id.
THE HOUSEHOLD OF FAITH. 2d., post Jd. -e
THE LIMITS OF TOLERATION. A Discussion with «1 

Hon. F. D. Coudert and Gov. S. L. Woodford. 2d.,P°st5 ' 
THE THREE PHILANTHROPISTS. 2d., post ljd.
WHAT IS RELIGION? Colonel Ingersoll’s Last LesW ■ 

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.,postJd.

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, Is. ; 
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 DEVIL: 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, Gd., post 4d.
GOD SAVE THE KING. An English Republican’s Coronation 

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

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

8d., post Id. 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.

Cob-

Criticis1®'

Gd-

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

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

MY RESURRECTION. A Missing Chapter from the Go9P 
of Matthew. 2d., post Jd. xa'Hf'

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

PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM. 3d., post Jd. 
REMINISCENCES OF CHARLES BRAD LAUGH-

post Id. 1(3.
ROME OR ATHEISM? The Great Alternative. 3d., P°31 ]]£ 
ROYAL PAUPERS. Showing what Royalty does for 

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. ,rS,
SECULARISM AND THEOSOPHY." A Rejoinder to »  

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

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

THE GRAND OLD BOOK. A Reply to the Grand Old »'
Right Hon. W. E. Glads^,,,

Is. ; bound in
An Exhaustive Answer to the Right 
Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture.
Is. Gd., post ljd.

THE BIBLE GOD. 2d., post Jd.
THE ATHEIST SHOEMAKER and tho Rev. nugh 

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

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

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

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

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

price

jjisbBP

of

bouB1;d-

lioti'THE JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the Scpher - . t
-  E ditedU ^tew-

of tbe

Jeshu, or Book of the Generation of Jesus.
Historical Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. 
and J. M. Wheeler. Gd., post Id.

THE PASSING OF JESUS. The Last Adventures
First Messiah. 2d., post Jd. __M1

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

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

WHO WAS THE FATHER OF JESUS ? 2d., post Jd- 
WILL CHRIST SAVE US? 6d., post Id.

, Bfo0“1
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