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V that thou hast the gift of strength, then know
fart is to uplift the trodden tow;
¢ sein agiant's grasp until the end
hopeless wrestler shall thy soul contend.
— George Meredith.

The Resurrection of Christ.

“ Chr™ f 3 us again, and the ancient cry,
Thei“h "8 r3sen,” i0 being heard on every hand,
intjje Gavo always been doubters who could not join
&eadi]Jchorus, and their number has kept on
they 3 1Qreasing through all the ages. At first,
ha/tO6re & outsiders, positive non-Christians, who
inflict &"ure severe disabilities and direct penalties
I'wmy j uPon them by the Church of the meek and
tnti ,.e®k* persecution only nourished and
tUallv ,“~Gm Their arguments were intellec-
ts ~Resistible. The arguers were often crushed,

\@, once the arguments; and as one set of
LH&HOS ' saPPeared, another arose to carry on the
HfOr°' . The Renaissance made the Protestant
tQj //ion possible, the Protestant Reformation
Thgoio™6. ~ow Theology possible, and the New
ana Breally an anti-theological movement, or
tioti roack towards the purely non-Christian posi-
ealde has already marvellously reinforced the
ti°n Atheism. On the subject of the rosurrec-
tiaijL 0 Now Theology and Freethought are e3sen-
tegarda™ e They both repudiate its actuality,
legerv r)?* the story told in the Gospels as wholly

-

tota 3 a most significant fact to which we have

yot devoted sufficient attention. It is well-
Wbwc A 0n the subject of tho resurrection nothing
agaiwl "0 advanced. All the arguments for and
ligpyj- 18are old and perfectly familiar to all intel-
W .~ @G, and so their repetition here would be
&nea 0 ~aste of time and energy. But it may
derfml Ws®ful purpose to call attention to the won-
tec®nt] ~ro®G8s which non bolief in it has been
Mficij fa kin g within the Church itself. Tho view
'8 MYy °.tnas Paine advocated in his Age of Reason
j~eolon-, largely adopted and promulgated by
To ??! professors and preachers of the Gospel.

their p inkers it is a hopeful sign of the times that
heifc labors aro now beginning to bear abundant
~rer unuxpected quarters. Professor Pflei-

°fapro ®erlin, has just published tho first volume
oerg Work, entitled Primitive Christianity, which
'Teies Ita affirm statement of the unhistoricity of
» rrection legend. Dr. Pfleideror says :(—
eXpo ,10 oldest Gospel, om which wo might fairly
late/ earliest clear historical tradition, is muti-
siOn .at £80 decisive passage, and the genuine conclu-
later reW'osE' fias been replaced bY an abstract from a
other ,,0sPel (Mark xvi. 9-20); while the reports of the
r tora_ °sP°ls aro so contradictory that it is not possible
1g Or(j G n trotn them a clear mental picture.”
?eceS s V3attach its due value to that extract it is

I8a D«J tO k°ar In mind that Professor Pfieiderer

nfo« TN-viniby, and that he is an official
f Gn” *“ Metical Theology in tho University of
OHowitt ” *th this fact in mind, let us read the

33 passage
in 7fark, the disciples are directed to go to Galilee
130 & *° Bee the risen Jesus there; similarly, in
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Matthew, who further, gives an account of the appear-
ance on a mountain in Galilee, but places it after
another appearance to the women as they were returning
from the grave ; Luke, on the other hand, tells only of
appearances on the road to Emmaus in the neighbor-
hood of Jerusalem, and in Jerusalem itself, and com-
pletely excludes the Galikean appearances by indioating
that the disciples were charged to remain in Jerusalem ;
John, again, recounts, like Luke, the appearances to the
disciples in Jerusalem, but at the same time reports,
like Matthew, the previous appearance to Mary at the
grave, and a last appearance to the disciples in Galilee,
at the lake of Gennesareth. Finally, Paul knows
nothing of that which the Evangelists place in the fore-
front of their account—how the women found the grave
empty, and witnessed an appearance of an angel or of
Christ; instead, he mentions a series of appearances
which do not agree with the report of any of the Evan-
gelists (1 Cor. xv. 5-8).”
Professor Pfleiderer finds himself, therefore, “ in the
position of being obliged to deny all historical foun-
dation to the group of narratives of the Easter
appearances at Jerusalem,” and to elaborate a theory
to explain the Galilcean appearances without involving
himself in the belief in any physical resurrection.
He frankly calls the account of a bodily rising
legendary. s it surprising, then, that “ we are con-
fronted with a multitude of problems, from which
the only thing that clearly appears is, how very little
certain knowledge even the earliest Christian tradi-
tion preserved in regard to these events” ? By
“ these events ” we are to understand, of course, the
various Galilman appearances; but even on our
author’s own showing, what proof is there that such
appearances ever took place ? Dr. Pfleiderer himself
admits that “ the mere examination of the witnesses
shows that their narrative cannot be taken as a
literal transcript of' the facts,” that they “ give
merely a transmutation of what actually occurred
under the influence of the growth of legend, of
apologetic reflection, and of allegorising imagina-
tion.” He makes the further admission that in
dealing with such material, “ wo are thrown back
upon conjectures of more or less probability.”

With the views of Professor Pfleiderer, most of tho
Now Theologians are in substantial agreement. There
are thousands of clergymen in Great Britain who do
not believe the logend of the empty tomb. They
still preach a risen Savior, the abolishor of death, and
the bringer-in of life and immortality ; but they have
abandoned the theory of a physical resurrection. It
was only in a spiritual sense that Jesus rose from the
dead, they tell us. That is to say, the Church was
founded on tho belief that Jesus still lived in the
unseen world. This was the doctrine recently
expounded by Canon Henson in the Hibbert Journal;
and now even the Christian Commonwealth advocates
tho same view. Writing in tho latter for March 21,
tho Rev. Dr. Warschauer, whose works Dr. Robertson
Nicoll admires so much, says —

“ On the question of the bodily resurrection of Jesus

I can only say that it is all a matter of historical proof

for a historical statement; and, to my mind, that proof

is not adequate. | would suggest that tho belief in such

a material miraclo could only arise in an ago which re-

garded heaven as an actual locality above tho clouds ;

and if wo have discarded that idea, the difficulty appears

at once when we ask, What has become of the physical
frame of Jesus since it ascended into the skies ?”

Mr. R. J. Campbell, in virtue of his monistic idealism,

does not recognise that difficulty at all, for to him there
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is no essential distinction between matter and spirit
just as there is no real difference between humanity
and deity. He believes in the fourth dimensional
plane, in which Jesus has had his abode ever since
his crucifixion ; and in the post-resurrection appear
ances recorded in the Gospels “ we have a being
whose consciousness belongs to the forth dimensional
plane, adjusting himself to the capacity of those on a
three-dimensional plane for the sake of proving to
Ilhem, beyond dispute, that—
“ Life is ever lord of death,
And love can never lose its own.”

Mr. Campbell, however, is not quite sure that his
theory is the true one. He says:—

“ Most of my New Theology friends will probably
reject it at first sight;* but at least it is consistent
with the philosophical position assumed throughout
this book, and appears, on the whole, to present fewer
difficulties than any other in face of the New Testament
accounts. | do not insist upon it: it is purely hypo-
thetical, but so is every theory of this greatevent which
has occupied the field until the present moment......No
theory of the resurrection of Jesus is absolutely indis
pensable or of first-class importance ; the main thing to
bo agreed upon is that Christianity started with the
belief that its founder had risen from the dead in order
to demonstrate that death has no power to destroy any-
thing worthy of God ” (The New Theology, p. 224).

Enough has now been said to demonstrate two
things, the first being that, according to the New
Theology, the foundation on which Christianity
rests is the belief in Christ's resurrection, and the
second that, according to the same authority, there
is no adequate evidence that the belief is based on a
corresponding fact. Freethinkers may take comfort
from the certain knowledge that the sceptical atti-
tude which they have all along maintained towards
this fundamental dogma of theology is now becoming
the attitude of the Christian pulpit itself. On this
Easter Sunday many a preacher will declare that
the resurrection narrative in the Gospels is not to
be taken literally, that Jesus rose from the dead only
in tho hearts of his disciples, and that, if we will,
he will rise in the same sense in our hearts and lives
to-day. To outsiders, such teaching does not ring
true: it involves a dishonest use of terms, but it
shows conclusively that the belief in the resurrec-
tion is steadily dying out even in the Holy of Holies
of tho Christian religion ; and this proves that Chris-
tianity itself is slowly but surely losing ground.
People are beginning to realise how profoundly true,
after all, these words of St. Paul are: “ If Christ
hath not been raised, then is our preaching vain;
your faith also is vain.” Tho people will not con-
iinue to believe in a sham resurrection. Once they
are disillusioned as to this supreme miracle, once
they discover that it never really happened, they will
throw Christianity to the winds, and decline to be
guided by men who trifle with words. Once they
learn that such lines as these—

“ Hallelujah 1 now we cry
To our King immortal,
Who, triumphant, burst the bars
Of the tomb’s dark portal ” —
are not true, and that Paul and the Evangelists were
false witnesses, is it likely that they will still profess
faith in a risen, ascended and glorified Lord and
Master? The denial of the resurrection of Jesus by
Christian theologians and preachers is the most fatal
blow the religion of the Cross has ever received.

J. T. Lloyd.

Sir Oliver Lodge’'s “ Catechism.”—HI.

THERE is another aspect of this doctrine of Divine
Immanence which must not be overlooked. Sir
Oliver Lodge does not believe in a God outside tho
universe, who created it in some mysterious way, or
found it eternally co-existent with himself, and
controls it as a clever engineer controls his machine.
Tho author of this Catechism worships a God who
is “ not apart from the Universe, not outside it and
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it, but immanent in it” and ewD
“incarnate in it,” so that “ the nature of God 1
displayed in part by everything.” Man is a par*;0
God, and so in its degree is everything else, by “

very necessity of the argument; and thus God is a >
and all is God. Sir Oliver Lodge is a part of Goy
so, certainly without knowing it, is the writer of t*1
criticism. Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman is a Par,,
of God, and so is Mr. Balfour. The * suffrage”®
is a part of God, and so is the policeman who r°n

her in. Dr. Johnson described fishing as a worm a
one end of the rod and a fool at the other—and bo

the fool and the worm are parts of God. Philosophy

are God and so are idiots. Men and women are G° >
and so are bugs and fleas. This is what 0
Immanence comes to, and it is extremely interesting'

People in the East really believe that sort ~
Pantheism. One consequence of it is abstenti®
from killing things, even for purposes of food, b
the more prosaic Westerns are not so fastidD
Sir Oliver Lodge, as one part of God, does not
sitting down and dining off another part of God
the shape of a beef-steak or a mutton-chop. Ace
ding to this brilliant theory, God eats God, and
n eaten by God; and a daring imagination We
follow the Deity through tho subsequent process®;;
as Hamlet followed “ the noble dust of Alexandel
till_he found it * stopping a bunghole.”

The fact is, that it is impossible to talk of &
without getting entangled in a mesh of absurd™1
Sir Oliver Lodge does, indeed, protect himself a3 *
as possible by declaring the impossibility of a PreP,
definition of the term “ God.” *“ But it is PermM
sible,” he says, “ reverently to use the term f° s
mode of regarding the Universe as invested
what in human beings we call personality, conscio
ness and other forms of intelligence, emotion a
will.”  Yes, the term may be used in that ™ &
reverently; but reverence is not logic, and Sir 01> |j
Lodge’s emotions will not save him from tho si“6
his intellect. He has to pay the penalty, like of“0
the mesh of absurdities catches him at tho finish-

Nor does Sir Oliver Lodge escape tho Pers°cX
vanity of all theologians. He says that “ tho I ~
essential elomont in Christianity is its concept“]1 j
a human God,” and again, that “ The humanity
God, tho Divinity of man, is the essence of
Christian revelation.” Elsewhere ho speaks of *
race of man ” as in training to become “ an effld r.
organ of tho Divine Purpose.” All thisisvery fly (
ing to man's self-esteem. But in one of his i
Journal articles, Sir Oliver Lodge wont further, a
spoke of God as being in a way responsible tol
sadly defective condition of this world, and of O
noble selves— “ tho race of man "—as being
an obligation to holp him in reforming it. NWVtiicb |,
surely the acmo of egotism. Fancy the Lord G
Almighty, tho Creator and Governor of the infi“
universe, of which this globe is but as a gral?,nt
sand on a mighty seashore—fancy this Omnisckj™
and Omnipotent being struggling with a terrl
difficulty and almost losing heart; and then fa“c?,,
little “ worm”—Christians are all “ worms IS0
its head up on this Dutch-cheese of a planet) a™
crying out “ Don’t despair, God; help is coffI|O®
from Birmingham.”

This same human vanity is apparent h _ .5
Twelfth Clause of the Catechism on “ Soul <~
Spirit.” We aro said to possess “ something D\ge
than mere life.” “ On one side,” Sir Oliver L° ij-
tells us, “ we are members of the animal king“0 "
on another [he means the other] we are associate”™
a loftier typo of existence, and aro linked with ~
Divine.” No proof of this is offered; perhaps it (0
thought that a statement so agreeable did not rog@,,_
any further recommendation. The Catechisna
coeds, upon the strength of that foundation)”
inform us that tho cells of our bodies will some
disperse, but “ our soul ” will not “ cease with bo *
decay.” It has a different origin from the body>
therefore a different destiny. But is human van]
after all, a safo guide in such matters? Wool.. ..
not be better if Sir Oliver Lodge attempted a '€

distinct from
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lifiodemonstration of a future life ? Or is he aware
ji"tsuch a demonstration is impossible ? Does ho
%are the view of Dr. William Osier, who was
wJvited as a medical man, to deliver a lecture at
Wvard University on “ Science and Immortality,
?2d who wound up by declaring that, “ On the ques-
.°nof immottalit% the only enduring enlightenment
faith””

bet us now take this Catechism on what is,
jfilatively, its more practical side. We have said
jnat Sir Oliver Lodge gives the game a-way, and that
erois no real Christianity left at the end of his per-
jortnapce. He begins this process in the very Second
aQe>which runs as follows:—

" &%%estlm—What, then, may he meant by the Fall of

Answer.—At a certain stage of development man
became conscious of a difference between right and
wrong, so that thereafter, when his actions fell below

a normal standard of conduct, he felt ashamed ana
Bnful, jjO t)1UB ios( ljis animal innoccncy, and entered

a long period of human effort and failure; neverthe-
less, the consciousness of degradation marked a rise in
"he scale of existence.

this is not the Fall of Man at all; it is the

scent of Man. The more man feels remorse for
J.°“g action the more he is rising in the scale of
'stence. Sir Oliver Lodge admits this, and we
gree with him ; indeed, wo have said it in this
nUaal for twenty-five years. There is absolutely
th involved in these facts of Evolution, Aet
whole edifice of Christianity is based upon the
“Urine of the Fall. Even if the Genesis story bo
sated as a myth, it must still be regarded as sym-
ising an inherent and ineradicable tendency in all
trento sink into depths of sin and misery; whereas
Bv, dency in all men, according to the teaching of
. ‘clotioD, is to rise to greater heights of virtue .and
‘Ppiness. Sir Oliver Lodge may juggle with the
i@ “ Fall” as mmuoetr ds he likes. He may ‘try, in
Way>to please his orthodox friends. But there
w,,0real “ Fall ” in his statement, and he must be as

SiNrv™ A as we arei i i i
out utVer biodge indulges in fantastic verbiage

hj8> Incarnation,” but he is careful not to confess
then m *n anything like the orthodox doctrine of
»Weseity °f Christ. ** The life of Jesus,” ho says,
this an explicit and clear-voiced message of love to
rad) .nch from the Father of all." “ Everv son of
Uoj', a® says again, “ is potentially also a son of
union was deepest and complotest in

itn”"j3 1lean.” We hopo Sir Oliver Lodgo does not
Chrifj’e bhis will, or should, satisfy the ordinary
Cla» n' And tho same observation applies to his

SR/°n “ Inspiration
~  should strive to loam from tho great teachers,

and t\°Phct8 and poets and saints of tho human race,
{R/.iﬁn"uld seek to know and to interpret their inspired
r 'ngs.”

UI&]Sinference to “ the human race ” abolishes the
the ; 1@Piration of the Christian Scriptures, and
“Bgaflnsi°n of “ poets” with *“ prophets” and
6ed S".polishes the special inspiration of profes-
“CanOre”™ 'ous heacbers. Even in relation to the
Bay Scripture ” the Catechiser is careful to
'Wftin ~ °n” " some portions are the most inspired

yet achieved by humanity.” And that very
odi(j Elon “ achieved by humanity ” abolishes the

In aof «inspiration ” root and branch.

patech-UC* a®nS hbe Clause on “ Inspiration,” tho
>(gpiral8er oses language which plainly reduces
A “o-nttloQ samG 10vel as genius, which once
&vein an fthtendant spirit, but now means a high
OliVerymenh of natural faculty. “ Great men,” Sir
8tars Of ? dge 8ay8>“ are lIbe finger posts and lode-
dircQ humanity; it is with their aid that wo steer
th°Q j3186 if we are wise, and the records of their

ks.-8 and inspiration are of tho utmost value to
has jj ieaEy the word “ inspiration ” as used here
8it r®ation whatever to the word “ inspiration”

the Sa.?G . 0 ho applied to the Bible. The word is

~erem “nS? 1cases, but the meaning is entirely
t. The word “ inspiration,” in short, just
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like the word “ genius ” before it, has dropped out of
supernaturalism into poetry.

Similarly, Sir Oliver Lodge believes in the “ Life
Eternal,” but his exposition of it is not at all Chris-
tian. He repudiates the doctrine of resurrection,
and says nothing about heaven and hell, neither does
he hint at tho life to come as conditional on any
promise or work of Christ. What he sets forth is
the old Platonic doctrine of immortality, with some
additions borrowed from the Oriental idea of reincar-
nation. All that he says on this subject might have
been said if Christ had never been heard of and the
New Testament had never been written.

Nor is Sir Oliver Lodge’s conception of “sin” to
be honestly called Christian. According to the Bible,
sin is rebellion against God, and is punishable quite
independently of its natural consequences. But in
this Catechism “ sin” is represented as a purely
human offence —

“ Sin is the deliberate and wilful act of a free agent
who sees the better and chooses the worse, and thereby
acts injuriously to himself and others. The root of sin
is selfishness, whereby needless trouble and pain are in-
flicted on others ; when fully developed it involves moral
suicide.”

We do not object to this. It is borrowed from an
excellent source. Ingersoll preached the doctrine
that “ the only sin is selfishness ” all over the United
States with his voice, and all over the English-
speaking world with his writings; and now that he
has been dead some years, the doctrine for preaching
which he was denounced from thousands of pulpits
is being paraded as a new discovery by Christian
gentlemen like Sir Oliver Lodge and tho champions
of the New Theology. But while we do not object
to this doctrine of “ sin” we are bound to say that
it is not the Christian doctrine. It is the doctrine
of Naturalism.

What we read in this Catechism about “ Character
and Will ” is not Christian either. Sir Oliver Lodge
makes tho same mistake as Mr. Blatchford. He
assumes that Christianity is bound up with the
doctrine of free will. But there is nothing about
free will in the New Testament, and Paul’s teaching
is plain predestination; and, as a matter of fact,
some of the very greatest Christian divines—such
as Luther, Calvin and Jonathan Edwards—have
been necessitarians. Christianity does not stand or
fall with the doctrine of free will. Sir Oliver Lodge
is a free-wilier, but that is on his own account, and
his ideas on the subject seem to us confused. The
following is from the third Clause of his Catechism :(—

“Tho distinctive character of man is that he has a
senso of responsibility for his acts, having acquired tho
power of choosing between good and evil, with freedom
to obey one motive rather than the other.”

Now the man who wrote that could hardly have
thought out what he was writing. The “ power of
choosing ” and the “ obeying one motive rather than
the other ” are really the same thing. For the rest,
Sir Oliver Lodge's statement does not even touch
the question at issue between free-willers and deter-
minists. Certainly man chooses; the fact is admitted
—it is undeniable ; but why does he choose—why does
he prefer one thing to another ? The whole problem
lies in that “ why." And if any man will take the
trouble to think it out, wo cannot understand
how he could arrive at any other conclusion than
that tho choice of tho moment is determined by
the whole power of a man’s past, which in turn was
determined by all the known and unknown ante-
cedent causes summed up in tho highly abstract terms
“ heredity ” and “ environment.” Sir Oliver Lodge
half admits this. Free will, ho says, does not moan
that actions are “ capricious and undetermined ; but
that they are determined by nothing less than the
totality of things. They are not determined by the
external world alone, so that they can be calculated
and predicted from outside : they are determined by
self and external world together." Of course they
are. Every detorminist knows that as well as Sir
Oliver Lodge does. The point is that actions are
determined. How they are determined is often a
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very intricate question, but that is owing to the
subtle and complex nature of the phenomena. If
they are determined—that is to say, if causation
obtains here as well as elsewhere—the determinist is
right. And we have no hesitation in saying that Sir
Oliver Lodge is not a determinist simply because he
cannot, or does not, keep his mental eye fixed upon
the essential point of the problem. To use common
language, he wobbles. Otherwise, having written
what we have just quoted, he would never have said
in the very next sentence that—*" A free man is the
master of his motives, and selects that motive which
he wills to ohey.” No man selects his motives; he
does not exist apart from his motives; and, if lan-
guage is to be strained, it would be truer to say that
his motives select him. Nor is a man’'s will some-
thing that he wields, as he does his arm ; his will is
an aspect of himself; it is the definite projection of
his energies under the impulse of a certain motive,
or combination of motives, which may either act
with swift, because overwhelming, power, or tardily
after fighting and defeating other motives that
struggled for the mastery.

But, in any case, man'’s responsibility—which is a
fact, in spite of Mr. Blatchford—is social; and such
it is admitted to be in what we have quoted from
Sir Oliver Lodge. Responsibility to God, which is
the only true Christian responsibility, entirely dis-
appears.

Finally, the doctrine of Evil propounded by Sir
Oliver Lodge is not the Christian doctrine. He takes
the position that evil is not positive, but negative ;
like cold, which is only the absence of heat. In one
sense this is true ; in another sense it is playing
with words, and paltering with the most awful facts
of existence. But whether true or false, or partly
one and partly the other, it is not taught in the
Bible or in Christian creeds. Christianity has
always dwelt upon sin and evil as the most positive
things in the world. Do not the Church of England
Articles, following the general Christian tradition,
declare that original sin so vitiates man’s nature
that his very virtues are evil unless they are per-
formed through faith and the grace of God ?

On the whole, we regard Sir Oliver Lodge’'s
“ Catechism ” as one of the many signs of the
decadence of Christianity. It is of no particular
value in itself, but it shows how historic Chris-
tianity is perishing—little by little, yet most surely
—in the light of modern knowledge. John Morley,
in his more virile days, said that all religions die of
one disease—being found out. Christianity was safe
in the times of ignorance. The star of Christ shone
brightly in the night of faith. All other lights had
been extinguished ; it had the whole sky to itself.
But this is no longer the case. Other lights have
appeared in the sky since Christian power and
bigotry were first challenged, in the name of science
and philosophy, some three hundred years ago. The
star of Christ is now paling and dwindling. Millions
of eyes are still turned to it adoringly because of old
inherited habits, because of the power of early educa-
tion, and because of the vast material resources
that are dedicated to its worship. But the myriads
of more educated and thoughtful persons who are
free from its glamor, see that its fate is inevitable.
It is only a question of time. Christianity, like
other great religions, is melting “ into the infinite
azure of the Bast. & W. Foote.

Christianity and Woman.—lIl,

@Continued from p. 180.)

WOMAN being what she was, and the early Christian
authorities being what they were, vory drastic mea-
sures had to bo taken concerning her. The best
plan, as Principal Donaldson says in summarising the
views of the early Christians, was to shut her up.
She must stay at homo, or, if she has occasion to go
abroad, must carefully veil her face. For her to
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attempt to teach would be monstrous—in direct con-
travention to the advice of Paul. If she possesses
beauty, it must be obliterated ; grace, it must ®
hidden. In the very early stages of Church history
certain women were permitted to be doorkeepers ad
hold one or two other unimportant offices ; but gra
dually oven these were taken from her, and ss
became, what she religiously and legally remains

for many centuries after, a mere appanage to t®
man. This complete exclusion of women from holdiCS
religions office was, says Principal Donaldson, ID
striking contrast with heathen practice.

In all the legislation that came into existed
under~Christian influences the inferiority of wom&n
is insisted on. The right of a married worn»1L ,
own property was taken from her, and only restore
a little more than a generation since. Along
this went the right of sisters to share an inherit®0®
equally with brothers, the larger portion goinfi, ,
“the worthiest of blood”—» Aistiimetfiom wblkD
Blackstone admits was unknown to Roman )
Under Christian law a woman could not bring
action against a man save for personal injury,
could she appear as witness in a criminal suit
attest a will. As late as the thirteenth century 1,
Church Courts in England ruled that a hu |
could transfer his wife to another man for a I n -
determinable at the recipient’s pleasure. The ® .
offences committed by a man or a woman e” alije
different penalties. An Act of Parliament i° g
time of Henry VIII., prohibited women, with ot
persons of “ low estate,” from reading the New
tament. Until Elizabeth’s time they were deDlo
benefit of clergy. The lord of the manor °°
compel any boy of fourteen and girl of twe '’
while Lords Spiritual and Temporal claimed
right to the wife of the serf for the first twenty-®
hours after marriage. And these, with other reg“
tions, were avowedly based upon the supposed »
that woman was the origin of sin, and must the »
fore be less worthy than man. The climaf »
absurdity was reached by the Church Council
Macon discussing the question whether women
human beings—a thesis revived at a later date, wh
according to the curious account preserved by ’
it was held that— ,S

Nature, which ever aims at perfection, would eW
produce men, and when a woman is born it is, -
were, by mistake, and an error of nature ; as when
one is born blind or lame, or with any othor re*
defect, or like the fruit of some trees, which nover ripc
Thus a woman is an animal produced by accident.’

About the date of this charming expression ~
opinion, John Knox published his famous First T
of the Trumpet Against the Monstrous Regiment (*' in
of Women. His opinions on tho subject are qui®
harmony with those of the early Fathers, whom
quotes liberally and with great approval. 1° QO
opinion, “ To promote a woman to beare rule,
rioritie, dominion, or empire above any realme, nat®
or citie is repugnant to nature, contumelio to G°'A
Nature, he goes on to say, “ doth paynt them fOr
to be weake, fraile, impatient, feblo and fool®
and experience hath declared them to ho unconst® |,
variable, cruell, and lacking the spirit of counsel
regiment.” A woman who holds office in the

is a traitoresse and rebcll against God,” and ® j
must “ studio to represse her inordinate pride ®
tyrannic to the uttermost of her power.” Finally

1By the ordre of nature, by the malediction g
curse pronounced against woman, by tho mouth o of
Paule the interpreter of Goddcs will, by tho examP1"
that common weltlio in which God by his word P j jjje
ordro and policie, and linallio by the judgment ® —
most godlio writers, God hath dejected woman 1
rule, dominion, empire and authorise above man. 0

If some of the present-day advocates of “ WoR®®,.
Rights ” were to address themselves to a Pr°/\g
study of the subject they would soon discover
Elizabeth Cady Stanton, Frances Wright; Ernes .,
Rose, and other pioneers of the movement discovo g
that their greatest enemy is the sentiment of i
natural inferiority of women, carefully perpeto®

N

)
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WA modern Christian leaders have altered
Ur m Wh sonie few years back in a book issued by

topSfu ' Gage’ that wor™ Mrs. Gage brought
thflpu r a number of instances of the way in WthCh

sx ~urc™es mOt the demand for the equality of the

jijjied* ~ e instances given are mainly American,
this -a7 easily be paralleled by others on
ng s" e thé Atlantic. One such instance was fur-

Meto  80me twelve years ago by the Wesleyan
hed °~18"G?n”ereKCe- One of the WeBleyan churches
~0 scandalised the Conference by appointing a
diaVv 9its delegate. There was a-very heated
aB8m'fH°D wkich ended in a resolution in favor of
heir/ g Women representatives to the Conference
rec I rRected by 187 to 139 votes. It may also be
sent' N NMat an earlier date English Christian
reetiment-Was ~tsplayed in a similar manner in eon-
i @ with the American Anti-Slavery movement.
Lovdreeting called in London, and addressed by
Nay Garrison and his supporters, great indignation
Ckie,€? Jresse<l at the fact of there being women
c’tnuif8 PrGseny and they were ultimately
againtp w”hdraw. One of the charges brought
the <1 Abolitionists was that they had set aside
fromrnans °t Ood ” by allowing women to speak
Urn Platforms.
by~  .age’'s examples of the view taken of women
rfooh ey¥Cah Thnittianity are numerous, and 1 have
there®aly tor several of the more striking. In 1876,
tbf0 ~as a great uproar in America which arose
ladie>+ a Presbyterian minister permitting two
te™ 8 t° speak from his pulpit on the subject of
theg ance- Dr, Craven, says Mrs. Gage, expressed
general clerical .and church view when be said:—
12i. Relieve the subject involves the honor of my God.

elievo the subject involves the headship and crown of
sus. \yotnall was ma(jc for man, and became first in

jge transgression. My argument is that subordination
natural—the subordination of sex....... Woman was
It m° ~  nian, and became first in the transgression.......
it ' S,Pos*tively baso for a woman to speak in the pulpit;

j laeasein the sight of Jehovah.”

of G°neral Assembly of the Presbyterian Church
the merd0a endorsed Dr. Craven’s views by censuring
hi8 '~ster who had permitted ladies to speak from
folio»* 1 and if the New Testament is to bo
Thop ~ Oy wwere quite warranted in their action.
In igs Presbyterians were not alone in their action,
a deli} ™ GSouthern Baptist Association refused, by
CoMfg erate vote, to admit women delegates to its
fertGreild< In tho same year, the General Con-
the the Methodist Church had to deal with
Wega+18 of 8ixteen women who had come there as
IfOQL 60, Eventually tho Conference decided that
itig .delegates were not to be tolerated, the feol-
@ sp ae Majority being, presumably, expressed by
"ere € ,rF *kat those who wished women to attend
<egoMi “pfi an °ffort to strike at tho conscientious-
ly ex- 7 per cent, of the Christian Church, which
C i~ i~ for the last 1,800 years. The history of
f° VOtOE?Y Bhows that women were never intended
i'iting A M the history of Christianity prove any-
MaP’ ~ CGrtainly proves that.

p~hodists had, a few years earlier (1880), in
jo 6. Gthe request of some women for permission
~ready 1,0 ministry, “ Resolved—That women have

fv ™ G'7Sbts and privileges in tho Methodist
€?Pedie 7 at are good for them, and that it is not
~Nplijjg ~ t° make any change in the books of dis-
oy in weuld open tho doors for their ordina-
W, y tuo ministrys’ o too, thowghi the Rev.
%Garat UmStar wA° down the following
'la<- .p 1009 in order to keep woman in her proper

rf, rst. That woman is under a curse, which sub-

Q3 her to d—
n an’ .
it j %IS curse has never been removed, nor will
m"e removed until the resurrection. law__God'’s

Third.—That woman, under the < ( t sbc was
Civillaw—had no voice in anything-eseee . eneology
a° Part of the congregation of Israe!’ her birth or
T as not kept, that no notice was ta tb e

~ath except as these events were

‘¢fommand-
bian of Providence....... And tliat.in the
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ment—always in force—she is scheduled as a higher
species of property, that her identity was completely
merged in that of her husband.

Fourth.— That for seeking to hold office Miriam was
smitten with leprosy.......

Fifth.—That to vote is to rule, voting carrying with it
all the collaterals of making, expounding and executing
law ; that God has withheld from woman the right to
rule either in the Church, the State, or the family;
that He did this because of her having lbrought sin
and death into the world, and all our woe.’

Sixth.—That the Bible is addressed to man and not
to woman; that man comes to God through Jesus, and
woman comes to Jesus through man; that every privi-
lege the wife enjoys she but receives through the hus-
band, for God has declared that woman shall not rule
man, but be subject to him.”

Here is, in truth, a clear and explicit view of the
sound Christian view of the matter, and Mr. Turnstall
has scriptural warranty for all he says. Other Chris-
tians may treat Mr. Turnstall as old-fashioned, but
this is simply saying that Christianity itself is out
of date. He is neither ashamed of the gospel he
gets his living by, nor desirous of interpreting it in
a way that says more for mental ingenuity than
honesty. And his statements, with the others I
have quoted, are enough to show that real Chris-
tianity has been the same right through the ages.
Principal Donaldson rightly points out that the
immediate effect of Christianity was to lower the
character of women and restrict the range of their
activity. Had he carried his researches on to a later
period, he would have fully realised the truth of
Lecky’s statement that “ In the whole feudal legis-
lation women were placed in a much lower position
than in the Roman Empire that “ the complete
inferiority of the sex was continually maintained by
the law,” and that, wherever Canon or Church law
“ has been made the basis of legislation, we find laws
of succession sacrificing the interests of daughters
and of wives, and a state of public opinion which has
been formed and regulated by those laws; nor was
any serious attempt made to abolish them until the
close of the last century "—a period, be it noted,
remarkable for the rapid development and open
expression of Froethought views. N Cohen

(To be concluded.)
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MANIFESTO.

Every attempt made to settle the Education Question in
England and Wales has conspicuously failed. The reason
of this failure is that partial and partisan lines have been
followed. The Act of 1002 erred in one direction ; the Bill
of 1906 erred as badly in another direction. Everyone sees
that a further attempt, to be successful, must proceed upon
fresh lines altogether; and it is with a view to this new
departure that the Secular Education League has come into
being.

The Secular Education League aims at binding together
in one effective organisation, all who favor tho “ Secular
Solution ” of tho Education problem, without reference to
any other convictions—political, social, or religious—that
they may entertain.

The fundamental principle of the League is expressed in
tho resolution that was carried at tho crowded inaugural
meeting, which took place at the Tribune Rendezvous on
Monday evening, February 4, under tho chairmanship of
Mr. George Greenwood, M.P..—

“ That this meeting, recognising that the sole responsibility
for religious education rests with parents and Churches,
expresses its conviction that there can he no final solution of
the religious difficulty in National Education until the
Education Act is amended, so as to secure that there shall be
no teaching of religion in State-supported Elementary Echools
in school hours or at the public expense.”

According to this resolution, religion must not be taught
in tho national elementary schools either at tho public
expense or by means of the public machinery. Upon this
basis a wise and just educational system could be established,
which would necessarily prevent religious tests being im-
posed upon teachers, give absolute security to the religious
rights of parents, and infuse serenity and efficiency into the
intellectual and moral atmosphere of the schoolrooms.

The wiEdoru and equity of confining the teaching
in public elementary schools to secular subjects were
admitted by tho late Mr. Gladstone. They have also
been admitted by various political leaders still living—
such as Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman, Lord Rosebery,
Mr. Joseph Chamberlain and Mr. John Morley. But
many who recognise that Secular Education is ideally
right declare that it is impracticable. They assert that the
nation will not have it. Yet they offer no proof of this
extraordinary statement. The truth is that the people have
never had a clear issue laid before them. Only at Trado
Union Congresses has a popular vote been taken, and on
every occasion the skilled workmen, through their official
representatives, have registered overwhelming majorities in
favor of Secular Education.

It cannot be questioned that tho religious controversy has
been a serious hindrance to national education. England
will never take her proper placo in tho van of educational
progress until the State hands religion over to those who
should care for it, and organises education on a scientific
and civic basis.

Certainly the religious controversy shows no signs of
abating, Passive Resistance, pursued by Nonconformists
is now beiDg threatened by Anglicans and Catholics. Even
if a majority were to agree upon a compromise, it would still
excite the passionate resentment of the minority. There is,
indeed, but ono way of peace—the way of Secular Education.

The Secular Education League neither professes nor
entertains any hostility to religion. It birnply regards
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religion as a personal and private matter, which all shop
be free to promote in voluntary associations, but WL
should never come under the control of the State. A.
League takes it stand on the principle of citizenship—W
freedom and equality for all in matters that lie beyond.

It is with confidence that the Secular Education
appeals for moral and financial support. A number
distinguished names are already included on its Gene
Council, and more will assuredly be added in the immedi

future. What is now sought is a great accession of mem
who give the motive power to every organisation. The |
into the Leaguo is easy. Only the essential pomt

principle and policy are insisted upon ; and the mem
contribution is purely voluntary, each being left to subsc
according to interest and opportunity. . q

With the issue of this first Manifesto the general w«r'
the Secular Education League begins and the battlo g?
for the victory of “ the Secular Solution.”

Acid Drops.

Most of our readers will have this copy of tho f
in their hands by Good Friday. We might call it our has 1
number. And we may as well write a few “ Acid Dr*"
appropriate to the season.

Good Friday is an odd name for the anniversary
death of the second person in the Christian trinity. 1 t
also an odd name for tho death-day of Jesus considered a”
man. The story of the Crucifixion is pathetic enough >
fact, it has been half the making of Christianity- "® a
was nailed up on his cross between two thieves. I*
painful and humiliating fate ; and to add to his 1°
misery, his disciples had all forsaken him and Hod, wbw.”™ #
had betrayed him and another had openly denied him
public court. The blood poured forth from his thorn-P10 j
brow and from his nail-pierced hands and feet; kISfiir&
drooped with anguish of body and mind under tho “j
Syrian sun ; and in a moment of intolerable despair ho c”®
out “ My God, my God, why hast thou forsaken me ? S
every time the anniversary of that piteous tragedy0®. |
round tho Christians call it Good Friday. Good Ftt J
What a namo for it1 And what strange people the C
tians are to call it so 1

We have spoken of Good Friday as the anniversary \et
crucifixion of Jesus, for that is what tho Christians °oB3, of
it; but, of course, it is nothing of the kind. If the dca
Jesus were really an historical event, its anniversary
fall on tho same day every year. Shakespeare’s Day-""
day of his death, and apparently the day of his birth—13 ct
twenty-third of April. But tho death-day of Jesus D j,
falls on tho same dato two years running. It is ?ot,oril
confined to one month. It may occur in March or iu**
Why is this ? Because the Lifo of Jesus in the four
is a mythical story; and all mythology is related to "£ rgtef
of tho heavenly bodies. Good Friday is part of the
fixture. It is the first Friday before Easter Sunday"?D
Easter Sunday is the first Sunday after the first fa» , df,
after the twenty-first of March—which is the vernal °'HI j
and was reckoned of old as the beginning of tho year, f$S
reminiscenco of this still lingers in our enumeratiou ot
seasons—spring, summer, autumn and winter.

Easter is fixed every year by an astronomical calcul®”!
This is a relic of ancient nature worship. Tho )
equinox was a critical point in the sun’s procession 11
zodiac. But sun-worship was not everything. Th° ~
was worshiped too. And her worshipers had to bo 0
ciliated. So tho great spring festival was arranged to bal
after the first full moon after tho vernal equinox.

Curiously enough, a similar instauco of tho con
the moon-wordhipers occurred in the time of Julius
When that great man—one of the greatest men in all I)IS ~
and by tho way, an Atheist—reformed the Caleud*r
year would havo startod on tho twenty-fifth of Deo®j jjc
which was celebrated as the birthday of the Sun by
Pagan nations—and was borrowed iu the fourth century,
the Christian Church as the birthday of their Man-God- ~
another seven days (ono quarter of tho lunar month/ g;
allowed to elapse, in order to satisfy the moon-worslhP
and so tho year began on tho first of January instead.

Tho Jewish Passover falls at the samo time as tho ~ j
tim Easter. Tho Jews say it commemorates an inci $oa
their escape from Egypt under Moses. But that is a j »a
schEc. TLoy never were iu Egypt, and Moses is u
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historical character. Their Passover is really a celebration
? passing-over of the spring equinox by the sun. They
&e lost the knowledge of this, and falsely associate it with
circumstances  the legendary life of Moses; just as Cbris-
«ans have lost the knowledge of the real meaning of their
if 18ious celebrations, and falsely associate them with circum
8ances in the legendary life of Christ.

The Pagan origin of Easter is obvious to all who have
studied the facts of the case. The very word Easter is
~'ved from that of an old Scandinavian divinity. Easter

are symbolic of the fecund powers of nature, which are
cassetting themselves in the spring after the dormancy of
miter. The decoration of churches with evergreens and
owers has the same meaning. It is not Christ springing

Omthe tomb of death that is celebrated, but nature spnng-
3 from the tomb of winter. That is why man rejoices.
;“at is why—in spite of all the sad story of the death of
~sus-the Christians call the Friday before Easter Sunday

Friday.”

p The resurrection of Christ is not history. It is mythology

f, 2ter ia tho resurrection of the year. It is tho spnn<

ciid't™- And when this is properly understood there is at
‘° fhe whole Christian superstition.

He was at once the greatest
Sot 0 q aUT the most honest man in Russia. Ho was a
cared n iM-aV T'orquemada. Simple, unselfish, ascetic, he
ad althO™ "1 “or The prices that ordinary men strive for ;
he died°U* “le m'§Tit have amassed a mountain of wealth,
'Dealiat,a ~°°r mall, On The other hand, he was the very
Czar ri)°In  merciless reaction. His theory was that the
suprem 62 by the grace of God, that religion should be tie
Way of tK °Wer *n State, and that all who stood in the
Many v lIs.Theory of things should ho crushed out like so
I°rtnt(, eruj*n- Thousands of men and women have suffered
°f the jja?d been done to death, because tho Chief Procurator
blindanl., ~yn°d stood behind the throne, and shaped the
Wes a  The Policy of Alexandra Ill. and Nicholas Il. He
that evi]~reme illustration of tho truth of Pascal’s saying
Wren it -IHnover wrought so fully and so light-heartedly as
sienG®  Wrought in tho name of a false principle of con

SPund~TUUSIS™ % dead.

depute ,?nostseff was a very ablo man. It is impossible to
8fatettn AVlion his book called liejlections of a limsian
"i'lera.bM Was Published in English wo roviewed it at cou-
lis critig; en8th, and pointed out how much force thero was in
?atliampBm weaknesses of modern democracy under
be Well entary government. His book will for a long time
sl tel!0-°r~ reading by earnest students of political, social
Zeitbnih'|l<UB affair*= Ono thing ho said was certainly worth
- Ho laughed at tho “ freedom of the press”
i 8i Wort | “merica and elsowliero. Ho said that the press
hardly Ty capitalists and wire-pullers. And so it is.
CQucfcajlDWsPal,or ‘U England—outsido a few personally
N a bV °Umal8 liko the Freethinker—dares to say a
There (8 U* The most vital questions in religion and sociology.
Tre more outspoken thought in Russia, in spite of
S'bet Vje' UAT tho Holy Synod, and tho Censorship. Tho
°T that 7 °T England is hypocrisy, and the greatest nurse
at v*co is our glorious free press.”

?ufot fi°Us torture of untried prisoners has been carried
bdeten at, at Riga. Even young women have been
ljHiarijj g icked in a stato of nudity by the Holy Czar's
i cttéc™ Ono girl was tormented several nights in succession,
feltefi untof?d@ broken, her hair pulled out, and her abdomen
. aretnli “I°od gushed from her mouth. Other torture»,
I tit that Wore Quite “ unprintable.” Well, wo all know
Jedtl ;Qj nieans, and it is enough to make a decent man'’s
btter " 0 havo said before, and we repeat, that it wero

iufai n10n T° Tho by tho thousand on battlefields than for
G goR). 1Tlee 1™ g6 unchallenged. Fortunately they havo
"\éithe ] Together unavenged. A wretch called Grim, who
11Tlic stre™ °T THO Riga torturo department, was surrounded
dl|l cloSei ; oa® ‘Tuy by revolutionists, who shot him dead

hie account with humanity.

Wales is informed by Mr. w iniiam Penn-Lewis,&f

of the condition of Mr. Evau.™ ® ~ LCWs'fguest
f thoroughly

C t«.
for ,, 10 Welsh revivalist has been Mr- ¢
b > any months. Ho arrived at Y

Wen ‘M °Wn>and on tho verge of paralysis Jgm DU
bad t*\CI0Vc' considering tho debauch of e of

W 2?7~ S Through. Of course ho was in tl , Que
We« ' @Till, he thought ho had better see a i ‘ouidance

oj@hCaled in. Dr. George Clifton was “ under tbe guidance
G°d" in hia troatm™t of the dono up soul-saver, who
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began to mend; which proves that “tho seal of the Lord's
approval ” -was given to the arrangement. Such is the
jargon of these religionists. What they mean is, that rest
and comfort and good medical attendance did Evan Roberts
good; which would have been the case if he were an Atheist
instead of a Christian.

Evan Roberts’s kidneys were affected as well as his nerves.
We suppose he had “ devilled” them by the hygienically
vicious life he had been leading. However, his nerves and
kidneys are being well looked after now, and in “ God's
good pleasure” they will be all right again—some time.
Meanwhile he * is assured that it is the will of God that be
should accept the advice of the physician in whom he has
every confidence, and not attempt active service until his
health is permanently regained.” This is the man for
whom miracles wero wrought in answer to prayer! What
humbug it all is, to be sure 1 These pious people live in an
atmosphere of unreality, which soon degenerates into hypo-
crisy.

Some of the passengers stated that two Salvationists and
a missionary got away in the first boat from the wrecktd
Suevic—with the women. One of the Salvationists, being
interviewed on the subject, indignantly denied the accusa-
tion, and said there was some sort of misunderstanding.
We don't take sides, therefore, but let each side speak for
itself. But if three soul-savers did get away with the
women, we might devise an excuse for them. Sidney Smith
said that there were three sexes—men, women and clergy-
men. Now there was no special boat for the third sex, and
it might be more natural for them to go with the second sex
than with the first.

We have been favored with some pages torn out of the
March number of the Polytechnic Magazine. They contain
a verbatim report of a discourse on “ The Old Theology ” by
tho enterprising, talkative, and not very profound Dr. Emil
Reich. Tho sum and substance of the wholo windy dis-
course is this, that history proves that Jesus was more than

a man. Napoleon said so; and, if that isn’'t enough, Dr.
Emil Reich says so- which settles it. Evidence? What
more do you want? But take this, if you must. Chris-

tianity has spread so far and lasted so long ; that proves its
divine origin. Well, the same argument proves the divine
origin of Buddhism and Mohammedanism. And another thing.
If the Christian religion had really come from God, would
it havo taken nearly two thousand years to spread over less
than a third of tho world’s inhabitants ? Is Omnipotence
such a miserable missionary ?

Bishop Gore, of Birmingham, has been telling a crowded
congregation (if wo may go by the local Daily Mail report)
that “ in tho Gospels tlioy had first-hand evidence of those
who had been with their Lord as eyo-witnessos as well as
ministers of the word.” Now this is an absolute falsehood.
And wc are sorry to say that Bishop Gore probably knows it

as well as wc do.

St. Patrick’s Day was celebrated in tho customary fasliiiu
at Stewartstown, County Tyrone. Catholics and Protestants
fought each other for the love of Christ, and tho police had
to deal with both factions. There wero many casualties,
and for several hours tho town was in a stato of siege.

Of courso thero was plenty of rowing at Liverpool on St.
Patrick’s Day. It took thirty-five policemen, Inspector
Hammond said, to restore order in the Evertou-vallcy neigh-

borhood. What was it that tho angels sang on a certain
night ninotcen hundred and seven years ago? “ reace on
earth, good will to men.” That was tho song. The chorus

is still going strong—especially where Catholics aud Orargo
Protestants get a sight of each other.

Rev. Dr. Ewart James, preaching at Edge-hill Congrega*
atioual Church, is reported in tho Liverpool Daily Post as
saying that, “ When the Church aud tho Socialists under-
stand each other they might march into line, and there
would then bo hope for the kingdom of God.” Wo arc sorry
to hear that God is dependent on that coalition. Aud wc
should like to know—when the Church iMd Socialism lie
down together—which will be inside.

William Walsh, described by the press reporters as a merry
Irishman, appeared the other day before Mr. Paul Taylor.
He was charged with being disorderly at Bayswater, but be
had a griovanco against tho constables. Ho said that one
of them had called him a monkey. “1 don't belong to-
Darwin’s family,” he added, “ so why should he call me a
monkey ? | Icavo that to your worship’s consideration.”
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Evidently the prisoner had been listening to some pious
preacher or lecturer who had denounced Darwin and the
“ monkey ” theory. However, he got fined ten shillings (or
seven days) for the disorderly conduct; but he paid this
cheerfully, having cleared himself from all connection with
“ Darwin’s family.” And really he doesn't seem calculated

to do it much credit.

Talmage used to say—and Torrey took up the tale after
him—that “ infidelity ” was the greatest cause of suicide.
Very few “ infidels,” however, seem to rush out of existence.
They generally wait their turn—which is usually most con-
siderate to those around them. But the papers are full of
cases of Christians who “go to God” or whatever their
destination is—in a hurry. A coroner’s jury, for instance,
has brought in a verdict of “ suicide whilst temporarily
insane ” over the dead body of the Rev. Frank Marchant
Chetwynd, pastor of St. John’s Free Church of England,
Tottington, who died from the effects of an overdose of
chloral. In a letter he had written : “ 1 cannot endure this
awful depression any longer. May God bless my sweet wife
and children. | can no longer do my church work as it
ought to be done. God bless my church and people.” This
is very sad, of course, and we are not gloating over the poor
pastor’s trouble. We only wish to point out that his religion
was not much of a comfort and support. Perhaps he would
have borne up more bravely if he had no God to leave his
“ sweet wife and children” to. The present writer has
suffered badly from insomnia, but has always resolutely
avoided drugs and alcohol as an aid to sleep; and when he
has felt done up, he has also felt that his “ sweet wife and
children ” depend upon him—not upon God ; and then there
was his work for Freethought, on which he would like to
spend his last fraction of strength.

“ Thank God, | have just taken poison,” said Rebecca
Eliza Mullany when Mrs. Daisy Holder called.upon her.
She died the next day at the Royal Free Hospital, and the
St. Pancras Coroner’'s jury returned a verdict of “ suicide
during temporary insanity "—in spite of the Coroner’s
remark that there did not seem to be any insanity in the
case. There was no Atheism, anyway—was there ? We
put the question to the logical and veracious Torrey.

The boy Parrett, who is to be tried at the Chester Assizes
for the Bradeley Hall murder, was a regular attendant at
the Wesleyan Sunday School, and chose for his prizes such
pious books as Pilgrim's Progress, Dare to Do Bight, and
At Last. What a howl would go up from the Christian press
if he had been a reader of the Freethinker. They would
have wanted to hang us.

Ellen Britton, of Hawes-street, Haslingden, aged fifty, was
kneeling at her bedsido, with her sister, saying her prayers,
when she fell sideways and died on the spot. Naturo had
her way in spite of religion. It was heart failure.

Roligious people are up in arms—at least, the professional
ones are—at Carlisle, whore the Social Democratic Federation
is billed to hold its annual Conference from Good Friday to
Easter Sunday inclusive. The Dean of Carlisle says that
the Socialists are “ doing their cause irreparable harm by
taking this anti-Christian line.” He further says that “ it
is extremely bad taste to disregard the feelings of Christian
people.” Bless their “ feelings.” They seem to think they
possess a monopoly of the article. Anyhow, it is always
their feelings that are to be regarded. Other people’s don't

count.

Rev. B. Il. Bosanquet, vicar of Thames Ditton, supported
by his churchwardens, protests against the race meeting at
Imber Court (in his parish) on Good Friday. He calls it a
“ gross violation of the sanctity of the day.” But he forgets
that tho sanctity of the day is a personal matter to Chris-
tians. They need not go to the trotting match ; they can go
to church. The reverend gentleman is more to the point in
saying that the horsey gathering “ is calculated to cause
deep offence to Christian people in the parish.” But that is
the fault of the Christian people themselves. They want to
do what they lifce, and to direct other people’s movements
too. Which, a3 our old friend Euclid says, is absurd.

Canon Dolan, at St. Peter's Church, Scarborough, had
blessed the palms and distributed them to the congregation
on Sunday morning, and had just commenced Mass, when
he fainted. For over an hour he lay in a semi-conscious
state. We do not know that there is any moral. There
would have been one if the “ painful scene ” had occurred
in a Secular Hall.

Another good man gone wrong. Rev. Canon WIlli®
Edward Rawstorne, aged 87, of East Putney, left £3891 m

What is it the New Testament says? “ It is easier for
camel to go through the eye of a needle than for a rich n®
to enter the kingdom.” “ And in hell he lifted up his eye 1

being in torment.”

We are afraid the late Rev. Albert Brook Webb, of Wickba
Market, Suffolk, is undergoing similar treatment. He °nl
left j£9,130, but he could hardly squeeze through the need e
eye with a hump like that.

The cry is still they come. Here are more clerical nnfo*
tunates. Rev. Alfred Hall, aged 80, of Leamington,
¢020,792. Rev. Canon Francis James Holland, aged 7J
Canterbury, left ;£51,781. These reverend gentlemen ha »
good time on earth. We cannot say that they kept ou
heaven all those years. They probably kept out of
other place.

The religious papers continue to fill their columns
discussions on the New Theology, without any of t~
appreciating the real significance of the agitation. ,
Campbell is doubtless very advanced in relation to the D
of Christians, and to them he is, by contrast, a reelS »
revolutionist. But to outsiders his chief interest hea .
his being a mere symptom of a general revolt againstCn
ian doctrines. Morally and intellectually, Christianity IS
of touch with the best life of our time, and although
power of the churches as organisations serves to .disguise
fact somewhat, the truth is tolerably obvious to all who ¢ ~
to look at the matter carefully. Mr. Campbell thus a*Sj3
a kind of barometer in indicating the mental pressure on
churches, and so far serves a purpose. Further than '
his personality is of small consequence. The man
thinks that the conflict of modern thought with Chris ~
doctrines can be brought to an end by a manipulation®
phrases, has but a poor conception of the real nature of w
is going on around. Mr. Campbell and his supporters f® j
they are assisting at a readjustment; they are re
witnessing a dissolution. For over three hundred yei®
Christianity has been retreating before the advance
modern thought, and the process is bound to end some
And now that the history of religious ideas is so well on
stood, the end must be drawing dangerously near.

When | Survey the Wondrous CrosS

An Easter Hymn, “ Ancient and Modern."

When | survey the wondrous cross

On which I'm far from sure He died,
I loathe J. C.'s unnatural Boss

Who preordained His suicide.

Forbid it, Lord, that men should boast
About His deeds : the Bible God

Is worse than all the tyrant host
Who've ruled our race with iron rod.

Read Jahveh'’s Book, His Word complete,
By His reporters’ taken down.

Employed upon a “ Harmsworth ” sheet,
How they’d enhance its great ronown.

Were tho whole wealth of Christians miuOi
My contributions would be small

To those who puff tho “ Book Divine,”
The minds of people to enthral.

To Christ, who's cursed tho human race
With bitter grief and anguish soro,

We'll turn our back, and turn our faco
Towards tho light for overmoro.

E ncore Verses.

When | survey the ball and cross
On Ludgato Hill's Cathedral top,
Think I, why honor such a joss
With such a gorgeous gospel-shop ?

When | survoy a cold cross bun,
I give that bun a berth that's wide ;
Why swallow pastry underdone

To celebrate God'’s suicide ?
Ess JaY
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

28. Manchester.
May 5, Liverpool.

To Correspondents.

Cohen's Lecture E ngagements.—Apr” 14, Glasgow; 21,
r,,, ®an’s Hall, Stratford; 28, a. Victoria Park, e. Workman's
j Hay, Stratford.

- Lloyd's L ecture Engagements.—Apr” 21, Failsworth.
A See 1 Acid Drops.”’ Thanks.

ho Iauggests that J. H., who wrote vindicating “ Ouida,”
ShOUIC “read that lady's Views and Opinioms; in which she

anigv?leaa who'e chapter to exposing the hollowness of Christi-
K\ 7 I plain and forcible language.”

i H. Schweizer.— Altered as desired. Thanks.

@3 Manhs for the Metchnikoff book, which we are glad to
rem\8 Raleigh's Style was acknowledged, though not by
W) 6 Wen Rarrived

r Always glad to receive cuttings.

v,
Sven" Sel yeur letter, in any shape, in the Yorkshire
t>ricB N ° S WBS someHfins- You must he thankful for small

for'twi" 82 1—Ploased 1° hear that you have read the Freethinker
fGC ,°IVe months and still “ like it immensely.” You say you
Wiju having met with it before, but you must be content
like what you have gained. We believe there are thousands
thing™?u’ we c°uld only reach them. It would be a good
aijV tor them, and for us too ; as the paper would then pay us
t° gnnS wage for our work upon it, and we should bid good-bye
Push ?2nClai worry- Perhaps this will stimulate our readers to
W j  he circulation of this journal all they can.

"Acii'ri~Qlwd seo matter is partially dealt with in our
Whole , °Pa” this week. No doubt a small book upon the
Kj subject would be very useful.

~ J i Boer.”—Thanks for cuttings.

for dSBT*3 taking extra copies of the Freethinker frequently
subsnril10UHon ” >and>“ although they may not avail to bring
Sn bers>R '3 sowing the seed.” Truly.

- m ﬁuxley did not bury himself or put up his own
h'finc v*2 . We prefer to go by what he wroto and published
tonih'shfetime rather than by what others said in connec-
Uever, ' when ho was dead. (2) Mr. Header Harris, K.C.,
ad Misa” prominent Atheist.” We have asked him again

ben'lg]élla” mention any other Atheist who ever knew him to

trial],' 10EDI—Profoundly sorry to hear that Signor Ferrer’s
again postponed till June It is an infamy. No doubt
be wh?an™ authorities, instigated by Christian bigots, hope
Titj; end their troubles by dying in prison
Salvation Army T ract F und.—Previously acknow-
9d. Sincc received: L. E. Singer, Is.; J.
- VBT, Miitchell, 2s.; K. Wilson, Is.; E. Clarke,
E I\/bo,, Challenger Is.
bope «°*T.—Sorry to hear your eyes are troubling you, and
0. gA °y will goon bo better. Thanks for cuttings.
otRy , ilii,~-Wc dealt with H. Musgrave Eeade’s conversion
hfanch  y°ars ago. He was a member of the Manchester
but he w National Secular Society twenty odd yoars ago,
aud W& 7as never of any importance in the Secular movement,
Patadecl \Pfe totally unacquainted with his name when he was
Went to vr On° °t Ur. Torrey's meetings. You ask why he
eaBues j raa instead of trying to convert W3 and our col-
>than if ,n London. Well, it was easier to look big in India
e NE N 68« England.
Br0 8 -See« Acid Drops.”
are welcome.
AatrinnGAR Society, Limited, Office is at 2 Newcastle-strect,
n*Klatoon-street, E.C.
Parrin\jNAI' Heculab Society's office is at 2 Newcastlo-street,
ASRS f °n'Stredt E-°- .
~to 2 Newf tHO Editor of the Freethinker should bo addressod
Hiciojj, v ast e'8treet, Farringdon-street, E.C.
2treet, weplCES muat reach 2 Newcastle-strcet, Farringdon-
j,Ierte3 A'l hy first post Tuesday, or they will not be

Thanks.

..Markin'?!? Bend us newspapers would enhance the favor by
NG .0 Paasagosto which they wish us to call attention.
,bing n ‘terature should be sent to the Freethought Pub-
», Greet p, nmPany Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
j HX to tila "Rrlifr.

' ng d ™~ Th, 7ori Lterature by stamps are specially requested

' stamps.
%ipee eqtbipke > bo forwarded direct from the publishing

8, Uad - ee’' af the following rates, prepaid:—One year,
*6 or \ 2year>5s.-3d. ; three months, 2s. 8d.

tenTM»TM/“ I™ : thirty words, Is. Cd.; every suc-

t8, 6d.; Vid70 j i&played Advertisemepgs:—One inch

* Mail ¢o umn —IJP(%P Yf,p F\U'r'ﬁ'n, 5s. Spemal

“«AiUST' £12'-ca!
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Sugar Plums.

The National Secular Society’'s Conference will be held
this year in London. Full particulars will appear in our
next issue, Meanwhile we are requested to state that
motions for the Conference Agenda, from Branches or non-
Branch members, must be in the General Secretary’s hands
by April 27 at the latest.

An important announcement concerning the new Secular
Education League appears on another page of this week’s
Freethinker. We are able to print the League’s first mani-
festo, together with a list of public men and women who
have given their adhesion by joining the General Council.
Several ministers of religion are included. Dr. Clifford is
outside—as we expected he would be when the psychological
moment came. The old hypocrite—for such he is on this
subject, at any rate—is in favor of Secular Education, pro-
vided he is allowed to make the words mean what he pleases.
But the Rev. R. J. Campbell has joined the League, which
proves that when ho spoke in favor of Secular Education he
meant what he said. There are many members of parlia-
ment on the General Council, and we believe there will be a
good many more before very long. There are also artists
and literary men, and towering over all is the great name of
George Meredith. It must be admitted that this is an excel-
lent beginning. And it will be recognised by all Freethinkers
that the League’s Manifesto is on the right lines. Its brevity
is one of its merits. All the essence of the principle and
policy of Secular Education is packed into a brief compass.
People can see in a minute or two what they are asked to
support.

The complete constitution of the Secular Education
League will be announced presently. Officers, such as Pre-
sident, Vice-Presidents, and Treasurer, have not been

appointed yet. The first thing to do was to get represen-
tative names on the General Council. Other appointments
will follow in due course. There will also be, at the proper
time, a General Meeting of Members of the League. Every-
thing cannot be done at once. We have a capital Secretary
and a competent Executive Committee, who will carry on
the League’s work while the members are being enrolled.
It is members that tho League wants just now, and wo beg
our friends to flock in.

We hope Freethinkers will join the Secular Education
League in largo numbers. Of course wo hope Christians
will do so too, but wo cannot appeal to them in this journal.
The amount of the yearly subscription is optional; members
can subscribe just what they can afford or think advisablo.
The poor man'’s shilling will be welcome as well as the rich
man’s pound. Forms of membership can bo obtained at tho
Freethinker office, whore the League Secretary (Mr. Harry
Snell) has left a largo supply. Subscriptions, with the filled-
in forms, can bo left with tho N. S. S. Secretary, Miss E. M.
Vance, or with our shop manager, Mr. W. A. Vaughan.
These will bo hauded ovor in bulk (so to speak) to the Leaguo
secretary, who will forward receipts and cards of member-
ship from tho League's headquarters. By this means wo
shall seo how many of our own people are joining, and if
wo find them remiss we shall bo able to stir them up from
time to time in these columns. For the present, perhaps,
they will take our word for it that it is of the utmost im-
portance that our party should bo strongly represented on
this now Lcaguo. If we don’'t care for Secular Education,
we cannot expect other people to.

Copies of tho Secular Education Lcaguo’s manifesto can
bo obtained at the Freethinker office for judicious distribu-
tion. This is a work that Freethinkers can all help in.

Last week’s Athenceum paid a fine tribute to M. Bcrtholot,
tho great French scientist and Freethinker, whoso death
was recorded in our last week’s issue. After speaking in
the highest terms of his immense services to chemical
science, our contemporary referred to his noble personal
character:—

“ In privato life, Berthelot was one of the happiest,
because one of tho most unambitious, of men. Although
millions have been made out of his discoveries by the com-
mercial world, it was his proud boast that he had himself
never made a penny by them. His various stipends as
Professor, as Senator, and as Perpetual Secretary of the
Academic des Sciences, in which office ho succeeded Pasteur
—though modest enough to English eyes—were sufficient for
his wants, and lie took nothing more from science than tho
honors (including the Davy and Copley Medals of our own
Royal Society) which in later life came abundantly to him.
Nor was his death less worthy or a worse example than his
life. He had long been a sufferer from heart disease, and on
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the occasion of his jubilee, spoke touchingly of the sympathy
of his fellow-workers as having caused a last flash in the
lamp about to bo quenched in eternal death. Yet he faced
his end with the same gay courage with which he had defied
the Prussian shells on the plain of Clamart, worked and
wrote to the last, and discharged his secretarial duties at the
séance of the Académie held two hours before his own death.”

What could be finer? Berthelot's beautiful personality
matched his scientific greatness. And he was an Atheist.
Let the Christian world remember that fact.

On Sunday, in the Chamber of Deputies, M. Briand, the
Minister of Public Instruction, introduced a short Bill
authorising the deposition in the Pantheon of the remains of
Marcelin Berthelot and his wife. It was passed unani-
mously—and then adopted with equal unanimity by the
Senate. France has an eye for her great men. Of course
she is “ Infidel ” France; but did not Carlyle say that
reverence for human worth was the only true religion that
ever was or ever will be ?

The funeral of M. Berthelot and his wife took place at
the Pantheon on Monday morning. It was attended by
President Fallicres and Prime Minister Clemenceau. M.
Briand delivered an eloquent address, praising M. Berthelot
as one of those prodigious men who honored all countries
and all times. He also paid a beautiful tribute to the dead
lady. There was a great crowd of people, and troops
stationed at all the approaches to the Pantheon.

Mr. Thomas Bcvan, of Stone Park, Greenhithe. Kent, who
left estate valued at £383,191 15s. 2d., bequeathed consider-
able sums to his servants, including £5,000 to his valet, £300
and a life annuity of £52 to his head-gardener, £300 to his
coachman, a life annuity of £200 to Nurse Mary Ann Payne,
and life annuities of £52 to two old servants. He ordered
that his body shonld be cremated, and that the ash residue
should be ground in powder and again burnt and dissipated
in the air. His will also contains this interesting clause :—

“ Convinced as | am that it is impossible in these present
times for a man possessed of the combination of the quality
of straightforwardness with the ordinary intellectual quali-
fications to make the solemn declaration required at Ordina-
tion, which requires him to affirm, for example, his belief in
the historical accuracy of the Book of Genesis, including the
history, circumstances and account of Noah's Ark as con-
tained therein, and that the writers of Matthew, Mark, Luke
and John were more than feeble and fallible, who often did
great injustice to the Greatest of Men—for instance, when
two of them attributed to Him the expectation that figs were
to be found in Judaea before Easter, and a curse from Him,
being hungry, to a fig-tree because there were none—I should
regard with the gravest misgiving were my daughters or either
of my granddaughters to marry a clergyman, believing, as |
do, that in the near future there must be .much distress, un-
easiness and trouble in store for right-minded men of that
calling, and | bequeath to them and to each of them my
devout, honest and earnest hope that they will never do so.”

Evidently an exceptional man. We wish he had known of
the Secular movement. Had he dono so, he might have
bequeathed a substantial legacy to the Secular Society,

Limited.

Kaiser William has done ouo thing ho need not bo
ashamed of. He has taken the opportunity of the fiftieth
anniversary of Haeckel's taking his doctor's degree to
recognise his great services to science by creating him
a Privy Councillor, with the right to the title of Excellency
Of course, this is only a feather in Haeckel's hat, and won’t
affect the fine head beneath it.

The late Professor York Powell—a very able and original
man—appears to have spoken very freely in his letters to
his friends. In one of theso he refers in the following
manner to certain opinions of llobort Louis Stevenson
which that writer’'s biographers do not bring out promi-
nently : “ Rob used to say that he would have nothing to
do with a religion of so alien a character as Christianity,
full of nasty Jewish remnants, and that he refused to have
anything to do with their old God and X. Commandments,
and if he wanted Commandments or Gods he would make
them himself: which seems to me a very reasonable and
historic view.”

A fine copy of the first folio of Shakespeare was sold by-
auction at Sotheby’s somo days ago for the enormous sum of
£3,600. In the course of time, not a single first folio will be
obtainable for love or money. Every copy will be safely
locked in some public institution in the English-speaking
world. The most important book on earth will eventually
be beyond price. And the curious thiDg is that as the
Bible falls off its pedestal Shakespeare rises to the premier
position.
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Mr. R. J. Campbell's Ideal Christ.

Since writing my former paper on “ The New
logy” | have heard Mr. Campbell’'s address to _
Ethical Societies at Caxton Hall. He undonbte™J
evoked warm admiration for his earnestness 8
ingenuous sincerity. The remains that still ci
to him of what is generally termed theology 8,
very similar to what we have long been a-eeustom
to find in the more independent-minded of the
tarians, and even in here and there a
tionalist who has not cared to give himself at
logical ticket. Probably most of the audience
agree with me in thinking that nothing differentia
Mr. Campbell from the standpoint of the n
Societies except a quite unnecessary and, in ;
somewhat illogical, retention of a few residual to
logical terms and notions. i3

One of his most characteristic pronounce®8
was what he said about his ideal Christ. An
was here that a lack of critical analysis was ®
conspicuous. At any rate, ho cannot have caretl”
analysed this conception. He derived his idea
Christ, he told us, not so much from the G°sPe
the New Testament writers may have reported 1
perfectly—as from the effects which the Chris
idea had produced in the world. This means,
course, that though the twentieth century _ida ,
Christ, as derived by Mr. Campbell from his.
of the Christian ora, may not be found intact m »
New Testament, it may be read into the recor
those who know what has happened since the rec |j
was penned. Now this is an assumption
contend no one has a right to make, and ™1
even Mr. Campbell would not make but for his t
logical training and associations.

In the first place, everyone who is familiar
the history of that time knows that there is no'
original in the ethics of the New Testament c
acter of Josus, unless it may be the represent8
of an exceptionally sympathetic and magnetic P ,
sonality. The great prophets of the Old Testa®™ "
give us an ethical standard quite as lofty as
any of the more or less paradoxical beatitudes ,
aphorisms of Jesus. Half a millennium oarlier, V
dbism had dono tho same. To Mr. Campbell, ~
ethics of Christianity is practically everything <~
tho founder or founders of Christianity it was 0
an element logically involved in tho idea of rcl'g r.
and did not give to Christianity its distinctivec g
acter. However much or little of Mr. Campbe
ideal Christ is to bo found in the Now Testa®
it must bo taken together with tho teaching
which it was encumbered, and which constituted
distinctiveness of Christianity. It is notoven® *
sary to find a personal Josus at all. History c°.jy
have made itself as it has done, had Christ®0 "
begun, as it probably did, with a small coterl®
devotees of an eclectic scheme of belief, al”
whoso central idea thero crystallised, out ® f
religious and philosophical thought and tradit®0
the time, the myth of the person Jesus. This ®. jy
nation of their central idea was necessary
tho traditional expectation of a Messiah, and raG
also a natural adaptation of religious idea and P”

’

thi°8

cults. This crystallisation theory is strengths®8 .
tbo fact that the ideals of Jesus in the New ~
ment differ as wo pass from the Synoptical
to Paul, and from Paul to the Fourth Gospel- ™ e
Christ idea was in tho air, and could well havo bee
formulated without an actual personal origin* i9
But whether the Christ myth had a personal ” jg
or not does not matter to our argument,wb® ®
that the recorded Jesus was no more otbica ~
tho highest thought of his age, and that it ~a jy.
his ethical teachings which established Chrbti .~
Had Christ preached, or tho early Christians 'O
merely Mr. Campbell’s gospel, we should have b Of
Christian Church. We should have had a k* ~e
Spinozian Gnosticism. It was the theology—t0 WyjriS
word in a comprohensivo sonso—of tho early
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tans that won adherents. That theology professed
Ofalfil Jewish expectations ; it held out rewards and
punishments of a very definite and imposing kind ; it
created a sympathetic social organisation which met
certain needs of the Pagan peoples ; it promised the
Geedy return of Christ as a conqueror and a millen-
of terrestrial happiness. Some of the New
mtestament Christians even hoped to live to see the
second Advent. Then around this theology there
clustered a complicated system of the ritual
?-a~¢  which the people were accustomed, but
B ~.new names and new meanings were given.
aw°re k°Pe °f seeing Christ return had faded
Dnlv ~on8tantine converted Christianity into a
to th'Gx*8ys"'em>an” the Church thenceforth added
de 8secusar hurly-burly of history the even fiercer
D snts of spiritual dogmatism and dissension.
the Christian centuries, it is true that the
is f a,.as>on the whole, progressed ethically, but it
B a disputed point as to whether the Church has
Wa ™Pose(t morality upon the world, or
-« r world has not rather imposed its
htun = uPon ~be Church. Certainly it was the
j, anitarianism of the Renaissance that made the
“ onpossible, and lifted the Churdhout of
fiigin+y @UagMIire of immorality in which it was
Itia g asPhyxiated
ao 3an unPermis8ible assumption, in view of the
#e7e to find beneath the imperfect record of the
Qjjj -testament the ideal Christ of the twentieth
al Uy as an actual character. The most that
ethi De Can he permitted to assume is that the
eqQ 8 the Christian records and theology were
thec’ Perhaps a little superior, to the ethics of
a8j(. 8InPeting religions, and that the human mind,
Qg0 . has evolved ethically, has been able to accept
thoyj~.kh® spirit of the New Testament ethics,
‘nug in the letter that ethics is often expressed
letg ladox and jn metaphorical terms of now obso-
hag. editions and beliefs. The Christian ethics
by aneen a factor in ethical evolution, but it has not
Dot ~.n?ans been the sole factor, and it was itself
6es °/I8inal to Christianity. When Mr. Campbell
seinh18 ideal Christ in the New Tostament ho is
Ui.n°* an acfuai Palestinian Christ, not an
ow .y at all» but merely an idea that is in his
thOjjh'hd- It was upon the Christ that appears in
that tu'V -f-estament, not upon Mr. Campbell's ideal
,h° early Church was built. Tendencies which,
tuigi.ney been allowed to work themselves out,
lhi®  .r.avo evolved from the Christian germ some-
bo 'm Campbell’s theology, were suppressed
&d / eMRal in the interest of the New Testament
M. praditional Christology. |1 am not criticising
< a*pbell’s theology as such, but only his as-
Udu ./ °n that the teaching of Christ was anything
te”™ 8an aspecialised expression of a widely-spread
Aflncy of thought at that time.
lee8 ~0 close of the address, several written
s’tQo 0B85 '7ere handed up to the platform, only
QOn °f which Mr. Campbell had time to comment
tbe ' . “ne question was as to his attitude towards
trend Uacul°us. Anyone familiar with the recent
'Sonld *k discussion upon the subject of miracles
°Xdtji lave expncted Mr. Campbell to select, as an
tion G ff*e groat crucial miracle of the resurrec-
ts id |sus. Perhaps ho thought his remarks on
tud0 Oa Christ had sufficiently indicated his atti-
<y g °Wards this allegod miracle. Ho selected, to
taraclUbr*8e> Old Testament miracles and Christ's
Bancs 8% Coaling. Surely he knows that thou-
allow 0° Christian ministers have long ceased to
Neso . = r minds to bo seriouil\ exercised about

& miracles.
Arthur Ransom.

Faith Healing.

Cri~ Eowio's body lay in state, thousands

anx;, 68 and diseased persons poured into

ton °18 touch the hem of his garments, in 1
that they might bo cured of their alllictic
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thereby. Cures through “ faith ” may have followed
—and they have their parallels in the history of Jesus
Christ—but the explanation of their cause exists
exclusively in the realm of physical science. If the
“ Profit,” at any period of his long career of craft
versus credulity, did really effect a cure, then he did
so through the medium of animal electricity. | am
inclined, however, to believe that he was better pro-
vided with apropensity for “ laying hands ” on money
than with animal electricity. It would be interesting
to have the views of the Psychical Research Society
upon the “ Profit's” alleged qualities. To me, the
cry between them does not seem so very far—except
that the Society is composed of otherwise morally
honest people. If the term “ physical science” be
tautological, as | hold it must be, then science is
prostituted when it is associated with psychics. And
the utter absurdity of it all that is, the very concep-
tions and explanations of what is called the higher
psychics are incurably materialistic.

Hypnotism, as practised by Professor Bernheim
and Dr. van Renterghem—which is not to be con-
founded with the grosser nonsense of mesmerism
that has so mystified the public mind—is a legitimate
physical science. There are many familiar legends
concerning the cure of diseases which at once suggest
themselves, in the light of hypnotic knowledge, as
cases illustrating the power of auto-suggestion. The
miracles of Lourdes, the healings of Christian
Science, the faith-cures of “ Elijah the Second,” and
the legends of King’'s Touch—all have, in this light,
a rational explanation. “ Psychical science” con-
tends that these effects are “ mysteries.” It starts
on the proposition that the physical is comprehen-
sible, and the psychical incomprehensible. It refuses
to take any account of the cause, and all the logic of
a thousand Herbert Spencers would not knock the
bottom out of the bald, unsupportablo assertion that
actuates it. | would have no hesitation in accepting
the term “ psychics ” as incomprehensible science—
literally “ meaningless "—had | not formed a better
one. That there are more mentally hazy people out-
side asylums than within them it has been my mis-
fortuno to observe, and | candidly think that not a
few of them aro mombors of the Society of Modern
Fanatics.

To anyone who has had a scientific training, the
doctrine that causation and the sequence of phe-
nomena are as true of human life as of mechanics,
is a platitude scarcely worth saying. The idea of tho
universality of causation has becomo a necessary
condition of all the thinking of such aperson. Those
who have a knowledge of the marvels of radio-
activity and atomic evolution, and also of physiology
—at least so far as the actions of the brain are
concerned—will have very little trouble in arriving
at a rational explanation of what is termed faith-
healing.

Psychics received its death-blow—or should have,
if it had been amenable to reason—when that dis-
tinguished Indian physicist, Professor Chundra Bose,
of tho Presidency College, Calcutta, published, in
1902, his remarkable book, entitled Response in the
Living and the Non-Living. Therein ho was enabled
to show that various crystalline forms of matter
exhibit response to electrical stimulation, and show
fatigue and electrical phenomena identical with
those which the physiologists have hitherto described
as characteristic of living muscle and mind. His
work was met with tho usual and necessary incre-
dulity accorded to the pioneer, but his results have
stood, and last year he published another work,
called Plant Response, which carries his work still
further, proving tho identity of response to stimula-
tion in the animal, in the plant, and in various kinds
of crystalline inorganic matter. The following
extract from Professor Bose’s admirable work, pub-
lished in this country by Longmans, Green & Co., is
practically a condensed summary of his discoveries :

“ By following tho electrical method of inquiry which
has just been described, I have been able to prove that
the power of responding to stimulus, and, under certain
conditions, tho arrest of this power, ia tho charac«
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teristic, not of organic matter only, but of all matter,
both organic and inorganic; and that, in general, the
various agencies Which bring on the modification of
response in one case—such as fatigue, temperature
changes, stimulating or depressing chemical reagents—
act in the same way in the other. The capability of
responding, so long regarded as the peculiar charac-
teristic of the organic, is also found in the inorganic,
and seems to depend in all cases, both qualitatively and
quantitatively, on the condition of molecular mobility.”

The more we know of Nature, the less we know of
God; and the fickleness of it all is thus aptly and
poetically described in Byron’s “ Don Juan

“ How little do we know that which we are !
How less what we may be ! The eternal surge
Of time and tide rolls on and bears afar
Our bubbles.”

Atheists and Theists, physicists and psychicists—
evanescent bubbles in the sum total of all—eternal
and ecumenical causation. T

The Making of the Gospels.- 1Y.

(Continued from p. 187.)

IN the age succeeding that of the first promulgators
of Christianity the primitive Christians were with-
out any definite knowledge of the life or history of
Jesus Christ. Not one of the apostles, who were
supposed to have known the various incidents of the
alleged public ministry of Jesus, had left to posterity
any™written accounts of those incidents. The pri-
mitive Church had therefore to find out these circum-
stances for itself. This was a simple matter, though
somewhat long and tedious ; all that was necessary
being a careful examination of the Old Testament
scriptures, which were believed to be full of “pro-
phecies ” relating to the Jewish Messiah—and Jesus
was assumed to be that Messiah. To find these
alleged predictions the Greek version of the Hebrew
Scriptures was searched exhaustively from end to
end, and all passages deemed suitable were marked
and copied out. This done, the material for the
past history of the Savior wa3 ready to hand.

All the OIld Testament “ prophecies” selected as
referring to the Messiah had, of course, to be fulfilled;
narratives were therefore drawn up describing the
actual occurrence of the various events and circum-
stances predicted. The pious Christians engaged in
this meritorious work were mostly teachers, and
necessarily few in number, the rank and file of the
early Church having no knowledge of Greek or
Hebrew letters. These self-constituted Gospel-
makers were, moreover, not burdened with incon-
venient scruples, and considered themselves fully
qualified for the work. The crazy teacher Barnabas,
for instance, after clumsily twisting an Old Testa-
ment passage quite out of recognition, unctuously
saysi—

“ Blessed be our Lord who has placed in us wisdom
and understanding of secret things....... For this purpose
He has circumcised our ears and our hearts that wo
might understand these things.”

To take a second example, Justin Martyr, after
similarly distorting several other OIld Testament
passages, says ‘—

“ Would you suppose, sirs, that we could over have
understood those matters in the Scripture, if we had
not received grace to discern by the will of Him whose
pleasure it was ?”

Most of the Gospel narratives had been written in
Justin’s time; but that ancient apologist, having
discovered th9 clue, elected to work them out for
himself. And he does so—fearlessly.

In this series of papers | shall confine myself
chiefly to the principal Gospel events which make up
the life of Jesus Christ. The sayings ascribed to
that much-lauded individual will require separate
treatment.

The Virgin Bieth.
It is often contended by Rationalists that the

Jesus of the Gospels—Ilike Theseus, Persous, Apollo,
Hercules, Bacchus and others—was a personification
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of the sun, and that to this source can be traced t
origin of the Virgin Birth story. That many of t »
ancient deities were of this solar character may a
once be admitted. We know that the Virgin-Mot(0
myth was almost universal in Paganism, and to
many of the gods and heroes were reputed to ka
been born of virgin mothers ; but this fact, even
known to the primitive Christians—and we have
evidence that it was known—would never have ong
nated the Gospel story, but for the presQl
Isaiah vii. 14 in the Jewish Scriptures. The lal
passage is undoubtedly the source of the vug
Birth story, and this story is an addition to the a
primitive set of Gospel narratives.

Isaiah had predicted : “ Behold a virgin shall ¢
ceive, and bear a son, and shall call his na
Immanuel,” etc. This prophecy, according to ~
context, was fulfilled in Isaiah’s own days ; but 8
a small matter did not trouble the Gospel-ma' '
The meaning of the name “ Immanuel ” was enoug
for him—* God with us.” Was not Jesus GoO«
at least the Son of God? His mother must th®
fore have conceived by the Spirit of God—the B
Ghost. The concoctor of the story may, of cou
have heard of Latona and her son Apollo, or of B
and her son Hercules, or of Isis and Horos, or ol
babe-gods Hermes and Dionysos. But these ™
all connected with Pagan idolatry, which, as a
or Christian, the concoctor regarded with PIO®
horror. The writings of Isaiah, however, werQ
quite a different character. Were they not comp0®
by a holy prophet under the direct influence of ulv
inspiration ? And did not the same sacred Vv?riter> ,
his fifty-third chapter, show a clef¥% @A detaud
foreknowledge of the rejection and suffering8
Jesus? It was not lIsaiah, then, but God
who spoke throughout the book—the great God y.t
could not lie. And so on, and so forth. As
be expected, the pious concoctor of the Virgin B
story wrote his veracious narrative with the pa8 ~
open before him. He concludes

ffll.

)

saying:

“ Now all this is como to pass, that it might be*
filled which was spoken by the Lord through the P***jNI
saying, Behold tho virgin shall bo with child, and
bring forth a son, and they shall call h*8 D
Immanuel.”

The systematic dishonesty of the writer is shown
his completely ignoring the context—

“ For before the child shall know to refuse tb°/jdj
and choose the good, the land whose two king8
abhorrest shall bo forsakon....... For before tho 0

shall have knowledge to cry, My father, and My  1ugll
the riches of Damascus and tho spoils of Samaria *,

be carried away before the king of Assyria” (ML
viii. 4). i
This portion of tho prophecy could not, by any ar?°jit!
of ingenuity, be twisted into referring to Jesus Cm
it was therefore simply ignored.

Descent and Birthplace. Ot

The prophet Isaiah had predicted a ruler, jtih
out of the stock of Jesse,” who should be filloOO fjt
“ the spirit of wisdom and understanding, the &
of counsel and might, tho spirit of knowledgO Al
of tho fear of the Lord” (xi. 1-4). This PreQlcr>
was, of course, said to refer to Jesus, who waSJvvit
fore declared to be descended from Jesse’s son, D ,ed
In proof of this claimtwo genealogies, each 8°
to be that of Joseph,the reputed father off ~
were fabricated, which contained between Jes03
David (a period of over one thousand years) bu p
names in common—Salathiel and ZerubbabeO
one of these genealogies there are between
babel and Joseph the Carpenter eleven generate f)
in the other there are twenty generations ; p?0 ¢"ei’
not one of the names, during this period, in
of the genealogies, is found in the list of ZerublB

posterity given in 1 Chron. iii. 19-24. The . of
both genoalogies were accepted as tho pedigl0
Jesus can only be accounted for by snj nt

at the first, each circulated singly and in a,uVj.ON#
locality. Later, when both had become well k
it was found impossible to suppress either.
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be prophet Micah, again, had predicted a governor

ij °. 8'ould hail from Bethlehem—* the city of
and “ be great unto the ends of the earth.”

to/ PreJ*°tion was likewise interpreted as referring
esu8, notwithstanding the further statement in
@& AXxteXt that the predicted ruler “ shall deliver
(vo»? Ee Assyrian when he cometh into our land ”

"e In accordance with this prophecy a story
the Jesus being born in Bethlehem, and
O lef priests and scribes were represented as

gt fDB the passage in Micah (Matt. ii. 6). As to the
Ped f- ° birth of the expected ruler, no*
the-f on c°uld be found: the Gospel-makers were
Two Ore “yee to fix upon any date they pleased.
J.i acc’unts of the birth of Jesus were written,
“int™ g™ Savior was stated to have been born
Bc 16?a"8 Herod the king” (i.c., not later than
@n ' *h Ee 8econ<t>the birth was said to have
@ nPplace during an enrolment made by Quirinus
re _rnor of Syria (AD. 6-7;. Both accounts were
B \&J a=fhiztsidcdf by €hé)Christian Church—the
oration doubtless being the same as in the case
j 6genealogies.
of *.6 ~ritor of the Fourth Gospel represents some
Jews as saying

of n°t ttl0 scriptures said that the Christ cometh
. , ‘he seed of David, and from Bethlehem, the village
D aere David was ?" (vii. 42).
pi® Mythical Jews, of course, said whatever the
tbQjg rl8tiao fictionist chose to put in their

ijk The Massacre at Bethlehem.

note®- ~hristian Gospel-makers, in their search for
the gUaj8 f°r the history of Jesus, relied mainly on
Inp °°a of Isaiah and the Psalms ascribed to David.
ghth 1m* writer had said : “ The kings of the
Set themselves, and the rulers take counsel
o9ather, against the Lord, and against his Anointed.”
"ou werd “ Anointed” in the Greek version was
1 there was, therefore, no doubt in the mind
JesuB M osPol-makers as to the passage referring to
anj it accordance with this prophecy king Herod
S ° Jewish priests and Sanhedrim were repre-
Savio as " sotting themselves ” in array against the
Je~Herod, as soon as he heard of his birth ; the
attel, ru’ers» during his public ministry. Herod's
fale on the life of Jesus was, of course, made to
°ftffther “ prophecy” suggested the remainder
B |, N°spel story. A passage in Jeremiah (xxx. 15)
log8 the matrons of Ramah as mourning the
Ihis wSOns aQJ daughters carried captivo to Babylon.
behiGVA8listed into a prediction of a slaughter of
fabric In Uothlehem, and a story of a massacre was
accordingly. This done, the voracious

has the hardihood to say.—

Jet ~uu was fulfilled that which was spoken by

the prophot, saying, A voico was hoard in

for i weeping and great mourning; Rachel weeping

bee k°r children, and she would not bo comforted,
ibGn us® are not ” (Matt. ii. 17-18)

cator a? ranf dishonesty of the pious Christian fabri-
cS j f'ho story is further shown when we turn to
c’bviw°~ng portion of the context which he has
gently ignored:-
ai>d fv-18 sahh the Lord, Refrain thy voico from weeping,

horn ti ° ey°s fr°m tears...... They shall como again
aea; ‘JOland of the enemy....... Thy childron shall come

N N *oHpeir own border” (Jer. xxxi. 1617).
Sists j ar® f°r everlastingly told by Christian apolo-
~rtiQy general, and by the late Dean Farrar in
Mi0rar>-~ at Hio Gr’sP°ls were written by men
eveOtf° *"ntellectually incapable of having imagined

~vim, « 8 they record, and morally incapable of
8 Rented them.”

Abracadabra.

[To be continued.)

health which we call Virtue is anJ”~”~king-stones
_ 'dresses itself, and resembles th of many
tmj' a child's finger can move, and a we 0
‘cd tons cannot overthrow.—hmerson.
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Correspondence.

HUXLEY AND SIR OLIVER LODGE.
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,—The writer of a note dealing with Sir Oliver Lodge
in last week's Freethinker remarks : “ If only it were pos-
sible to have a few pages from Huxley—in Huxley’s best
style—on Sir Oliver’s reconciliation of religion and science T’
If Huxley were alive to-day Sir Oliver Lodge would receive
such a castigation that he would remember to his dying
day ; he would be flayed, intellectually speaking. Sir Oliver
Lodge and the Bishop of London make a brilliant pair. The
latter, if the Church fails, would earn his living as a circus
or pantomime clown. He knows as much about philosophy
as a cat. But then, if he were a philosopher, he would not
be a Bishop. It is much more profitable to be a Bishop than
a thinker. As a thinker he might starve. As a Bishop he
receives (£10,000 a year for his inability to think ; though, of
course, pecuniary considerations do not weigh with him in
the slightest. Is he not serving the Lord ? Sir Oliver
Lodge is in a different category. Ho is supposed to be a
scientific man, and as such ho is expected to bo a disciple of
truth. What induces him to pose as the champion of a
dying creed it is impossible to say. He is certainly very
amusing—unconsciously so. | am glad to notice that you
are dealing faithfully with his precious “ Catechism ” in the
Freethinker.

Sir Oliver Lodge wrote the introduction to the reprint of
Huxley’s essays issued in Dent’s Everyman’s Library. At a
shilling, the volumo is remarkably cheap, and would make
an excellent text-book for secondary schools. But Lodge’s
introduction is in places simply puerile. He writes:—

“ The truths of materialism now run but little risk of being
denied or ignored ; they run, perhaps, some danger of being
exaggerated. Brilliantly true and successful in their own
territory, they are occasionally pushed by enthusiastic
disciples over the frontier lino into regions where they can
do nothing but break down. As if enthusiastic worshipers
of motor-cars, proud of their performance on the good roads
of France, should take them over into the Sahara or essay
them on a Polar expedition.”

“ Brilliantly true in their own territory ” is good. Huxley
said truly, “ Science has fulfilled her function when she has
discovered and enunciated truth.” Science simply declines
to be dictated to and to be told: Thus far and no further.
Professor Tyndall admirably expressed tho attitude of science
when he said:—

“ The impregnable position of science may be described
in a few words. We claim, and wo shall wrest from theology,
the entire domain of cosmological theory. All schemes and
systems which thus infringe upon the domain of science must,
in soJar as they do this, submit to its control, and relinquish
all thought of controlling it. Acting otherwise proved
disastrous in the past, and it is simply fatuous to-day.
Every system which would escape the fate of an organism
too rigid to adjust itself to its environment must be plastic to
the extent that the growth of knowledge demands. When
this truth has been thoroughly taken in, rigidity will be
relaxed, exclusiveness diminished, things now deemed essential
will be dropped, and elements now rejected will bo assimi-
lated. The lifting of the life is the essential point, and as
long as dogmatism, fanaticism, and intolerence are kept out,
various medes of leverage may be employed to raise life to a
higher level.”

Sir Oliver Lodgo professes to bo an evolutionist; but like
Mr. A. J. Balfour, ho seems to havo an idea that Christian
mythology can be reconciled with scientific fact. Ho should
be disillusioned before ho humbugs any more people. Ho
would be better engaged in writing on *“ electric” belts for
the Harmsworth Encyclopaedia or tho Daily Mail.

J. A. Reid.

Obituary.

At Abney Park Cemctry, on Tuesday, March 19, Fanny Holt,
aged 55, tho beloved wife of Alfred Holt, was laid to rest.
Slio was taken ill on the previous Thursday morniDg and
died tho same evening. A loviDg wife, most affectionate
mother and a truo friend, she was admired by overyono who
had the pleasure to know her. Her husband is a pronounced
Freethinker, and the present writer remembers him as a
generous supporter of tho Freethought cause in the early
years of the Finsbury Park Branch, N.S.S. Mrs. Holt for
some time had como to the same views on religion as her
husband. Only the Suuday previous to her death she had a
long talk with her husband and a friend on tho lack of
Christian evidence as to the existence of such a person as
Jesus Christ. Her husband decided not to have tho
mummery of tho Burial Service over her remains, and the
writer accordingly read a Secular Service at tbo graveside,
and afterwards, at the house, gave a reading from Ingersoll.
H. R. Crifton.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

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

LONDON.

Camberwell Branch N.S.S. (North Camberwell Hall, New
Church-road): 0, Business Meeting; 7, N. S. S. String Band,
Grand Concert: Vocal and Instrumental Music.

West Ham Branch N.S.S. (Workman's Hall, 27 Romford-
road, Stratford): 7.30, J. M. Robertson, M.P., “ The Evolution
of Religion.”

Outdoor.

Camberwell Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell Park): 3, Guy A.
Aldred, “ An Atheist on the Bible.”
COUNTRY.
E dinburgh Branch N.S.S. (Masonic Hall, 11 Melbourne-
place): 3and 7, Messrs. W. D. Macgregor, Prjde, and others.

F ailsworth Secular Sunday School (Pole-lane): G.30, Oldham
Friends’ Adnlt School Hand-bell Ringers.

Newcastle R ationalist Debating Society (Lockhart’s Cathedral
Café): Thursday, April 4, at 8, E. Temby, “ Teleology and Per-
sistence v. Matter and Extinction.”

P 1ymouth Rationalist Society (Foresters’ Hall, Octagon) : 7,
W. H. Wise, “ The New Theology.”

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

IS, | BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK

ON THIS SUBJECT.

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 176 page», 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, | have issued

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

The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, says: “ Mr.
Holmes’'s pamphlet...... is an almost unexceptional statement
of the Neo-Malthusianism theory and practice...... and through-
out appeals to moral feeling...... The special value of Mr.
Holmes's service to the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human
well-being generally is just his combination in his pamphlet
of a plain statement of the physical and moral need for family
limitation, with a plain account of the means by which it can bo

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.

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

Will cure Liver, Kidney, and all Stomach Diseases effectually.

Good for Heart Troubles and Cardiac Complaints, Female
Ailments, Anosmia.

Is. Ifd. and 2s. 9d. per Box.
Post free 14 or 33 stamps.  Directions with each box.
G. THWAITES, Herbalist,
2, Church Bow, StocJcton-on-Tees, and
24, Linthorpe Road, Middlesbrough.
THWAITES’ LIVER PILLS are not Sugar-coated or got up to
deceive, nor factory made, but are made from Herbs by a Herbalist

of nearly 40 years' experience in curing disease with Herbs and
preparations from them.

Take a Road of Your Own

Or, Individuality and Mental Freedom

By COLONEL R. G. INGERSOLL
PRICE ONE PENNY

OIGHT-TESTING AND ADVICE FREE—For
v j accuracy, comfort, and economy in Spectacles, consult

L. E. Singer, 2 Harewood-place, N.W. Recommended by well-
known physicians.

SEASIDE WEEK-ENDS.

OMFORTABLE HOUSE; piano,bath; moderato
terms.—3 The Grove, South-avenue, Southend-on-Sea.
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FROM FICTION TO FACT.
By FRED. BONTE.

(LATE A PBISON MINISTER.)

The History of a Conversion from Catholicisiu
to Secularism.

Second Edition—Revised and Enlarged.

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

SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.
PRICE ONE PENNY.

Order of your Newsagent at once.

TNE Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, J- o'

NOW READY.
THE SALVATION ARMY AND
An Eight Page Tract

By C. COHEN.

ITS WORK

PRINTED FOR FREE DISTRIBUTION.

Copies will be supplied to applicants who undertake to distrib«te

them judiciously. Persons applying for considerable number5

who are not known at the publishing office, must give a referent

or some other proof of good faith. Carriage must be paid

applicants. The postage of one dozen will be Id., of two dozdl

2d., of fifty copies 3d., of a hundred copies 4d. Larger quantit,ed
- by special arrangement.

The Pioneer Press, 2 NewcaBtle-street, Farringdon-street, E-

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

WHAT IS RELIGION ?

An Address delivered before the American Frco Religi°uS
Association at Boston, Juno 2, 1899.

Price Twopence.

THE BOOK OF GOD

IN THE UG G- THE HGHR GRTIASVI
By G. W. FOOTE.

“ | have read with great pleasure your Book of Ood. You
shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Doan Far
position | congratulate you on your book. It will do great6 ~
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with force
beauty."—Colonel Ingersoll.

“ A volume we strongly recommend........ Ought to be
hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer."—Reynolds *
paper.

Bound in Stout Paper Covers- . . =m

Bound in Good Cloth

g
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SOCIETY.

(LIMITED)
Company Limited by Guarantee.
Registered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.O.
Chairman of Board of Director»—Mr. G. W. FOOTE.

Secretary—E. M.

so )800le'y waa I°me|3in 1898 to afford legal seourity to the
Tc  M°n and aPPlication ol funds for Secular purposes.
g.. 6 Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s
she M are :— Promote the principle that human oonduct
n,1“ be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super-
*e» belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper
§a°" thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry.
Jrom°te universal Secular Education. To promote the com-
| *8 Secalarisati°n of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such
hold *kings as are conducive to such objects. Also to have,
orh' rece've' an(i retain any sums of money paid, given, devised,
.(.»nTieathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of
sh'T IIjia |’i)tyfoithne1e§rgl)ggeert§/is limited to £1, fn case the Society
UahTf-6761 *3 WOONd up and the assets were insufficient to cover
cities—a most unlikely contingency.
@nbers pay an entrance fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent
Ny subscription of five shillings.
la “e Society has a considerable number of members, but a much
Raid nmrber is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
It DXT. umongst those who read this announcement. All who join
ttg7  ‘>°ipate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of
t i *I°«oes. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa-
tes r mno member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from
arvBooiety, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in
y way whatever.
Dire t Sooioty’8 affaira are managed by an elocted Board of
toi  OtS' uousistinfi °f not less than five and not more than
\0 members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

VANCE (Miss).

but are capable of re-election. An Annual General Meeting o
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 Bequest.—The following is a sufficient form of
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators :—“ | give and
“ bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of £------
“ free from Legacy Duty, and | 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 Legacy.”

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

NOW READY.
THE NEW TESTAMENT MANUSCRIPTS:

Christianity Completely Undermined.

WITH

By JOSEPH

A New Edition.

FAC-SIMILES

OF MSS.

SYMES.

Price THREE PENCE.

Post free, THREE PENCE HALFPENNY.

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

NOW READY.

THE MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA

OR, THE
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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 | 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.
of Church and Sunday-school. 1d.

LAST WORDS ON SUICIDE. 2d., post Jd.
LECTURES. Popular Edition. Paper covers, 6d., post Id.
LIVE TOPICS. Id., post Jd.

MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE.
post Jd.

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

Keep Children out

An Agnostic’s View. 2d.,

Id., post Jd.
3d., post Ad.

THE FREETHINKER

WORKS BY COLONEL

March 81, 1907

INGERSOLL.

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

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

SHAKESPEARE. 6d., post Id.

SKULLS. 2d., post Jd.

SOCIAL SALVATION. 2d., post Jd.

SOME MISTAKES OF MOSES. 136 pp.. on superfine paper,
cloth 2s. Gd., post 3d. ; paper Is., post ljd. Only comp'«13
edition in England. Accurate as Colenso and as fascinating

as a novel. Abridged Edition, 16 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.

THE LIMITS OF TOLERATION. A Discussion with the
Hon. F. D. Coudert and Gov. S. L. Woodford. 2d., post J*’

THE THREE PHILANTHROPISTS. 2d., postljd.

WHAT IS RELIGION?
2d., post Jd.

WHAT MUST WE DO TO BE SAVED?

WHY AM | AN AGNOSTIC?

Colonel Ingersoll’s Last Lecture-

2d., post Jd.
2d., post Jd.

WORKS BY G W. FOOTE.

ATHEISM AND MORALITY 2d., post Jd.

BIBLE AND BEER. Showing the absurdity of basing
Teetotalism on the Christian Scriptures. Careful, thorough,
and accurate. Freethinkers should keep this pamphlet by
them. 4d., post Jd.

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

BIBLE HEROES. New edition.
Superior edition (200 pages),
post 2Jd.

BIBLE ROMANCES.
6d., post 2Jd.
post 2Jd.

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

CHRISTIANITY AND SECULARISM.
Debate with the Rev. Dr.
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. 6d.,
post 3d. Second Series, cloth 2s. Gd., post 3d.

GOD AT CHICAGO. A useful Tract. Per 100, Gd., post 4d.

GOD SAVE THE KING. An English Republican’s Coronation
Notes. 2d., post Jd.

HALL OF SCIENCE LIBEL CASE, with Full and True
Account of the “ Leeds Orgies.” 3d., post Id.

INFIDEL DEATH-BEDS. Second edition, much enlarged.

. 8d., post Id. Suj .-'fine paper in cloth, Is. 3d., post ljd.

INTERVIEW WITH THF,'DEVIL. 2d., post Jd.

IS SOCIALISM SOUND? Four Nights' Public Debato with
Annio Besant. Is., post Ijd. ; cloth, 2s., post 2Jd.

IS THE BIBLE INSPIRED? A Criticism of Lux Mundi.

Each part, paper Is., post Id.
complete, cloth, 2s. Cd,

Popular edition, with Portrait, paper
Superior edition (1G0 pages), cloth 2s,,

Four Nights’' Public
James McCann. Paper, Is.;

1d., 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.

THE PIONEEH Press, 2 Newcastlo-street, Farringdon-atreet,

LIE IN FIVE CHAPTERS; or, Hugh Price Hughes' Con-
verted Atheist. 1d., post Jd.

MRS. BESANT'S THEOSOPHY. A Candid criticism-
2d., post Jd. .

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

PECULIAR PEOPLE. An Open Letter to Mr. Justice Will3
1d., post Jd.

PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM. 3d., post Jd.

REMINISCENCES OF CHARLES BRADLAUGH. Im
post Id.
ROME OR ATHEISM? The Great Alternative. 3d., post W-

ROYAL PAUPERS. Showing what Royalty does for the
People and what the People do for Royalty. 2d., post Jd.

SALVATION SYRUP; or, Light on Darkest England.

, Reply to General Booth. 2d., post Jd.

SECULARISM AND THEOSOPHY." A Rejoinder to Mrs-
Besant. 2d., post Jd.

THE BOOK OF GOD, in the Light of the Higher Criticism.
With Special Reference to Dean Farrar’'s Apology. Paper*
Is.; cloth, 2s., post 2d.

THE GRAND OLD BOOK. A Reply to the'Grand Old Mam
An Exhaustive Answer to the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone
Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture. Is.; bound in cloth.
Is. Gd., post 1Jd.

THE BIBLE GOD. 2d., post Jd.

THE ATHEIST SHOEMAKER and the Rev. Hugh Pr>C
Hughes. 1d., post Jd.

THE IMPOSSIBLE CREED. An Open Letter to Bisb°P
Magee on the Sermon on the Mount. 2d., post Jd.

THE SIGN OF THE CROSS. A Candid Criticism of Mr-
Wilson Barret's Play. 6d., post ljd.

THE DYING ATHEIST. A Story. Id., post Jd.

THEISM OR ATHEISM? Public Debate between G. .«=
Foote and the Rev. W. T. Lee. Verbatim Report, revise
by both Disputants. Well printed and neatly boun
Is., post ljd.

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

THE JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the Sepher Toldotn
Jeshu, or Book of the Generation of Jesus. Edited, with »
Historical Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. W. F°°
and J. M. Wheeler. 6d., post Id.

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

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

WHAT IS AGNOSTICISM? With Observations on Huxley-
Bradlaugh, and Ingersoll, and a Reply to George Jac®

Holycake ; also a Defence of Atheism. 3d., post Jd.
WHO WAS THE FATHER OF JESUS? 2d., post Jd.
WILL CHRIST SAVE US? 6d., post la.
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