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Nothing is so much to be feared as fear. Atheism may 
C0lnparatively be popular with God himself.— Thoreau .

The Spanish Baby.

U ttery is poured into the ears of the living— and 
P°Werful. It is never poured into the ears of the 
ead- And for the simple reason that flattery is 

Se ^'interest appealing to vanity.
Kings and princes, queens and princesses, are fed 

flattery from the cradle to the grave. They 
f /e treated as belonging to a different species from 

people, and must he more than human if they do 
°t fancy themselves to be so.
Death is the great leveller. Only the most striking 

P°r8onalities and the most powerful geniuses affect 
s from their tombs. A dead lord ranks with corn- 
oners ; the ashes of a prince mingle with the dust 
a pauper. Death cancels the bonds of professed 

legiance and concealed interest; dead kings are 
ee°  as they were— and the spectacle is sometimes 
Jon8trous and often ridiculous.
George the Third was the pattern of all the virtues 
Qfle ho lived ; ho was an obstinate old fool when he 
as dead. George the Fourth was the first gontle- 
an in Europe while ho walked the earth; he was a 

irty scoundrel when he had lain a few years in his 
c°uin.

Monarchism of every kind is an inherited super- 
»«on. It has been supposed that strong and

0 in‘ng qualities first won power in the world, but 
t®IS was certainly not always true, and the latest 
Searches of Dr. Frazer— which are to be incor

porated in the third edition of his groat Golden
°ugfi— seem to show that the rulership of mankind 

J}8 generally rested upon a superstitious basis, 
.at basis is reflected in the inscription on our 

°inage, where we still read that the King reigns 
 ̂fhe grace of God.

 ̂ With the purely political aspect of kingship we 
ave nothing to do in the Freethinker. Those who 

[ r®for the head of the State, for political reasons, to 
along to one family, shall go uncriticised as far as 
Q are concerned. What we deny is that there is 
n̂ything sacred in the family. They are of common 

Sometimes very common) flesh and blood. If you 
.ickle them they laugh, if you poison them they die; 
.?ey sweat in the summer and shiver in the winter 
lloy oat, drink, sleep, and procreate, just like ordin- 

jV-y mortals. Full them from their positions, strip 
tjjem of their finery, and what is there left to mark 
a®m out from the reeking multitude ?
 ̂ "he superstitious aspect of royalty is traded upon 
y the newspapers. These so-called organs of public 

, Pinion are usually the parasites of human weakness. 
a°y serve up sensationalism on tho one side, and 
aotimentalism on the other. When they get hold 
.a Thaw case, which combines both elements, they 

(']oice with an exceeding great joy. But such cases 
. re not frequent. Tho newspapers have, therefore, 
? «all back upon the stock business ; and one of its 
jhef items is the “ movements of royalty.” Columns
1 gush are poured over a little boy going to his first 
ch°ol, or a young wife expecting her first confine- 
eut. No respect is paid even to the most private 
1.847

affairs of “ the great.” The public must have its 
news of them— steaming hot with the breakfast 
rolls.

King Edward’s movements are carefully chronicled. 
He is said to be going round Europe as the very 
Prince of Peace. But all that remains to be seen. 
There are those who whisper that the key to his 
international policy is hatred of the Kaiser. They 
add that a game of this kind may very easily bring 
about a bloody war. Such things, however, are 
“  outside our beat.”

One of King Edward’s fine strokes of statecraft 
was the Spanish marriage. King Alfonso being old 
enough (as royalty goes) to be mated, a wife was 
found for him in England. He was a Catholic and 
she was a Protestant. But she was practical. She 
was not going to lose a crown. So she said to King 
Alfonso, “ Thy people shall be my people, and thy 
God my God.” And the whole world smiled. Re
ligion, as a serious thing, was only meant for the 
multitude.

Now the enterprising princess has borne King 
Alfonso a baby. It is of the right sex. That was 
settled by going to church frequently and asking God 
to see to it. The whole of Spain is said to be in 
raptures. The day after the baby’s birth tho English 
newspapers said that she was going to suckle her 
child. They did not say suckle. That would have 
been too gross— in the case of a Queen. They 
merely hinted it. And they added that the Spanish 
nation was profoundly affected by this resolution of 
hers. Of course, the fact, if it were a fact, could not 
have been known so soon. The newspapers were 
simply gushing. It was a part of the good old game.

We wish that baby well— as we wish every other 
baby well. It would be canting to say more. We 
conceive that this “ new birth ” will not bring Spain 
the millennium. Seventy per cent, of the people are 
illiterate ; in the schools that do exist, and are State- 
aided, the Catholic religion is taught compulsorily. 
The average salary of schoolmasters is £10 a year. 
The best schools are owned by the Jesuits. The 
government is under clerical control, and freedom of 
opinion does not exist. There is nothing to exult 
over in the present condition, or immediate future 
prospects, of Spain.

We turn in imagination from the festive Palace, 
whore the King and Queen of Spain rejoice over 
their first-born, to tho prison cell where Francisco 
Ferrer Guardia is wondering what justice is left in the 
world. Twelve months ago a madman threw a bomb 
at the King and Queen on their wedding day. Four 
days afterwards Ferrer was arrested on suspicion of 
complicity in the crime. Not a scrap of evidence was 
forthcoming except the fact that Morral had applied 
to Ferrer, as he might have applied to anyone else, 
for employment. Ferrer was conducting an organised 
movement of Secular Education. That was his 
crime. Thoy wanted to get hold of him, and this 
was their opportunity. They seized his property and 
closed his schools. Himself thoy kept in prison. 
His trial has been postponed again and again. He 
is in prison still. He is no nearer trial than ever. 
Probably they hope that he will put an end to all 
their difficulties by dying. Such an infamous spec
tacle as this treatment of Ferrer calls for more atten
tion than the Birth of the Spanish Baby.

G. W . Foote,
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Living Statues.

Macaulay’s statement about, the ridiculous aspect 
of the British public in one of its periodic attacks of 
morality is at present being illustrated by the attack 
on “ Living Statues ” in music-halls. The self- 
elected moral guardians of the nation have discovered 
that an exhibition of partly-draped men and women 
disguised as statuary must be subversive of the 
morality of all concerned. The conclusion has been 
reached by introspection, apparently, since most of 
those who complain disown ever having seen any of 
the representations. For my own part, I must also 
confess to not being a regular attendant at music- 
halls, my experience being that one has to sit through 
a deal that is very poor in order to reach a little that 
is otherwise. Yet the two or three exhibitions of 
living pictures I have seen struck me as being the 
least wearisome and least objectionable portion of 
the entertainment, while the general bearing of the 
audience was far more decorous during this “ turn ” 
than during many others on the program. Still, this 
is only a personal impression, and may be dismissed 
for what it is worth. Or it may be retorted that I 
was fortunate in not seeing anything as bad as the 
critics imagine may be seen, or that I am too far 
gone, morally, to be conscious of my own degrada
tion. The matter is best discussed, therefore, from 
a more general point of view.

There are, I think, several reasons why the clergy 
have been taking so prominent a part in this discus
sion. In the first place, it is a safe question. One 
need only label a thing indecent, and the lack of 
moral courage in this country is so pronounced that 
the majority of the people will decline being in any 
way associated with its defence. Whether it is 
properly so labelled is a question few will ask; it is 
enough that it has received the label, and that to 
defend it opens one to the charge of championing an 
alleged indecency; while to announce oneself as a 
champion of morality gives one a comfortable feeling 
of superiority, as well as a position of importance 
with a certain section of the public. Freethinkers, 
at least, who know how freely the clergy apply such 
terms as “ indecent ” and “ immoral ” to anything 
they have an objection to, will take such charges for 
what they are worth.

It is a safe question from another point of view. 
It gives the clergy power to stand forward as social 
benefactors without the risk of attacking interests 
that might prove dangerous. To make a united 
attack upon, say, the ground landlords of London, 
and show how these are responsible for overcrowding 
and its consequent ill-health and immorality, might 
rob Church and Chapel of many liberal supporters. 
So, too, of many other questions one might name. 
Bat music-hall managers and artistes are,presumably, 
not great supporters of the clergy, and here is some
thing that can be attacked without serious loss. It 
is an occupation that offers the minimum of cost 
with a maximum of profit. If not a case of “ Hit 
him hard; he’s got no friends,” it is a case of “ Hit 
him hard; he’s no friend of mine.” And, aB music- 
hall proprietors are dependent upon public feeling for 
a renewal of their licenses, a carefully worked-up 
agitation is likely to have the effect its promoters 
desire.

In the next place, the discussion of this topic 
appeals strongly to the unhealthy feelings of the 
true Christian and to the unclean instinct of the 
average clergyman. I use these expressions deli
berately; not as metaphors, but as what I believe to 
bo a plain statement of fact. Not that I mean that 
either Christians or clergymen are more guilty of 
unclean actions than are other people. In this 
rospect they are probably as good as their neighbors. 
But in other respects, I do believe their feelings to 
be less healthy and their instincts less cleanly than 
they might be. There is a type of man that runs to 
uucleanliness in action, and that is bad enough ; but 
there is another type that runs to uncleanliness in 
imagination— that is ready to see obscenity where

none need be seen, or to make harmful that which 
but for them would be harmless— and that is far 
worse. The first is marked off by his conduct as one 
to be avoided ; tbe latter is difficult to shun, and so, 
under the guise of a super-sensitive purity, casts a 
glamor of impurity over the whole of life. People 
of this class would discover suggestions of indecency 
in the Venus de Milo, and would, if they could, hid® 
every piece of nude statuary beneath a pair ® 
trousers or a skirt— even though these were product 
of sweated labor, and the women who made then) 

¿were driven on the streets in order to eke out a liven- 
hood. The Christian— layman and cleric— is pecu
liarly subject to this form of mental uncleanliness> 
and for an historical reason which I will deal wi 
presently. _ .

After seeing La Milo, Mr. W. T. Stead said t °a 
the exhibition was indecent as statuary was 'B‘ 
decent. The matter could not have been bette 
put. For statuary is indecent to some; but t °a 
is the fault of neither the sculptor nor " 
statue. It is almost wholly a question of 
spectator— of the kind of mind ho brings 
bear upon it. And there is hardly anything und 
the sun that cannot be made to carry a sug 
gestion of lewdness— to some people. A naked chi > 
a lifted skirt on a woman crossing a street, an u  ̂
draped statue, a painting of a sleeping girl— anyth'0» 
and everything may be made indecent if the sp®° 
tator so wishes it. There can be no protects 
for  such people, nor is there any against 
None for them, because it is their own 
that need cleansing; and none against them, 
cause they cannot avoid making uncleauliness ' 
other people. >

I emphasise the last point because this is the fi° 
outcome of the agitation. Some people may ° a 
gone to see these exhibitions for the sake of in° u ° 
ing their prurient imagination. That cannot 
avoided; but it is fairly certain that the major' ; 
saw in them merely a clever reproduction ot

But how staid® 
crusade, ha

tbeur 
roi°ds 

be-

beautiful figure or group of figures, 
tbe case now ? The clergy, by their
not cleansed a single foul mind; they have sim p^
made impure for all what at first carried an nnd®^ 
suggestion for a miserable few. For it rqay bo ta _ 
for granted that, where these exhibitions con^ ?e0 
hardly one, while the agitation is fresh, can see t 
without the cry of this impuro puritanism h®1 , 
uppermost in their minds. Several of the cl®rl 
dignitaries who have headed this outcry have c 
curred in saying that, while nude statuary ' 8 0  ̂
thing (as though they do not object equally to t° ’ 
for other people to see), the exhibition of “ wa i 
human flggh ” on the stage is quite another.  ̂v l a
as a matter of fact, the “ warm human 

of the salacious
flesh

For allproduct of the salacious clerical mind. *
practical purposes it is not human flesh that is b®1  ̂
exhibited. The flesh tints are toned down, and, 
the aid of lights and other accessories, the p®rt°rB1°e. 
are made to resemble the actual statuary they r®P̂ 0 
sent. A child would not know whether they ^  y 
living figures or not, nor would most adults if  ̂
had come across the group accidentally, ¿ft® 
previous knowledge of suoh things. Practically»  ̂
performers are statues; it is the unclean mind _ flg 
sees the flesh beneath, and the same mind worn 
easily create it in the actual statue, or beneath ^
outer case of an Egyptian mummy. Pity it 
such people should exist; a greater pity still 
they should possess the power of making th 
equally unclean to others. . v 9

The subject can only be properly understood  ̂  ̂
consideration of its historical bearing. In bis 
on Woman, the Rev. Principal Donaldson repeat® ^  
well-known story of Phrynne, whose lawyer vvoo g 
case before an Athenian jury by suddenly exhibl . tS 
her nude body to them. But he warns his r°a fl.ils 
against jumping to the conclusion that the''® 0f 
in the action any appeal to the sensual instinc 
the jury. It was, on the contrary, an appeal to 
best artistic instincts. Instead of seeing the ^  jajj 
human flesh ” of tho modern clergyman, the Atbe
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jQry saw a perfection of form to which they did in
stant and cleanly homage. The story gives us, in a 
Email compass, the whole difference between the 
Pagan and the Christian conception of things. The 
Greeks were alive to natural beauty, whether human 
°r non-human. The Christian was equally deter
mined on ignoring and, if possible, suppressing. 
The common Christian phrase, “ this vile body, ’ 
Would have conveyed no meaning to an educated 
Pagan. It summed up the Christian’s whole atti
tude. The body was vile, nature was evil, man s 
natural instincts damnable. The great literature 

Christianity is full of this, and its influence for 
evil is writ large on the history of the last fifteen 
centuries. Celibacy on the one side, and gross im
morality on the other, periods of repression alter
nating with periods of brutal licence, and human 
?ature made foul by a false purity, have been the 
'nevitahle outcome of the Christian attitude on this 
Question. That people cannot be moralised by 
dwelling upon immoral things, or made cleanly by 
dwelling upon unclean ones, is a lesson that^ all the 
centuries have not yet succeeded in teaching our 
Christian leaders.
. The outcry against “ living statues ” is thus an 
'ucwitable outcome of the Christian fondness for 
dwelling upon prurient matters, and of making
thi:ngs prurient that are not so. Christian teach
e s  has not only failed to improve human nature, it 

demoralised it. Lacking balance and self-control, 
the Christian mind riots in depicting the sensualism 

publicly deprecates. Nothing else than this will 
explain the avidity with which a Christian public 
eeizes upon and discusses a topic that carries with it 
a suggestion of indecency. “ To the pure all things 
are pure ” ought not to be a Christian teaching, for 
l" is the furthest removed from Christian practice 
aud Christian sentiment. To meet the case it should 
iead, “ To the pure all things are impure,” for that 
W°uld marry theory with fact. I am not, I may add, 
Ve*y much concerned whether these “ living statues” 
aru suppressed or not; but I am concerned with the 
state of mind that can seize upon them as an outlet 
tar its own unhealthy tendencies. Nor am I con- 
c®rned to defend them upon grounds of artistic 
|uerit, although hero I should be inclined to say that 

the people cannot take them upon that footing 
tao sooner they are taught to do so the better. But

fun certain that if a people that has beon in Chris- 
an leading-strings for nearly half a hundred genera- 

,°U8 cannot gaze at such exhibitions without being 
^moralised thereby, the fact alone demonstrates the 

uically unclean tendency of Christian education.

C. Coiien .

Religion and Disease.

n ,JtaGlON treats bodily ailments, disorders, or sick- 
P8,8 as if they were so many chastisements, 
Citations, or disciplinary scourges deliberately 

,*uployod or sent by the Lord, who has recourse 
0 them whenever he thinks they will produce 

]iGtafic results. We are assured that “ whom the 
8JOl'd loveth he chasteneth and scourgeth every 
i,0®, whom he recoiveth,” and that if we are 

Without chastoning, whereof all havo been made 
^takers, then are we bastards, and not sons.” 
j the Book of Common Prayer, the clergyman is 

taructed, on visiting the Gick, to pray: “ Sanctify, 
i.e beseech thee, this thy fatherly correction to 
ta* (thy servant), that the sense of his weak

ly 88 may add strength to his faith, and seriousness 
(1°his repentance"; and to say to the afflicted one : 
i,**batSOover your sickness is, know you certainly 
.  it is God’s visitation.” There is no ambiguity 

batpver in that language, and the whole religious 
b^tion is most lucidly expressed in the following

“  For what cause soever this sickness is sent unto 
you ; whether it be to try your patience for the oxample 
°f others, and that your faith may be found in the day

of the Lord laudable, glorious, and honorable, to the 
increase of glory and endless felicity ; or else it be sent 
unto you to correct and amend in you whatsoever doth 
offend the eyes of your Heavenly Father; know you 
certainly, that if you truly repent you of your sins, and 
bear your sickness patiently, trusting in God’s mercy, 
for his dear Son Jesus Christ’s sake, and render unto 
him humble thanks for his fatherly visitation, submit
ting yourself wholly to his will, it shall turn to your 
profit, and help you forward in the right way that 
leadeth unto everlasting life.”

Sickness is the Lord’s rod of correction, and those 
boaten with it are exhorted to turn round and grate
fully kiss it. Scarlet fever entered the home and 
took away two of the charming children; and, 
stricken with grief, the parents were offered the 
cold comfort that probably they had lavished too 
much affection on their offspring, and that, in his 
infinite mercy, the Lord had taken these two to him
self in order to teach them to give him their supreme 
devotion. Such language may be characterised as 
nonsensical, but it is to be frequently heard, even 
to-day, at funeral services, and as a sound doctrino 
from Christian pulpits. In times of sickness, and in 
the presence of death, the Christian thing to say is, 
“ Thy will, 0  God, not mine, be done.”

Now, the question comes, Is the teaching of re
ligion on this subject true? Does illness comeat 
the bidding of the will of a personal deity ? Is it 
sent for the specific purpose of correcting certain 
faults of character ? Do our children ever die 
because we love them too much? Merely to ask 
such questions to-day is to answer them with a most 
emphatic negative. And yet, only the other day, a 
believer ventured to defend the teaching of religion 
by calling attention to the most remarkable fact that 
disease is a distinctively human affliction. He main
tained that outside the world of man ill-health is 
practically unknown. There is no epidemic disease 
among swallows, or lions, or panthers ; nor are mos
quitoes over destroyed by malarial fever. Why is 
this ? our friend triumphantly asked, and then 
answered his own question thus: “ It is because 
God has entered into peculiar personal relations with 
man, with the object of developing in him, by the 
ministry of a many-folded discipline, a god-like 
character, and thus qualify him for a life of sweet 
fellowship with himself.” The argument is highly 
ingenious, in that it is based on a firmly established 
scientific fact. But though the argument rests upon 
an undeniable fact, it ignores other facts, the effect 
of which is to entirely overthrow it. It is true that, 
generally speaking, there is no disease outside the 
human race; but it is also true that the diseases to 
which man is subject are shared by the animals that 
havo come under his sway. Why is this ? Is it 
because God has entered into peculiar personal 
relations with such animals ? Are dogs and 
cats under training for a life of communion with 
heaven ? In the face of all the facts, the boliover’s 
argument utterly breaks down. Whatever is true 
of disease as endured by man is of necessity true 
of it as experienced by domesticated animals. 
But can any proof bo adduced that the teaching 
of religion on the subject of sickness is false ? Let 
us see.

Even the most superficial student of biology must 
be aware that the researches of naturalists, during 
the last twenty-five years, havo resulted in an enor
mously increased knowledge of the nature and causes 
of disease. The condition of survival is adaptation 
to environment. As part and parcel of the environ
ment, we find innumerable parasites; and these para
sites either kill, or are brought into adjustment to, 
the species upon which they fasten themselves. Now, 
the wild animals that have survived in any country 
are those which have succeeded in adapting them
selves to their environment, or in coming to an 
understanding with their indwelling parasites. In 
its origin, disease is either congenital (inherited) or 
parasitic. “ The congenitally diseased are destroyed 
before they can reproduce: the attacks of parasites, 
great and small, either serve only to carry off the 
congenitally weak, and thus strengthen the race, or
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become harmless by the survival of those animals 
which, owing to peculiar qualities in their tissues, 
can tolerate such attacks without injury, resulting 
in the establishment of immune races.” As a matter 
of fact, “ the adjustment of organisms to their sur
roundings is so severely complete in Nature, apart 
from man, that diseases are unknown as constant 
and normal phenomena under those conditions.” 
Professor Ray Lankester goes so far as to say that 
“ it seems to be a legitimate view that every disease 
to which animals (and probably plants also) are 
liable, excepting as a transient and very exceptional 
occurrence, is due to man’s interference, the diseases 
of cattle, sheep, pigs, and horses being unknown 
except in domesticated herds and those wild creatures 
to which man’s domesticated productions have com
municated them.” For example, in south-east Africa 
there is a small parasite that lives in the blood of big 
game, infused thereinto by a blood-sucking fly called 
the Tsetze fly. This tiny parasite is practically 
harmless to the native big game, but proves terribly 
deadly to horses and cattle taken there by Europeans. 
In America, the parasitic bug, known as Phylloxera, 
lives in comfort on the vine without doing it any 
serious harm; but when it was brought to Europe it 
utterly destroyed every vineyard it entered, and it 
proved equally deadly when it found its way to the 
Cape Colony. In time, no doubt, the European and 
African vines will learn to entertain it without ill- 
effects.

It appears, at first sight, that man’s emergence 
has, to some extent, upset the balance which had 
been established in Nature prior to his arrival, and 
that, so far, his presence has done more harm than 
good. But it must not be forgotten that this 
is due, in a large measure, to his comparatively 
recent origin, and to his greatness. He is at once 
Nature’s youngest and noblest son. As yet he is 
only feeling his way about in his Mother’s vast 
domains. Hia superior intelligence has made him 
exceptionally venturesome ; and venturesomeness 
generally lands its inexperienced possessor in 
lamentable mistakes. But nothing venture nothing 
win ; and already man’s sublime venturesomeness is 
gaining for him rich rewards. He has suffered 
greatly in the past, he suffers still; but he has made 
the discovery that ho can so study his very suffering 
as to convert it into an instrument of release and 
victory. Before they won their immunity from 
the ravages of .disease the animals perished by the 
million : only the very strongest became immune and 
survived. But man is learning the art of checking 
the destructiveness of disease, of holding active 
disease itself in abeyance, and of rescuing the 
diseased from the death penalty. As Professor 
Lankester says, “ he ‘ treats’ disease, he staves off 
the adjustment by death,” and the first apparent 
result is that he “ thus accumulates vast populations 
of unadjusted human beings, animals, and plants, 
which from time to time are ravaged by disease—  
producing uncertainty and dismay in human society.” 
At the same time, it is a demonstrated fact that at 
such terrific cost he is actually nearing victory. 
Metschnikoff, Koch, Dr. Wright, Durham, Laveran, 
Major Ross, Colonel David Bruce, Lieutenant Tulloch, 
and Fritz Schaudinn have done, and most of them 
are still doing, magnificent experimental work, the 
success of which has been on the grandest scale. 
The parisitic germs of most of the deadliest diseases 
have been discovered within the last few years. 
Less than two years ago the germ of Syphilis was 
clearly identified, and some nine months ago that of 
Phthisis was declared. Speaking of these marvellous 
discoveries of modern science, Professor Ray Lankester 
solemnly declares:—

“ Within the past few years the knowledge of the 
causes of disease has become so far advanced that it is 
a matter of practical certainty that, by the unstinted 
application of known methods of investigation and con
sequent controlling action, all epidemic disease could be 
abolished within so short a period as fifty years. It is 
merely a question of the employment of the means at 
our command.”

Now, is it not clear to everybody that disease is a 
natural defect to be stamped out by natural means, 
not a visitation of God to be patiently endured and 
turned to spiritual profit and enhancement of ever
lasting bliss ? Microbes are not means of grace to 
be made the most of, but enemies to be fought with 
all our might. Parasitic germs are not angels o 
light to be hospitably entertained, but fiends of the 
pit to be caught and slain without mercy. Our only 
hope of deliverance, therefore, is not in God, but in 
Science, in knowledge which alone is power, id 
making intelligent and unbroken efforts to understan 
and adjust ourselves to all our surroundings.

J. T. LLOYD-'

Spontaneous Generation.

Me . Lloyd ’s recent article on Archebiosis seems to 
me to attach far too great importance to experimej3
and arguments which are not accepted by leadiDo 
scientific authorities. That varied kinds of orga°' 
isms, such as “ Bacteria, Torulse, certain Fungi an 
Monads ” should be produced spontaneously witb°u„ 
having “ proceeded directly from living matter, 
appears to me almost as improbable as that sti 
more highly evolved organisms, such as birds, beast , 
and fishes, should arise spontaneously from the das • 
Fungi live upon organic matter, and their spom® 
neous appearance, together with other organism > 
seems like the simultaneous production of an im a  
and the vegetables on which they feed. SuC 
differentiated organisms as Mr. Lloyd mention  ̂
could only arise, I take it, by a long process 0 
evolution from some simpler and common fof111.0. 
living matter. Even the simplest monads, or sing10 
celled organisms, I cannot regard as originals, b 
only as a product of evolution from simple and Pr° 
bably jelly-like forms of protoplasm, which, it seern̂  
to me, must in its turn have evolved by gradation 
stages from living or semi-living matter, which a 
not at first possess all the properties of present-d^Y 
protoplasm. The sudden appearance of a number 
specialised forms of life would point to the existed 
and continued activity of a creative principle rath 
than to natural evolution by successive stages.

The organisms observed by Dr. Bastian probaM 
resulted from the introduction or preservation  ̂
living substance through imporfections io 1 j. 
experiments rather than from direct and abi°P 
formation from non-living matter. If such i ° lD . 
really do appear spontaneously, the method 
preserving provisions for years in tins would 
of little use.

The argument that the lowor organisms must ha' 
disappeared long ago by their own progressive ev°l . 
tion, if they were not continually produced anew, 1 
worthless. It is akin to the extremely superficljl 0 
but by no means uncommon, objection, in which 1 
Evolutionist is asked : “  If monkeys evolved into me ’ 
why are there any monkeys left; why have they D a 
all become men ?” Questions of this kind invoW . 
fundamental misconception of the work of Nata 
Selection, which is supremely indifferent a9 g 
whether it keeps an organism stationary or ovo1 , 
it downwards (or towards simplicity of structure 
degeneration, as in parasites), or whether it hr) k 
about progressive advance in complexity aud speCl 
sation. Fitness for survival, or obtaining victory 
the struggle for existence, is the determining 9°?  ¡D 
tion. The lower and minuter organisms main 
themselves comparatively unchanged because t n .  
are huge fields of existence, or supplies of food, t 
cannot be directly utilised by the higher anl9°^g, 
which only live by feeding on lower organ)® a 
including vegetables. Y/hile these supplies f ]̂jo 
exist, Natural Selection will continue to adapj ^  
lowly organisms to their lowly form of life, ^  ^ rey 
the same time, it evolves higher forms which P 
upon the lower. ^  p  BADL>

of
be
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The Making of the Gospels— XI.

(Concluded from p. 299.)
The Resurrection and Ascension.

Like all the main events of Gospel “ history,” the 
stories of the alleged resurrection and ascension of 
l(esus Christ were based, not upon fact, but upon 

Prophecy” : this and nothing more. The so called 
Predictions of these fictitious events are the fol
lowing :__

Psalm xvi. 10.— “  For thou wilt not leave my soul in 
Sheol; neither wilt thou suffer thine holy one to see
corruption.”

Psalm ex. 1.— “ The Lord saith unto my lord, Sit 
thou at my right hand.”
first of these passages was regarded by the early 

oristians as an incontrovertible proof of the resur- 
ection of their Lord and Master. Had not the Lord 

j0o> who could not lie, declared through his servant 
avid that he would not suffer his “ holy one ” to 

ee corruption ? Jesus was his “ holy one” ; conse
quently God, in fulfilment of his promise, had raised 
®sug from tije dead before his body could “ see cor

ruption." Furthermore, the prophet Jonah was a 
type ” of Jesus; it followed, then, that “ as Jonah 

8 as three days and three nights in the belly of the 
°a-monster, so should the Son of man be three days 

three nights in the heart of the earth ” (Matt. 
'• 40). Could anything be plainer ?
In accordance with these ideas the apostles Toter 

gnc¡ Paul were each represented as making a long 
Peech to imaginary Jews, in which, of course, the 

Passage in Psalm xvi. was specially referred to (Acts 
p' *1-82 ; xiii, 84-87). In the first of these addresses 

°“er is reported as saying of Jesus :—
“  Whom God raised up, having loosed the pangs of 

death : because it ivas not possible that he should, be
holden by it. For David saith concerning him.......
because thou wilt not leave my soul in Hades, neither 
wilt thou givo thy Holy One to see corruption,”  etc.

^  the foregoing passage attention is called to the 
jOrda italicised. It was impossible that the body of 
j ŝug should remain in the grave, because the inspired 
palmist had said that God would not allow it to see 
°rfuption. Reading between the lines, the state- 

Q ascribed to the reputed Psalmist David was the 
niy foundation for the Gospel stories of the resur- 
jtion of Jesus.

£ *0 the sam e fabricated  speech  put in the m outh of 
°ter the secon d  passage in  th o  P salm s is  also 
eferred to.

Acts ii. 34.— “ For David ascended not into the 
heavens : but ho saith himself, Tho Lord said unto my 

ip, Lord, Sit thou on my right hand,”  etc. , 
has, the L ord  G od, havin g  in v ited  Jesus to  com e 

inf- Resido him  upon h is throne, th at favored 
ii ^'vidual had ascended to  heaven  “  and sat dow n at 
ŝ 6 right hand o f G o d ”  (M ark xvi. 19). T ho Gospel 
¡ ° r¡es ^esus ri8in6 from  the dead and appearing 

Ihe flesh to  h is d iscip les are, it  is needless to  say, 
t 0*® fiction . In  tho latter case the G ospel-m akers 
qj ho “  prophecies ”  to  guide them , so the narratives 
a fhe alleged appearances differ in  each  Gospel. 
8 nyone w ho takes the trouble  to  com pare them  w ill 
a °n porcoivo th a t th ey  flatly  con tra d ict each  other, 
n , . that, like all tho o tb or  in ciden ts o f the G ospel 

ls.t°ry ,”  they  are n oth in g  m ore or less than pious 
“rications.

The H istorical Jesus.
0 :n bringing these papers to a close it may not be 
ty,. °f place to briefly refer to a matter respecting 
i<3 lc^ opinions are very much divided. This is— tho 
¡oQhtity of tho historical Jesus. The Gospol Jesusis. oft -- course, from beginning to end, a purely 
^.Uginary personage, founded only on “ prophecy, 
¡tin, ^ore, then, anyone— that is, one who rejoiced 

the name of “ Jesus”— to whom, at a later day, 
fictitious Gospel events were falsely attributed ? 

j., °tl> taking all tho known facts into consideration, 
ten G CarL  ̂ tLink, be no reasonable doubt that there 

teas a Jesus who had done something to causo

his name to be remembered by the Jewish people of 
his time. Assuming such to be the case, we might 
naturally expect to find some mention of him by the 
Jewish historian Josephus. Now, after looking care
fully into the accounts of all the historical Jesuses 
named by this historian— and these number no less 
than thirteen— I can discover only one that is at all 
likely to have been the individual we are in search 
of. This is the crack-brained fanatic whom Josephus 
calls “ Jesus, the son of Ananus, a plebian, and a 
husbandman ” (War., vi., v., 8). The Gospels, it must 
be borne in mind, were written many years after the 
death of Jesus, when nothing was known respecting 
him. Still, a few notable facts may have*come down 
to posterity, such, for instance, as his bearing no 
rank or position in the world, but being merely one 
of the “ common people.”

According to Josephus, this Jesus, impelled by “ a 
sort of divine fury,” came to Jerusalem about A.D. 62, 
when Albinus was procurator. He then “ began on 
a sudden to cry aloud: ‘ A voice from the east, a 
voice from the west, a voice from the four winds, a
voice against Jerusalem and the holy house....... and
a voice against this whole people.’ ” This was his 
cry “ as he went about by day and by night, in all 
the lanes of the city,” and for seven and a half years 
he kept it up “ without growing hoarse or being tired 
therewith.” Often he was commanded to desist and 
was severely beaten, but he “ went on with the same 
words which he cried before,” and nothing had power 
to stop him. He was brought before the Roman 
governor, who asked him who he was? whence he 
came ? and why he predicted disasters upon his 
nation ?— just as Pilate is represented as questioning 
the Gospel Jesus— but to all such questions he made 
no answer— like the fictitious Jesus. He was then 
scourged— like the imaginary Jesus— but still con
tinued to cry “ Woe, woe, to Jerusalem,” and being 
at length dismissed as a madman, he went again 
through the city uttering the same doleful cry.

Such a harbinger of evil must have made a deep 
impression upon the superstitious people of the time. 
After the capture of Jerusalem and the destruction 
of the temple by the Romans, the long and persistent 
cry of this monomaniac would be remembered, and 
tho man himself would be regarded by many as a 
prophot. We can easily imagine tho words which 
are put in the mouth of the centurion in the Gospels 
boing applied to him— “ Certainly this was a righteous 
man,” or “ Truly this was a son of God ” (Luke 
xxiii. 47; Matt, xxvii. 54).

According to the account of Josephus, this plcbian 
Jesus was within tho holy city, and cried against it, 
during tho siege, and was slain by a stono from one 
of tho Roman engines; but upon this point that 
historian must, I think, have been misinformed. It 
is not at all likely that the Jewish cut-throats who 
had gained the upper hand in the beleagured city, 
and did little else than slaughter the most rational, 
religious, and peaceable of tho citizens, would allow 
this fanatic to continue his woeful vaticinations until 
noarly the end of tho siege, as recorded. It is far 
more probable that ho, like hundreds of the other 
besieged Jews, attempted to escape from the city, 
and, being caught by the Roman soldiers, suffered 
the same fate as his captured countrymen. Wo 
know that all caught when thus trying to escape 
wore nailed to crosses round the city in the sight of 
their friends and fellow-citizens within tho walls.

We learn, further, from Josephus, that about tho 
time of the death of this Jesus “ the eastern gato of 
tho inner court of the templo ” was “ opened of its 
own accord about the sixth hour of the night,” and 
that on another night tho priests when entering this 
inner court “ felt a quaking and heard a great noise.” 
Similarly, at the death of the Gospel Jesus it is 
recorded that “ the veil of tho temple was rent in 
twain from the top to tho bottom ; and tho earth did 
quake” (Matt, xxvii. 51). Clearly, then, the death 
of Jesus the fanatic and that of his Gospel namesake 
are in some way connected. Furthermore, both are 
described as of the plebian class ; both were religious 
enthusiasts ; both wandered about the country penni
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less, and were fed by people charitably disposed; 
both took upon themselves to predict the destruction 
of Jerusalem and the temple. The latter is, in fact, 
the one great prediction of the Gospel Jesus (written 
many years after the event), and it occupies a whole 
chapter in each of the Synoptic Gospels.

The Jewish author of the Book of Revelation, who 
never saw any of the Gospels, calls his Jesus “ the 
faithful witness,” and says that “ the testimony of 
Jesus is the spirit of prophecy.” This may fairly be 
regarded as applying to Jesus the fanatic, who, 
having for seven long years done nothing else than 
cry “ Woe to Jerusalem,” was certainly a “ faithful 
witness,” and his “ testimony,” such as it was, may 
be called “ the spirit of prophecy.” Josephus does 
not say to which of the three Jewish sects this Jesus 
belonged; but it is more probable that he was an 
Essene than a Pharisee or a Sadducee. Moreover, 
only members of the first-named sect are recorded 
as having set themselves up as prophets (Antiq., xv., 
x., 5 ; xvii.; xiii., 3 ; War, i., iii., 5).

The historical Jesus here suggested did not, it is 
true, live in the times mentioned in the Gospels ; but 
this matters nothing, for those books can be proved 
to be works of fiction. The original Gospel-maker 
did not know when his Jesus lived ; he know nothing 
of his birth, and he made him make his first appear
ance on the scene as a preacher “ in those days ” 
(Mark i. 9). Again, assuming the Epistle to the 
Galatians to be authentic, James, John, and Cephas, 
who had been companions of Jesus, were contem
poraries of Paul; but there is nothing in any of the 
Epistles to show when any of the four lived. Setting 
aside the unhistorical Gospels and Acts of the 
Apostles, the Jesus named in the other New Testa
ment books might have appeared as a teacher at
any time prior to about a .d . 70.

J L A b r a c a d a b r a .

Acid Drops,

their pardoned guilt. Now a doctrine like that leads to 
section instead of away from i t ; for if Christ was to* g(j 
for man’s sake, why may not the lower animals he tort 
for man’s sake too ? ____

Sir Oliver Lodge is hopeless. Having drawn up a P1®'̂  
Catechism for adults, which he has the coolness to 
scientific as well as religious, and amplified and exp a  ̂
the same in a boob, he is now attempting to 1, ^
similar work for children. He says he is “  not yet sat1 
with the result.” We dare say the children will no " 
satisfied if ho proceeds no further in this business. 
have enough worries already, poor little things, without ° 
set upon by the Birmingham sheep dog of religion.

One of our readers at Swindon gave a copy of Mr.
Salvation Army ” Tract to a Salvationist shopmate, 

sent it up to headquarters with a request to know “ 
it was true.”  A long reply came back from James P 
Chief Secretary— a long, whining, canting letter, contai  ̂
no sort of answer to specific criticisms, but talking a 
“ jealousy ” and “ malice,” and adding that "  it would ne 
have done for the S. A. to have attempted to answer 
critics ”— which we can very well believe. Chief Seer® t 
Hay quotes some anonymous “  authority ”  as saying “ „ 
the accounts of the London Stock Bank are “  well or®tr®
— which again may be perfectly true. “ There is abun 
evidence,” he asserts, “  that we are all characterised by ' 
spirit of self-sacrifice.”  And when people say that of th , 
selves, who can deny it ? As the judge in “ Black JustlC to 
says, thfi prisoner says he is “  Not guilty,” and he ougm 
know. ____

At the Liberation Society’s meeting the other day ^  
McCullum, M.P., roused some dissent by declaring ^  
the secular solution in education was the only possible 0  ̂
This was endorsed by Mr. Halley Stewart, M.P., who.® 
that it was not the function of the State to teach any reil? eS> 
—not even the common religion of the Free CHurĉ  - 
Further support was given by Professor Paterson ; and nu3: ^ 
in spite of dissenters, some of whom protested a8fll Q_ 
“  putting the good old Bible out of the schools,” etc., a 
lution that State education should be based on the c0̂ aia„gi 
rights of citizenship, and should leave “  to the parents a 
the Churches the entire responsibility for religious insW 
tinn.” was carried.

Mr. William Tallack wrote to the Daily Chronicle the 
other day in favor of the Bible as an educator. Bible-loving 
nations, he said, were specially free from crime and misery. 
Well, if he includes England, the statement is not true. 
Mr. Tallack, we believe, is the late secretary of the Howard 
Society ; and has, curionsly enough, defended the treadmill, 
solitary confinement, and flogging. We can quite understand 
that he is a Bible-lover himself.

Most clergymen were caned in their youth, but some of 
them forget what it was like when they grow older. This 
happened to the Rev. W. P. Ward, vicar of St. Ann’s, Willen- 
liall. He therefore got the headmaster of the Council school 
at that place to give him half-a-dozen strokes on the hand 
with tho official cane. The result is described as “  not at all 
pleasant.”  “  The blood,” the reverend gentleman said, “  was 
extravasated under the skin, and I experienced great diffi
culty in using my hands for such purposes as buttoning my 
gloves.” Ho is “  not opposed to corporal punishment in 
moderation when necessary,” but he thinks six strokes, such 
as he had, are “  too much for a thin-skinned boy ” — while 
girls should be “  exempt from such punishment altogether.” 
Now all this simply shows that Parson Ward is in a muddle. 
There is really no way of hitting a boy with a cane pleasantly, 
nor without the risk of serious injury, unless he is stripped 
and caned indecently. But even if no physical injury were 
ever caused by caning, it would still be objectionable. It is 
a mere display of brute force, and is to be condemned for that 
very reason. This is well understood in Japan, where a 
teacher who struck a child would be instantly dismissed. 
Wo daresay it would be understood in England too, if this 
were not a Christian country.

Christians spoil whatever they get hold of. They cannot 
even oppose Vivisection and general Cruelty to Animals 
without lugging in all sorts of sectarian silliness. We 
noticed a pious advertisement in the Daily News lately, 
addressed to “ Dear Fellow Christians,”  and requesting 
them to pray “  that the Savior who hung for three hours on 
the Cross will pity and succour His tortured creatures, 
victimised for scientific purposes 1”  Could anything be 
more imbecile ? According to Christian doctrine, tho Savior 
hung upon that Cross in agony, in order to satisfy his Father’s 
justice, and let the sufferings of his own innocence atone for

So far, good. A word, however, with those who objec 
to the resolution. These were members of a Society alEJ1 
at the separation of Church and Stato, and which can o ^ 
rest upon one principle— that of the illegitimacy of the o 
taking to itself the function of a religious teacher. The 
establishment of the State Church therefore is, or ough Dj 
bo, only part of a policy of the disestablishment of r® 
and confining the State to purely secular functions. Eith ’ 
then, the Liberation Society stands for this or it is a Pu t .  ̂
sectarian campaign carried on against one Church in . 
interests of another. As a mere matter of fact this is ab° (0 
all that the cry of Disestablishment conveys to the aVCf a°n 
Dissenter. His opposition to tho Stato Church is based ° 
the fact that it is not their Church. Where their o< 
Churches stand to gain none are greedier for Stato aid 
are Nonconformists. Were there any conscious following 0 
a principle, there would be tho samo opposition on th®* 
part to the State teaching religion to children as there i3 " 
its teaching religion to adults. That thero is not, Pr° v® 
that the quarrel is in the main one of sects, with a few bette 
minded men to give the movement an air of intellect11  ̂
respectability. And sect for sect, as matters stand, we n)u3 
confess to a preference for tho Episcopalian over the J'0 
conformist.

Mr. Arthur Henderson, M.P., believes thero will never bo a 
proper distribution of wealth until all are made Christian ̂  
If Mr. Henderson is correct in his forecast, tho vest 
interests of tho country may rest easy; but it is rather 
gloomy outlook for the “  have-nots.”

The Conway Free Library has declined to place a copy 
Mr. Campbell’s New Theology on its shelves, although 1 ’ 
Allanson Picton offered to supply the institution with a copD 
We wonder whether any of the religious papers would ha 
held up the action of the Library Committee to reprobatip 
had a Freethought work been involved instead of a Cbri 
tian one. We are, of course, far from justifying bigotry, b^  
it is a little comforting to find Christians suffering from a m ( 
of their favorite weapon. That is the worst of encourag1®“ 
a cowardly, dishonest spirit—one nover knows against who 
it may bo used.

Bishop Gore stated the other day that “ we are livj®̂  
uder a re-action from Puritanism.” So far as tho count y
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as a whole is concerned, that is doubtless true. We read 
that Edinburgh, of all cities religiously the most conserva- 
tlTe> has just determined to throw open the National Gallery 
an<l the National Portrait Gallery at the foot of the Mound 
on Sunday afternoons from two to five o ’clock, and a similar 
liberalising action has recently been taken in most other 
fsritiah cities. But in the majority of Churches, especially in 
p“°® called Free, there is a decided ro-action in favor of 
Puritanism. They are crying out for legislation against 
everything that militates against their supremacy. They 
^°uld like to compel all the people to attend, church or 
. a.Pel on Sundays, and to put down all innocent and health- 

giving recreations. In spirit, they are as intolerant as ever;
fortunately, they now lack the power, and shall lack it 

tnorc and more in the future.

E°r a while, practically ever minister in the kingdom 
ekher attacked or defended Mr. Campbell’s teaching. The 
Majority uncompromisingly denounced it. But the Churches 
soon grew weary of the oft-repeated condemnation. We read 
.oat a certain vacant pulpit was occupied by six preachers 

succession, each of whom effectually demolished the City 
etnPlo oracle; but so surfeited were the people with such 

Murderous onslaughts that “ the seventh was specially 
osought not to touch on the New Theology lest he might 
aye Bibles and hymn-books flying about his ears.” As a 

Matter of fact, the Churches are getting to distrust ail 
neologies, because they are so numerous and so irreconcil- 

aMe one with another. ____

The Rev. Dr. Robertson Nicoll regards himself as an 
°facle to whom all Nonconformity should reverently and 
obediently give heed. From the editorial chair of the 

ritish Weekly he issues mandates to all the Free Churches, 
opufidently expecting that they will be carried into effect. 
He is the sworn enemy of the New Theology, and has 
Nothing but evil to say of Mr. Campbell, its chief exponent. 
A“ first, he poured vitroiic abuse upon the minister of the 
'J1‘y Temple by name. Seeing that personal vituperation 
^as not hailed with delight by his readers he fell back on 
anonymous invective, which is meant to be more stinging 
nan personal attack. In his last philippic, this servant of 
bo Lord calls upon all the faithful to put the Christian boy- 

c°tt in full force against the New Theologians, saying, “ It is 
as impossible for us to work on the same ground as these 

as it is for us to work with Mr. Blatchford.” Outsiders 
k̂iilo ominously, and whisper, “  After all, how fervently 

‘bese ministers of the Gospel do love one another.”

Poor Mr. Blatchford ! Perhaps it would bo more appro- 
Priate to congratulate him on his marvellous promotion. Not 
s° long ago, the British Weekly hired Mr. Frank Ballard to 
^cerate him with “ slashing diatribes.” Then, the editor of 
be Clarion was a nobody; be could not think; he was a 

V]lo slanderer of the Christian religion, a man void of under
loading ; and all he could put forth was “  this verbal sound 
acd fury.” Notv, he is a wise, discerning critic, columns 
hom whose pen have been appearing in the British Weekly. 
"bat accounts for this changed treatment ? Tho simple 

that any stick is good enough to beat a dog with. Mr, 
“ latchford claims Mr. Campbell as an Agnostic or Atheist, 
fbd so delighted is the editor of the British Weekly at this 
bat he makes extended quotations from tho Clarion’s criti- 

Clsrn of tho New Theology. O consistency, thou art a jewel, 
abd Christian editors do honor thee !

„ Preaching the annual sermon of the London Missionary 
,°oioty, the Rev. J. D. Jones, of Bournemouth, made two 

significant admissions. The first was that there has taken 
Place a marked decay of interest in missions, and the second, 
‘‘bat this decay of interest is duo to a corresponding decline 

faith. Ministers do know that Christianity is being 
Readily abandoned by tho people, though it is very rarely 
;bey are frank enough to own up to it. They would deny 
4 on Christian Evidence platforms 1

The sufferings of Jamaica did not end with tho earth- 
fihake. The attentions of “ Providence ”  were far more 
Prolonged. The earthquake was followed by a drought.

months elapsed before any rain fell, and the damage to 
be crops may be imagined. The drought, indeed, was more 

bestructive than tho earthquake.

Mr. Arthur Waugh, reviewing Mr. Frederick Harrison’s 
b®W book in the Daily Chronicle, said one thing, and one 
b'ng only, worth quoting, namely, that “ no one who looks 

®bt sincerely upon tho field of human thought can deny that 
bristianity is losing its hold upon tho hearts of the people 

°f England.”  We rejoice over the fact. Mr. Waugh con

siders it a misfortune. That makes his testimony all the 
more valuable.

Another minister announced at this year’s meeting of the 
Congregational Union that Congregationalism is a deplorable 
failure in the large towns, “  especially among the artisans 
who make up the great trade union organisations.”  He was 
very sorry to say that they did not succeed in “  getting at 
men in great towns.”  And this confession implies that the 
majority of men in large towns are lost to Christianity, for 
surely the Congregationalists would not attempt to “  get at 
them ”  if they were associated with other Churches.

Mr. J. Compton Rickett, M.P., has been this year elected 
to the chairmanship of the Congregational Union. His 
address to that body was considerably above the average of 
such deliverances, which we acknowledge without considering 
it to be an extravagant compliment. In the kingdom of the 
blind the one-eyed man is king, and a layman with only a 
moderate amount of ability may easily outdistance the 
average professional preacher. Even though cramped by his 
religious beliefs, he is still able to take a broader view of 
matters than one whose lot is cast in the pulpit. Mr. 
Rickett’s address was couched in a good spirit, although 
there were, of course, many things with which we disagree; 
but it contained one passage that many preachers would do 
well to ponder over. Dealing with tho present position of 
Christianity, he warned ministers not to be deceived as to 
the real nature of the fight before them. It is not, he said, 
a quarrel between Sacerdotalism and Evangelicism, nor 
whether a part of the cargo should be thrown overboard to 
lighten the ship, nor of old theologies versus new, but the 
retention of the very idea of God itself. This has been 
pointed out often enough in these columns, and we are 
pleased to find the teaching of this journal echoed, although, 
as usual, without acknowledgment. Discussions as to the 
value of this or that doctrine, or as to the comparative value 
of rival sects, are interesting enough to sectarians them
selves, but they arc of no interest to others. The man in 
the street cares little which is the better of the two, for tho 
reason that he is beginning to realise that both are bad. And 
while Church and Chapel meetings spend their time discus
sing the value of doctrines, the world outside is steadily 
losing interest in all.

Mr. Rickett thinks the insistence of the working class 
upon a better distribution of the good things of this life “ is 
largely provoked by the loss of spiritual ideals.” If Mr. 
Rickett means by “ spiritual ideals ”  Christian doctrines, we 
agree with him, for the reason that these have been the 
great instruments used for keeping the mass of the people 
in a state of servile submission. The attractive power of 
Christianity is fundamentally dependent upon human weak
ness and helplessness, and it has, in a sheer spirit of self- 
preservation, striven to perpetuate the conditions of its own 
well-being. But if by “ spiritual ideals ”  is meant higher 
ideals, then we beg to remind Mr. Rickett that those who 
have been instrumental in rousing tho working elasses from 
a “ let-us-be-tliankful-in-the-position-in-which-God-and-the- 
landlord-has-bcen-pleased-to-place-us ” condition have been 
animated by ideals of the highest and noblest description. 
Moreover, it is really time—particularly for members of 
Parliament—to leave off talking of the endeavor after better 
homes, more wages, pleasanter conditions of employment, 
and a more equitable share of tho good things of life, as low 
ideals. These, after all, are the conditions of the “ higher ” 
life about which preachers are so fond of talking. And, 
even on tho lowest ground, tho man who is only looking for 
a fuller supply of the things he loves is quite the equal of 
the average self-centred religionist priding himself upon the 
superiority of his own pitiful personality, and, in tho interests 
of an imaginary hereafter, neglecting his duty to tho social 
body of which he is a part—even though a useless one.

But, says Mr. Rickett, wo live in a world that cares for 
theology. But do we ? Of course, one can get up a row 
about theology, as can be done with most things if they are 
properly worked. Thanks to the press, there is hardly a 
subject under the sun over which a row cannot be made. A 
thousand people have only to read in their favorite journal 
that the public mind is deeply agitated over a matter that 
not one of them thought about before, and half the number 
will begin to feel that their eternal welfare depends upon 
getting that question ventilated or settled. How many 
people, for instance, would have worn black when Queen 
Victoria died if they had not read in the papers how grief- 
stricken the nation was? So with theology. A certain 
number of the people imagine they care for theology because 
thousands of professionals are always telling them they do. 
But let them alone, and then see how much interest the 
general public will take in religious questions. Why, even
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as it is, with all the advertising, the lack of interest is one of 
the stock themes for the pulpit.

One more word with Mr. Rickett, and we have done. Mr. 
Rickett thinks that “  Evolution is a natural process, directed 
by intelligence to a long foreseen and purposed end.” The 
first clause in the sentence is a truism, the last is the wildest 
of assumptions. There is no more logical reascn for Mr. 
Rickett asserting that evolution is directed by iite'ligence 
than there is for saying it is run by the Free Church Council. 
Intelligence is not at the beginning of evolution, but at the 
end. The only intelligence man finds in it is his own, dis
torted often beyond recognition, but his own for all that. 
And when Mr. Rickett adds that “ the earth, and the 
system to which we belong, are yet travelling a rough 
road to perfection,” we would remind him that, so far as 
science has anything to say on this point, it is that our 
system is travelling along a road that ends in annihilation 
so far as life and sentience is concerned.

Rev. Henry Mills, Pillerton, Ivineton, Warwick, left 
¿£51,906. Rev. Bruce Dudley Ryder Baxter, missionary at 
Haifa, Mount Carmel, left £13,604. We would drop a tear 
over them but it would evaporate before it reached them in 
their present abode. Even the Rev. Charles Williams, the 
well-known Baptist minister, of Accrington, who died the 
other day from the effects of falling off a platform, is in a 
very doubtful position, for he left £4,637. This is not much 
of a fortune in these days, but it seems enough to prevent 
the possessor from going through that needle’s eye.

Rev. John Gorell Haworth, of Walshaw, Colwyn Bay, 
North A\ ales, has left £90,771. Jesus said “ Blessed be ye 
poor ” and “  Woe unto you rich.”  If the Gospels be true, 
the Rev. John Gorcll Haworth will never need to pray for 
warm weather.

Mr. C. F. Aked is getting to work in America. A reporter 
interviewed him on the question of how to get people to 
church— which sounds like a “  How’s business ?” kind of an 
interview. Mr. Aked replied that to do this one had to 
“  satisfy the thinking man or woman that you know what 
you are talking about.”  That is a ll! And all we can say is, 
that if Mr. Aked keeps to religion, and the American people 
try him by his own test, his church will be a first-class place 
in which to get a fine roomy seat on a Sunday evening.

An educated man who is a whole-hearted believer, says 
the Rev. Dr. Horton, is a rarity. Which is exactly what we 
have been saying for a long while. They carry round the 
Christian badge with them because it is part of their social 
outfit. Get at their real thoughts, and you will find their 
belief in Christianity to be about as genuine as their belief 
in Mother Shipton’s prophecies.

" By command of His Majesty the King,”  the newspapers 
report, “  a gift of cast linen lias been forwarded to the Great 
Northern Central Hospital for the use of the patients.” 
Why do the newspapers make such a fuss about these things ? 
Are they so very generous? Would tho King sell his cast 
linen if there were no Hospitals ?

The Rev. W. L. Watkinson is not lacking in— well, cheek; 
there is no other word for it. The Bible, says this gentle
man, “  is antecedent to all our civilisation.” That settles it. 
There is none of your New Theology here, it is simple and 
emphatic. All that we possess, all that we derive from Greek 
philosophy and ethics, from Roman law and government, 
from Chaldean science and Mohammedan medicine, all that 
we derive from the whole of modern science, all comes from 
tho Bible. This is really superb. We raise our hat to Mr. 
WTatkinson. In these days of theological trimmers, such 
determination is worthy of admiration. Ho stands alono, 
unapproachable in his solitude, and impervious to attack. 
Against such a mind tho waves of modern criticism beat in 
vain. The Bible is all. Everything dates from the Bible. 
Beside the Bible there is nothing. Even Mr. Watkinson 
would not be where he is, or what he is, but for the Bible.

Otlcy Agricultural Show was ruined by a galo of wind. 
According to the Rev. W. Hooton, senior curate at Otley 
Church, this was owing to the tents beiDg erected on a 
Sunday. Wo suggest that the next Otley show should 
include Mr. Hooton. He ought to draw, if only as an 
antiquity. ____

The jury were unable to agree as to whether Mr. Chris
topher Townsend had slandered tho Rev. James Masters

Carrack, chaplain of the Lambeth Cemetery at Tooting, 0 
whether the reverend gentleman had taken indecent kbeiw® 
with Mr. Townsend’s wife. The one thing certain is t a 
Mr. Townsend gave the reverend gentleman a thrashing' 
That stands, anyhow. ____

The Daily Chronicle went to the expense of a long special 
telegram from its “  own correspondent ” at New York, settin0 
forth the fact that “  The police believe that the Rev. J- 
Cooke, rector of the Church of Our Savior, at Hempstea , 
Long Island who deserted his wife and eloped, some day 
ago, with his seventeen-year-old ward, Miss Floretta Wba 
is still not far from this city.”  We should have thoug 
that these ministerial exploits were too common for DeWb 
papers to incur much expense in recording them. -l>er, 1S e 
we owe the long expensive telegram to the fact that 
reverend gentleman in this case has control of £25> ,
belonging to his ward, and also that he has victimised sever 
wealthy members of his congregation, who “  had no su 
picion of his intentions, and regarded him as a zealo 
Christian minister.”  ____

Dr. Stanton Coit, we observe by his advertisements in the 
Christian Commonwealth, no longer lectures. He preaches-

A speaker at one of the May Meetings asked, What sort 
an impression would be made on a missionary who return 
to England after a thirty-five years’ absence ? We can“ 
say how it would strike a missionary, their opinion of thing 
not being governed by ordinary standards, but we do kn° 
how things are apt to strike people who are not missionarm - 
Some years ago, for instance, the Japanese government so 
agents to enquire into the condition of several of the lead* ° 
European nations. The report brought back was that t 
Christian nations were inferior to the Japanese in P01. - „ 
morality, and that the less they had of the Christian relig* , 
the better. And all question of adopting Christianity was 
an end. The Jap was “  cute ”  enough to realise the valo® 
Western science, but religion was quite another thing. 
principal lesson gained by the heathen Japanese from 
Christian European was greater skill in the art of warfare-

The Christian World says that, so far as it can sec, th® 
“  only chance for multitudes of tho coming generation ^ 
obtaining any knowledge of the Bible or of Christianity, 
that offered by the teaching in the public schools.” 
may be true enough ; but if so, it says little for cither * , 
desire of the people for religious instruction, or tho zea 
the clergy in imparting it. The truth is, that the Christ1 
World is well aware that tho regular training of children 
religious teachings is a work that the clergy will not unu ^  
take. All of them recognise that the only way to ma  ̂
people Christian is to catch them while they are young, 
nearly all of them want tho catching to be dono by P*0' 
They are content to reap the credit, and draw tho proj* 
later years in tho shape of hard cash. And, after all, 
clergy are tho only people who really want religious instv ,fl 
tion in the schools. Tho bulk of the parents, if let alone, 
not want it, and the bulk of the teachers have no desk0 
impart it. How long tho teachers will continuo to be .0 
a catspaw by tho clergy—established and dissenting—*“  _
cowardly attack upon a child’s ignorance and helpless“ 03 ’ 
remains to be seen.

The Glasgow Weekly Mail, answering a corresponded^ 
states that what Atheists say about tho Bible is duo , a 
1 rancorous spite.” It also alleges that Atheists would 1° 
man “ drink, act like a beast to wife and children, gaD3 g 
cheat, lie, vomit oaths and foul talk till his mere PrcStL eg 
pollutes tho atmosphere.”  Tho writer evidently j UCn,jC 
Atheists by what he knows of himself. That is ho^ 
would act if he thought there was no Infinite Policeman-

The New Age, which is now a definitely Socialist 
referred last week to a forthcoming lecturo on “  The ^  
Theology” by Mr. Bernard Shaw. “ Tho lecturo,” ***
“ is important in the light of the recent theological c0Uj. 0f 
versy, and something in tho naturo of a dofinite statem0“ jj 
a Socialist’s creed rrmv he anticirmterl.” This is bad - »>Socialist’s creed may be anticipated.” This is bad
and bad sense. Anticipated ” should have been “  eX?f.Cj.joii- 
If the writer doesn’t believe it, let him look at a good dm
ary. And what on earth is meant by “  a Socialist's cre d  ’
How can there bo such a thing, according to any aCC Lps 
definition of Socialism ? Perhaps the writer only ®  ^ 0f 
“  the creed that a Socialist happens to entertain.’ ’ 
course, may be Catholicism, Protestantism, Judaism, . ,jaD 
miuisrn, Buddhism, Mormonism, Theosophy, or j.0.
Science. In conclusion, whoever expects a “  definite 
mont ’ ’ from Mr. Shaw must be miraculously sanguine.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

May 19) N. S. S. Conference.

To Correspondents.

Jasiks Cross (Maghull) writes : “  I attended your Sunday night 
meeting at Picton Hall and was rather surprised at the large 
attendance. I enjoyed the lecture very much, but was sur
prised to see the enclosed report published in the Liverpool 
Evening Express of May 6. It is a pity that a faithful report 
°f such lectures was not published in our press.” The enclosed 
report mentions the activity of some people calling themselves 
“he Anti-Infidel League in distributing “  hundreds of leaflets ” 
to persons going into the Picton Hall to hear “  a Secularist 
lecturer.”  It is also stated that certain gentlemen “  effectually 
exposed the sophistries of the Secular lecturer.”  Which is 
news—for the audience nearly cried with laughing at Mr. 
hoote’s wonderful critics. Of course, the Express gives no sort 
o' report of Mr. Foote’s lectures, and does not even mention 
h,s name. Not a word about the big meeting inside ; thirty- 
four lines about the leaflet distributors outside. Such is our 
‘ glorious free press ”—the greatest fraud on earth ! Fortu
nately the Freethought movement owes it nothing, and 
nourishes in spite of it. It does not make us and it cannot mar 
ns. There’s consolation in that.
• Henderson.—Glad you have found our “ Campbellism ”
articles “ instructive ” as well as interesting. It is evident that 
frr. J. E. Roberts, the American Freethinker, owes a good deal 
to Ingersoll, though he is not exactly a plagiarist, for what he 
*>as borrowed has passed through his own mind.
Sables Mountain (Natal).—It is impossible to answer your ques 
“on in a few lines. We have lectured on the subject, and we 
b°pe to write upon it at some length. Taking the passage in 
"Osephus as a demonstrated forgery, there is only one historian 
'?ho mentions Christ as a man, and that is Tacitus, who belongs 
to the second century. But the passage in the Annals was un
known till the fifteenth century, when the extant books of that 
Work wore discovered ; moreover, it came to the modern world 
urough Christian hands, and the famous Christ passage was 

Probably amplified from a similar passage in the Christian his- 
orian, Sulpicius Severus, who wrote about a .d. 400. It is very 

ourious that the Tacitus passage relates the butchery of the 
“ hristians by Nero, and that this horrid fact was utterly un- 

^ known to the early Christian writers.
•(Saldhana (Madras).— You say that you have never witnessed 
, °ne single such phenomenon ” yourself; and, while you are 

your right senses, we don’ t believe you will. Stories of 
I “leg jumping off tables and striking people on the head, and 

p ®ilk-jugs upset by invisible hands, are worthy of Bedlam, 
people may as well keep to the Old Book as beliove such 
, .]ngs—and on hearsay too 1 The comfort is that yarns of this 
>nd disappear with the progress of science. Ghosts used to 

^Plentiful; now they only appear in “ the silly season ” when
newspapers are short of copy.

• Jennett.—We referred last week to the matter of your 
bclosure, and the person concerned is not worth further atten- 
‘oa, We don’ t think of reprinting our “ Campbellism ” articles, 

outside publisher would venture to issue our criticism of the 
q -New Theology,” and our own readers have already seen it. 

j L awson.—Thanks for the pamphlet, which we will look
to at our earliest leisure.

' ~L ScuwEiZER.—You say “ so much for the free press ”  in 
.Ration to the Picton Hall meetings. We suppose, however,

5.

that every nation has the press it deserves; and England’s
bjorious free press”  reflects her hypocritical character— 

Qi! 11Ĉ  ’ s mainly the product of Protestant Christianity.
. ALi> G r e y .—Sorry to hoar it, but the Christians were always 

trouble to sensible people ; and they always will bo so—wo 
gj °ati as long as there are any Christians.

J'kfcv ItEEJ)-—You can hardly expect a first attempt to approach 
tJCrfection. There are ideas in your little paper, but the art of 

^°mposition has to be acquired. Thanks for your good wishes. 
1(112 Thompson.—See “ Acid Drops.” Delighted to learn that 
j°u and your husband “ have been readers of the Freethinker 
Vat 30m° years, and would not think of going without it.”  Wo 
^ me our lady readers ; indeed, wo have no great hope for tho 
B until women become Freethinkers. Many things will be 

4 r Clght then which cannot bo set right before. 
of • * W vood.—P uritans, prudes, and “ respectable”  people 
as H 8ortiJ may roll up their oyes at Byron’s Don Juan as much 

Loy pleaao; they will not affect its placo in English litera
cy.®- Slielley’s judgment on the poem while it was being 
itn • n stands, and is likely to stand. Persons of impure 
3i ^nation may gloat or howl, according as they are merely 
aun or a' so P'ous> over certain passages, notably the most 
Bta a?iously witty of tho seraglio scenes ; they do not under- 
Pow 'mmense scope of the poem, tho great and various 
Btid Gr ^ displays, and tho grand sincerity of political, social, 
j) religious criticism which underlies its surfaco frivolity. 
j}”1 Juan is tho splendid work of a splendid Freethinker. 

Q. g ° n’ every great satirist, was savagely serious at bottom. J ,  j } '  ®Te a b ; ia n .— Thanks for cuttings.
the°r7Qn'.— What you say is perfectly sound. Our interest in 

)y j, Virion matter ends with our letter.
■ “ All.—Your cuttings arc always very welcome.

E. Stevenson.—Accept our thanks; but owing to the Editor’s 
absence until press-day your cuttings cannot be dealt with till 
next week.

J. H. Simpson.—Shall be glad to see a report of the result on the 
Town Council. It is natural that the Halifax Free Churchmen 
should object to the proceedings of the Sunday Lecture Society. 
Mere business 1

A. W ebber.—Send whenever the spirit moves.
E. J. Jones.—We are obliged.
C. D. T homson.—We have never said, and it is not true, that you 

wrote to us asking to write and lecture for the N. S. S. just before 
your “ recantation.”  We say this as an act of justice, since you 
tell us it is necessary. The rest of your letter hardly concerns 
us.

A. G. L ye.—See paragraph. Thanks.
H. Outram.—We wish you better luck. Charles Bradlaugh was 

not imprisoned for publishing any book. You are misinformed.
T he Cohen “  Salvation A rmy ”  T ract F und.—Previously acknow

ledged, £19 4s. 9d. Since received: Mr. Savill, 2s.; Edinburgh 
Branch Members, 5s.; J. McAra, 3s.

H. E . D odson asks us to announce that the Camberwell Branch’s 
open-air lectures at Brockwell-park and Station-road will be 
suspended to-day (Whit-Sunday), as so many of the members 
desire to attend the N. S. S. Conference and the Queen’s Hall 
Meeting.

L. B. Gallagher.—The Catholic Herald cutting will be useful. 
See also “  Acid Drops.” Thanks.

J. M cAra.—Booth’ s final triumph dates from his visit to Bucking
ham Palace. He is as “ respectable”  now as the Archbishop 
of Canterbury or the Pope—and can do no wrong. But the 
“  Army’s ” day of reckoning will come, for all that.

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

T he N ational Secular Society’s office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 
Farringdon-street, E.C.

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

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

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 tKe Freethought Pub
lishing Company, Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
street, E.C., and not to the Editor.

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

Tns 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 oe A dvertisements : Thirty words, Is. Gd.; every suc
ceeding ten words, Gd. Displayed Advertisements :—One inch, 
4s. Gd. ; half column, £1 2s. Gd. ; column, £2 5s. Special 
terms for repetitions.

Sugar Plums.
— *—

Mr. Cohen and Mr. Lloyd have both contributed to this 
week’s “ Acid Drops.” They did so cheerfully in order to 
lot Mr. Footo get the nearest possible approach to a com
plete holiday for six days on the south coast of England, 
where ho went to refresh himself a little before tho Whit- 
Sunday Conference, which entails a good deal of work upon 
him, including tho preparation of tho Annual Report. Ever 
since tho end of January, whon tho Syrnos subscription was 
to have closed, Mr. Footo has been intending to go away for 
a while, but ho has nover been able to manage it until now ; 
nor has the weather boen very favorable for any number of 
days together.

This is the last timo wo shall be abie to call attention to 
tho National Secular Society’s Annual Conference, which 
takes place in London to-day (Whit-Sunday). The business 
sittings of tho Conference are to bo hold at tho Chaudos Hall, 
Maiden-lane, Chariug-eross. Tho President will open tho 
proceedings promptly at 10.30 in the morning, and it is ro- 
quostod that all delegates and visitors will bo seated by then, 
instead of dropping in one by one afterwards. At 12.30 tho 
Conference will adjourn until 2.30. In tho interim, at 1 
o’clock, there will be a luncheon for delegates and visitors 
(with the President in tho chair) at tho Ship Restaurant, 
Charing-cross. No doubt a number of London members will 
wish to join this function. They should apply to Miss 
Vance for tickets (price 2s.) immediately, if they have not 
already done so. It will bo absolutely necessary to know 
how many to provido for by Saturday noon at tho very 
latest.

Chandos Hall will bo open as a Reception Room on Saturday 
afternoon and evening. Tho secretary and various stewards 
will bo in attendance to supply delegates and visitors with 
any necessary information, or to assist them in any other
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way. The President will probably look in some time during 
the evening. He is shutting up bis home and bringing all 
his family up to London on this particular Whitsuntide.

London “  saints ” will doubtless rally in strong force at 
the evening public meeting in the Queen’s (Minor) Hall, if 
only to.give their provincial brethren a hearty greeting. 
There will be “ free admission ”  to all parts of the hall, with 
the exception of two or three rows of front seats that will 
be reserved for country friends and such London friends as 
(for age or other reasons) would rather pay a shilling than 
run the risk of failing to find accommodation. Of course 
there will be the usual collection, and it is to be hoped that 
the “  saints ”  will come prepared to be generous, for the 
expenses are naturally heavy, and the N. S. S. has no Carnegie.

The first part of the Queen’s Hall program will open at 
7 o ’clock. It will consist of musical selections. In this 
part of the program two of the President’s daughters will 
participate. Speechmaking will begin at 7.40. Addresses 
are to be delivered by Messrs. Foote, Cohen, Lloyd, Davies, 
etc. The proceedings will close in good time, so that all 
may be able to get home in good time likewise. We hope to 
see the place crowded.

Gerald Grey wrote feelingly in our last issue on “  Church 
Bells.” He had just taken up a fresh residence in a delight
ful old Devonshire town, but the church bells right opposite 
his windows nearly drove him mad, and he has been obliged 
to go back to his former residence in a larger Devonshire 
town, where he can place himself at a greater distance from 
these licensed instruments of torture. Strange, that churchos 
should be allowed to make themselves a nuisance to tho citi
zens of earth in the name of an incredible heaven 1 We hope 
our old contributor has found peace again.

Torrey has been brought to his knees. He would not 
apologise for his libels on Thomas Paine and Colonel 
Ingersoll; they were dead men, and could not make it hot 
for him in a court of law. But he has had to apologise to 
Mr. Norman Murray, at Montreal. Mr. Murray, who is a 
local Freethinker, asked Torrey a question, and Torrey said 
something about his having been “ arrested for selling 
obscene literature on the street.” Mr. Murray instructed 
his attorney to bring an action against the sweet-tongued 
soul-saver. That was enough. Torrey went down on his 
marrow-bones at once. We see by the Montreal Daily Star 
of May 8, Torrey said, at the previous night’s revival meet
ing in St. James’s Methodist Church : “  I am very sorry that 
I said it. I had no right to say it.” “ I don’t make this 
apology,” he added, “  because I am afraid of a law-suit.” 
What an inveterate liar the man is ! We congratulate Mr. 
Murray on bringing him down.

Tho newspapers report that Mr. Basil McCrea, tho well- 
known Ulster contractor, who has just died, has left a 
quarter of a million sterling to Magee Presbyterian College, 
Londonderry, for the promotion of secular education. So 
far so good. But ho had better have left tho money to the 
Secular Society, Limited, or to the N, S. S., or even to the 
new Secular Education League.

Coventry Town Council has not yet .done discussing 
whether the Public Baths Assembly Hall shall be let to 
Secularists and Socialists as well as to Christians on Sun
day. Meanwhile we are glad to see an article in the local 
Herald saying that: “  When once a public hall has been 
provided, we may expect to find it used, or claimed, by all 
sorts of people. Public halls aro provided for the general 
convenience, and the general convenience is identified with 
letting, and not with closing, them.”

A FUNCTION OF INTELLECT.
Tho intellect ¡3 a consoler, which delights in detaching or 

putting an interval between a man and his fortuno, and so 
converts the sufferer into a spectator and his pain into 
poetry. It yields the joys of conversation, of letters and of 
science. Hence also the torments of life become tuneful 
tragedy, solemn and soft with music, and garnished with 
rich dark pictures. But higher still than the activities of 
art, tho intellect in its purity and the moral sense in its 
purity are not distinguished from each other, and both ravish 
us into a region whereunto these passionate clouds of sorrow 
cannot rise.— Emerson.

Some Real and Alleged Atheists.—I-

By the Late J. M. W heeled, 
Sab-Editor o f the “ Freethinker ”  and author of the 

“ Biographical Dictionary of Freethinkers," etc.
In days when Christianity was triumphant no cbjU’g0 
was attended with more opprobrium than that o 
Atheism. To be even suspected of the “ crime ’ 
to be condemned and suppressed with horror an 
indignation. Atheism was thought the ne plus 
of Satanic wickedness, and its supposed apost e 
were execrated as monsters doomed to eternal to 
ments. The world branded and banished, and t 
Church burnt them. Of the heretics who were bin'0
as Atheists it is not easy to say how many were r0a j 
deserving the name. .

The Manicheans, Bogomiles, and other keret1 
who were relentlessly pursued to death during t 
Middle Ages, were commonly charged with Atheis • 
The disciples of Amaury de Chartres, who were burn 
for Atheism at Paris in 1209, were probably only eat I 
philosophic reformers. Sagarel, who was burnt ah 
in 1300, held the heresy of the Everlasting Gospe ’ 
and probably in holding that the Father and̂  ° 0 
would give place to the Holy Ghost, meant that t 
reign of spiritual love would supersede dogmata • 
Francis of Poitou, a Franciscan, who was also bur 
for this heresy, was rather a mystio than an Atnei • 
Marguerite Porrete, burnt at Paris in 1300, was a 
Antinomian mystic. Lollard Walter, or Gantt10 » 
burnt at Cologne in 1322, was apparently an EplC0 
rean Deist. He asserted that God did not know 
the evil done on earth, and denied all the distinct1 
dogmas of the Church. Many of his followers we 
also burnt. Herman de Ryswick, burnt at Hague 
1512, was a Deist and disbeliever in hell. The At 
baptists were commonly charged with Atheism evC 
while they were most religiously striving to emuia j 
the primitive simplicity and community of the n 
Christians. Louis Berquin, the friend of Eras® ’ 
who was burnt in 1530, was only a monk-bat • 
Quintin of Picardy, the chief of the Libertines, w 
was burnt at Tournay in tho same year, 
gave color to the charge of Atheism by declaring t 
falsity of the Gospel. Gruot was burnt in 1549, 100 _ 
probably for hi3 enmity to Calvin than for any 01 
.tinct opinions. Etienne Dolet, who was burnt ^  
Paris in 154G, was probably a sceptic of the tyP0 
his friend Rabelais. As a friend of heretics he w 
suspected, as a printer ho was hated, as a satirist 
was feared, and he was burnt for having wron§ 
translated Plato, whom he had made to say “ a\ * 
death tit ne seras plus rien dit tout— you will bo noth1 
at all." Tho last three words were declared 
damnable addition to tho text, and cost hin1 
life. Geolfroy Vallee, who was put to death in 
was not an Atheist, but an Epicurean Deist. 
wished men to believe in God without fearing ¿j 
Had the dialogues for which he was condemn0 
appeared in our own time they would have been c° 
sidered but mildly horetical. „q

Giordano Bruno, burnt at Rome, February 17,1" ^  
has been placed in all catalogues of Atheists down ^  
modorn times, and there aro still many who n 
with the Church and Lord Boaconsfiold that 1 f  
theism is only Atheism in disguise. Lucilio Van1 ’ 
burnt at Toulouse, February 19, 1619, wrote in f®1 * 
of the existence of God; but then Atheism has 
no more powerful auxiliary than certain demons 
tions of the existence of God. Father Mersen 
who shared in the rabies common to AtheograP0 ^  
declared that Vanini set out with twelve apostl00 0 
convert the world to Atheism, and that in 1623 t 
wero fifty thousand Atheist followers of Vanin1 
Paris alone 1 f0x

Manzoli, a marquis of Florence, was burnt 
Atheism in 1687. But the real cause was pr0t 9 0. 
his having spoken and written against the l  |̂g0 
Renault de Poitou and Jacques Dupain, of ^eae\\]j0 

, may have only blaspheme ^burnt at Paris, 1G4G,
Trinity, tho Virgin, or the saints. Kuhlmann,
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ai Moscow in 1689, was, according to the Christian 
accounts, rather a fanatic than an Atheist.

One of the last cases of capital punishment for 
Atheism is also one of the most dubious. In 1688, a 
Polish knight named Casimir Liszinski was cited for 
Atheism by the Bishops of Wilna and Posnovia. He 
ffas excommunicated and condemned to be burnt 
Mive, According to his defence, his only crime was 
having made a compilation of arguments for Atheism 
'o order to refute them, and having written in the 
Margin of a theological work that the arguments 
^ eie inconclusive. Unfortunately for Liszinski, he 
had not commenced the second part of his work, 
“ y grace of the king, he was. decapitated before 
being burnt at Grodno, March 30, 1689. His ashes 
W0fe placed into a cannon and scattered to the 
^ bds.

When so many suffered the extromest penalty of 
pho law for alleged Atheism, it cannot be wondered 
^ tnany real Atheists carefully concealed their 
opinions. It is not entirely without reason that 
'ha charge has been made at least against five 
Popes— viz., Sylvester (999-1003), Boniface VIII. 
U294-1808), John X X II. (1410-1416), Alexander VI. 
(1492-1508), and Leo X . (1513-1522). Sylvester 
Probably incurred the charge for his patronage of 
learning. Against Boniface and Leo X . there is 
®°tno evidence, while John and Alexander were 
^enounced for their crimes.

Atheism is by no means the abnormal state of 
dr'od that some theologians would have us believe, 
and there can bo little doubt that thinking men in 
"«I ages have often been troubled with doubts as to 
bo religious opinions of those around them, 

iraetical Atheism, or living without God in the 
^Urld, has indeed been the unacknowledged creed of 
jbost of those who, concerning themselves with the 
.kings of the world, have helped forward its progress. 
Abe name, however, can only philosophically be 
Applied to those who deny a personal intelligent 
bfst cause, and it is best restricted to those only 
^bo willingly accept it.

With many zealous Christians, the charge of 
Atheism has been used in a most indiscriminate 
‘banner. Of course, there is a certain sense in which 
®very man is an Atheist to every other, since no two 
bjen’s gods are exactly alike. To the Swedenborgian, 

bo believes not only that Jesus Christ was God, but 
bat he was Jehovah the one only God, every Jew, 
Vory rejecter of Christ, must be strictly an Atheist, 
bitarians may he said to bo Atheists to the Trini- 

arian God, nor have the orthodox hesitated to press 
j? 0 charge even against fervont believers in Thoism. 
■h>rkeley and Bentley both called Anthony Collins an 
pheist, and even at the present day we occasionally 
b? Paine and Voltaire termed Atheists in the 
ebgious press.

c, 1Christians should, however, boar in mind that tho 
barge of Atheism was one of the commonest that 

pas brought against the early Christians by tho 
j agans. The Emperor Julian charged tho “ Gali- 
0aH8” with borrowing their Atheism from the 

s.brd religion of the Jews. Father Arnobius com- 
P-bins to the Gentiles, “ you call us impious, irre- 
eiotr8, an(j Atheists." The same charge of Atheism 

Jpfinst Christians is put into tho mouth of 
£ ° cilliu8 in Minucius Felix ; and ™
^ angclical Preparation a 
taking as follows :—

Pagan is
in Eusebius’s 

introduced,

“ Onght not those mon to bo considered altogether 
irreligious aud atheistical who desert the customs of 
their forefathers, by which every nation and every city 
hath been preserved ? What good can reasonably bo 
expected from thoso who opposo our Saviors and reject 
°ur Benefactors, and thus make themselves enemies of 
°ar Gods? And can thoy deserve pardon who adopt 
)vhatevcr is impious and atheistical among men, having 
turned away from tho worship of beings honored every
where, from timo immemorial, both by Greeks aud 
barbarians, with all sorts of sacrifices, rites and 
Mysteries, by all kings, legislators, and philosophers ? ” 

^ lo r n e n t  o f A lexandria  even  cla im s m any o f the 
(W illed  A th eists  o f Paganism  as being  rather 

llstians in advance o f th eir  tim es. Y et there is

little reason to doubt that Diagoras, Theodoras, 
Bion, Nicagoras, and Hippo, and even Pliny the 
Elder, rejected all idea of God. Euhemerus was 
called an Atheist for assigning a human origin to 
the gods. The opinions of Leucippus and Demo
critus were materialistic rather than strictly 
atheistic. There are materialistic Theists like 
Priestly, just as there are deniers of a personal 
God who yet believe in a future life, like Hudson 
Tuttle, G. Barlow, A. P. Sinnett, and G. St. Clair. 
Epicurus and his followers relegated the gods to a 
remote sphere without influence on the conduct of 
men. Yet the atheistic poem of Lucretius opens 
with an invocation to Venus. The real gods of 
Horace were Mecmnus and Augustus. The atheistic 
character of Buddhism has often been contested, yet 
Max Müller says “ the fact cannot be disputed away 
that the religion of Buddha was from the beginning 
purely atheistic.” The Southern Buddhists have 
most closely kept the teachings of Gautama, and 
they neither worship any god nor seek for a personal 
continued existence. Gautama, however, does not 
seem from his discourses to have challenged the 
existence of the Vedic gods, but simply to have con
tended that they must be subject to the universal 
law of Karma.

Confucius spoke of Heaven (Tien), but did not use 
tho name of the personal God (Shang-te). When 
asked about serving the spirits of the dead, he 
answered, “ While you are not able to servo men, 
how can you serve their spirits ?” Ke-Loo added, 
“ I venture to ask about death.” Ho was answered, 
“ While you do not know life, how can you know 
about death ?”

Julius Caesar was almost certainly an Atheist. He 
questioned a future life even before the Senate. 
Augustus and Tiberius were sceptics. Pyrrho was 
so complete a sceptic that he would have doubted 
the truth of Atheism had he known he would be 
classed as an Atheist.

Among moderns, the Atheism of the sceptics 
Hohbes, Bayle, and Hume may be questioned. 
Hobbes’s principles may lead to Atheism. His 
questioning the existence of Satan may bo applied 
to Satan’s antagonist; but Hobbes himself professed 
to be of the religion of tho State, whatever that 
religion might be. Bayle’s articles tend to scepticism 
and Manicheism. Hume refutes the theistic posi
tions only in dialogue. Tho fact that his posthumous 
essays are more decidedly sceptical than those pub
lished within his own lifetime, confirms the view 
that Professor Blackie is right in classing him with 
real Atheists. It must not be forgotten that in 
Hume’s time Woolston, Ilive, and Aunet were im
prisoned for milder heresies than Atheism.

(To be concluded.)

A Sabbatarian Set-Back.

The Town’s Meeting in Newcastle-on-Tyno was noteworthy 
in more ways than one. The result of it is admittedly sen
sational, whilst tho resolution submitted, and carried almost 
unanimously, was a remarkable ono:—

“  That this Meeting is of the opinion that it is absolutely 
necessary to ensure to the people one day in seven for 
adequate opportunity for worship, rest, and recreation, and 
that Sunday being obviously the day on which these purposes 
can best bo achieved by the large majority of tho people, this 
Meeting further expresses the opinion that all good citizens 
should unite in maintaining Sunday as the weekly day of rest, 
and pledges itself to use its influence to secure this inestimable 
boon for the people, unrestricted by law.”

How this resolution over came to bo put forward by tho 
clerical conveners of tho Meeting, in their endeavor to carry 
out tho intentions of tho ecclesiastical dignitaries responsible 
for tho “  Messago to tho Nation,”  would requiro too much 
spaco adequately to explain. Suffice to say that tho words 
“ and recreation”  and “ unrestricted by law ”  wero sub
mitted to tho conveners of tho Meeting a3 being absolutely 
essential to the Resolution if they wished to meet with tho 
acceptance of tho “  advanced ”  bodies of tho town. It was 
never considered within tho realm of probability that they 
would agree to these suggestions. But strange things occur,
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and whether it was owing to the fear of losing their battle 
altogether if faced with vigorous opposition or the presence 
of real liberal tendencies amongst themselves, the fact 
remains that they agreed to put forward a resolution robbed 
of every shred of harmfulness.

It was, however, still thought advisible by the “  advanced ” 
parties to exercise their rights as citizens and speak in sup
port of the Resolution in order to correct, if necessary, any 
ingenious interpretations of its terms. This plan succeeded 
admirably, and the unique spectacle was witnessed of repre
sentatives of all the Churches, the Labor Organisations, the 
Sunday Societies, and the Secular Society, all speaking from 
one platform to one Resolution. An amendment that was 
moved, seconded and supported by Nonconformity, the 
Champions of Religious Freedom, that “ recreation ” and 
“  unrestricted by law ” be omitted, met with ignominious 
failure, and the Resolution was carried by a well-filled Town 
Hall with much enthusiasm.

Was there ever a “  Sunday Observance ”  Meeting with 
such a result ? It is doubtful whether many of the religious 
speakers properly realised the situation until too late. They 
found themselves pleading for a resolution, the only parts 
the audience really cared for being the parts they most dis
liked. The effect of the Meeting can be well gauged by the 
following press paragraphs :—

“ When the Archbishops of Canterbury and of Westminster 
and the appointed representatives of Nonconformity set a-going 
the movement for the preservation of the English Sunday, it 
is not for a moment to be believed that they ever intended it 
should take the turn that it took in the Newcastle Town Hall 
on Monday evening. The Socialists, who make Sunday their 
head meeting-day for political agitation, the Sunday-lecture 
men, the Sunday park-music men, the Sunday excursionist- 
men—the very people, in fact, who are the most opposed to 
the historical and traditional English Sunday, had the Meet
ing in hand. It was their resolution that was moved, their 
way of keeping Sunday that was in evidence. It was like the 
meeting in the fable—the sheep-dog’s meeting that was taken 
possession of by the wolves.”—Newcastle Daily Chronicle.

“  In the Town Hall on Monday, when an appeal was made 
for one day in seven for worship, rest, and recreation, we 
were faced with the strange spectacle of Christians and Secu
larists on one common platform, subscribing to a form of 
recreation for the ‘ keeping holy ’ of the Sabbath day. The 
old order changeth !

The Meeting almost unanimously passed a resolution in 
favor of a day of rest, in which people should take their wor
ship, rest, and recreation according to the dictates of their 
conscience. The pretty panic over, one might fairly ask,
‘ Where are we ?’ If the dictates of the conscience of 
Monday’s Meeting are consulted, it is easy to see what form 
of the trinity of ‘ worship, rest, and recreation ’ will be wor
shiped. The wonder was the ministers did not .rise in a body 
for a Sabbatarian Sabbath. An individual effort or two wore 
almost crushed in ridicule. Picture-galleries, museums, 
music, and even golf and other exercises appealed to the 
enthusiasm of the audience. It was asked that the Churches 
should be more attractive, and the pulpits mentally above the 
pews. The denominations got small solace from the Meeting. 
They learned, on the other hand, from a demonstrative audi
ence, that, be it pitiful or no, the modern Sabbath is far from 
being to the taste of the modern mind.”—Newcastle Daily 
Chronicle.

And tho Vicar of All Saints’ , writing in the same paper, 
says:—

“ From a Christian standpoint, it (the Meeting) was in
finitely sad, and tho reflection was forced upon ono’s mind,
‘ Am I in a Christian country?’ It was designed by its pro
moters to focus the public opinion of our own community 
with regard to the growing secularisation of the Lord’s Day, 
and to pledge Christian people to do their utmost to ensure 
its better observance. There is grave danger that a directly 
opposite result will ensue.”

This, then, is Newcastle’s reply to the “  Message to the 
Nation.”

Sad End of the Latest Jonah Story.

S omething over ten years ago, it becamo our duty as reporters 
of current thought to chronicle a story that was being taken 
seriously by journals in Europe, to the effect that a sailor 
named James Bartley had been swallowed by a whale and 
found alive two days later when his mates cut the leviathan 
open. We remarked at that time that, “  without pronouncing 
judgment on the question of its probability,” tho story was 
“ certainly interesting.”  The tale was transcribed into our 
columns from Cosmos, a serious French scientific journal, 
which took it from tho English press. It also appeared in 
tho Neue Lutherische Kirchenzeitung, whenco it was quoted 
into Hasting's Dictionary o f  the Bible by Professor Koenig, 
author of the article on Jonah. Ever since the story appeared 
in our columns (April 4, 1906) we have received inquiries for 
it every few months. Now it is all pronounced a hoax, and 
the fame of Bartley seems likely to rest henceforth rather 
on his success as a romancer than on his being a second

Jonah. Bartley is exposed by The Expository Times (Edin
burgh). The original story ran as follows :—

“ In the month of February, 1891, the whaler Star of the
East.........launched two whale-boats with an equipment of men
to pursue a superb whale that was observed at some distance. 
The huge creature was harpooned and wounded to deat 
While it was writhing in its last agonies, one of the whaje- 
boats was struck by its tail and shattered in pieces. I 
sailors who were in it were thrown into the water; all 
two were saved shortly afterward by the other boats. I ” 
body of one was recovered, but the other, a man name 
James Bartley, could not be found.

When the monster had ceased moving and its death wa 
quite certain, it was hoisted alongside the ship and the wor 
of cutting it up began. A day and a night were devoted 
this task. When it was ended, the stomach of the whale wa 
opened. What was the surprise of the whalemen to find ( 
it their lost comrade, Jam^s Bartley, unconscious, but ah'0' 

They bad much trouble in reviving him. For several day 
he was delirious and could not speak an intelligent wor • 
Not till three weeks had elapsed did he recover his reaso 
and was he able to narrate his impressions. ,

‘ I remember very well,’ said he, ‘ the moment when » 
whale threw me into the air. Then I was swallowed an ̂  
found myself enclosed in a firm, slippery channel whose con 
tractions forced me continually downward. This lasted on y 
an instant. Then I found myself in a very large sack, an̂  
by feeling about, I realised that I had been swallowed by 
whale, and that I was in his stomach. I could still breath -tablethethough with much difficulty. I had a feeling of insuppor1 
heat, and it seemed as if I were being boiled alive.

The horrible thought that I was doomed to perish in , 
whale’s belly tortured me, and my anguish was intensihe 
by the calm and silence that reigned about me. Finally» 
lost the consciousness of my frightful situation.’

James Bartley, the English papers add, is known to ],e°?
of the most hardy of whalemen. But his experience in the
whale’s stomach was so terrible that he was obliged to undergo 
treatment in a London hospital on his return. .

Nevertheless, his general state of health was not serious y 
affected by this accident. The only effect was that his sK 
was, as it were, tanned by the action of the gastric juice.  ̂

The narrator went on to quote the captain as corroboration 
the story. Now The Expository Times has found that th 
Star o f  the East, which, under tho British flag, sailed fro 
Auckland, N.Z., on December 27, 1890, for New York, 
commanded by Captain Killam. Under November 27, 190 » 
the captain’s wife writes from Yarmouth (Nova Scotia):

“  My husband asked me to write. There is not one wor  ̂
of truth in the whole whale story. I was with my bus'ban 
all the years he was in the Star of the East. There w 
never a man lost overboard while my husband was in 1 
The sailor has told a great sea-yarn. I wish, if it is not t # 
much trouble, to send us one of the papers with the yarn W- 

— Literary Digest (New York).

“ Sowing and Reaping.”

By the late C olonel R. G. I ngeesoll. t
I have read the sermon on “  Sowing and Reaping,” and 
now understand Mr. Moody better than I did before, f  
other day in New York, Mr. Moody said that he implicl" J 
believed the story of Jonah and really thought that he 
in the fish for three days.

When I read it I was surprised that a man living in 
century of Humboldt, Darwin, Huxley, Spencer, and H&eck® 
should believe such an absurd and idiotic story.

Now I understand the wholo thing. I can account ‘ ot 
the amazing credulity of this man. Mr. Moody never « f a  
one of my lectures. That accounts for it all, and no won«6 
that he is a hundred years behind the times. He never rea 
one of my lectures ; that is a perfect explanation. „

Poor man ! He has no idea of what he has lost. He ^  ̂
been living on miracles and mistakes, on falsehood an, 
foolishness, stuffing his mind with absurdities when he con 
have had truth, facts, and good, sound sense.

Poor man I
Probably Mr. Moody has never read ono word of Dar''  ‘ 

and so lie still believes in tho Garden of Eden and  ̂
talking snake and really thinks that Jehovah took some inu‘ j  
moulded the form of a man, breathed in its nostrils, 8t0 ^  
it up and called it Adam, and that he then took oU£ e< 
Adam’s ribs and some more mud and manufactured E ^  
Probably he has never read a word written by any 
geologist and consequently still believes in the story of * 
flood. Knowing nothing of astronomy, he still thinks t 
Joshua stopped the sun. _ Qf

Poor m an! Ho has neglected Spencer and has no idea 
evolution. He thinks that man has, through all the aR’ ’ 
degenerated, the first pair having been perfect. Hc g a. 
not believe that man came from lower forms and has D 
dually journeyed upward.

He really thinks that the Devil outwitted God and va 
nated tho human race with tho virus of total depravity-

Poor man 1
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He knows nothing of the great scientists— of the great 
linkers, of the emancipators of the human race ; knows 

nothing of Spinoza, of Voltaire, of Draper, Buckle, of Paine 
°r Renan.

Mr. Moody ought to read something besides the Bible 
^ght to find out what the really intelligent have thought. 
Be ought to get some new ideas— a few facts—and I think 
. â > after he did so, he would be astonished to find how 
Ignorant and foolish he had been. He is a good man. His 
eatt is fairly good, but his head is almost useless.
The trouble with this sermon “  Sowing and Reaping,” is 

wat he contradicts it. I believe that a man must reap what 
e sows, that every human being must bear the natural con 

sequences of his acts. Actions are good or bad according to 
,r*r consequences. That is my doctrine.
There is no forgiveness in nature. But Mr. Moody tells 

s that a man may sow thistles and gather figs, that having 
cted like a fiend for seventy years, he can, between his last 
°se of medicine and his last breath, repent; that he can be 
ashed clean by the blood of the lamb and that myriads of 

aagels will carry his soul to heaven— in other words that 
Ws man will not reap what he sowed, but what Christ 

S°i!e<?’ Hiat this man’s thistles will be changed to figs.
This doctrine, to my mind, is not only absurd but dis- 

‘West and corrupting.
This is one of the absurdities in Mr. Moody’s theology, 

be other is that a man can justly be damned for the sin of
another.

Nothing can exceed the foolishness of these two ideas 
Wt: *i Man can be justly punished forever for the sin of 
cam.” Second : “  Man can be justly rewarded with eternal 

J°y for the goodness of Christ.”
Yet the man who believes this, preaches a sermon in which 

c says that a man must reap what he sows. Orthodox 
“Bstians teach exactly the opposite. They teach that no 
atter what a man sows, no matter how wicked his life has 
CD, that he can by repentance change the crop. That 

13 sins shall be forgotten and that only the goodness of 
brist will be remembered.
Ret us see how this works :

« •*' ^as Nved a good and useful life, kept his contracts, 
Paid bis debts, educated his children, loved his wife and 

aae his homo a heaven, but he did not believe in the inspi
ration of Mr, Moody’s Bible. He died and his soul was sent
0 hell. Mr. Moody says that as a man eows so shall ho 

map,
n Mr. B. lived a useless and wicked life. By his cruelty he 
rove his wife to insanity, his children became vagrants and 
®ggars, his homo was a perfect hell, he committed many 

, Bnes, ho was a thief, a burglar, a murderer. A few minutes 
ofore he was hanged ho got religion and his soul went from 
o Scaffold to heaven. And yet Mr, Moody says that as

ttian sows so shall he reap.
Mr. Moody ought to have a little philosophy—a little good

IkeSo Mr. Moody says that only in this life can a man secure
reward of repentance.

Just before a man dies, God loves him—loves him as a 
^other loves her babe —but a moment after he dies, ho sends 
13 Soul to hell. In the other world nothing can be done to 

. ‘ orin him. The society of God and the angels can have 
J? good effect. Nobody can be made better in heaveD. 

bis world is the only placo where reform is possible. Here, 
Bounded by the wicked, in the midst of temptations, in 

: 0 darkness of ignorance, a human being may reform if he 
fortunate enough to hear the words of some revival 

Deacher, but when he goes before his Maker—before the 
Baity—be has no chance. God can do nothing for bisSoul except to send it to hell,

, This shows that the power for good is confined to people 
b this world, and that in the next world God can do nothing 
0 Reform his children. This is theology. This is what they 
ail11 Tidings of groat joy.”
Rvory orthodox creed is savage, ignorant, and idiotic, 

u Tb the orthodox heaven there is no mercy, no pity. In 
0 orthodox hell there is no hope, no reform. God is an 
etnal gaoler, an everlasting turnkey. 

gt . d yet Christians now say that while there may be no 
jQe inhell—no actual flames— yet the lost souls will feel 

hA’er the tortures of conscience, 
j,. ”  hat will conscience trouble the people in hell about ?

bby tell us that they will remember their sins.
 ̂ ”  oil, what about the souls in heaven 7 They committed 

^  ul sins, they made their fellow-men unhappy. They took 
6 lives of others— sent many to eternal torment. WilltbGy have no conscience ?uu t Is hell the only place where souls

 ̂S*et the evil they have done ? Have the angels no regret, 
Yotnorse, no conscience ?

;f this be so, heaven must be somewhat worse than hell.
°ld times, if people wanted to know anything they 

b?d the preacher. Now they do if they don’t.
Joe Bible has, with intelligent men, lost its authority,

The miracles are now regarded by sensible people as the 
spawn of ignorance and credulity. On every hand people 
are looking for facts—for truth—and all religions are taking 
their places in the museum of myths.

Yes, the people are becoming civilised, and so they are 
putting out the fires of hell. They are ceasing to believe in 
a God who seeks eternal revenge.

The people are becoming sensible. They are asking for 
evidence. They care but little for the winged phantoms of 
the air—for the ghosts and devils and supposed gods. The 
people are anxious to be happy here and they want a little 
heaven in this life.

Theology is a curse. Science is a blessing. We do not 
need preachers, but teachers ; not priests, but thinkers ; not 
churches, but schools; not steeples, but observatories. We 
want knowledge.

Let us hope that Mr. Moody will read some really useful 
books.

Secular Education at Melbourne.

A S ecular Education Defence League has been formed at 
Melbourne. Its object is to resist the efforts of the Protes
tant bodies to introduce Bible teaching in the State schools. 
The first meeting of the League was held on March 6, with 
a well-known banker in the chair. Many of our readers will 
be glad to have the full program of the Secular Education 
Defence League:—

“  1. The object of the League is the defence of the 
present system of free, compulsory, and secular education. 
It is not formed in the interest of, or in antagonism to, any 
creed or denomination, hut in the interest of the people.

2. The propagation of any religion should be conducted 
by its adherents at their own expense, and not by the State 
at the expense of the community. The endorsement and 
subsidy by the State of any religious teaching is inconsistent 
with true religious liberty.

3. lteligious beliefs, being matters of conscience, ought 
not to be forced upon any State institution by any majority, 
however great.

4. The State should not assist any denomination, but if it 
assists one or more the people will justly demand that it 
should assist all proportionately ; consequently, the introduc
tion of Scripture lessons would soon pervert our national 
system of education into a denominational system.

5. The generous facilities given by our Education Act 
(whereby religious instructors may enter State schools and 
give full religious instruction to children of their own denom
ination) together with our churches, Sunday-schools, and 
Christian homes, afford abundant opportunities for teaching 
Scripture, without encroaching upon the present system of 
secular education.

6. The chief aim of education should be formation of 
character; attainment of this end must depend upon the 
personality of the teacher. State education is in the hands 
of capable and conscientious teachers, who are now, through
out the whole routine of school-work, forming in the children 
habits of punctuality, diligence, honesty, loyalty, truthful
ness, kindness, obedience, and clean living in body and mind.

7. Our public service system of appointment and transfer 
is fair and just to all teachers in their order of merit, without 
regard to their religious beliefs. The introduction of Scripture 
lessons would lead to attempts to break down this system in 
order to procure appointment to particular schools of teachers 
holding pronounced religious beliefs.

8. Many teachers hold strong sectarian views themselves, 
which do not now influence their school work. Scripture 
lessons would necessarily lead to expression or indication in 
school-work of those views, and would thus tend to promote 
sectarian conflict.”

Wo believe that the “  Bible-teaching ”  zealots will be 
soundly beaten again.

Protestants, as well as Freethinkers, laugh at Catholic 
relics. Wero wo to quoto from some of the old English 
“  Reformers,”  who carried on a vigorous polemic against 
Catholic “  idolatry,” we should be reproached for soiling our 
pages unnecessarily. John Calvin himself, the Genevan 
pope, declared that so many samples of the Virgin Mary's 
milk were exhibited in Europe that “  one might suppose she 
was a wot nurse or a cow.”  Freethinkers, however, laugh at 
the miracles of Protestantism, as well as those of the Catholic 
Church. They are all of a piece, in the ultimate analysis. 
It is just as credible that Christ’s Coat would work miracles, 
as that Elisha’s bones restored a corpse to life, or that Paul's 
handkerchiefs cured the sick and diseased. All such things 
belong to tho same realm of pious imagination. Thus, while 
the Protestant laughs at the Catholic, the Freethinker laughs 
at both.— G. W. Foote. “  Flotvers o f  Freetliouglit.”
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, eto.
------ •------

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

LONDON.
Queen’ s (M inor) H aul, Langham-place, London, W . : 7, 

Public Meeting in connection with N. S. S. Conference ; speakers 
—Messrs, Foote, Cohen, Lloyd, Davies, etc.

Outdoor.
W est L ondon B ranch N. S. S. : Hyde Park (near Marble 

Arch), 11,30, H. B. Samuels and F. Schaller.

COUNTRY.
Outdoor.

E dinburgh B ranch N. S. S. : The Meadows, 3 and 7, Lectures.
H uddersfield B ranch N. S. S. : Market Cross, on Saturday, 

at 8, George Whitehead, a Lecture.

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
B y F R E D . B O N T E .

(LATE A PRISON MINISTER.)

The History of a Conversion from Catholicism 
to Secularism.

Second Edition— Revised and Enlarged.

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

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

13, I BELIE YE,

THE BEST BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT.

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 176 pages, with Portrait and Auto
graph, hound 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, 1882, says: HMr.

Holmes’s pamphlet...... is an almost unexceptional statement
of the Neo-Malthusianism theory and practice.......and through
out appeals to moral feeling...... The special value of Mr.
Holmes’s servioe to the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human 
well-being generally is just his combination in his pamphlet 
of a piain statement of the physical and moral need for family 
limitation, with a plain account of the means by which it can be 
seoured, 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 spokon of it in very high terms. 

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

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

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

Cullpeper says in his Herbal Book that if the virtues o! 
Celandine were generally known it would spoil the speotacle- 
makors’ trade. Is. lid . per bottle, with directions ; by post 14 
stamps.

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

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

An Address delivered before the American Free Religious 
Association at Boston, June 2, 1899.

Price Twopence.

Take a Road o f Your Own
Or, Individuality and Mental Freedom

By COLONEL R. G. INGERSOLL
PRICE ONE PENNY

FLOWERS OF FREETHOUGHT
By G. W . FOOTE.

First Series, cloth - - . - 2s. 6d.
Second Series, cloth - - - - 2s. 6d. 

Contains scores of entertaining and informing Essays and 
Articles on a great variety f Freethought topics.

SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.
PRICE ONE PENNY.

Order of your Newsagent at once.

TnE P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, L.C-

NOW READY.

THE SALVATION ARMY AND ITS WORK
An Eight Page Tract

B y  C. C O H E N .

PRINTED FOR FREE DISTRIBUTION.

Copies will be supplied to applicants who undertake to distrib0* 
them judiciously. Persons applying for considerable numbcrS’ 
who are not known at the publishing office, must give a refer®110® 
or some other proof of good faith. Carriage must be Pa'^  ̂
applicants. The postage of one dozen will be Id., of two doze° 
2d., of fifty copies 3d., of a hundred copies 4d. Larger quantit!e 

by special arrangement.

f T*1 0*T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street,THE BOOK OF GOD
IN THE LIGHT OF THE HIGHER CRITICISM* 

By G. W. F O O T E .

“  I have read with great pleasure yout Book of Ood. You b**6 
shown with perfect clearness the absurdity of Doan F&rraî  
position I congratulate you on your book. It will do great g°°  ̂
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with fores ® 
beauty.” —Coloneu I ngf.rsoll. . fye

“ A volume we strongly recommend........Ought to bo >°
hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer.” —Reynolds't 
paper.

Bound in Stout Paper Covers- - - - 1 /*
Bound in Good C l o t h ..............................2 / '____ „

—

W ANTED, a CAPABLE PERSON, between ^
and 40, to keep house in a small family, and occasion 

assist in shop. Must bo Freethinker and abstainer. Good ej, 
to suitable person,—Apply Secretary N .S.S., 2 Newcastle-9 
Farringdon-street, E.C.

Q IG H T-TE STIN G  AND ADVICE FREE.—
O  accuracy, comfort and economy in Spectacles, S? ¿jal 
L. E. Singer, 2 Hare wood-place, N.W. (Opposite Great C ^  
Railway Terminus). Recommended by the well known hyS 
physician, T. R. Allison. ___

Tj'RENCH CONVERSATION, C om position ,
-T  rature, Commercial, etc., given by highly-educated 
Frenchman ; good English and classical scholar, and an 
Freethinker. Moderate terms.—Address P rofessor, either 
New Oxford-street, or CO Museum-street, W.C.
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
(LIMITED)

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

Chairman o f Board o f  Directors— Mr. G. W. FOOTE. 
Becretary— E. M. VANCE (Miss).

«■s Society was forms«! in 1898 to afford legal eecnrity to tho 
¡Soiaition and application of funds for Seoular purposes. 

q, . e Memorandum of Association sots forth that tho 8ooi6ty's 
ah Bre :—To promote the principle that human conduct
n ?QM be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super- 
sad bMief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 

« of an thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
„.Promote universal Sooular Education. To promote the com- 
I popularisation of the State, etc., oto. And to do all such 
hoM ^ings as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
or h reoe*ve> an(l retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 

bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 
e purposes of the Society.

ah i Ability of members is limited to £1, in case the Society 
ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover 

unities—a most unlikely contingency.
Members pay an entrance fee of t6n shillings, and a subsequent 

' y subscription of five shillings.
I 'laa Society has a considerable number of members, but a muoh 

\jS0P number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
It a'A amongst those who read this announcement. All who join 
. Partlcipal° in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
tie r0lonroBa- I* is expressly provided in tho Artiolos of Associa
te \  . no ™ember, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
. 9 Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
’ «y way whatever.
U, a9 Society’s affairs are managed by an olected Board of 

•rectors, consisting of not loss than five and not more than 
°lve members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

bat are oapablo cf re-election. An Annual General Meeting of 
members must be held in London, to receive the Report, eleot 
new Directors, and transact any other business that may arise.

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, Limited, 
oan 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 thorn over in the ordinary course ot 
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised in 
oonneotion with any of the wills by which the Society has 
already been benefited.

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

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient form of 
bequost for insertion in the wills of testators :—“ I give and 
“ bequeath to the Seoular 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 
tho fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, who will 
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not necessary, 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid, and 
their contents have to be established by competent testimony.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.

th e  p io n e e r  p r e s s , 2 Ne w c a s t l e  s t r e e t , f a r r in g d o n  s t r e e t , Lo n d o n , e .c .

t h e  MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA
OR, THE

death of the classical world

A N  ADDBESS A T  CHICAGO B Y

¡VI. M. MANGASARIAN.P r ic e  O n e  P e n n y .
P O S T  F R E E ,  T H R E E  H A L F P E N C E .

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, E.C.
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ATHEISM AND MORALITY 2d., post Jd.
BIBLE AND BEER. Showing the absurdity of basing 

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

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

BIBLE HEROES. New edition. Each part, paper Is., post Id. 
Superior edition (200 pages), complete, cloth, 2s. 6d., 
post 2Jd.

BIBLE ROMANCES. Popular edition, with Portrait, paper 
6d., post 2£d. Superior edition (160 pages), cloth 2s., 
post 2}d.

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

CHRISTIANITY AND SECULARISM. Four Nights' Public 
Debate with the Rev. Dr. James McCann. Paper, Is. ; 
cloth Is. 6d., post 2d.

CRIMES OF CHRISTIANITY. Hundreds of references are 
given to standard authorities. No pains have been spared to 
make the work a complete, trustworthy, final, unanswerable 
Indictment of Christianity. The Tree is judged by its 
Fruit. Cloth (214 pp.), 2s. 6d., post 3d.

COMIC SERMONS AND OTHER FANTASIAS. 8d., post Id.
DARWIN ON GOD. Containing all the passages in the works 

of Darwin bearing on the-subject of religion. 6d., post Id.
DEFENCE OF FREE SPEECH. Three hours' Address to the 

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

DROPPING THE D E V IL: and Other Free Church Per
formances. 2d., post id.

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

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

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

INFIDEL DEATH-BEDS. Second edition, much enlarged. 
8d., post Id. Superfine paper in cloth, Is. 3d., post ljd .

INTERVIEW WITH THE DEVIL. 2d., post id.
IS SOCIALISM SOUND? Four Nights’ Public Debate with 

Annie Besant. Is., post l£d. ; cloth, 2s., post 2£d.
INGERSOLLISM DEFENDED AGAINST ARCHDEACON 

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

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

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

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

PECULIAR PEOPLE. An Open Letter to Mr. Justice Will3- 
Id., post id.

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

post Id. . ,
ROME OR ATHEISM? The Great Alternative. 3d., post 
ROYAL PAUPERS. Showing what Royalty does for 1 

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

Reply to General Booth. 2d., post id.
SECULARISM AND THEOSOPHY. A Rejoinder to Nr • 

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

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

THE GRAND OLD BOOK. A Reply to the Grand Old • 
An Exhaustive Answer to the Right Hon. W. E. Gladsto 
Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture. I s .; bound in c 
Is. 6d., post lid .

THE BIBLE GOD. 2d., post id.
THE ATHEIST SHOEMAKER and the Rev. Hugh ? rI

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

Magee on the Sermon on the Mount. 2d., post id.
THE SIGN OF THE CROSS. A Candid Criticism of Jlr- 

Wilson Barret’s Play. Od., post lid .
THE DYING ATHEIST. A Story. Id., post id. v?>
THEISM OR ATHEISM? Public Debate between G-.Vj 

Foote and the Rev. W. T. Lee. Verbatim Report, re 
by both Disputants. Well printed and neatly b°
Is., post lid . e

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

THE JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the Sepher ToW 
Jeshu, or Book of the Generation of Jesus. Edited, wi ^  
Historical Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. W. 
and J. M. Wheeler. Gd., post Id. ,̂ e

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

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

WHAT IS AGNOSTICISM? With Observations on
Bradiangh, and Ingersoll, and a Reply to George •« 
Holyoake ; also a Defence of Atheism. 3d., post id- 

WHO WAS THE FATHER OF JESUS? 2d., post id- 
WILL CHRIST SAVE US? 6d., post la.WORKS BY COLONEL INGERSOLL.

A CHRISTIAN CATECHISM. One of the most useful and 
brilliant of Colonel Ingersoll's pamphlets. Gd., post Id.

ART AND MORALITY. 2d., post id.
A WOODEN GOD. Id., post id.
CREEDS AND SPIRITUALITY. Id., post id.
CRIMES AGAINST CRIMINALS. 3d., post id 
DEFENCE OF FREETHOUGHT. Five Hours’ Address to 

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

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

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

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

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

REPLY TO GLADSTONE. With a Biography by ‘ hc lftte 
J. M. Wheeler. 4d., post Id. ,

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

SHAKESPEARE. Gd., post Id.
SKULLS. 2d., post id.
SOCIAL S A.LVATION. 2d., post id. efi
SOME MISTAKES OF MOSES. 136 pp.. on superfine

cloth 2s. Gd., post 3d. ; paper Is., post lid . Only c0. ¿tin# 
edition in England. Accurate as Colenso and as fasc 
as a novel. Abridged Edition, 1G pp. Id., post id.

SUPERSTITION. Gd., post Id.
TAKE A ROAD OF YOUR OWN. Id., post id.
THE CHRISTIAN RELIGION. 3d., post id.
THE COMING CIVILISATION. 3d., post id.
THE DEVIL. 6d., post Id.
THE DYING CREED. 2d., post id.
THE GHOSTS. Superior Edition, 3d., post id.
THE HOLY BIBLE. Gd., post Id.
THE HOUSEHOLD OF FAITH. 2d., post id. tfc0
THE LIMITS OF TOLERATION. A Discussion jd- 

Hon. F. D. Coudert and Gov. S. L. Woodford. 2d.i P
THE THREE PHILANTHROPISTS. 2d., post l i d- rfl.
WIIAT IS RELIGION? Colonel Ingersoll’s Last u  -

2d., post id.
WHAT MUST WE DO TO BE SAVED? 2d., post i d- 
WHY AM I AN AGNOSTIC? 2d., post id.
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