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The business of philosophy is to examine and estimate 
'those things which come within the cognisance of the 

under standing. Speculations on any that lie beyond are 
jU pleasant dreams, leaving the mind to the lassitude 

°f disappointment. They are easier than geometry and 
^lectics; they arc easier than the efforts of a well- 
elated imagination in the structure of a poem.

— L a n d o r .

Campbellism—II.

V.
i remedy to be found for the dry-rot

•e parches and the alienation of the people from 
hristianity ? Mr. Campbell asks this question and 
û.swers “ The fundamentals of the Christian 

t? he says, “ must bo rearticulated in terms of 
6 immanence of God.” “ Prom every quarter of 

hri8tendom,” he says, “ a new spirit of hope and 
oufidence is rising, born of a conviction that all 
oat is human is the evidence of God, and that Jesus 
e|d the key to the riddle of existence.”
Great is the belief in words! Savages believe that 
facies can be wrought by uttering certain sounds. 

c the “ name ” of Jesus whereby men are to bo 
,aved in the New Testament. Mr. Campbell also 
aas his “ Open Sesame." Christianity is dying; but 

restatement will bring it to life again. The people 
>re leaving it, but a restatement will bring them 
ack. Such is Mr. Campbell’s fond hope. The 
Qtnan race is to be “ held up ” with words, words, 
°rda. But we venture to think he is utterly mis- 
ken. No religion in the world’s history has over 

aj* a second chance. They all die of being found 
Christianity has been found out. That is the 

P and sober truth. Educated and thoughtful 
P°ople aeo if8 «< fundamentals ” are false. And 
. 0 restatement, however ingenious, or however dis- 

fpnuous, can make them appear otherwise.
Mr. Campbell himself, I think, is sub-consciously 

 ̂ Ore of this. He is looking round for allies. First,
0 mys hands upon Science:—

“ The New Theology is the religion of science. It is 
the denial that there is, or over has boon, or over can 
be, any dissonance between science and religion; it is 
the recognition that upon the foundations laid by 
modern science a vaster and nobler fabric of faith is 
rising than the world has over before known. Scienco 
m supplying the facts which the New Theology is 
Weaving into the texture of religious experience.”

^his is delightfully vague and even confused, like 
good deal of Mr. Campbell’s writing. But his 
loot is clear enough. He wants to engage Science 

k? a general servant in the household of Faith. Ho 
andly assumes that she is open to an engagement. 

l 11. he will probably find that she has her own 
a8ine88 to attend to. For the present, at any rate, 

say that the New Theology is the religion of 
lence is one of those impertinences which are so 
jjracteristic of the Christian pulpit, 

ha ffi ^amP °̂G also goes a wooing to the Labor 
rty. He must be credited with not repeating the 

q aseous old praises of the Carpenter of Nazareth. 
th6 ^ 0veB with a little more subtlety. He refers to 

6 “ great social movement which is now taking 
1,848

place in every country of the civilised world towards 
universal peace and brotherhood, and a better and 
fairer distribution of wealth,” and he declares that 
“ the New Theology is but the religious articulation 
of the social movement.” This is what he says at 
the end of his first chapter, and he harps upon the 
same string at the end of his last chapter. The 
“ only remedy” for our social ills is “ a new social 
organisation on a Christian basis.” From what 
follows, however, it is apparent that he is only for 
Socialism as long as Socialism is for Christianity. 
He has his own idea as to which should play second 
fiddle. And the Socialists will be very foolish to 
regard Mr. Campbell’s profession of agreement with 
them as meaning anything more than this. “ The 
great Labor party, perhaps more than any other, 
represents the social application of the Christian 
ideal ”—and “ the Labor party is itself a Church ” 
representing “ the getting together of those who 
want to bring about the Kingdom of God”—and 
“ assuredly God is with these men in the work they 
are doing and have yet to do.” Thus does the oracle 
of the City Temple pipe to the Labor party, and 
sound his most dulcet notes, in the hope of drawing 
them round the standard of the New Theology. But 
there are cleverer men than he is in the Labor party, 
and he may find in the end that they have made moro 
use of him than he has made of them.

VI.
Mr. Campbell does not explain why the funda

mentals of Christianity need restatement in terms 
of anything. Surely the fundamentals of a divine 
religion should have been stated once for all in terms 
that could not be misunderstood. But it is a strange 
thing that, from the very beginning until now, Chris
tians have always been discussing what Christianity 
means. Mr. Campbell is giving this discussion a 
fresh impetus. That is all. Wo are constantly being 
told that true Christianity has never yet had a 
chance. The people who say this try to explain what 
true Christianity is. They differ dreadfully from 
each other, and they are not always intelligible. One 
is often, indeed, tempted to exclaim with Byron, “ I 
wish they would explain their explanation.”

What is meant by “ divine immanence ”—or rather 
what Mr. Campbell means by it, for the doctrine is 
of immense antiquity—will appear in the course of 
this criticism. It will also be soon what Mr. Camp
bell means—if he has any definite meaning—by the 
statement that Jesus held the key to the riddle of 
existence. I think it would be more just to him, and 
quite as well for my purpose, if I took his chapters 
one after another, instead of flying all over his book, 
lere, there and everywhere. And I really want to 
be just to him. I do not think his agitation will be 
a mere flash in the pan. Christianity is clearly going 
¡0 the dogs and must be rescued somehow; and as 

:'ar as Christians, and would-be Christians, are con
cerned, Mr. Campbell is just the man for the job. 
Jis very lack of definite thinking is an advantage; 
lis defective information is another advantage. He 
thinks and knows just enough to recognise that 
orthodox Christianity is played out and cannot be 
played in again; but he does not think and know 
enough to enable him to perceive that the doom has 
gone forth against every kind of supernaturalism, or 
that the New Theology which he advocates is as
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much a castle in the air as the Old Theology which 
he condemns. He is very much on an intellectual 
level with the crowd of dissatisfied and apprehensive 
Christians—and he has the gift of speech. The hour 
has come—though it is not a great hour; and the 
man has arrived—though he is not a great man.

VII.
The task before me will take considerable time. I 

shall have to devote several articles to it. But I 
believe they will not be uninteresting, and that my 
justification will appear at the finish. In the mean
while I may say that Christianity is a thing of 
Protean cunning, passing into all sorts of shapes 
when pressed too closely, but always (like Proteus in 
the Greek mythology) resuming its own shape at 
last. And what that shape is let nearly two thousand 
years of history witness. Scotching the “ Galilean 
serpent,” as Shelley called it, is of no use; it must 
be slain outright; and woe to the world if the 
champions of Reason and Humanity forget this great 
obligation.

VIII.
“ God and the Universe ” is the title of Mr. Camp

bell’s second chapter—the first being merely intro
ductory. Of the God of the Old Theology—that is, 
of historic Christianity—he has a very poor opinion. 
Here are some of his ideas of that personage :—

“ The God of the ordinary church-goer, and of the 
man who is supposed to teach him from study and 
pulpit, is an antiquated theologian who made His 
universe so badly that it went wrong in spite of Him, 
and has remained wrong ever since. Why He should 
ever have created it is not clear. Why Ho should be 
the injured party in all the miseries that have ensued
is still less clear........Faugh! it is all so unreal and so
stupid. This kind of God is no God at all. The theo
logian may call him infinite, but in practice He is finite. 
He may call Him a God of love, but in practice He is 
spiteful and silly.”

This is all very true, in my judgment; in fact, I 
have said the same thing for the last thirty years; 
but it is new from the lips of a popular Christian 
preacher; and I am surprised at Mr. Campbell’s 
being astonished that the ordinary theologians read 
his words with a certain resentment. When you 
exclaim “ Faugh !” at those you differ from, and call 
their God “ spiteful and silly,” you ought to expect 
reprisals. I am not censuring Mr. Campbell’s 
language; I have said as bad (or as good) myself; 
I am only smiling at the air of injured innocence 
with which he lectures his most plain-spoken critics. 
He really ought to see that ho has given them ample 
provocation.

Here is another specimen of Mr. Campbell’s atti
tude towards orthodoxy:—

“ But how do ordinary church-going Christians talk 
about God ? They talk as though He were (practically) 
a finite being, stationed somewhere above and beyond 
the universe, watching and worrying over other and 
lesser finite beings—to wit, ourselves. According to the 
received phraseology, this God is greatly bothered and 
thwarted by what men have been doing throughout the 
few millenniums of human existence. He takes the 
whole thing very seriously and thinks about little else 
than getting wayward humanity into line again. To 
this end he has adopted various expedients, the chief of 
which was sending His only-begotten Son to suffer and 
die in order that He might be free to forgive the trouble
we had caused Him ........the accepted theology of the
Churches to-day is pitiably inadequate as an explana
tion of our relationship to this great and mysterious 
universe.”

Perfectly true. But this pitiably inadequate expla
nation is founded upon the Bible—which Mr. Camp
bell, as well as the orthodox theologians, professes to 
respect as the Word of God.

I have just said that the quotation from Mr. 
Campbell is perfectly true. I now add that only an 
ignorant person could regard it as new.

Thirty years ago, in Literature and Dogma—a bril
liant book by a man of genius—Matthew Arnold 
likened the Christian Trinity to three Lord Shaftes- 
burys. I quoted that passage in my trial, as editor of

the Freethinker, before Lord Chief Justice Coleridge id 
1883 ; and I am sorry to say that Mr. Arnold expunged 
it from subsequent editions of his book. For tin3 
reason it is not generally known to present-day 
readers, and I will therefore quote it once more

“ In imagining a sort of infinitely magnified and un
proved Lord Shaftesbury, with a race of vile offender9 
to deal with, whom his natural goodness would incline 
him to let off, only his sense of justice will not allow iL 
then a younger Lord Shaftesbury, on the scale of hi 
father and very dear to him, who might live in granden 
and splendor if he liked, but who prefers to leave n1 
home, to go and live among the race of offenders, and 
be put to an ignominious death, on condition that in 
merits shall be counted against their demerits, and tna 
his father’s goodness shall be restrained no longer fro 
taking effect, but any offender shall be admitted to tue 
benefit of it on simply pleading the satisfaction made by 
the son ;—and then, finally, a third Lord Shaftesbury 
still on the same high scale, who keeps very much in 
background, and works in a very occult manner, but very 
efficaciously nevertheless, and who is busy in apply*“®
everywhere the benefits of the son’s satisfaction, and tn
father’s goodness; in an imagination, I say, such as ' 
there is nothing degrading, and this is precisely the 1r 
testant story of Justification .”

This polished and biting satire, worthy of 
author of Friendship's Garland, was penned by a 
writer of the first distinction thirty years ago. I d° 
not say that Mr. Campbell is indebted to the Fre?’ 
thinker, but there is no harm in suggesting that ho 13 
indebted to Matthew Arnold. At any rate, what b0 
says about the orthodox Deity is clearly not new- 
But the world did not begin even with the author 0 
the nineteenth century Gospel according to Sal® 
Matthew. There was a great writer in the eighteen! 
century whose book on the Christian religion was* 
excite hatred and persecution, and lead to tp 
imprisonment of scores of men and women for vin
dicating the freedom of the press. Let us hear tba 
great writer:—

“ From the time I was capable of conceiving an id0*1 
and acting upon it by reflection, I either doubted tu 
truth of the Christian system, or thought it to be 
strango affair; I scarcely know which it w as; but 
well remember, when about seven or eight years of ag  ̂
hearing a sermon read by a relation of mine, who was  ̂
great devotee of the Church, upon the subject of what i 
called Redemption by the Death of the Son of 0° J 
After the sermon was ended I went into the gardon, an1 
as I was going down the garden steps (for I perfect y 
recollect tho spot) I revolted at the recollection of 
I had heard, and thought to myself that it was mak|n" 
God Almighty act like a passionate man that killed b* 
son when ho could not revenge himself any othor wa) ■ 
and as I was suro a man would bo hanged that did sue 
a thing, I could not see for what purpose they preach01 
such sermons. This was not one of the kind of though* 
that had in it anything of childish levity; it was to 
a serious reflection, arising from the idea I had that Oo® 
was too good to do such an action, and also too almigh*? 
to be under any necessity of doing it. I bolievo in fb0 
same manner to this moment; and I moreover belieV® 
that any system of religion that has anything in it tba 
shocks the mind of a child cannot bo a true system.'

The writer of that beautiful passage—for such 
is—was eight years of age in 1745, he wrote the boo 
in which it appeared in 1798, and his name wa 
Thomas Paine.

Millions of people have read the Age of Iicas0’1' 
Thomas Paine laid the broad popular foundation9 0 
English Freethought. There has always been 9 
active Freethought movement in England since h 
startled the Christian Churches with that mag“1' 
ficent challenge. And that movement—through lt9 
Carliles, its Holyoakes, and its Bradlaughs—bas 
created the conditions which make it possible for a 
Christian preacher hero and there to step a ĉ'f 
paces in advance of his fellows without the fear 0 
anything worse than a comic-opera martyrdom. ^ r* 
Campbell’s freedom to publish his criticism of !b 
orthodox Deity was bought for him with a grea 
price. He does not show that he is oven aware 0 
the existence of the noble army of real martyrs wh° 
suffered ostracism, calumny, poverty and impris0“, 
ment, generation after generation; the stalwar
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pioneers who made the path easy for his daintier 
iGet. But they will have their recognition, in spite of 
•8 silence, when the impartial historian in a future 
age writes the true history of the nineteenth century. 
. Meanwhile I have simply to say that every heresy 
in Mr. Campbell’s book has been a commonplace in 
rreethought literature ever since I have known it.

G. W. Foote.
{To be continued.)

Christians in China.

Indiscreet Letters from Behing; Being the Notes of an Eye
witness. Edited by B. L. Putnam Weale.

A Story beginning with incapacity, timidity and 
petty squabbling over procedure, continuing with 
a want of initiative and lack of resource, and con- 
c 'Ming with a carnage of loot, lust and brutality, 
ĵ ch as reads more like the inroad of hordes of bar
mans rather than that of the doings of “ civilised ” 

Soldiers belonging to the Christian nations of the 
?rM. Such, in brief, is the record of the “ eye- 
aness” whose letters compose the volume noted 
Dove. It is a view of the Peking trouble of 1900 
at all should read ; and although the editor tells 

s that much had to be omitted, enough is said to 
nable any intelligent reader to picture the rest

And, - one may form this picture with greater ease 
ecause of the vivid word-painting of the author. 
°thing appears to be set down in malice, and nothing 

8 extenuated. It is a plain, unvarnished tale, told by 
ae who wields a ready pen, and desoribes all that he

^  and took part in with a candor—even a cynicism 
Trthat enables the reader to live through the scenes 

at are described. Mr. Weale calls the book “ the 
add-h-°l°gy °f seige ”—it is all that, and it is, in
edition, a striking lesson in the value of Christian 
lining when men are brought face to face with the 
rodo realities of life.

ere *8 no need to describe at any length the 
1, ¿8® of the European Legations in Peking by the 

'Oxers ” and the Chinese troops during the summer 
inf British press kept the public well
j  ormed, and the story lost nothing in the telling.

the average person, the outbreak came as a sur- 
1 lse.: yet it required no great wisdom to have fore- 

en it, and, indeed, the causes are apparent to any- 
0 6 who looks up the government papers of the last 
.̂rty years, and who studies the history of the rela-

between the European Powers and the Chinese, 
n, ? European Powers have for long looked upon 
.Moa as a country to be alternately bullied and 

Sundered. The Chinese have had, perforce, to sub-
te • , u suuimssiou uuuor suun conuinons only m- 
Am^63 ill-feeling and deepens the resentment. 
]a a greater—for ill—than the dealings of the secu
of powers with the Chinese has been the influence
j. a fanatical Christian propaganda. It is a mistake 
0 assumo that the Chinese are a naturally intolerant 

j,e°ple. There is no encouragement in either Con- 
jjDianism or Buddhism for persecution, and even 

oliammedanism has been no obstacle to political 
sj vancement in China. But the Christian mis- 

QQary, wandering all over tho Empire on the 
0ll°ngth of an interpolated clause in a half-century 
s , treaty, outraging native customs and feelings, 

ting the laws of the country at defiance, and 
800raging their converts to do likewise, have been 

* 0 •neans of arousing the bitterest antagonism, 
ans w.̂ en the storm breaks, as is usual, innocent 

“ guilty suffer alike.
sei ^ye'witness ” opens his account just before the 
aft̂ 9 Begations, and closos it immediately
{jo °r. It is plain from what he says that, had there 
reaa an.ything like tho proper foresight displayed by 
k P°n8ible Europeans, the outbreak would never 
jj v? assumed the proportions it did assume. Or, 
*btV'i?•" broken out> bad there been anything like 
5q1j 18enfc or adequate organisation, it would have 

lapsed long before the relief party reached Peking.

As it was, with the division of counsel and general 
chaos that prevailed, the marvel is that the “Boxers” 
did not succeed in accomplishing their object—that 
is, if their object really was the killing of the be
leaguered whites. There were over nine hundred 
Europeans—men, women and children—shut up 
within the Legations, including some four hundred 
sailors and marines, and exclusive of a large number 
of native converts. Many will remember the story 
told by a London paper of the massacre of the women 
and children by the Chinese. The story was not true; 
but “ Eye-witness ” gives us a glimpse of a danger to 
which the women were exposed—from the inside. A 
number of “ buxom Chinese school-girls” had been 
placed within a certain area in charge of some native 
Christians. Beyond was stationed a guard of Rus
sians. One dark night the guard commenced firing 
at an imaginary enemy, steadily falling back mean
while. The native Christians fled. Then the men 
placed their rifles against the wall, and disappeared 
within the enclosure. But, “ unfortunately for them, 
a strong guard, sent to investigate this unexpected 
firing appeared, and presently the sailors were rescued, 
some with much-scratched faces. The girls, cat-like, 
had known how to protect themselves.”

The dominant note in a large portion of the book 
under notice is—Loot. The looting did not com
mence after the relief, hut before—from the moment 
the white troops touched Chinese soil. While the 
British public were being treated to highly-colored 
pictures of the noble Christian troops rushing to the 
relief of women and children in danger of wholesale 
massacre, these same Christian soldiers were busy 
looting. Among the earliest performances of the 
relieving troops was that of trying to sell looted 
articles to tho people they had come to save. Says 
the writer:—

“ Great quantities of things were offered for sale as 
quickly as they could be dragged from haversacks and 
knapsacks. Everybody had things for sale. We heard, 
then, that everything had been looted by the troops 
from the sea right up to Peking; that all the men had 
got badly out of hand in tho Tientsin native city, which 
had been picked as clean as a bone ; and that hundreds 
of terrible outrages had come to light. Every village 
on the lino of march from Tientsin had been treated in 
the same way. Perhaps it was because there had been 
so little fighting that there had been so much looting.”

It was a carnival of looting, from which few 
abstained. Visiting the principal church, the writer 
and others found there was no one to be seen.

“ Everyono was away, out minding the new business 
—that of making good tho damage done by levying con
tributions on the city at large....... Tho sailors and the
priests and their converts, remembering that heaven 
helps those who helps themselves, had sailed out, and 
were reprovisioning themselves and making good their 
losses. Indeed, the only men we could find were some 
converts engaged in stocking up silver shoes, or sijcee, in 
a secluded quadrangle. These had become the property 
of the mission by the divine right of capture.”

Everybody yielded to the mania for loot—even the 
writer himself. “ It was organised plundering, and 
everybody winked at it.” Soldiers cleared out shops 
and houses, and hung up notices: “ No looting per
mitted. This show is cleaned out.” Newly-arrived 
soldiers, furious to find that earlier comers had had 
their pick of the choicest objects, made up for lost 
time “ by stripping even the meanest streets of the 
valueless things which remain.” The armies became 
“ mere bands of traders, eternally selling or ex
changing, comparing or pricing, transporting or 
shipping.”

Criminal vandalism went hand in hand with 
general robbery. The writer describes how a Russian 
soldier lightened an overloaded cart of loot by 
throwing part of his cargo overboard.

“ Three beautiful porcelain vases of enormous size
and priceless value suffered this fate........What did it
matter ? In Prince Tuan’s palace I had seen, a couple 
of days before, the incredible sight of thousands of 
pieces of porcelain and baskets full of wonderful objeis 
de vertu  smashed into ten thousand atoms by the 
soldiery........They only wanted bullion. Porcelain painted
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to all the colors of the rainbow, and worth anything on 
the European markets—what did that mean to them?”

Vandalism hand in hand with robbery, and lust 
accompanying both. Here are two pictures which 
tell their story without any comment. The first is 
concerned with Chinese—known to the writer— 
respectable people, who came to him with tears 
streaming down their faces.

“ Yet, even as they wept, they were dignified in a 
curious way, and you felt that you were in the presence 
of men who had been cruelly wronged. At length they
began speaking. They had lost everything....... but that
they did not mind. They were bitter and beyond con
solation because they had lost the intangible—their 
honor. Each one had had women of their households 
violated. One, with many hideous details, told me how.
....... Soldiers came in and violated all his womenkind,
young and old. That account was no invention. Their 
blanched and haggard faces showed that it was only the 
truth they were speaking. About such elemental 
tragedies no one lies.”

The other is an account by a European describing 
to the writer how Hsu Tung, an enemy to the Euro
peans, was—

“ Swinging from his own rafters, he and his whole house
hold—wives, children, concubines, attendants, all........
were swinging from ropes tied on with their own hands, 
and with the chairs on which they stood kicked from 
under them. Everywhere they have acted in the same 
way. They call it hanging, but it is not th a t; it is 
really slow strangulation, which lasts for many minutes, 
because at the last moment the victims become afraid,
and try to regain their footholds........And the wells near
the Eastern Gates....... where all the women and girls
have been jumping in. They are full of women and
young girls—quite full.......They are hauling up the dead
bodies, so that the wells will not be poisoned. I have 
seen them take six and seven bodies from the same well,
all clinging together........The place is full of dead people,
nothing but dead people everywhere, and more are 
dying every minute.

Then he came up to me and whispered how soldiers 
were behaving after they had outraged women. It was 
impossible to listen. He said that our own inhuman 
soldiery had invited him to stay and see.”

Nothing in history could furnish greater barbarity 
than’ is set forth in such statements as those cited. 
With so much that is said, one is curious as to the nature 
of the portions deleted. And the worst of it is that 
every line of the book carries its own testimony of 
accuracy. And the men who did these things were 
the products of centuries of Christian training, 
setting forth with blessings of the Christian Deity 
on their arms, and doubtless returning thanks to 
him for their success. Well, they were successful; 
but it is a success for which ono must pay sooner or 
later. The Europeans were relieved, the Chinese 
Government penalised, the missionaries compensated, 
and the incident closed. Aye, but was it closed ? 
Are the Chinese likely to forget ? Robbery they 
might overlook; but how long will it be before the 
Chinese forget their outraged and murdered mothers, 
wives and daughters ? Submit they must ; but 
no people can act as the Christian troops in China 
acted without having the credit of it placed to their 
reckoning. Mole-eyed diplomatists may forget, mis
sionaries may circulate their carefully-prepared false
hoods ; but others know that things like these are 
indelibly branded upon the minds of those who are 
their contemporaries, and are handed on in a legacy 
of hatred to their successors.

C. Cohen.

trial, is represented as confined to the northern pr0' 
vince of Palestine—Galilee. And here the writer s 
almost complete ignorance of the geography of the 
province named is plainly apparent. Following 
Matthew’s account, the places in Galilee which J0saS 
is stated to have visited are: Nazareth (iv. 
Capernaum (iv. 13 ; viii. 5 ; xvii. 24), “ his own city 
(ix. 1), “ his own country” (xiii. 54), “ the country 0 
the Gadarenes ” (viii. 28), “ the land of Gennesaret 
(xiv. 34), “ the parts of Tyre and Sidon ” (xv. 21)» 
“ the borders of Magadan ” (xv. 39), and “ the par 8 
of Cresarea Philippi ” (xvi. 13). These are all.

The expression “ his own city ” is generally said to 
refer to Capernaum, and “ his own country ’ t0 
Nazareth; but these are based only on conjecture- 
It is not stated in the Gospels that Jesus actually 
entered the towns of Tyre, Sidon, or Caesarea PhilipP! 
—which, besides, were all three beyond the limits o 
Galilee—but only that he came into the neighb°r' 
hood of those cities. The towns or villages vvbic 
Jesus is alleged to have visited are thus limited to 
two—Capernaum and Nazareth—the other localities 
named being open tracts of country. But even t“1® 
small number may be reduced to one; for “ Nazareth 
appears to be a purely imaginary place. The Jewis 
historian, Josephus, in his account of the War 
Galilee and in his “ Life,” goes again and again eve 
the place where the last-named town is marked 0° 
the atlas, but without ever once happening to stumbl 
on it. The following are some of the cities an 
villages in Galilee incidentally mentioned by tba 
historian :—

Cit ie s: Sepphoris,“ the greatest city of all Galilee - 
Tiberias, next in importance ; Garis, near Sepph°rlS ’ 
Scythopolis, “ the largest city of Decapolis” ; Taricfo?a' 
about four miles from Tiberias; Bethmaus, Asocmh 
Besara, Zcbulon Saab, Gishala, Garisme and others.

Villages : Japhia, “ the largest village of a 
Galilee Arbela, Bersobe, Selamis, Jotapata, Caphar' 
echo, Sirjo, Cana, Capharnaum, Jamnia, Meroth, AchabaT  ̂
Dabaritta, Chabola, Ruma, Gabaroth, Simonias, Sep11’ 
Meloth, Xaloth, Baca, Sennabris, etc.

Now, setting aside such Gospel statements a 
“ Jesus went about all Galileo, teaching in the* 
synagogues ”—which anyone acquainted with 
name of a single town in that province might m&k 
—we find that only one of all these places app0a*® 
to have been known to the three Synoptists—“h 
little village of Capernaum, which they have trans 
formed into a city of somo importance. The auth° 
of the Fourth Gospel, it is true, mentions anotb® 
village, Cana, and makes Jesus work a miracle the  ̂
(the turning water into wine); but neither the mira0* 
nor the place was known to the original Go8p®* 
makers, otherwise the Synoptists who followed 
primitive accounts would not have omitted the story 
in their Gospels.

If we attempt to follow the meandorings of J00°s 
in Galilee, as narrated in the Gospels, we soon co&e 
to an impasse. To take an example from the FirS, 
Gospel, Jesus “ entered into a boat” and arrived a 
" his own city ” (Matt. ix. 1). After this, ho “ Pas6°̂  
by from thence ” (ix. 9) to somo unnamed place, a» 
again “ passed by from thence ” (ix. 27) to an°th® 
nameless place; after which he “ went about all tb 
cities and villages ” (ix. 85), otc. In reading a oar 
rative of this character it soon becomes evident th 
we have nothing but a number of unconnected, 
dated and unlocated anecdotes clumsily pie06 
together ; we have not a biography written by an oJe 
witness.

The Making of the Gospels._YII.
------♦-----

(Continued from p. 22:9.)
Cu b i s t 's  P u b l ic  M in is t r y .

As wo have seen, Jesus was represented as going 
about the country working miracles and teaching the 
people. In the three Synoptical Gospels, whose 
contents were derived from the more primitive 
Gospel, the entire public ministry of Jesus, with the 
exception of a few days preceding his arrest and

“ The SriRiT of TnE Lord God.”
iritA statement in the Book of Isaiah that “ the sp1 

of the Lord God ” was upon the writer (Ixi. 1) 'Ta, 
interpreted as a prophecy relating to Jesus Chris • 
In accordance with this perversion Jesus was 
sented as reading the passage in a synagogue in 1 
mythical city of Nazareth.

“ And be closed the book........and the eyes of all *a
the synagogue were fastened on him. And he began . 
say unto them, To-day hath this scripture been fum 
in your ears ” (Luke iv. 16 21).
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As a punishment for this blasphemy the townsmen 
cast him forth out of the city ” in order to “ throw 

down headlong” from the cliffs. “ But he 
Passing through the midst of them went his way.”

S p e a k in g  i n  P a r a b l e s .
A passage in the Book of Psalms (lxxviii. 2), which 

ae Gospel-makers twisted into a prophecy referring 
0 the Jewish Messiah, suggested the kind of teaching 
0 he attributed to the Savior. This passage read:—

“ I will open my mouth in a parable; I will utter 
dark sayings of old, which we have heard and known, 
and our fathers have told us.”

The word “ parable ” in the foregoing passage was 
J'ot used to denote a short suppositional story like 
A10 “ parables ” found in the Gospels. It simply 
®eant a rehearsal or recital of the wonders believed 
0 have been wrought by the god Yahveh in leading 
18 chosen people from Egypt. This small matter, 
°wever, had no effect upon the pious Gospel-makers, 
csus was represented as teaching by means of fic- 
‘tl0Ds stories, suggested probably by Jothan’s story 

the Trees (Jud. ix.) or Nathan’s fable of the Ewe 
amb (2 Sam. xii.). In one chapter in the first 
°8pel (Matt, xiii.) we find no less than seven parables 

*5râ ged as delivered one after the other, namely:
i.® Glares, the Mustard Seed, the Leaven, the Treasure 
•dden in a field, the Goodly Pearl and the Draw 
e"* After the fourth of these the Gospel writer

" All these things spake Jesus in parables....... that it
might be fulfilled which was spoken by tho prophet 
saying, I  will open my mouth in parables ; I  will utter 
things hidden from the foundation of the world.”

, Tho same writer makes Jesus toll his disciples that 
0 8peaks to the people in parables in order to fulfil 
 ̂ ‘prophecy” of Isaiah (vi. 9-10) “ which saith, By 
caring yo shall hear, and shall in no wise under- 

; and seeing ye shall see, and shall in no wise 
Perceive,” etc. Thus, though “ God so loved the 
’̂°rld” {hat he sent his only Son “ to seek and to 
VQ ” the whole human race, that Savior, when he 

confined his ministry to “ the lost sheep of the 
0t>so of Israel,” fed those lost sheep on parables 
aey did not understand, and withheld from the 
'̂indorers tho spiritual meaning of his allegorical 

. aching, lost, perchance, too many of them might 
Pent, “ and it should bo forgiven them.”

J e s u s  R e j e c t e d  b y  t iie  J e w s .
jj ®ad Josus really gone about working miracles of 
QQallng and raising tho dead, as narrated in tho 

Pels, tho whole Jewish nation, beyond the shadow 
a!j a doubt, would have received and welcomed him 
QQa prophet sent by God. Recognising this fact, the 

.Psl-makers had to account for tho rejection of 
**■ great thaumaturgus by his countrymen, and, as 

of al> found tho answer in “ prophecy.” The author 
“e Fourth Gospel thus explains the matter:—

“ But though ho had douo so many signs before them, 
yet they bolioved not on him ; that tho word of Isaiah 
‘bo prophot might bo fulfilled, which ho spako, Lord, 
"’bo hath behoved our report ? And to whom hath tho 
ariu of tho Lord been revealed ? For this cause thoy 
eoula not boliovo, for that Isaiah said again, l ie  hath 
blinded their eyes, and ho hardened their hearts; lest 
‘hoy should see with their eyes, and pcrccivo with their 
heart, and should turn, and I should heal them. These 
‘hings said Isaiah, because he saw his glory, and he 

Th >*>âCe Am» ” (John xii. 37-41). 
are° Passages hero cited (Isaiah liii. 1 and vi. 9-10) 
ie ^f.pnjphecies at all, but are statements of fact 
heê °Ĉ n® ^ e  people of Isaiah’s time. The blind- 
w hardness of heart refer to tho making and 

Taping of gravon images (see Isaiah xliv. 9-18). 
the P>lory ” which Isaiah says he saw was that of 
t^fiSod Yahveh (Is. vi. 1-3). Again, the voracious 
glv- 0r of the Fourth Gospel represents Jesus as 
hnf ,8 another reason why many of tho Jews could 
0t Relieve in him.

All that which tho Father giveth mo shall como
I® mo....... No man can como to mo except the Father
hich sent mo draw him ........For this cause have I said

unto you that no man can come unto me except it be 
given unto him of the Father ” (John vi. 37, 44, 65). 

According to this luminous statement, only those 
could believe in Jesus who were incited to do so by 
“ the Father.” The “ mighty works ” might just as 
well not have been performed at a ll; for those whom 
“ the Father ” intended to save would have believed 
without them. We have now three excellent reasons 
why the Jews did not recognise Jesus as the Messiah :
(1) “ the Father ” would not permit them to believe ;
(2) Jesus taught chiefly by parables which they did 
not understand ; (3) “ the Father ” had blinded then- 
eyes and hardened their hearts so that “ they could 
not believe.” Under these circumstances it must be 
a matter of profound astonishment to all except pro
fessional Christian advocates why “ the Lord ” sent 
his Son into the world at all. The only explanation 
I can offer is that “ the Lord,” if he exist, is a much- 
maligned personage, who was as innocent as the 
child unborn of the acts and inconsistencies attri
buted to him by the pious author of the Fourth
6osi)e1’ A b r a c a d a b r a .

(To be continued.)

Christian Charity.

“ Alas ! for tho rarity 
Of Christian charity 
Under the sun !”

So sang Thomas Hood, on a sick bed, more than 
sixty-two years ago, and the mournful lines are as 
true to-day as they were when they issued from his 
glowing heart. Generally speaking, Christian charity 
is conspicuous only by its absence. There is no 
denying that it is a beautiful and fascinating quality 
—on paper. A more splendid passage was never 
composed than 1 Cor. xiii. But in Christian practice 
we seldom seo the love that “ suffereth long and is 
kind,” that “ envieth not,” that “ vaunteth not 
itself,” that is not “ puffed up,” and “ doth not 
behave itself unseemly." In its relation to all other 
religions, Christianity has always been a cruel per
secutor : they are all either wholly false, or so 
deplorably imperfect that every effort must be made 
to supplant them. Then think of the Christian 
attitude to all forms of Secularism. When a Chris
tian minister, who is supposed to bo a man of intel
ligence and some refinement, can write such a hook
as Ithuricl’s Spear, in which Freethinkers are unblush- 
ingly calumniated, wo need no further proof of tho 
incapacity of tho Church to bo just to outsiders. 
But the lack of charity in tho Church is evidenced, 
not only by its attitude to other religions and specially 
to Scepticism, but also by its attitudo to those who 
aro accounted heretics within its own borders. 
Catholicism persecutes Protestantism as an ungodly 
schism and as having no title to tho covenanted 
mercies of heaven, and Protestantism returns tho 
compliment by calling tho Catholic Church all sorts 
of unchristian names.

Coming nearer homo, do wo find that tho relation 
botween tho Church of England and Nonconformity 
is founded on charity ? The ordination of Dissenting 
clergymen is often denounced as invalid ; and there 
is many a rural district in England and Wales in 
which members of Nonconformist societies are shame
fully ostracised and boycotted. And here again, 
whenever possible, the compliment is returned with 
compound interest. Indeed, it is safe to affirm that 
tho uncharitabloness of tho Free Churches is quite 
proverbial. How often is it asserted on their public 
platform that if it had not been for their heroic tes
timony and brave deeds this country would have 
gone to rack and ruin long ago ? Everybody is sick 
and tired of the frightful amount of self-laudation 
and disparagement of others indulged in at tho 
annual meetings of the National Free Church Council.

Fixing our attention on these Free Churches we 
immediately learn that thoy aro everlastingly perse
cuting one another. Doctrinal differences are always 
penalised. If a prominent man ventuies to enunciate
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views that are out of harmony with those held by 
the majority, he at once becomes a target to be 
riddled with envenomed shots. The present treat
ment of Mr. R. J. Campbell is a case in point. 
Nothing had enough can be said of him. The bitter
ness of spirit shown towards him by such journals 
as the Vanguard, the Christian and the British Weekly, 
is simply disgraceful and nauseating. But to many 
the greatest surprise of all has been the cruel and 
cowardly review of Mr. Campbell’s New Theology in 
the Manchester Guardian for April 2, by the Rev. Dr. 
A. M. Fairbairn, Principal of Mansfield College, 
Oxford. And yet, after all, there was nothing sur
prising about this review. This gentleman’s arrows 
are usually well barbed. Reckless iconoclasm seems 
to he his particular vocation. Readers of his scholarly 
work, Christ in Modern Theology, are well aware of 
this characteristic. His delight is in pulling down, 
destroying, pulverising, not in any form of construc
tive work. In his famous Free Church Council 
sermon at Newcastle-on-Tyne, he damned God and 
My Neighbor with a cheap, delusive sneer; and 
many doubtless remember his slighting references to 
Herbert Spencer immediately after the great philo
sopher’s death.

But let us return to his review of Mr. Campbell’s 
book. Wo will hope that ere now he has had grace 
given him to be heartily ashamed of having ever 
written it. One is obliged to characterise it as 
bitter, spiteful, rancorous and unveracious. Dr. 
Fairbairn falls foul of The New Theology because it 
contains no expression of gratitude to Independence 
for the signal benefits which it has bestowed on the 
author. Surely, the critic must have taken leave of 
his senses when he framed that ridiculous charge. 
The book under review is a treatise on theology, not 
a chapter in autobiography, and any reference in it 
to the writer’s indebtedness to Independency, if the 
indebtedness were real, would have been wholly irre
levant, as well as in bad taste.

Dr. Fairbairn declares that Independency took 
Mr. Campbell “ to its bosom at once, and supplied 
him with a pulpit, without inquiring too narrowly 
into his credentials, which were academically 
inferior to what it usually requires.” In point 
of fact, this, as it stands, is totally inaccurate. 
Mr. Campbell’s academical career at Oxford 
University was exceptionally brilliant, and ended 
in his being placed in the second class’ in the 
Honor School of History and Political Science, and 
that in spite of the fact that he was seriously ill 
during the final honors examination. Can as much 
be said of the majority of Congregational ministers ? 
Independency took Mr. Campbell to its bosom, not 
out of pity for a poor unfortunate man, but solely 
because he possessed the talents requisite to fill its 
empty pulpits.

One of the silliest and most unfair passages in this 
abusive review is the one in which the old Puritan, 
Thomas Goodwin, is summoned to curse the book and 
its author. In order to realise the subtle cruelty 
of this method of criticism, it is only necessary to 
bear in mind that Thomas Goodwin was the first 
minister of Mr. Campbell’s present church. Hero is 
the most juicy bit of the passage:—

“ Ho [Goodwin] would have said : 1 Tho new may bo 
a bad theology, ill thought out and worso presented, 
more nearly allied to nonsenso than to reason. Rut the 
Iiropcr answer to it is a better theology and arguments 
to commend tho better to reasonable men.’ Ho would 
not have named the author of The New Theology a 
‘ theologian,’ but would have held him too illiterate, ill- 
informed, and uncharitable to bo so called. Ho would 
have replied : ‘ Ho may, indeed, be a preacher, a man of 
letters, a historian of affairs, a philosopher, or anythin» 
else in literature, but he is not enough of a scholar or 
original thinker to be a divine. He is, indeed, too 
easily provoked to be a genuine lover of truth. The 
only term that can describe his ignorance is a word he 
himself uses freely—“ audacity.” He may know how 
to speak, but how to think is an art he has still to 
acquire.’ ”

Such a veiled attack is fair neither to Thomas Good
win nor to Mr. Campbell. Neither is it fair to in

voke the late Dr. Parker in condemnation of his im
mediate successor. Mr. Henry Varley, Dr. Adamson, 
and Dr. Robertson Nicoll have been saying that Pr' 
Parker would have broken his heart had he foreseen 
the New Theology. Nonsense ! Dr. Parker took to 
his bosom and proudly welcomed to his pulpit Henry 
Ward Beecher, who was as great a heretic as Ml 
Campbell is ; and some of the very men who are no 
taking his name in vain bitterly censured him for60 
doing.

When the divines are given to vilifying one another, 
when the Old Theology anathematises the New, an 
the New the Old, is it at all surprising that the 
people are beginning to ask, “ What does it a . 
mean ?” Is it any wonder that many thought»0 
men and women are irresistibly driven to the oo® 
elusion that theology, the New no less than the 01 » 
is nothing but a house built upon the shifting sftD 
of superstition ? We read in the Bible that “ every 
kingdom divided against itself is brought to desoiia 
tion and nothing can be more certain than tba 
supernatural religion, being full of internal division 
and antagonisms, is slowly tottering to its doom- 
Brotherly love has never been a feature of the Cbns' 
tian Church. Read the Epistles in the New Testa 
ment, and you will see that oven the Apostoh
r u»«f t k  T,rnn O Onn/lo»’ KtT HQ vf.TT of.rlfflS Qll*

that
all

Church was rent asunder by party strifes 
animosities. Paul could not tolerate anybody 
differed from him, and his rule was to deliver 
such over to Satan. Dr. Fairbairn and Mr. Camp 
bell are both Congregational ministers, and yet 0aC 
pronounces the teaching of the other fundament» y 
erroneous; and naturally there can be no love W® 
between them, nor can the one be quite just to t 
other. Thus the people who profess to worship t 
God of love openly deny him in their conduct. Ijj 
strange, then, that multitudes are being impelled 
abandon religion altogether, and to make this wor 
and this life their all in all ? “ Theologians are
petually quarreling and wrangling and losing th0 
tempers,” they say, “ whenever they write or ta 
about God and Christ and heaven, therefore we w* 
concentrate on man and earth and time, find* {» 
therein our only abiding and absorbing interests- 
And who can blame them ? ,

The tendency of the religious life is to crea 
divisions and factions, between which no friendly» 
brotherly feeling can possibly exist. It would 
impossible to read the history of the Church car 
fully and without prejudice during the varVjU:g 
centuries, and not bo powerfully impressed by th 
fact. We are told to day that Christianity me» 
Socialism; but Socialism is an impossibility aPa* 
from love, and love is an impossibility between co 
Dieting schools of theology. Whatever may j 
thought of Socialism as a proposed remedy tor 11 
existing social evilB, it is a certainty that it caBp0 
prevail under any form of Scriptural Christianity; 
What Jesus introduced was a kingdom, with himse 
as king, to whom all must be in absolute subject!01̂  
But now there is no agreement as to what he m0» 
by the kingdom, or as to his own person and charac , 
as king, and the consequence is that the Church is 0 , 
the home of love and harmony, but the battlefield  ̂
the creeds. In tho Church, as now constitute ’ 
brotherly love cannot dwell ; and thus, tar ?̂,y 
through his own fault, Paul’s lofty eulogy of char* 
is practically worthless. j  rp jj^osV-

Acid Drops.

Newman once reminded the Protestants that the 
was a very large and composite book, from which Pa.ssa“ftg 
might be quoted for or against almost anything. This 
curiously illustrated in the Thaw trial. Mr. Delmas, f°r , ej  
defence, and Mr. Jerome, for the prosecution, both oe 
their last speech to the jury with a quotation from ‘‘ 1 .
Scripture.” One quotation clinched tho case for the -̂gp, 
another quotation clinched tho case for tho prosecuti  ̂
Good old Book of God ! No wonder Erasmus likened it 
wax nose which could be made to point any way require •
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Writing on the Thaw case in the D aily News, Mr. C. F. G. 
Masterman, M.P., writes as follows :—

“ New York hounded Maxim Gorki outside its borders 
because it could not endure the existence within them of a 
stranger who had brought with him the woman who was not 
bis legal wife. It did not merely condemn him ; it pro
scribed his existence ; it refused him hotels and lodgings ; it 
branded him through its Press, and threatened with utter 
ruin any individual who gave him a single night’s shelter. 
And this week comes the news that one of the most 
1 respectable ’ New York papers—a paper with the same 
lype of middle-class circulation as the Daily Teleyraph in 
London—has pleaded guilty to the publishing for many years 
°f a daily column of advertisements of disorderly houses and 
places of assignation.”

■Tbis refers to the New York Herald, which has been fined 
?Ter -£6,000. Mr. Masterinan does not recognise that the 
acts he relates are any reflection on the “ Christian  civilisa- 

tlQn" of America.

The Christian World has been celebrating its jubilee. For 
fifty years it has ably represented a portion of the “ world ” 
included in its title. It is what is called a Free Church 
paper—that is, a Nonconformist paper. True, it devotes a 
few news paragraphs every week to Church of England 
affairs, but both the Anglican and the Catholic Churches are 
really outside the scope of its and its readers’ interest. 
Still, it has been, and is, one of the most liberal of the 
Christian papers, and is on the whole fair-minded. We say 
this in spite of the fact that it acted nearly as badly as the 
general run of Christian papers in the Torrey business. It 
quite understood Torrey’s character; it knew that our 
charges against him of having grossly libelled Paine and 
Ingersoll were perfectly true ; and it saw that Mr. Stead was 
doing a brave and generous thing in coming to our assistance 
in face of the opposition of his Christian friends; yet it 
never gave him a word of support, but went on puffing 
Torrey to the end of the chapter.

Maxim Gorki is reported to be suffering from an advanced 
page of consumption. He is only thirty-nine, and ought to 
aye a long career before him. It is said that his illness 

"as hastened by his experiences in America, which were 
Excellently stated the other day in the “ Literature ” depart- 

eht of the D aily News :—
“ Somehow or other it got about that the wife who accom

panied him had not been married according to the rites of 
tbe Russian church. It was not stated that divorce is not 
recognised in Russian law ; that in formally putting away his 
first wife he did so for the same reasons that men divorce 
tbem in this country ; and that he went through a form of 
union with his second wife, which is socially, though not 
legally, recognised in Russia! Then this free city of New 
York, which tolerates and sometimes flatters millionaires 
who murder employees by slow processes, refused to receive 
Maxim Gorki, who, after Tolstoi, has done more than any 
other Russian man-of-letters in championing the cause of the 
Poor, and in making known the true state of his country 
throughout Europe. No hotel in New York would receive 
bhn; he was ostracised by society ; he suffered not only the 
bitterest disappointment and chagrin, hut also actual physical 

j,- eM?osure.”
aucy the city of the Thaw case making such a dead set at 
ixim Gorki 1 Probably it was all the worse for him that 

0 Was discovered to be a Freethinker.

Ihe good Christian city of Now York which cast out 
n axbu Gorki is welcoming the Rev. C. F. Aked. This gentle- 

has loft Liverpool, carrying with him cash presents from 
18 °1<1 '•ongregation, and is taking the pastorate of the Fifth 

Baptist Church—the millionaire gospel-shop of 
a e great John D. Rockefeller is a member. Answering 
jj^ble from America just before ho sailed for New York, 
 ̂r’ Aked said : " I am coming to America because America 
8 drawn me. I am coming with a lovo of tho American 

P°°ple in my heart. Tho ideals of America are my own.” 
d the dollars of America will soon be his own too.

4venu0 
^bich th

Iko way in which these men of God talk when they get 
better job is enough to make a cat sick. You would fancy 

, *ut they nover heard of money in their lives, and couldn’t 
' the difference between five shillings and a sovereign.

b’liat" 'ias cb°acu tho subject of “ A Ministry of ltecon-
of “on ” for his first sermon in New York. Reconciliation

Past words with present actions.

I am going to New York,” said Mr. Aked in his last 
jpuresfj, “ i  declare, in the presence of tho living God, 
bbauso in my heart of hearts I boliovo I can do a larger 
°rb for my master thero, and a moro enduring work for 

j etQocracy than would bo possible in this city or in this 
* bd. ’ What a compliment to Liverpool and England! 
o . what a monstrous flattery of himself. But the whole 
]j l.n8 is humbug; and tho declaration in tho presenco of tho 
is *n® is one of those tricks of speech that men indulge 

When they feel they may not bo believed. Every sensible 
j.vatl knows why Mr. Aked went to Now York. It was for 

0 benefit of his health and his pocket.

Q regard to Mr. Aked’s “ in tho presence of tho living 
jcj >' wo may say that tho classic instance of that sort of 
j  n§ *s Peter’s denying “ with an oath ” that ho knew 
4 Us- There is a good story in Dr. M. D. Conway’s 
q 1 b iography  of a young Southerner who mounted one of 
of LX *  platforms and talked very fiercely. In tho course 
it ĥ s defence of slavery, ho twice affirmed, his sincerity 

8 biod is my witness.” The second time, a very old negro 
cjj’fian named “ Sojourner Truth,” sitting on the platform, 

ed: “ Young man, I don’t believo God Almighty ever 
rn tell of you.” That settled him.

Amongst the special contributions by leading Christians 
to the jubilee number of the Christian World, is one by the 
Rev. R. J. Campbell, who lately declared himself a Socialist, 
and now says that Christianity “ involves communism.” 
Many poor people who would like to share with Mr. Campbell, 
for a start, will hope that this is true.

“ Worse than an Infidel ” was the heading of the Rev. J, 
H. Jowett’s contribution to this jubilee number. Of course, 
he was quoting from Paul, but the words were an insult to 
thousands of men and women who were quite as good as 
himself. Mr. Jowett preaches at Birmingham. Our readers 
will not be surprised to learn that he has never said a single 
word for the Birmingham Secularists during their long 
persecution by the local authorities.

“ Quartus,” whoever he is, contributes an article to the 
Manchester Guardian  on “ The S. P. G. House.” This 
looks like a contraction of “ Sponging House,” but it really 
means the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel— 
which we always thought was the special business of the 
Holy Ghost. It appears that this “ venerable Society ” is 
going into new premises, The foundation-stone of its new 
House is to be laid next Saturday (April 27); and as the 
Prince and Princess of Wales, tho Archbishop of Canterbury, 
and other pious and distinguished people will be present, we 
have no doubt that the building will always be under the 
particular care of “ Providence.” J627.000 was received 
from tho Government on account of the old House, the site 
of which was wanted for public offices. Of this ¿£14,000 
was paid for a new site— the money going to the Ecclesi
astical Commissioners, so as to keep it in the family like, 
and the builder’s contract is for ¿019,810. So there is plenty 
of cash in the gospel business yet. All that is wanted is 
converts—which are running very scarco. But “ Quartus” 
points out that tho Far East calls for conversion, and 
“ counsel, courage and means will be required ” for tho job ; 
and “ tho first two will not he lacking if tho Church at largo 
will supply the third.” Why, certainly. Only find tho 
“ means ” and you shall see Burmah, China and Japan con
verted in a jiffy. Now then for the first ¿50,000 I And 
hurry up, please, as souls are going to—well, the wrong way 
—in tho Far East every minute. Chequos and postal orders 
payable to tho treasurer. ____

Beeeham, tho pill man, is dead. His domestic affairs 
were before the courts some timo ago, and did not prejudice 
ono in his favor. But he seems to have been a very good 
Christian—in spito of his vast wealth and the needle’s eye. 
Tho service at tho graveside was performed by a Con
gregational minister. We suppose that mado it all right for 
him in Kingdom-Come.

“ The Blood of Christ ” has caused ructions at Ilamp* 
stead. Tho chaplain of the workhouse complained of tho 
unfermented wine provided by the Guardians for the paupers’ 
sacrament. He called it “ syrup,” and applied for leave to 
use “ a certain proprietary wine,” which more effectively 
symbolised tho sanguinary fluid that “ flowed from Imma
nuel’s veins.” This application was opposed by the teetotal 
members of the Board, who gave way, however, when they 
were assured that the contemplated new beverage contained 
no more alcohol than a bottle of ginger-beer. But thero was 
a lady member on that Board, and like a true daughter cf 
Eve, she was curious; so she got the borough analyst to 
analyso a bottlo of the new brand, and he certified that it 
contained 28 per cent, of proof spirit—which probably 
endeared it to the workhouse communicants. Thereupon 
tho Guardians ordered a return to the “ syrup.” This order 
the chaplain disregarded. He provided the wine himself, 
diluting it with water, so that it must have been of tolerable 
strength; and when he was ordered to desist, he said that
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the responsibility was his, and appealed to the Local Govern
ment Board. And there the matter rests for the present. 
But the funny thing is that none of these good Christians 
thinks of asking Jesus—whose blood is in question—how he 
thinks it ought to be “ taken.” We suggest that the Hamp
stead Board of Guardians should hold a prayer-meeting and 
get the question settled. Whatsoever ye ask, believing, that 
ye shall receive—the Bible sa y s; and the Board should ask 
the Lord to decide between their “ syrup ” and the parson’s 
port.

Laboring in the Lord’s vineyard has its advantages. Dr. 
Clifford, for whom ¿£7,000 was recently subscribed, has gone 
off till June for a holiday. We suppose his church salary 
goes on all the time. Pastor Thomas Spurgeon, whose health 
has been indifferent of late, has gone away for twelve 
months’ rest. His salary goes on all the time, too. Lucky 
servants of the Lord !

Grimsby police must have a lot of time on their hands. 
They have been prosecuting a local tradesman for selling 
milk chocolate on Sunday. The stipendiary magistrate, 
however, decided that the milk chocolate was a refreshment, 
and dismissed the summons. We suggest that the Anti- 
Sabbatarians of Grimsby should present the Chief Constable 
with a box of milk chocolate— “ For Sundays.”

We once heard a clerical relative of the famous Prophet 
Cumming talking with rather more of “ Scotch ” on board 
than was good for his discretion. He ridiculed the doctrines 
ho had to preach, especially the doctrine of the efficacy of 
prayer. “ You may pray to God for a beefsteak till you’re 
black in the face,” he said, “ but you’ll never get one, if
you’re ever so hungry, unless you go round to old ------, the
butcher’s, and plank down tenpence.” That was the only 
way your prayer would be answered.

good; and if he can't, who can ? The less said about the 
efficacy of prayer after this the better.

There is no end to the folly of theologians. The Dean 
of Manchester (Bishop Welldon) recently lectured to a lar&c 
audience in the John Hylands Library on “ The evidence 
the authenticity of ancient literature, both classical an 
sacred.” Another theologian, the Rev. Dr. Moulton, occupie1- 
the chair; so we may take the lecturer’s observations as 
perfectly deliberate. Bishop Welldon, of course, was really 
talking in the interest of “ sacred ” literature. It is pretty 
safe to say that he had no other object. He pointed ou 
what scanty evidence there is for the authenticity of some 
of the most famous classical writings, including those o 
Aristotle and T acitus; and he asked (the Mancheste 
Guardian  says) why sceptics “ will accept secular literature 
based on slight evidence, and will reject sacred literature 
based on stronger evidence.” Could anything be more ria'- 
culous ? We have other evidence of the existence of AristoW _ 
and Tacitus ; we have no other evidence of the existence 0 
the alleged Gospel writers. Moreover, nothing in particula 
hangs to the authenticity of the disputed classical writings' 
while everything hangs to the authenticity of the dispute 
Gospels. The Gospels contain tremendous, superuatura 
statements, which ought to have the highest conceivan 
verification before they sere believed; the writers of the 
are not so much authors as witnesses ; we want to be su 
that we have what they actually wrote, and that they 
in a position to know it was true. Bishop Welldon fails 
distinguish between the evidence of a primary witness in , 
most important case, where awful issues are at stake, an 
common statements about certain old writings in wbic 
nobody has any vital interest whatever. And the very fa , 
that a man of Bishop Welldon’s position and training aj} 
abilities can employ such arguments in support of his 
shows what a hopeless plight it is in, and how surely >» 
doomed in the presence of educated human intellect.

What that clerical said in his tipsy facctiousness, the Rev. 
Dr. Warschauer says in sober earnest. In last week’s 
Christian Commonwealth he answered a correspondent who 
was anxious about prayer. “ God,” the reverend gentleman 
said, “ will give us waving corn if we ask aright—that is, by 
tilling the ground.” God gives us, that is to say, all that we 
get for ourselves. This is the sort of stuff with which the 
men of God fancy they can coax thinking men into the folds 
of their faith !

Father Higley, of the Stepney Board of Guardians, 866® 
a decent body. He has been complaining of tho distribute 
of religious tracts in the infirmary. Some of them, ho sa1 ' 
were extraordinary things. For his own part, he prefer^  
a novel. Tracts made him swear. He objected to be®o 
asked “ Are you saved ?” How did he know ? And ho  ̂
did tho people who asked the question know either ? *0IU 
of them might be disappointed when they got to the oth 
side of Jordan.

Dr. Warschauer forgets that God doesn’t always give us 
waving corn if we ask aright by tilling the ground. Crops 
aro sometimes spoiled by bad weather—sodden with wet, 
blighted with cold, or parched with heat. Where is the 
answer in that case ? The fact is, that nature, takes it 

* course, whether man profits or suffers; and all the talk of 
tho theologians is no more than the dust on the driving 
wheel of a railway engine.

There was one really good thing in last week’s Christian  
Commonwealth. It was a referenco to “ tho great and 
growing mass of people who are coming to regard the 
Christian Church with cynical amusement.”

Gartsherrie Parish Church, Coatbridge, has been struck 
by lightning. According to the Glasgow Evening Times, the 
Rev. Adam Maxwell, an eye-witness, says that after the 
“ fire ball ” struck the building it was “ enveloped in flames 
and smoke ” and he thought tho whole structure was 
wrecked. But it turned out that only the ornamental turrets 
were destroyed; and no doubt some of the good Scottish 
Puritans will regard tho fact as a sign of God’s displeasure 
against pagan gimcracks on Christian churches. Some of 
tho other Christians may wonder (they ought to) why 
“ Providence ” attacked one of its own houses in the thunder
storm.

Sir William Treloar, the Lord Mayor of London, enter
taining a large company at what is known as the Easter 
banquet, referred to the “ Spital sermon ” which ho had 
attended at Christ Church, Newgate. “ Those who attend 
tho service, Sir William said, “ are rewarded by hearing tho 
preacher offer a special prayer for tho Court of Aldermen. 
As head of that body I have no hesitation in saying that no 
men in the world more require that service. My experience 
is a wide one, and I do no not think that a prayer for them 
once a year is often enough. However, it has been going on 
for some hundreds of years now, and must have done some 
good, though I confess that I have not yet discerned it.” 
Sir William was joking, of courso; but many a true word is 
spoken in jest. City of London aldermen have been specially 
prayed for, at least once a year, for many centuries ; yet tho 
Lord Mayor is unablo to sou that it has dono them any

Rev. R. J. Campbell must be getting a good profit from b  ̂
Nezv Theology— unless ho is a worse business man than 
take him to be. Tho book is a dear one, being printed o 
thick, common paper to make it bulk largo ; and as tho pa 
lishers say it is selling very rapidly—all tho big first edit1 
being ordered before the day of publication—there ought 
be a tidy little balance accruing to tho author. This *a 
struck a Bristol man, who got up at a Conference in * 
David Thomas Congregational Church, and asked Mr. Ca®P 
bell what ho meant to do with tho money ? Would  ̂
devote the profits of his book to tho “ submerged tenth , 
According to the D aily News report, there wero cries  ̂
“ Shame ” and “ Personal,” and Mr. Campbell evaded

u v g w v & w v v  u a w  g r w T V i  J - » u u  u n  l i u i o  t o  ££i.t/0/U U U U O O l i a w *  i J

Campbell should have declined to answer the question a ta ' 
or have answered it straightforwardly.

question. He said that ho had no money in tho world oxC°” 
his insurance, and if he left any when he diod they mig"
r l c a o n y o t . o  V » i a  m > Q V n  o i l  f l i i a  i n  1

The more orthodox section of Jews resented tho proson 
of Rabbi Jacob Meir as tho Chief Rabbi of Jerusalem. j  
appears to have been supported by the Reform parties, a 
the Sultan was requested to shift him—which he . 
Rabbi Jacob Meir was deposed and Rabbi Elyahu l>aUlj,c 
was appointed in his placo. The new Chiof Rabbi had , 
escorted into Jerusalem by a force of soldiers and mouc 
police. How religionists love one another!

The Birmingham Watch Committee have had to cons11  ̂
tho “ disgraceful scenes ” which aro witnessed in Bull-s''1.^  
on Sunday nights, when tho thoroughfare is thronged 
disorderly young people. Wo submit that tho Birmingba 
authorities would bo better employed in keeping their c j  
decent than in chivvying tho Secularists from pillar to P? 
Secularists are deliberately deprived of tho opportun1 V 
which other bodies enjoy, of holding Sunday meeting9 ^  
public buildings. Were they allowed tho common j;s. 
citizenship, they would probably get some of those g 
orderly young persons ” to listen to a lecture. But per11 K
tho
ful

„lit-D authorities think they had better be vicious than tbobg 
—or, at any rate, better bo disorderly in tho public str° 

than listening to a Secular lecture in a hall.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagem ents.

Sunday, April 21, Queen’s (Minor) Hall, Langham-place, Lon
don, W., at 7.30, “ What Did Shakespeare Think? ”

April 28, Manchester. 
®ay 5, Liverpool.

To Correspondents.

•̂ Cohen's L ecture E ngagements.—April 21, Workman’s Hall, 
Stratford; 28, a. Victoria Park, e. Workman’s Hall, Stratford.

d- T. L loyd’s L ecture E ngagements.—April 21, Eailsworth.
B  Garrett.—Glad to hear that, although you are not having 
Sunday meetings at Mountain Ash at present, you are doing 
your best by the “ Underground System ” to spread Freethought 
J? your district. Probably this will be the best method for some 
hnre to come in Wales. Thanks for your kind enquiry. Mr. 

p oote  is very much better.
' —See paragraphs. Thanks.
• Page.—Compelled to shorten.
p?ABi’T0N-—Thanks for the h in t; but would it prevent burking 
Pleased to hear from a reader at such a distance.
' H. M orris.—It must be very annoying to find that you cannot 
p t your Freetldnker till eight or ten days after date. But the 
‘ault must lie with your local newsagent or with the wholesale 
aSent who supplies him. The Freethinker is obtainable by all 
"diolesale agents at our publishing office late on Wednesday and 
early on Thursday, and is on sale in many newsagents’ shops 
hundreds of miles distant from London on Thursday evening. 
Put pressure on your newsagent, and, if need be, get him to 
Put pressure on his wholesale agent. 

asxob.—Thanks for cuttings.
• Bay— P leased to hear that you so enjoy reading the Free- 

p tllmlter and that your Catholicism is now left far behind.
Alkirk S ecularist.—We have no room for more paragraphs this 
w®ek, but will deal with the cutting in our next. Glad you 
rulish our “ Acid Drops.’’ They are meant to be tasty, but 

„ also nutritious.
shadow oe the S word.”— You are right. Andrew Carnegie’s 
reference to the combined action of the Great Powers, including 
America, for “ a certain purpose ” in China, was remarkably 
Unfortunate. That combined action meant unlimited murder 
m men and violation of women. If that is the way in which 

Peace ” ¡b to be enforced, it would be better to have open, and 
therefore more honest, war. Tho great Saint Andrew Bhould 

p rea|ly choose better illustrations.
'.jA- K ing.—We keep your generous letter by us for the present. 

 ̂ e whole question will be dealt with presently. We have 
waiting for the psychological moment to speak plainly 

al,out' the financial aspect of the Freethinker, and it is just 
^arriving.

' H. D eakin (Bombay).— Year’s subscription received and 
Placed to your credit. You appear to have overlooked our 
Uasuranco that your Freethinker will never bo stopped until you 
?rU0r it to bo so. Your remittance for tho Symes Fund arrived 
uo late for acknowledgment in the list, and Mrs. Symes had 

ulteady left for Melbourne; but we shall enclose the amount 
,vhen we write to her on othor matters, Thanks for your kind 

q eUquirios and good wishes.
• 0. W arren.—Your interesting letter about Ingersoll’s kind- 

088 shall appear in our next. He was indeed the soul of 
smierosity. Glad you liked our first article on the New 
v,*)e°l°gy, and pleased to hear you have joined the Secular 
Education League through its secretary. Others, we know, 
ave done the same. Our only object in having members’ 

.°rms passing through tho N .S . S. office is to see who are 
Joining, so that we may keep our own party ‘ ‘ up to the 
8cratch.” We shall be writing you in a fow days on the other 

0 1,latter.
fb. Atiien.eum A uditor.—You say that you and some of your 
*ri<mds would very much like to hear Mr. Foote recite Mark 

“W s  speech over the dead body of Caisar again. Well, 
o/jhout absolutely committing himself to it, ho will try to 

j  ,~hge at Queen’s Hall on Sunday evening.
' W alker.—Always glad to receive cuttings that may serve 

j, s Pegs on which to hang paragraphs.
mAiiKTH Lecumere.—Your efforts deserve success. We hope 
®me of the papers you Bend to will be liberal enough to insert. 

16 notion that Freethinkers are unhappy people is, as you
8aL an absurd misconception

—gee paragraph in “ Sugar Plums.” You will get

Cohen “ S alvation A rmy ” T ract F und.—Previously acknow- 
C5, ged, f i g  i 4g- ijd Since received: George Payne, ¿1 Is.; D. 
S'OKes, 2s.; p . Reed, Is.; G. F. Finn, 5s.; II. Jessopp, 10s.;

T«
B. N." 10s.
p Secular S ociety, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 

'■Til arrin8don-street, E.C.
p B ational S ecular S ociety’s office is at 2 Newcastle-etreet,

W i ’ngdon‘Btreet, E-C.
to ® £ *°r Gie Editor of tho Freethinker should be addressed 

Newcaatle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sugar Plums.

Many ladies were present at Mr. Foote’s lecture at Queen’s 
Hall on Sunday evening. They appeared to enjoy what ho 
had to say on the subject of “ Christianity and the Woman 
Question,” and joined in the laughter and applause quite as 
readily as tho men. At the end of the lecture Mr. Foote 
dealt with the Woman Question from his own point of view, 
carefully stating that he committed no one but himself. 
Certainly he carried the audience along with him in his 
view that the Family was in all countries, all ages, and all 
stages of culture, the permanent nucleus of civilisation ; 
and that the permanent relations of men and women would 
have to be those which best subserved its highest evolution. 
Several questions were asked after the lecture, but there was 
no serious opposition.

Mr. Foote delivers the second (and last) of these special 
Queen’s Hall lectures this evening (April 21). He will deal 
with the question, “ What Did Shakespeare Think ?” The 
mind of the greatest of men on the greatest of subjects 
should be interesting enough to attract another good audience. 
This will be an anniversary address. Shakespeare’s death- 
day, and apparently his birthday, was the twenty-third of 
April, and the twenty-first is the nearest Sunday.

Mr. Lloyd delivers two lectures to-day (April 21), after
noon and evening, in connection with special services at tho 
Failsworth Sunday School. Wo hopo the local “ saints ” 
will muster in strong force. _

Manchester friends who were disappointed at not hearing 
Mr. Footo some time ago, when ho was prevented from 
lecturing by indisposition, will have an opportunity of hear
ing him next Sunday (April 28). Ho will then bo speaking 
at tho Secular Hall, Rusholmc-road, All Saints, both after
noon and ovening; and as his subjects aro likely to prove 
attractive, thoso who want to secure seats, especially in the 
evening, should be in good time.

Liverpool “ saints” will please note that Mr. Foote’s 
lectures in their city on Sunday, May 5, will be delivered 
in the big l’icton Hall, which, of course, takes somo tilling. 
Tho advertising of the meetings will bo done on a fairiy 
liberal scalo, but there always remains a work for tho 
“ saints ” to do. They should givo publicity to the lectures 
by word of mouth in tho various intercourses of daily life. 
By this means a hundred of them (not to say moro) could 
easily make Mr. Foote’s visit known to thousands of people.

Whit-Sunday is the date of the National Secular Society’s 
Annual Conference, which is to be held this year in London. 
The business sittings will take place, morning and afternoon, 
as already announced; and there will be a public meeting at 
Queen’s (Minor) Hall in tho ovening, which will bo addressed 
by Messrs. Foote, Cohen, Lloyd, Davies, and perhaps other 
speakers. We hope Branches are making arrangements to 
bo represented, and that a good many individual members 
will make it convenient to attend.

Branches and individual members of tho National Secular 
Society will please remember that all notices of motion for 
the Conference Agenda must be in tho Secretary’s hands by 
Thursday, April 25, at tho latest. That is tho date of tho 
Executive meeting.

Applicants for copies of Mr. Cohen’s  “ Salvation Army 
Tract ” who aro kept waiting will have their orders attended 
to directly tho fresh supply reaches us from the printers.

I
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We did not see our way to put a fresh supply on order until 
we received more subscriptions towards the cost of produc
tion. Enough has come in since our last appeal to justify 
us in proceeding. This does not mean, however, that 
further subscriptions will not be required. They will.

The Birmingham Branch is making Mr. Foote an unusual 
sort of present. The members saw a published plate of the 
wreck of the B erlin ; that set them thinking of Mr. Foote’s 
article on the same subject entitled “ Providence and they 
decided to frame the plate and the article suitably, and ask 
him to accept it as an appreciation of what the secretary is 
good enough to call his “ splendid treatment of the subject.” 
We understand that the picture will soon be on the way, 
and our editor will be honored in receiving it.

Mr. W. T. Stead, in the April Review o f  Reviews, notices 
the formation of the Secular Education League as “ one of 
the outstanding portents which ought to warn both Church 
and Chapel of the inevitable results of their continued 
wranglings.” “ Besides the usual war-horses of the secular 
army.” Mr. Stead says, “ it has recruited various ministers 
of religion, including the Rev. R. J. Campbell, Silas K. 
Hocking, and Waller Walsh, who find themselves rubbing 
elbows with Mr. G. W. Foote, of the Freethinker, who is a 
member of the Executive Committee,” Dir. Stead admits 
that “ the secular system is the only logical solution of the 
education controversy.”

Editor Moore, of the Blue Grass Blade, Lexington, Ken
tucky, died some months ago, but the paper reaches us still, 
and its interest is well sustained. The last number to hand 
opens with a reproduction of our article on “ Satan,” written 
a few weeks ago on the death of the great Italian poet Car- 
ducci. There is one very funny blunder in this reproduction. 
At the foot of our first column every week is the continuous 
number of the paper from the beginning; and the Blade 
printer (they are all demons!) has worked tho number into 
the text. Satan is speaking, and he talks (in the Blade) 
as follow s: “ Tho heroes and martyrs of liberty and pro
gress 1,335 in every age have drunk of the strength of my 
spirit.” We had to wipe our eyes over that 1,335.

Mr. Frederick Rogers, writing in the Treasury, denies 
that the Labor party is irreligious. Mr. Rogers is an 
earnest Churchman, so he does not see more irreligion than 
he can help. He says ho does not know a single Atheist 
among the Labor leaders of to-day. But who are the Labor 
leaders? Mr. Blatchford, Mr. Hyndman, Mr. Quelch, and 
even Mr. Bernard Shaw, when he speaks plainly, are all 
Atheists. Mr. Rogers says that most of the Labor leaders 
were avowed Atheists thirty-five years ago. Naturally. 
Those were the pioneer days. It took some real strength 
and courage to be a Labor leader then. No wonder they 
were mostly Atheists. George Odger, the first Labor leader 
in England, was an Atheist. Feebler persons can do the 
work now.

Go through tho history of religions, consult tho various 
accounts of savage and barbarous faiths at present extant, 
and you will find that tho principle of terror, springing from 
tho unknown, is the essential feature in which they all agree. 
This terror inevitably begets slavishness. Wo cannot be 
cowardly in this respect without its affecting our courage in 
others. Tho mental serf is a bodily serf too, and spiritual 
fetters are the agencies of political thraldom. Tho man 
who worships a tyrant in heaven naturally submits his neck 
to the yoke of tyrants on earth. He who bows his intellect 
to a priest will yield his manhood to a king. Everywhere on 
earth wo find the same coremonies attending overy form of 
dependence. Tho worshiper who now kneels in prayer to 
God, like the courtier who backs from the presence of the 
monarch, is performing an apology for the act of prostration 
which took place alike before the altar and the throne. In 
both cases it was the adoration of fear, the debasement of 
the weak before the seat of irresponsible power.— G. W. 
Foote, “ Flowers o f  Frecthouyht."

A true soul will disdain to bo moved except by what 
natively commands it, though it should go sad and solitary 
in search of its master a thousand years. Tho few superior 
persons in each community are so by their steadiness to 
reality and their neglect of appearances. This is tho 
euphrasy and rue that purge the intellect and ensure in
sight.— Emerson  (Letter to M. D. Conway).

Magic and Prayer__II.

By the Late Joseph Symes.
[Concluded from p. 236.)

The most potent charm ever used was, and is, tho 
name of some god, the highest of them, where known-

1. Amongst the Chaldeans the name of Hea, » 
pronounced, was sufficient to bend everything 1° 
earth or Hades, just as that of Jesus was at a later 
date.

2. Amongst Hindus the pronunciation of the word 
Om or Aum, is said to have similar power.

The gods were very reticent formerly respecting 
their names; and would not, as a rule, reveal them 
to any. Thus Hea would impart his name to none 
but his only begotten son. The reason for this 
reticence was that whoever knew the name and 
pronounced it could compel the God to do hi» 
bidding. .

3. The Jews say Je3us went into the temple and 
stole the tetragrammatoh, or name of four letters, 
which was kept there. This he sewed up in a wound 
in his thigh, and thus escaped. With this name h0 
performed all his miracles. The name referred to is 
usually translated “ Lord ” in the Bible, or els0 
merely transliterated Jehovah.

4. This superstition of the divine name is seen 
the Bible and runs through Christianity from first 
to last.

(1.) When Jacob wrestled with the man, or el, °r 
angel, or ghost, he demanded his name. The wary 
God refused. We see his reason. If Jacob had 
secured his name, he could have been able to com- 
mand the ghost, as Prospero did Ariel (Gen. xxii. 29)-

(2.) Manoah, the father of Samson, begged tho 
angel who announced the birth of his son to say 
what was his name. But the angel did not comply 
(Judges xiii. 18).

(8.) Moses demands the name of the God of tb0 
burning bush (Exodus iii. 18, 14) ; but ho was put o» 
with a senseless formula instead.

(4.) The Israelites were forbidden to take the divin0 
name in vain. Either this meant that they wer0 
not to use the name at all, or else that they were to 
invoke it only on special occasions, because tho God 
did not intend to be disturbed at common times, n°* 
compelled to perform trivialities. By saying h0 
would not hold guiltless the man who transgress00  ̂
he hinted that, though he performed tho work f°* 
which ho was invoked, it should bo the worse 10 
the long run for tho man who used his name for' a 
trifle.

(5.) Jesus promises his disciples the power to cast 
out devils by the use of his name; and declares that 
whatsoever they shall ask in his name shall bo don0- 
And his name made a lamo man strong (Acts ii. 19)'

(6.) In tho following passage wo seem to be reading 
of the Chaldean Hea and his Son Marduk:—“ G00 
hath given him a name which is above every nam° • 
That at the name of Jesus every knee shall bow, 0 
things in heaven, and things in the earth, and thing3 
under the earth ” (Phil. ii. 9, 10).

(7.) Divines have never been able to give any 
intolligiblo explanation of baptism and prayer in tb 
name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost. But* 
becomes perfectly clear in the light of Magic. Tb 
water of baptism was originally intended to cast oU 
the Devil and all evil, just as now it is the standar 
cure for original sin. And prayer in the name 0 
Jesus is but the Chaldean superstition reappearing’ 
for amongst them prayers were of no avail nnl0S 
offered through a mediator.

When tho Egyptian gods were called by their na®0 
and did not appear or answer, the worshiper pr°‘ 
ceeded to threaten them (Lenormant’s ChaldcV 
Magic, p. 101), just as Prospero did Ariel. Tb 
Greeks also had their formula; for compelling tb 
gods to assist them. And have we not traces, a 
least, of it in the Bible ?

1. Jacob threatened that he never would let go *** 
angel unless he blessed him. And in recent time »
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Charles Wesley has expressed the same idea in his 
yran upon that subject:—

“ In vain thou strngglest to be free,
1 never will unloose my hold !

Speak, or thou never hence shalt move.” 
rp This, I believe, is generally called “ holy boldness.” 

h0 reader may designate it as he pleases. »
2. When Moses undertook the cause of the 

Israelites, the Lord cried, “ Let me alone ” ; showing 
0reby that Moses was too powerful for him.

The case of Balaam is very instructive. In that 
°ry we behold the God of Israel nervous, agitated, 
r̂ id, hesitating. A curse upon Israel, if success- 

pronounced, would evidently lead to serious 
alamity, in spite of God’s efforts to frustrate its 

Power. Hence he first appeals to Balaam not to go 
Jth the messengers of Balak; then he hesitatingly 

^onsents, on condition of his not pronouncing a curse. 
®n> to make sure, he sends his angel with a swordTh. - j  uianu ouiU) uu souuo jj.iq ^

0 oar the way of the enchanter. Then he reluctantly 
Pormits him to proceed.
> Balaam endeavors to weave his meshes to catch 
8rael; to get his enchantments in order; but God 

8Q0ceeds in spoiling them. One after another they 
; though the contest is exceedingly severe. 

ebovah is all the while in a fever; for if Balaam 
U0ceeds, he must curse whom he wished to bless, 
V0n his own chosen people ! Here is the key and the 
nIy key to this great mystery, which has never been 

^ything hut a profound and insoluble one to all 
uhodox commentators. The gods, in ancient times, 
6re under the control of Magic when properly 
°0ducted ; the Jewish gods were no exception to the 

°®Q0ral rule, as the Bible plainly hints in the cases 
bpve referred to.

, To be sure, like all superstitions, the old Magic has 
sen wonderfully toned down and modified in process 

, time. But whatever its changes, its essential nature 
as never altered. Be it in the form of sacrifice, 
agic figures, amulets, talismans, chants, psalms, or 

Prayers, its nature is the same ; it is an appeal to the 
nknown, to spirits, good and bad. Weakness and 
Shorance are always the prompting causes. And as 
an becomes more and more enlightened, magic and 

Pra*yer become impossible operations. Those per- 
rtnance8 have ceased respecting phenomena against 
nich they were formerly specially employed. What- 

^ er savagos may do, it is not possible for civilised 
0n now to employ any sort of appeal to tho supor- 
atural against an eclipse, or comet, or earthquake, 
r "volcanic eruption. Even when prayer is at all 
sed respecting physical phenomena, it is now used 
•fhout heart and without faith. If no prayers 

®slJ0cting those things existed in Prayer Books, it 
jOuld be totally impossible to invent them now. 

be world is too old to strike out anything new in 
j Perstition. It can only mumble hoartlossly the 
^r£Qularies of the dark and dismal past; mumble 
I 0tQi that is, for form-sake, until the performances at 

shall die of sheer inanition.
 ̂ -bfo doubt prayer does give satisfaction to those who 

j.aVo acquired an over-mastering habit in that direc- 
.l0n and a taste for the practice. So does Magic.

exercise, good or bad, silly or wise, rational or 
^ane, will satisfy those who have been taught to 
8eSar<l it as a sacred duty. In this respect, one 

Perstition is just as good as any other.
^Anfi lastly, the old Magic was every whit as 
^Pcctable as the modern remnants of it still per- 
(ĵ Oied churches and chapels. The reader who 

Agrees with tho views above expressed may perhaps 
a,bine the subject for himself.

Paines Mighty Mind.

To the world, thou mass of civilised and uncivilised 
th 6 r.i®eilCe’ '3 presented this work. It contains truths of 
no highest importance. The individual, whose life this is, 

g ovoted his existence to thy good.”
Wtu08̂ 8 dedication of the biography of Dr. John 

a0r, Graduate of the University of Leyden,

Licentiate of the Koyal College of Physicians, 
London, etc., etc.

Dr. Walker was in France under the directorial 
government in 1797, in company with Thomas Paine 
and other proscribed British subjects. And at a 
dinner held by them, James Napper Tandy, taking 
his glass, called out, “ Gentlemen, may the tri-colored 
flag float on the Tower of London and on the 
Birmingham Tower of Dublin Castle.”

Paine, disregarding the ill-treatment he had 
received in losing his legislative seat by the consti
tution of dc Van trois, joined gaily in the toast, 
exclaiming, on seeing Dr. Walker not seconding the 
proposal, “ Walker is a Quaker with all its follies. 
I am a Quaker without them.”

Among the guests was Thomas Muir, recently 
arrived from Spain, “ miserably mutilated.” Thus, 
Paine, Tandy and Muir, formed a representation for 
England, Ireland and Scotland, in the metropolis of 
France; and no Frenchman hated more than they 
the then existing government of Britain.

Among the Doctor’s notes is a reference to the 
proceedings of the council of “ Five Hundred,” held 
at the Odeon Theatre, in regard to newspaper editors, 
publishers and printers; many of whom were sent
enced to deportation in the unhealthy climate of 
Cayenne.

Dr. Walker also helped Paine in translating some 
legislative decrees of the Cesalpine republic, which 
translations, Paine determined to send to Ireland, 
to enlighten the minds of the people previous to an 
expected invasion of that country.

“ As a politician," says Dr. Walker—
“ There can be no question that Paine was a man of 

the most gigantic genius and of the soundest practical 
knowledge. The blessings he has conferred on society 
by his B ights o f  M an , outweigh those of his Age o f  
B eason; and there can be little doubt, when the facts 
now to be noticed in reference to this wonderful indi
vidual are detailed, that his disgust at the Christian 
system originated in tho horror at the practices which, 
previous to that time, in the established English Church, 
were, and in the latter, are, solemnised under the name 
of Christianity.”

These facts are interesting, as showing that 
Thomas Paine had sympathies which adorn our 
nature.

Dr. Walker was with Paine as a great enemy of 
slavery in all its forms.

One day, he enquired of Paine how it was to bo 
accounted for that he had not yet taken up tho pen 
to advocate the cause of the blacks.

Paine’s answer offers as great a testimony to his 
sound judgment as it does honor to his feelings i—

“ An unfitter person for such a work could hardly be 
found. The cause would have suffered in my hands. 
I could not have treated it with any chance of success ; 
for I could never think of their condition but with 
feelings of indignation.”

There aro othor facts recorded by Walker showing 
Paine’s true moral courage and political wisdom, 
essential to the evolution of events in which he was 
intimately concerned. For instance, the counsel 
that Thomas Paine had tho courage to offer, in the 
French National Convention, on attempting to save 
the life of Louis XVI., must be approved of by every 
liberal mind :—

“ Ho proposed that tho fallen king should bo sent to 
tho United States, whero ho would find many friends, 
not forgetful of tho aid he had rendered them in tho 
days of need when striving to shake off the British 
yoke.”

On this occasion, Lord Edward Fitzgerald acted as 
interpreter when Paine also opposed Marat, who 
clamored for the King’s death. Paine, however, not 
succeeding in this, did deliver individuals from 
difficulties in troublesome times.

Another instance is related showing his prudence 
founded on a knowledge of human nature. Young 
Wolstoncroft had written home, expressing the hope 
that tho British Navy, in which he had served, would 
never debase its flag. The letter was intercepted by 
Americans, the seal broken, and tho letter taken to 
tho police. Wolstoncroft was invited to breakfast
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with a “ friend,” was entrapped and handed over to 
an escort in waiting. Dr. Walker went immediately 
to his friend, Thomas Paine, who observed:—

“ My interference at this moment would be premature. 
Let them alone awhile, till their fury be somewhat 
dissipated in the violence of their proceedings, and 
then I shall not find any difficulty in obtaining his 
liberation.”

The place where Thomas Paine chose his residence 
was at the tree of liberty, Rue Odeon, at the house 
of Bonville, the printer. Here the Doctor frequently 
visited Paine, and the impressions from contact with 
this great politician were, that he was a man of 
gigantic practical genius, who made, while other 
men took baby-steps, the strides of a giant.

Dr. Walker says that he knew Paine to be a 
sincere man, a well-reasoned lover of truth and 
justice, and to have a thorough contempt for any 
distinctions except those founded on real merit; and 
when the Church and State parties could not meet 
his reasonings, they resorted to the foul method of 
attempting to blacken his character. W A V

¿ d a m ’s B reeches.

B lush not, fair reader; nothing is coming to offend your 
modesty. No doubt you have seen pictures of Adam and 
Eve in the Garden of Eden, dressed in the primitive costume 
of simple innocence, or, as Hans Breitmann says, “ mit 
noddings on.” And perhaps you felt the remarks of some 
thick-skinned friend at your side as rather embarrassing. 
But our intention is to take the Grand Old Gardener and his 
wife at a later stage, when they got clothes, and laid the 
foundation of all the tailors’ and milliners’ businesses in 
creation.

For some time, nobody knows how long, whether six hours 
or sixty years, Adam and Eve never discovered their naked
ness. It never occurred to them that more than one skin 
was necessary. And as the climate was exquisite, and the 
very roses grew without thorns, they had no need of over
coats or sticking-plaster. But one day they ate an apple, or 
for all we know a dozen, and they and the world underwent 
a change. “ My dear Adam,” said Eve, “ you are quite 
shocking ; why don’t you dress yourself ? ” And Adam 
replied, “ My dear Eve, where is your dressing-gown ? ”

Necessity is the mother of invention, and when a woman 
wants a dress she will get it somehow. There was no linen 
or woollen, so they had recourse to fig leaves, which were 
largo and substantial. Needles and thread turned up 
miraculously, and Eve took to them by instinct. Slio sat 
down on a grassy mound, and worked away, stitch, stitch, 
stitch, while Adam looked on with the ox-eyed stupidity of 
his sex in presence of a lady engaged in this interesting 
occupation. In half an hour, more or less, she produced two 
pairs of—well, yes, br eech es . The Authorised Version calls 
them aprons, but we may believe it was a double-barreled 
arrangement. This at any rate was the opinion of the 
translators of the famous Breeches Bible, first published in 
folio in 1599, in which the seventh verse of the third chapter 
of Genesis reads—“ And they sowed fig-tree leaves together, 
and made themselves breeches,” from which translation it 
has been ingeniously argued “ that the women had as good a 
title to the breeches as tho men.”

There is no dispute as to the color of Adam’s breeches. 
They were green. Hence that universal wit and recondite 
scholar, the author of H uilibras, represents the knight’s 
attendant, the worthy Ralpho, as

“ For mystic learning wondrous able,
In magic Talisman and Cabal,
■Whoso primitive tradition reaches 
As far as Adam’s first green breeches.”

Such was the substance and color of Adam’s first unmen
tionables. They were soft and cool, and infinitely preferable 
to the coarse articles purveyed in English bathing-machines. 
But they were hardly calculated to stand the wear and tear 
of the life of labor to which Adam was doomed after the Fall, 
and before Jehovah evicted his tenant he took pity on the 
poor fellow’s limited wardrobe. “ Poor devils,” he said to 
himself, “ that fig-leaf arrangement won't last them long. 
I t’s sure tp burst the first time Adam hoes potatoes. I ’l l  
start them with something stronger. Perhaps the lass will 
find out how to rig herself. There’s tho first pond for a 
looking-glass, and I guess it won’t bo long before she gets 
Adam to hold a skein of wool. But meanwhile I must do 
something for her dolt of a husband. Yes, he shall have a 
now pair of breeks.”

And Jehovah made them. Not of shoddy, or good woollen 
but stout leather. Adam changed his green breeches f°r 
brown ones, and when he.got them on he said, “ My Goa, 
ain’t they h o t! ” Eve declared she would never wear a thing 
like that. “ I don’t waddle,” she exclaimed, “ and I won 
look bandy.” So a committee of seven archangels was 
appointed to find a fresh pattern. . ,

Leaving Eve’s outfit alone, and confining our attention to 
Adam’s, we may ask a few questions about his second pair o 
breeches. Let no one object that such questions are 
frivolous. Did not England ring once with tidings of O’Brien 
breeches ? And shall it be thought undignified to take an 
interest in Adam’s ? Nor let any one object that sue 
inquiries are blasphemous. They are obviously prompt® 
by a spirit of reverence. What else, indeed, could excite on 
curiosity about an old pair of breeches that were worn o 
many centuries before the Flood ? .

What were the dimensions of Adam’s breeches ?
Bible does not tell us his altitude, but as he lived n>n 
hundred and thirty years, and perhaps had a fourth of tua 
time to grow in, it is not surprising that the Jews regale  
him as excessively tall. His original height was incalculable > 
when he stood upright his head reached to the seven 
heaven. But his appearance alarming the angels, the Lo 
flattened him down to a thousand cubits. Fifteen hundre 
feet, therefore, was his height before he shrank away a11“,5!  
quently to his expulsion from Paradise. Consequently n 
breeches must have been about eight hundred feet longi_an 
the circumference proportionate. Suits might have bee 
carved out of them for a whole regiment of Dutchmen.

What animal did Jehovah kill and flay for such an extensA 
skin ? Even the mammoth would be ridiculously insufficlcD ' 
We presume, therefore, that a wholesale slaughter of bea® 
took place, and that Adam’s breeches were made of a mm 
tude of skins. These were, of course, of divers colors 0 
shades, and the garment must have borne some resemblan 
(to compare great things with small) to the well-mend® 
trousers of a poor fisherman, blessed with a careful, indu 
trious wife, who makes one pair last him her lifetime Di 
insinuating fresh patches as the old ones wear away. j ., 

Happily the world was not then peopled, or Adam’s n 
would have been unbearable. There were no little boy 1 
about two hundred feet high, to pass exasperating remark^ 
such as “ Who’s your tailor ? ” Does the missis know y°u r 
out ? ” “ Hullo, old Patchwork 1 ” . 0

How long was Jehovah employed ? Did ho give *1 
breeches out in sections to the angels, and do the connection 
himself? According to the Bible he made them all alon ĵ 
but we may well assume an omission in the narrative, an 
give him assistance in executing such a liberal order. _ y 

How did he kill the animals that furnished the Bk,n9 
Did they die instantaneously at his order, or did ho slaugb1 
them with a knifo and a poleaxe ? How did ho drcss_» 
skins? Were tan-pits constructed? Were the usual cbemiea „ 
employed, or did Jehovah’s science only extend to tho uso 
bark ? ^

The ingenious reader will bo ablo to ask a number
questions for himself. Our own must bo brought to a close" 
\\ e have only to add that the world is impoverished by t'1 
loss of Adam’s breeches. Those who have read Dr. Farrar«---------  w -  u  U L V V W U V O I  J -  J l U o v i  VV 1 1 U  u a v u  i L U U  A / J - *  —  -

L ife  o f S t. Paul will recollect how ho sheds rhetoric and tea 
on tho Apostlo’s old cloak. But what was that batter® ̂  
garment in comparison with tho subject of this articlo ? 
only were Adam’s leather breeches tho first piece of tad0* 
work in the world, but they were worn by the father of all o 
us, and made by God himself. Such an articlo would 
better worth seeing than the coats of kings and emper®1 ' 
But, alas, it is lost. Y'et the voice of Hope whispers it 10J  
be found. Who knows ? “ Thero are more things in beav
and earth than are dreamt of in your philosophy.” Ada;m 
breeches, too dilapidated for use or decency, may have b° 
carefully rolled up and preserved by Seth. Perhaps tu^  
wero taken into the Ark by Noah. And when tho regi°u3jj0 
Mesopotamia are thoroughly explored, thoy will perhaps 
found in somo deep cavo or dry woll, carefully wrapp®“ p 
waterproof, and accurately ticketed. Oh what joy 'v | 
they fall into tho hands of the Christian Evidence Socie 
Then will the faithful dance with glee, even as David d°u®.g. 
before the Ark of God ; then will the infidel slink away a  ̂
graced and crestfallen ; and then will the Christians cry . i 
to tho Huxleys of the world, “ Oh ye of little faith, who dcB1 
the existence of Adam, come and see his breeches ! ”

— Comic Sermon« and other Fantasis. G. W. Fool1“

In every country, my friend, tho bonzes, the bracbm ^  
and the priests, deceive tho people; all reformations b o 
from the la ity ; the priests point us out tho way to hea ^  
with their fingers but stand still themselves, nor seem , 
travel towards the country in view.— Goldsmith.
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A PHYLACTERY.
Wise men I hold those rakes of old 

Who, a3 we read in antique story,
When lyres were struck and wine was poured, 
Set the white Death’s Head on the board 

Memento mori.

Love well 1 love truly I and love fast I 
True love evades the dilatory.

Life’s bloom flares like a meteor p ast;
A joy so dazzling cannot last—

Memento mori.

Stop not to pluck the leaves of bay 
That greenly deck the path of glory,

The wreath will wither if you stay,
So pass along your earnest way—

Memento mori.

Hear, but not heed, though wild and shrill,
The cries of faction transitory ;

Cleave to your good, eschew your ill,
A Hundred Years and all is still—

Memento mori.
— Colonel John H ay.

THE WHOLE DUTY OF MAN.
1 . distinction and end of a soundly constituted man is 
la labor. Use is inscribed on all his faculties. Use is the 
a to which he exists. As the tree exists for its fruit, so a 
an for jjjg wor]£, a  fruitless plant, an idle animal, does 

a stand in the universe. They are all toiling, however 
n cretly or slowly, in the province assigned them, and to a 
j6 " 1 the economy of the world ; the higher and more com- 

organisations, to higher and more catholic service. And 
aa seems to play, by his instincts and activity, a certain 

a i that even tells on the general face of the planet, drains 
_ amps, leads rivers into dry countries for their irrigation, 
f borates forests and stony mountain-chains with roads, 

oders the inroads of the sea on the continent, as if dressing 
e globe for happier races.—Emerson.

Daniel De Foe, who spent his whole life, and wasted his 
“"ength, in asserting the right of the Dissenters to a Tole- 

‘on (and got nothing for his pains but the pillory), was 
andalised at the proposal of the general principle, and was 

ilia ^  s*renuous in excluding Quakers, Anabaptists, Soci- 
Ql^8’ Sceptics, and all who did not agree in the essentials of 
be tl^ ‘an‘by—that is, who did not agree with him—from the 

oflt of such an indulgence to tender consciences.—H azlitt.

Th every earthly despotism there is a heavonly one. 
tet° tnlors of mankind overawe the people by religious 
a *0ra- They keep a body of men in their pay, the black 
ifo  ̂ theol°gy. whose business it is to frighten people 
to their rights by means of a ghost behind the curtain, 
ip has evor seen the bogie, but wo are taught to believe 
« t fr o m  our infancy, and faith supplies the deficiencies of 
¡g a • Thus wo are enslaved by our own consent. Our will 
^ o r n e d  against our interests. We wear no chains to re
alty U8 our sorv*tude, but our libor:liborty is restrained by the 
Cc Î!® Web of superstition, which is so fine as to be imper
lilo ° oxcePt to keen and well-practised eyes, and elastic 

i ‘‘ to cheat us with a false sense of freedom.—G. W. 
ei “Flowers o f Free thought.'

NO DIRECTING INTELLIGENCE, 
in J1 human affairs everything happens by chance—that is, 
‘“toll- nco human ideas, and without any direction of an 
laCo ‘p nc°. A man bathes in a pool, a crocodile seizes and 
'li(0 f 8 his flesh. If anyone maintains that an intelligence 
an ¡1] that cruolty, I  can only reply that his mind is under 
to jj. Us‘on. A man is caught by a revolving shaft and torn 
in jjU°COs’ hmb from limb. There is no directing intelligence 
^ho 1Uan a^a'rs> no protection, and no assistance. Those 
cbilr] ac  ̂ uPrightly are not rewarded, but they and their 
do often wander in the utmost indigence. Those who 
haVQ I* are n°t always punished, but frequently flourish and 
hi^ baPPy children. Rewards and punishments are purely 
entir ? institutions, and if government be relaxed thoy 

^ ^'8aPPear- No intelligence whatever interferes in 
lem th i^ a‘r8. There is a most senseless belief now preva- 

effort.’ an<* work, and cleverness, perseverance, and 
evet^Cty> aro invariably successful. Were this the case, 
hou/*inan would enjoy a competence, at least, and be free 
the a 10 car9s money. This is an illusion almost equal to 

hersbition of a directing intelligence, which every fact 
ery consideration disproves.—Richard Jefferies.

OLD "NEW  THEOLOGY.”
A Conversation betw een  Dr. Conyers F rancis and 

T heodore P arker.
(Reported in Dr. M. D. Conway.’s Autobiography.)

F. “ I cannot go along with you, Parker.”
P. “ What’s the trouble ?”
F. “ Oh, you reject the supernatural in Christianity.”
P. “ Do you believe in it ?”
F. “ Certainly.”
P. “ Do you believe that a fish came up with a penny in 

its mouth ?”
F. “ Well no, not that.”
P. “ Do you believe that a fig-tree withered because Jesus 

cursed it ?”
F. “ Certainly not.”
P. “ Do you believe that a man was brought to life four 

days after his death ?"
F. “ I do not.”
P. “ Will you please select some particular miracle in the 

New Testament which you do believe ?”
F. “ Oh, I accept the supernatural element.”

VOLTAIRE.
It m aybe said of him that he pierced through the con

ventional majesty of many great subjects, to the hidden 
absurdity of the plot. He laid the axe to a heap of savage 
abuses ; pulled the corner-stones out of dungeons and inqui
sitions ; bowed and mocked the most tyrannical absurdities 
out of countenance ; and raised one prodigious peal of 
laughter at superstition, from Naples to the Baltic. He was 
the first man who got the power of opinion and common 
sense openly recognised as a reigning authority ; and who 
made the acknowledgment of it a point of wit and cunning, 
even with those who had hitherto thought they had the 
world to themselves.—L eigh H unt.

WHAT IS FREE WILL?
Volition  is the power of the mind to act executively. Or, 

perhaps, it is the resultant of the impulses actuating a mind 
at any particular instant. Whatever volition is, it is the 
same thing in the insect as in the man. Non-human beings 
have been observed to pause and deliberate and to make 
wise and momentous decisions in the twinkling of an eye. 
A chased hare will decide to squat, to go straight ahead, or 
to do something else which the emergency demands, just as 
unmistakably as a human fugitive. In the sense of being 
the power to act differently from tlio manner in which a 
being actually does act, there is no such thing as free will. 
The will of the worm is just as free as the will of the judge 
—not in the sense that it is as varied in the directions of its 
activity, but in the sense that the character of its activities 
is determined inevitably by the character of its antecedents. 
All will, whether human or non-human, invariably acts in 
the direction of the strongest motive, just as a stone or a 
river invariably moves, if it moves at all, in the direction of the 
strongest tendency or force. It is impossible that this should 
be otherwise. For if the will in any case elects to overthrow 
this fact by arbitrarily discarding a stronger motive for a 
feebler, in the very motive of the election are concealed 
elements which transform tho feebler motive into the 
stronger. All motion—voluntary and involuntary — tho 
motion of bullets, beings, societies and suns—takes place 
along tho line of least arrost. Every being is compelled to 
decide as ho does decide and to act as he does act by the 
inherited tendencies of his own nature and the tendencies of 
the evironment in which ho exists. And if any being, after 
having passed through life, were again placed back at the 
beginning of life and endowed with the same nature as 
before, and were acted upon through life by surroundings 
identical with those he he had previously met, ho would act 
—that is, he would exercise his w ill—in precisely the same 
way in every particular as he had previously done. To 
deny these things is to assert that the conduct of living 
beings is without law, and that psychology and sociology 
are not sciences.—J. Howard Moore, “ The Universal K in 
ship," pp. 209-210.

Obituary.
------»-----

1 r e g r et  to have to announce tho death of a veteran 
Freethinker, John Wildman, of Nelson, which took place 
at Lee Farm on April G. The writer was asked by our 
old friend, not many weeks before his death, to read Austin 
Holyoake’s Burial Service; and, although I acquainted his 
family with tho fact, I was told they preferred a Christian 
funeral.—V. P a g e .
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SUN D A Y  LECTURE NOTICES, etc. FROM FICTION TO FACT.
Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday 

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

LONDON.
Queen’s (Minor) H ale (Langham-place, TV.): 7.30, G. TV. Foote, 

“ TVhat Did Shakespeare Think ?”
Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. (North Camberwell Hall, New 

Church-road): 7.30, Conversazione.
Kingston-on-Thames H umanitarian S ociety (Fife Hall, Fife- 

road) : 7.30, F. A. Davies, “ Whitewashing the Christian
Religion.”

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (Workman’s H all, 27 Romford- 
road, Stratford): 7.30, C. Cohen, “ Christianity’s Collapse : The 
Significance of the ‘ New Theology.’ ”

Outdoor.
B ethnal Green B ranch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 

Fountain) : 3.30, J. Marshall, “ Christianity Before Christ.”
Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park): 3.13, Louis 

B. Gallagher, “ Simple Bible Teaching” (continued).
W est L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Marble Arch) : 11.30, Messrs. 

H. Samuels and F. Schaller.

By FRED. BONTE.
(LATE A PRISON MINISTER.)

The History of a Conversion from Cathol¡c¡sn1 
to Secularism.

Second Edition—Revised and Enlarged.

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

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

COUNTRY.
Glasgow B ranch N. S. S. (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street) : J. M. 

Robeitson, M.P., 12 noon, “ The Evolution of Morals”; G.30, 
“ What is Religion ?”

Manchester B ranch N. S. S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road) : 
0.30, W. C. Schweizer, “ The Religious Difficulty in Ireland.”

N ewcastle R ationalist D ebating S ociety (Lockhart’s Cathedral 
Café) : Thursday, April 25, at 8, G. T. Shyvers, “ The Causes 
of War.”

P lymouth R ationalist S ociety (Foresters’ Hall, Octagon) : 7, 
Adjournod Discussion on ‘ The Now Thoology.”

Outdoor.
E dinburgh B ranch N. S. S. (The Meadows) : 3 and 7, Lectures.

Order of your Newsagent at once.

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

NOW READY.

THE SALVATION ARMY AND ITS WOR#
An Eight Page Tract

B y  C. C O H E N .

TRUE MORALITYi
Or, The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthnsianism,

IS, I BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT.

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

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

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

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

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

THE SAFE8T AND MOBT EFFECTUAL CURE FOR 
INFLAMMATION OF THE EYES.

T h w aites’ Celandine Lotion.
Cures inflammation in a few hours, Negleoted or badly doctored 
oases. 3 or 4 days is sufficient time to cure any case. For sore 
and Inflamed Eyelids. Nothing to equal the Lotion for Dimness 
of Bight. Will remove Skin or Film that sometimes grows on 
the Eye. As the eye is one of the most sensitive organs of the 
body, it needs the most careful treatment.

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

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

OIGHT-TESTING AND ADVICE FREE—For
v J  accuracy, comfort, and economy in Spectacles, consult 
L. E. S inger, 2 Harewood-place, N.W. (Opposite Great Central 
Railway Terminus.) Recommended by the well known hygienic 
physician, T. R. Allinson.

PRINTED FOR FREE DISTRIBUTION-

Copies will be supplied to applicants who undertake to distrib11 
them judiciously. Persons applying for considerable number > 
who are not known at the publishing office, must give a refer 
or some other proof of good faith. Carriage must be Pft’̂  
applicants. The postage of one dozen will be Id., of two d ‘ 
2d., of fifty copies 3d., of a hundred copies 4d. Larger quan 1 

by special arrangement.

T he P ioneer P bess, 2 Newcastle-street, F a r r in g d o n - s t r e e t

THE BOOK OF GOD
IN THE LIGHT OF THE HIGHER CRITICIS»- 

By G . W . F O O T E .

" I have read with great pleasure yout Book o; Qod. Y°a (-e 
shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Doan fl03, 
position I congratulate yon on your book. It will do grea 6 
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with f°rce
beauty."—Colonel I noersoll.

“ A volume we strongly recommend........Ought to be
hands of every earnest and sinoore inquirer.”—Reynolds >

in
Re*1'

paper.
Bound in Stont Paper Covers- 
Bound in Good Cloth - • -

SEASIDE W EEK -ENDS
COMFORTABLE HOUSE; piano,bath; m°derl
v_/ terms.—3 The Grove, South-avenue, Southendon-Se®-

W  /-ANTED, a CAPABLE PERSON, between ^

ate

80
,ny
,meV V and 40, to keep house in a small family, and occasi 

assist in shop. Must bo Freethinker and abstainer. Good ^ 
to suitable person.—Apply Secretary N. S. S., 2 Newcastle-s 
Farringdon-street, E.C.

T NGERSOLL’S WORKS, Dresden Edition, ^
JL any other Freetbought Books, Wanted. State Pr'ce,reeti 
condition.—W. Allan, c/o 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-3 
E.C.
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
(LIMITED)

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

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

Taia Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal seonrity to the
#0qulaition and application of funds for Seoular purposes.

■Ifle Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society s 
"¡sots are :—To promote the principle that human conduct 
ould be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon Buper- 

al belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
S?4 of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
i0 Promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com-

Also to have, 
given, devised,

lswfo|B tv  ariaation oI tho State, eto., eto. And to do all such 
hold « ,ngs as are conducive to such objects. A 
orbenn06̂ 8’ and reta’n any sums of money paid, gi 
the 54eathod by any person, and to employ the same for any of 

Theip°v8? 01 the Society.
«kould abUity °* melnbers is limited to £1, in case the Society 
*kbilitj8Ver be wonn(4 op and the assets were insufficient to cover 

?s a most unlikely contingency, 
learlv vS Pay ttn entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 

The n .1eription of five shillings, 
large- Hoc’ety has a considerable number of members, but a much 
joined norcber is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
it parti a.monSst those who read this announcement. AH who join 
Itg, 'o,Pat0 in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
Hob that1-88’ It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
te  Soe' m8mb0ri as suoh, shall derive any sort of profit from 
aav 18v  e*4her by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 

The R wbatever.
Direct.f 0ciety's affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
^elve 8| 00nsiatfng of not less than five and not more than 
_ Members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) eaoh year,

but are oapable of re-eleotion. An Annual General Meeting cf 
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 28 
Rood-lane, Eenohurch-street, London, E.O.

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

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

WORKS BY G. W. FOOTE.
w ElSM AND MORALITY 2d., post Jd.

Te i AND BEER. Showing the absurdity of basing 
am] °fca,isrn on Christian Scriptures. Careful, thorough, 

ac0urate. Freethinkers should keep this pamphlet by
m- « „ p o s t  *d.

of; handbook for freethinkers and in-
v 44HNG CHRISTIANS. A new edition, revised and 
rto.v °mc*y printed. Cheap edition, paper cover, Is. Gd. ; 

28' 6d” post2id-g HEROES. New edition. Each part, paper Is., post Id. 
P«ior edition (200 pages), complete, cloth, 2s. Gd.,

g ' ROMANCES. Popular edition, with Portrait, paper 
host oP88t Superior edition (160 pages), cloth 2s„

STIANITY AND PROGRESS. Second and cheaper 
'on. Recommended by Mr. Robert Blatchford in Goddtirl n* * » o w u m io u u e u  vy  i u i

Cfjjjj Neighbor. Id., post Jd.
Reh'fANl.TY AND SECULARISM. Four Nights’ Public 
pi.,,ate with the Rev. Dr. James McCann. Paper, Is. :

< 2 1 « - .  ■»<**>•
85 OF CHRISTIANITY. Hundreds of references are8>ven toMak til a*'an<4ar<̂  authorities. No pains have been spared to 

hldi t 88 work a complete, trustworthy, final, unanswerable 
Emu enfc Christianity. The Tree is judged by its 

Cqhjj Cloth (214 pp.), 2s. Gd., post 3d.
® SERMONS AND OTHER FANTASIAS. 8d„ post Id.

°f L 9-H GOD. Containing all the passages in the works 
bearing on the subject of religion. Gd., post Id.

Three hours’ Address to theJurtC?  0 F  FREE SPEECH. 
Man i,ef°re Lord Coleridge, 

òfinn y Footnotes. 4d„ post Id.
t h e  DEVIL: 

2d- p ° s‘ i d-
host in °F FREETHOUGHT.

God •

With Special Preface and

and Other Free Church Per-

*41,;

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

2 THE KING. An English Republican’s Coronation 
2<L, post Jd.

Ac SCIENCE LIBEL CASE, with Full and True 
i^jij Unf °f the “ Leeds Orgies.” 3d., post Id.

8() ®E DEATH-BEDS. Second edition, much enlarged. 
I W  E08*1 « •  Superfine paper in cloth, Is. 3d., post ljd .

SorwIEW WlTH THE DEVIL. 2d., post Jd. 
aYEVUSM SOUND? Four Nights’ Public Debate with 

Eesant. Is., post ljd . ; cloth, 2s., post 2Jd.

IK;1“  ‘DEFENDED AGAINST ARCHDEACON 
^Oftvf'^HAR. 2d., post Jd.
^  MORLEY AS A FREETHINKER. 
hj-iTERs TO THE CLERGY. (128 pp.). 

iT ERS TO JESUS CHRIST. 4d„ pos
T h e  P io n e e r

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

post Jd.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

THE GRAND OLD BOOK. A Reply to the Grand Old Man. 
An Exhaustive Answer to the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone’s 
Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture. I s . ; bound in cloth, 
Is. Gd., post ljd .

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

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

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

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

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

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

THE JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the Seplier Toldolh 
Jeshu, or Book of the Generation of Jesus. Edited, with an 
Historical Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. W. Foote 
and J. M. Wheeler. 6d„ post Id.

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

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

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

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

P r e s s , 2 Newcastlc-street, Farringdon-street, London, E.C.
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Q U E E N ’S ( M I N O R )  HALL,
LANGHAM PLACE, LONDON, W.

SPEC IAL  FREETHOUGHT LECTURE
BY

Mr.  G. W. FOOTE.

Sunday  Evening,  Apr i l  21.“ WHAT DID SHAKESPEARE T H I N K ? ”
AN ANNIVERSARY DISCOURSE, W ITH ILLUSTRATIVE SELECTIONS.

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

NOW READY.

THE NEW  TESTAMENT MANUSCRIPTS:
OR,

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

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

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

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINQDON STREET, LONDON,

N O W R E A D Y .

THE MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA
OR, THE

DEATH OF THE CLASSICAL WORLD
AN ADDRESS AT CHICAGO B Y

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

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

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, E.G^
_ T}1 (J,

Printed and Published by T he F beithought P ublishing Co., Limited. 3 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, London, w*


