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TO ANY MARTYR FOR LIBERTY.
Thou hast left behind .

Powers that will work for thee; air, earth and skies; 
There’s not a breathing of the common wind 
That will forget thee ; thou hast great allies ;
Thy friends arc exultations, agonies,
And love, and man’s unconquerable mind,
"■W o r d s w o r t h  : Sonnet to Toussaint l'Ouvcrture.

William the Conqueror.

Czar could not conquer Japan, but General 
u°oth has done it. He has not occupied the whole 
?°untry yet, but he has captured Tokio, and the rest 

°nly a matter of time. As soon as the Russo- 
“apanese war was thoroughly over, and Eastern 
gators wore safe for travellers who wished to avoid 

risk of going to heaven prematurely, General 
5°oth arranged to visit tho land of the chrysan-
netnum, with a view to bringing it under his world- fatnc"- 1Lon^US ^anner‘ ^ue course, he set sail from his 

nio 1 °n ke‘Tdquarter8, called at several of his domi- 
nGw finally arrived at his intended
triu His road to tho capital was one long
Cic procession. He might have said after
j ‘ -,Sar» _ he had thought of it, Veni, vidi, vici. 
con fa u ^ *8 very ^oubtful if Julius Cmsar, after all, 
call a candle to General Booth. Shakespeare 
that ôrorn08t man of all this world,” but
ndehp38 ^ reo hundred years ago, and not oven the 
V'orla *eŜ  P00 8̂ was able to foresee the wonderful 
niu f 'Con(lueror who was to adorn the end of the 
twne^enth century and dazzle the beginning of the

rCb ° ? 6 8CGPtical persons are inclined to doubt tho 
the tS ®eneral Booth’s conquest of Japan. But 
andSe PeoPi° are too hard to satisfy. Ordinary men 
PerfWfimen may Huito sure that tho reports are 
t0 'v  i*rne. The General did not leave anything 
^*th 1 t̂l0rcy ° i accident. He took his own reporters 
Arm a°J as i'hoy are soldiers in his own glorious 
thn i8 certain that their records are tho truth, 

jj^hcle truth, and nothing but the truth.
Mr p 0 *D8pired reporters, tho principal of whom is 
quit " otnmi8si°ner Railton, inform us that there is 

a competition between Japan and Korea as to 
tian f hurry UP the most rapidly to the Chris- 
Boo, ^  or rather to that section of it which General 
ar;G h is the chief shepherd. What other mission- 
hy W -irVe fahcd to do has been promptly achieved 
JaD “ ham the Conqueror. All the loading men of 
Pubp , f avo been won over. True, they have not yet 
held R ^ t h e ir  conversion, but that, of course, is 
great ôr a time in order not to produce too 
®arth a 8k°°k’ Japan is used to earthquakes, but an 
startl^Uak? hhat character and dimensions might 
Ifcja ° Asia and unsettle the whole civilised world. 
re8e a e° rumored—but this must be stated with some 
ab]e Ve that the Mikado himself is more than favor- 
pr0f.’i an<* *s. 0Qly awaiting the proper opportunity to 
wbiSp lrQ himself a soldier of the Cross. It is even 
3ei8ev re  ̂^ a  ̂ has ordered a largo parcel of red 
seriou i headquarter store prices, and that ho 

1 3<-q̂  contemplates resigning in favor of General

Booth as soon as the new Mikado is ready to occupy 
the post. Sanguine hopes are entertained that this 
act would mean the swift conversion of the whole of 
Asia to Christianity ; and this, in turn, would mean 
the near approach of the Millennium, since Europe 
and America are already full of Christians, and 
Africa is almost converted to the true faith in 
consequence of the sublime example of European 
Christians, not only in South Africa, where they 
most abound, but also in the Congo Free State, 
where tho Natives are “  going to God ” by thou
sands out of sheer admiration of the white man’s 
Christian virtues.

There are carpers and cavillers, of course, beset
ting the path of every great enterprise; and some 
of these wretched creatures hung around General 
Booth’s royal progress in Japan. Several of them 
had the incredible impudence—indeed, it was little 
short of blasphemy—to ask him wicked and irritating 
questions based upon the book of a spiteful and 
malicious writer called Manson, which ought to be 
suppressed by the Christian government of Great 
Britain. Questions were boldly printed in the Japan 
Chronicle, a daily newspaper which, alas, enjoys a 
large circulation and considerable influence. When 
the General was at Kobe, where this scandalous 
paper is published, he requested and arranged for an 
interview with one of its representatives; but on 
learning that it had treated him with criticism, 
instead of the praise to which he is entitled, and 
had oven urged him, for the sake of the Army, to 
answer Mr. Manson’s questions, he cancelled the inter
view, his “ sole reason” being that his “ advisers ” on 
the spot were of opinion that—

“ Aftor your loading articlo of Friday, no possible good 
would follow an interview which would certainly bo 
treated in your columns as matter for unfair criticism 
and biased contention.”

This grave and dignified rebuke, which might have 
abashed Satan himself, was treated by tho editor as 
“  a gratuitous insult.” He was unable to understand 
why one paper should bo denied an interview, which 
was accorded to others, simply on tho ground that it 
had printed somo English criticisms of tho Salvation 
Army, with a few mild comments of its own. That 
is how the sinful editor regarded his abominable 
crime. Ho had even the audacity to say that he had 
“ invited Mr. Nicol to contribute a written state
ment” in reply to those English criticisms. Just as 
though the General were answerable to anyone but 
God Almighty!

It is well that god-fearing Englishmen should 
appreciate the full extent of this editor’s wickedness. 
Instead of falling on his knees, and imploring tho 
divine pardon for having offended God’s greatest 
servant on earth, this man-—rather, this fiend— 
presumed to write in the following fashion:—

“  Mr. Nicol knows that he would have been at perfect 
liberty to draw tho attention of the public to our short
comings in our own columns. But, as usual, the 
1 General ’ retreats into an impregnable position, and 
refuses either to bo seen or hoard unless he and his 
business are to bo subjected to fulsomo flattery and no 
questions are to bo asked in tho public interest. On the 
lecture platform, supported by men well-known for their 
moral and upright lives, the ‘ General ’ will discourse on 
the past and present of the Salvation Army, and even 
on its future, or descant on his own life ; but the ‘ un
answered indictment ’ of Mr. Manson is still unanswered,
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nor does the 1 General ’ invite questions from his audience 
which might lead to some enlightening conclusion. The 
advisers of ‘ General ’ Booth may consider that they 
have done wisely in refusing to allow us to interview 
their respected leader, but the inference to be drawn by 
every fair-minded man from this absolute and autocratic 
refusal to permit the ‘ other side of the question ’ to be 
investigated is creditable neither to the 1 General ’ nor 
to his advisers—but it is typical.”

Note the foul-mouthed fury of this thwarted 
scribbler, who is probably no better than an infidel. 
Fancy his suggesting that the General should go 
all the way to Japan to “ invite questions,” when 
everyone knows that the object of his visit was 
something very different.

On another page of the same number of the Japan 
Chronicle, there was a report of the General’s meeting 
at Daikokuza, where Chief Judge Tamaru delivered a 
short address on the Army and its work, in the course 
of which he said:—

“  If the work of the Army prospered in Japan the 
present heavy taxes would be enormously reduced. 
Then they would be able to save money, so as to buy 
villas and take pleasure trips to Tokyo.”

Yes, the Lord be praised, the work of the Salvation 
Army i3 to lead to something far more substantial 
than questions.

Look at the position of women in Japan. The 
General is going to change all that. He has laid 
the foundation of a league for the protection of 
Oriental women generally. Myriads of geisha girls 
will live to bless his name. Has he not—as he 
promised he would in Darkest England—taken all 
the Piccadilly girls to the strawberry-beds of Essex ? 
Is not Piccadilly now the most moral place in the 
world? And what General Booth has done in the 
West shall he not also do in the East ? Who shall 
say him Nay ?

Why should the Lord’s chief servant on earth 
trouble about questions ? Questions can wait. Let 
the great and glorious work go forward. He who is 
not for us is against us. Sweep all the critics aside. 
Onward, Christian soldiers !

General Booth may lose on every “ Colony,” and 
make money on every “ Shelter,” and compete in the 
open market with Emigration and Insurance agencies, 
and carry on a gigantic earthly business in the name 
of heavenly salvation. But what of that, if the Lord's 
work prospers ? Hallelujah ! Excelsior !

William the Conqueror is homo again. No doubt 
he will see King Edward once more at Buckingham 
Palace. Oxford is granting him the D.C.L. degree. 
He is to wear his now university robes at his grand 
reception in the Albert Hall. Members of the 
Chinese and Japanese Embassies will occupy seats 
in the Royal Box. The International Staff Band 
and the Chalk Farm Band (oh what a fall was 
there!) will discourse appropriate music. And, 
happily, the Lord Chamberlain’s ban is now ro-
moved from The Mikado. G. W. Foote.

Christianity’s Decay.

A TOLERABLY honest survey of the present position 
of Christianity must be anything but cheering—to a 
believer. One after another cherished doctrines are 
being attacked and discarded, while some of the best 
types of mind, both inside and outside the Churches, 
are in open or ill-concealed revolt against its teach
ings. Definite dogmas are fast becoming the exclu
sive property of tho ignorant or uncultured, the 
opposite types preferring to hide their scepticism, 
even from themselves, in a vague profession of faith 
that may mean anything, but which usually mean 
nothing. The types that assume leadership in tho 
various Churches become poorer each generation, 
and even these are only able to attract audiences by 
making their teaching more social or political, and 
necessarily less religions. Agreement among Chris
tians on matters of religion is a sheer impossibility, 
while such harmony as exists is generally sectional

in character and dependent upon hatred of a com®°? 
enemy. And, meanwhile, the party in the State tha 
aims at social regeneration, independent of rehgi°n> 
becomes steadily and ominously larger. _

Under these circumstances, the complaint of tn 
Moderator of the Lancashire and Cheshire A s s o c ia 
tion of Baptist Churches, that the Church is no 
making progress, is well founded. This gentlei»8-0
complains that the Baptists are practically stationary
in the face of an increase of population ; the contri
butions to the Baptist Missionary Society has fallen 
£5,000 in a single year ; and, worse than all, Chris
tian teachings are losing their force. The latte 
point, at least, is too obvious to need notic0> 
although some comment may be made upon t 
Moderator’s diagnosis of the situation. As a matte 
of course, prominence is given in this diagnosis 
the influence of the “ New Theology.” There must
be, he says, something critical in the condition of t 
Church when it is possible for a philosophy so shall0 
to attract her interest and threaten her peace. Tba 
the “ New Theology” is “ shallow,” or that "  ' 
Campbell, if he dosires the character of a profonn 
thinker, is fortunate in finding himself in the Chu3̂ 
tian Church—a place where mediocrity will carl2.
man furthest—I should be the last to deny. The
significance of the “  New Theology ” is not that it i 
a product of profound thinking, but that it is sympto 
matic of the general dissatisfaction with Christia 
teachings. Mr. Campbell is simply providing a hom  ̂
of refuge for such as are strong enough to Per 
ceive the weakness of Christianity, but too weak 
give their intellect the reins and follow it wherev 
it leads. And in this manner he and his kind are a 
much of a danger to robust thinking as those w 
altogether prohibit tho exercise of reason in matt0 
of religion. , f

The Moderator, Mr. Macalpine, complains tnav 
do not deal fairly with religion. Wo accept 
teachings of natural science without question; 
look upon all questions of religion as belonging 
the sphere of doubt. Many accept the Copernif'V 
system, tho conservation of energy, the doctrine 
evolution, solely upon tho evidence of experts, an 
without our being in any position to test 
evidence for ourselves. Yet in tho field of relig10  ̂
when expert testimony is brought forward, when me j 
in every land, “ of all grades and of every intellect^ 
status, from the king on the throne to the peasant i
the hovel.......have told us....... that their lives
transformed when they believed the G o s p e l . . 
overwhelming mass of ovidenco is swept aside v 
men who claim to be scientific, notwithstanding t 
fact that many who bear this witness havo 1,0° 
recognised as the most eminent thinkers and t 
most acute observers of their day.” n g

Tho complaint has a certain superficial smartn0 
about it that appeals to an ordinary relig10 
gathering, but there is really nothing in it. Tb0 _ 
cases are not in tho least degree analogous. It 18 j0 
that much of what most of us believe to be true 
astronomy, in physics, in biology, or in chemistry, 
believe upon the evidence of exports, and are seld 
in a position to test the matter for ourselves, y  ' 
then, we know that if we did care to put ourse 
to the necessary trouble we could find out each 
himself the facts upon which scientific teach’1-^---------. —  — „„ upon .............-  - .
rest, and thus make our beliefs independent o 
authority. In addition to this, there is a co®in‘of 
agreement among our experts as to tho trot“  _ 
what is laid down in scientific text-books, and vr 
agreement is not, the grounds of disagreement g 
stated, and each is loft to form an opinion as ^e-oUg 
best. And, finally, scientific teachers have no obv1 
interest in speaking falsely or in championing ^ g 
aniontifln statement instead of another. F°r g0

maintained nor supported ^
of what they teach, but because of how they te y 
They are not supported in order that they ^ ay 
champion a subsidised “ truth,” but that_they j.. 
discover what is the truth in their respective dep 
ments, and teach that and nothing else. . -o0?

But what is the caso in the field of 1:0110

scientific 
men are neither
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Here all is statement, with no adequate proof either 
offered or possible. Here men are subsidised, not 
because of a method of investigation or of teaching, 
but in order to perpetuate a settled thing. They are 
not placed where they are to investigate, but simply to 
inculcate. And there are, in this case, very obvious 
interests why they should keep to certain lines, and 
resent all efforts at change. They are tied to their 
teaching by sheer mental laziness—by the  ̂ disincli
nation of the average mind to strike out in a new 
direction, a force more powerful than ever now that 
the clergy are recruited from so poor a section of the 
eomruunity. They are tied by the love of power 
most powerful with those who are least fitted for its 
exercise—since dissent from the stipulated teaching 
means loss of office. And they are swayed by the 
fear of sacrificing their livelihood—a fear that may 
pperate in more ways than one. There is no need to 
imagine many of the clergy saying deliberately to 
themselves that they will pretend to believe for the 
sake of a living. To assume thi3 is really to give 
them credit for greater strength of mind than most 
°f them possess. For a conscious hypocrite is, after 
a|h a man of some strength of mind. He has con
victions, and knows what they are. He does not 
surrender them—he simply conceals; and that, I 
repeat, argues strength—not the same degree of 
strength evidenced by the one who will neithor sur
render nor conceal, but still strength. But when 
men feel that an expression of dissent means expul- 
8mn and loss of a living, many will find a thousand 
and one excuses for stifling thoir doubts and dis
beliefs. As it is, no one can doubt for a moment that, 
could every clergyman in the Christian Churches say 
exactly what ho thinks concerning Christian doctrine, 
without endangering his means of living, the exodus 
of the clergy from the Churches would soon resemble 
rhat of a swarm of rats from a sinking ship.

Hut what, after all, is the evidence of all these 
hosts of people concerning Christianity, and what is 
rhat evidence worth ? People have told of tho com- 
ort they dorived from the Gospels. Others of the 

manner in which their lives have been transformed 
by belief in Jesus ; and yet others of tho wonderful 
effects of a Christian conversion. So far as tho first 
!R concerned, no one need bo concerned in question- 
lng the genoral truth of the statement. Comfort is 
? Personal affair; and, excluding deliberate false- 

each one must be acceptod as an ultimate 
mathority as to what is comforting or discomforting. 
" ls, at best, a statement of individual inclination, 

it is ultimately a question of habit and educa- 
f'°m A man’s testimony as to tho comfort dorived 
r°m giQ( Qr or f00tball, or a horserace, would be 

Tuto as conclusive in its way, and would prove quite 
‘ 3 much. Personally, I could not conceive myself 

comfort from either tho Gospels or theg iv in ghf0 Qf bT . • - -  *
of * Jcsus. But this, too, is only an indication
g o o f 801* !  habits and training, although quite as 

> as evidences, as any other personal testimony. 
On'd ’ ^°0’ bales told concerning changed lives
bg c?nv°rsions. Although hero something has to 

8illJ in addition. And tho something is, that 
statement of miraculously-changed lives is 

mor i01- Christian myth. It is a psychological and 
any 3 ‘^Possibility. It is a sheer impossibility for 
alfp n°.s nature to undergo a sudden and radical 
giv at1Qn. A now direction may be occasionally 
iQ 0 to old tendencies, and dishonesty of character 
Hut *rection be changed to dishonesty in another, 
term j ‘8 Dishonesty is not suddenly trane- 
formS h°n°sty, nor is a liar suddenly trans-
moih,’ » t o  a truthful qjiaraeter. All such testi
f y ,08 are either a repetition of hoary revivalistic 
chara °,008> or they are testimonies of inoffensive 
in ° « « «  painting their pre-conversion days black 
fact fk lfto maSnify the value of their capture. The 
6speri afc 0UCl1 8torioB> contradicted as they are by all 
as th0°nc<?’ should gain currency in religious circles 
a lw  , sober truth, is alone enough to disprove the 

Hvenlv.*110 rchgioos influences, 
as tmT J 10ufih those stories were to be accepted 

, and they were enforced by the gradual change

the
just

for the better—which may occur—and which is some
times attributed to the influence of Jesus, even then 
the case would be inconclusive. For all we have 
then, as a fact, is a feeling of consolation or an im
proved character. But these are cited, not as proof 
of their existence, but as evidence of their cause. 
And this is sheer fallacy. My testimony that I have 
a feeling joyful or painful, that I feel morally better 
or worse than I used to feel, is good enough so far 
as it goes; but I am no more an authority as to 
cause than I am as to the origin of a headache, a 
stomachache, or a fit of indigestion that I may he 
troubled with. I must bo right about tho symptoms; 
I may be, and often should be, quite at sea concerning 
causes. Let Mr. Macalpine eliminate all that may 
be due to education and mere human association, 
and then consider how much is left that may be 
safely attributed to the influence of the Gospels or 
the belief in Jesus.

It is quite an error for Christians to write and 
speak as though Freethinkers were not as conversant 
as they are with all they cite as evidence. All the 
facts they cite are cheerfully admitted; it is their 
interpretation of them that is at fault. Brought up 
to interpret their feelings in terms of a traditional 
theology, they regard the interpretation as being as 
unquestionable as tho phenomena themselves. Ignor
ing the purely physiological causes responsible for the 
extravagances of the revival meeting and of conver
sion, they persist in an explanation that belongs to a 
pre-scientific period. Lacking the strength of mind 
to properly apply tho historic method to their re
ligious beliefs, they fail to realise that the Christian 
religion, in common with all religions, has its real 
roots in the savage conception of nature, and has no 
real justification for its existence except in the 
savage state. Above all, the modern Protestant 
cannot see, or will not see, that the Christian Church 
—the Mother Church—conquered the modern world 
by force, and was really maintained by force. Where 
other and later churches have grown it has been 
because of tho field prepared by the Catholic Church, 
or in proportion as they could imitate its methods. 
Where the policy of the older Church could be 
followed, other Christian churches have hold their 
ground. Where this was not possible, there followed 
an inevitable decline. And not all tho preaching of 
Britain’s fifty thousand clergy can arrest tho decay 
of a creed whose death-sentence is confirmed by 
every advance of our civilisation. q Co h e n

The Passing of the Faith,

A f e w  weeks ago, tho religious journals were bewail
ing the disquieting fact that the statistics of the 
Wesleyan Methodist Church showed a decrease of 
2,000 full mombers, 2,000 junior members, and of 
over 6,000 in the number of persons on trial. Then, 
at tho last meeting of the Congregational Union of 
England and Wales, it was regretfully pointed out 
that Congregationalism is a dismal failure, so far as 
reaching working men is concerned, and the adop
tion of some new methods of working was earnestly 
advocated. A little later, the Social Questions Com
mittee of the National Free Church Council sent a 
Special Commissioner to South Wales to inquire into 
the causes of the stupendous reaction that has set in 
in that country after the Evan Roberts’ Revival ; and 
we now read that this agent “  found that there had 
been enormous losses in tho membership of the 
chdrches,” that “  drinking clubs flourish on all 
hands,” as well as public houses, that “ evidences 
of immorality were met with in several districts,” 
and that everywhere “  the ordinary religious ser
vices ” fail to keep the people. Practically all the 
Nonconformist bodies report losses, leakages, grow
ing indifference, and a lamentable invasion of the 
very sanctuary of God by the secular spirit. This is 
what is quietly and irresistibly going on while tho 
leaders are hotly wrangling ovor the relative merits 
and demerits of the Old and the New Theology.
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But it is not among the Nonconformists alone that 
such losses are occurring. Wo find that the Church 
of England is obliged to make the same humiliating 
confession. In the Hereford Times for June 15, we 
come across a long report of “ the second conference 
of clergy and laity for the rural deanery of Abbey 
dore,” which was held on the previous day under the 
presidency of the Bishop of Hereford, to discuss the 
relations between the “ Church and the masses.” The 
Bishop, in his opening address, mournfully admitted 
that the Church of England and the masses were 
sadly out of touch with one another. I quote his 
words as reported :—

“  Persons who knew anything about the life of 
London were becoming more and more convinced that 
the Church, in the metropolis, at any rate, could not be 
said to be the Church of the people in the real sense of 
the term. It was more or less the same in all their 
great cities, and he knew something of Manchester 
Bristol, and one or two others. Even in rural dioceses 
the question troubled them when they thought of the 
number of men who were not actively attached to the
Church....... Hooker, in his day, described the Common
wealth and the Church as only different names for the 
same people, but they could no longer claim that was 
so.”

Dr. Percival was followed by several speakers, all 
of whom were compelled to agree with his general 
statement. The longest-winded of the orators, it 
appears, was the Rev. F. Lewis Donaldson, vicar of 
St. Mark’s, Leicester. Mr- Donaldson is a promi
nent member of the Christian Social Union, and 
editor of the Commonivcalth. As might be expected, 
ho is a red-hot Socialist, and it was from an exclu
sively Socialist point of view that ho harangued the 
conference. Freethinkers will be interested to see 
the following pre-eminently truthful sentence con 
tained in his speech: “  The secular movement, 
headed by the late Charles Bradlaugh and Mrs. 
Besant, had a following for a time, but it was only 
for a time.” Here is another of his calm, unpre
judiced estimates: “ Mr. Robert Blatchford’s recent 
outbursts had failed to provoke a response amongst 
the working-classes.” Setting such highly dis
passionate utterances aside, we are in full agi 
ment with Mr. Donaldson when he affirms that 
Christianity is not in possession of England and 
Wales. That assertion cannot be intelligently chal
lenged, its truth being notoriously patent to all who 
keep their eyes and ears open. And yet this 
defender of the Faith went on to observe that the 
workiDg-classes are profoundly loyal to Jesus of 
Nazareth. He reminded his hearers that “ some 
time ago, when there was the demonstration (the 
dramatic descent upon London) of the men from 
Leicester, a crowd of men on Tower Hill, at the 
name of Jesus, threw their hats in the air and 
shouted hurrah.” It will bo remembered that the 
roverend gentleman acted as chaplain of the Leicester 
unemployed on their sensational march to London ; 
and we know how to estimate his reference to the 
hurrahing of “  a crowd of men on Tower Hill.” 
When he uttered the undoctored truth, he admitted 
that the masses of the people throughout the country 
are alienated from the Church, which they regard not 
as a friend, but as an enemy—as “ a foreign body out
side their lives.”

Mr. Donaldson maintained, however, that this 
“ was not an alienation of head or mind with most 
people,” but a merely sentimental alienation—an 
alienation, that is to say, not from Christianity, but 
from Christians ; but on this point he was corrected 
by Mr. H. S. Perris, of London, who contended that 
the divorce of the people from the Church was 
intellectual as well as sentimental. Then Mr. 
Perris proceeded to denounce, in vehement terms, 
all forms of theological dogmatism. Quoting 
LessiDg, he exclaimed : “  Christianity has been 
tried for nineteen centuries; the religion of Christ 
is yet to be tried.” “ If they looked round the 
religious world to-day,” he said, “ they found the 
old theological orthodoxies everywhere in extremis. 
The world was weary of the cast-iron fetters of 
doctrinal subscription, but was yearning to have

the emphasis laid upon the simple gospel message 
of fraternity and love.”

Now, both Mr. Donaldson and Mr. Perris are 
equally at sea as regards the real cause of the failure 
of the Church. According to the former, constitu
tionally, the Church of England is perfect; the most 
democratic institution in the world, being “ built 
upon the Incarnation, the divine humanity of Christ.” 
She lacks nothing. But she has been false to her 
own constitution. Instead of being par excellence 
the Church of the people, she has apostatised from 
her Lord and become the Church of the rich and 
privileged classes. The people have left her because 
she first left the people. There may be a grain of 
truth in that allegation; but, at best, it is only a 
one-sided truth. The Church is being’ abandoned, 
not only by the poor and unprivileged, but quite as 
much by the rich and privileged. The Rev. Preb. 
H. W. Webb-Peploe, vicar of St. Paul’s, Onslow 
Square, London, stated, the other Sunday evening) 
that his congregation is not half as largo to-day aS 
it was some years ago, because the people of this 
generation have largely renounced the religion of 
their fathers and mothers. The fact is, that the 
fashionable West-enders are not one whit more 
attached to the Church than are the dilapidated 
East-enders. The Individualists, as well as the 
Socialists, are ceasing to be religious because both 
alike find it no longer possible to believe the 
doctrines of any known religion. Mr. Perris wants 
“ the simple gospel message of fraternity and love ” \ 
but does bo not know that such a simple gospel is 
not to be found in any religion in the world ? Can 
be detect such a “ simple gospel messago ” in any 
part of the New Testament. Religion, as taught in 
the Bible, is founded on theology, and .all theology 
is, of necessity, dogmatic. Is Mr. Perris prepared 
to throw supernaturalism to the wind, and be 
content with “  fraternity and love ? ” If so, ho 
cannot be a Christian in any accredited sense what
ever ; if not, then he cannot do away with theological 
dogmatism. Whenever a theologian decries creeds 
and dogmas, he only means the creeds and dogmas 
of other people, not his own ; the dogmatist being 
only the man who differs from him. The denuncia
tion of dogmatism by religious people is the most 
hypocritical cant conceivable.

If these theologians only looked the facts straight 
in the face, they would perceive that the ebb of 
supernatural belief is in exact proportion to the flow 
of natural knowledge. As it was the suppression of 
tho old Greek and Roman culture, or the arrest of 
the onward march of Science, that made the nominal 
triumph of Christianity in the Roman Empiro possible) 
so it is the re-awakening and triumphant progress 
of the ancient spirit of inquiry that should be held 
accountable for the somewhat rapid decay of Christ!' 
anity during the last four or five decades. “ Fratct' 
nity and love are of this world, and, if given fa*̂  
play, they will drive other-worldism clean out of tb0 
field of vision. “ Fraternity and love ” are purely 
ethical qualities, and may bo practised in all their 
plenitude of power and glory by Secularists. Clearly» 
oven to Mr. ‘Perris, the religion of Jesus includes 
much more than “ tho simple gospel mossago of 
fraternity and love,” for ho passed on to remark) 
among other things, that one of the “ striking hours 
of the Church ” would come “  when the Church 
squared matters between Dives and Lazarus in som0 
such way a3 its Master did.” Well, how did 
Master “ square matters between Dives and Lazarus? 
By sending the former to hell and tho latter t0 
hoaven—after death. Is that the kind of squaring 
matters between rich and poor that Mr. Blatchfor0 
would be satisfied with ? Christianity is a relig!°^ 
of postponements, of post mortem settlements, 
deferred fulfilments, or, in other words, a religion 
other-worldism. And this is perhaps tho principal 
reason why tho people are giving it up and leaving 
tho Churches stranded on tho beach of superstition- 

Mr. Donaldson and Mr. Perris may be excelled 
Socialists, but to their Socialism they add faith j0 
God, in the supernatural Christ, and in the world 1,0
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come; and there are elements in this added faith 
which are not only inconsistent with, bnt in direct 
opposition to, the central principles of Socialism, 
which is, doubtless, the reason why so few Socialists 
aro professing Christians. The Bishop of Hereford 
enjoys the distinction of being under the curse of 
Father Ignatius, which is a splendid testimonial to 

soundness in the faith of the New Theology; 
hot the New Theology, as much as there is of it, is 
folly as contrary to reason as the Old, and much 
less self-consistent. An ounce of supernaturalism is 
as bad as a ton. To pick and choose among the 
miracles is a silly child-play, as long as an Almighty 
God remains: to him, "Virgin Births are quite as easy 
as Resurrections. It is the supernatural, as such, 
that is unbelievable, not certain quantities or certain 
terras of it; and it is from the supernatural, as such, 
that the people, rich and poor alike, aro steadily 
drifting away. It i6 the Faith as a whole that is 
dyiog. It is Christianity itself that is being re
nounced, not specific doctrines or dogmas only. 
Relief came in with ignorance ; with knowledge it is 
going out. It arrived on the back of fear; confidence, 
he offspring of intelligence, is politely showing it 

the door. It was born in the night-time, when oven 
the stars were hidden; mid-noon shall witness its 
interment. Its devotees, its beneficiaries, are 
naturally doing their utmost to put off the (to them) 
®vil day. They aro adopting all manner of means 
tn prolong its life. They would like to turn back 
he clock. But the trend of things is too strong 
°r them, and their profitable idol is quietly slipping 

°Ut of their hands. j  T> LLOYD.

Josephus and the Gospels.—I.

B y t h e  L a t e  J. M. W h e e l e r , 
&ub-Editor o f the “  Freethinker" and author o f the 

j ' Biographical Dictionary o f Freethinkers,”  etc.

of nny Pr?°f were necessary of the uncritical tastes 
in tv'8 ma3?rifcy °f English readers, it might be found 
fain'0 COntinued issue of editions of Josephus, all con- 
in famous forgery (Antiquities xviii., iii. 8),
hep f * 1 " ^ a t  icarned dew ” is mado to certify his 
a . fhat Jesus was tho Christ, and that ho rose 
Pro'b r̂om ^ e  dead °n tho third day as the divine 
tio foretold (although, as far as our informa- 
thQ\ ? 0es» fhoy quite omitted to foretell anything of 
iv; hind), and that the tribe of Christians “ exists to 
lIii8day,”
menf8̂  Liassa£0 is a forgery needs little argu- 
8 , "• It has no connection with the preceding or 
typloSO(|iient sections. Tho phrase “ to this day,” 
pjj ? k? is speaking of the procuratorship of Pontius 
not f-’**8 °PP08G(I t° the method of Josephus. It is 
•Inst-01 ft ky any of the apostolic fathers, nor by 
nor 1° Maftyr, Cyprian, Arnobius, Minutius Felix, 
di jactantiu8 ; although highly important in their 
•s ,?U, . i°ns both with the Jews and Gentiles. Nor 
j  hinted at by Origen, Clement of Alexandria, or 
Jo tniiian, each of whom was well acquainted with 
inj^Phus, and often quoted from his works. Origon, 
beli ’ 0xPressly states of Josephus that ho did not 
Rua°i0 Jesu8 to bo the Christ. It is first quoted by 
ua ehius, for whom Niebuhr can find no hotter 
peed? than a “ dotestablo falsifier.” Tho Encyclo- 
to }" ,^ annica says : “  It is unanimously believed 
th0se’ in its present form at least, spurious, and 
are a contend oven for its partial genuineness 
e m ^ e d i y  in the minority.” De Quincey more 
been . Cally declares that “ this passago had long 
Yfc(. . p ven UP as a forgery by all men not lunatic.” 
iq (j ()h0 lumbering translation by Whiston continues 
than f and> roore probably for this spurious passage 

° r any °ther reason.
tegti WondGr how many of those who boast of the 
BeetiP°ny of Josephus to Christ have over read tho 
alq^ J1 imrncdiately following that passage. It 
iqir„ °eems designed to ridicule the story of tho 

u 0Us conception, for it tells how a beautiful

woman named Paulina was enjoyed in a temple by 
one Mundus, who pretended to be the god Anubis. 
The Unitarian minister, John Jones, in the sequel 
to his Ecclesiastical Researches, does not scruple to 
connect this story with that in the first chapter of 
Matthew. If we do not take it as a satire on the 
Christian story, it may, at any rate, serve to indicate 
the trickery of priests in that day.

The absence of all mention by Josephus of the 
new-born brotherhood of Christians, remarked by 
the keen insight of De Quincey, has never received 
sufficient attention. The “  monstrosity of this omis
sion,” as that fine writer calls it, becomes apparent 
when we consider his chronological position, extend
ing from A.D. 37 to the end of the first century. His 
opportunities were complete. He was of royal and 
sacerdotal lineage. He had studied experimentally 
the doctrines of the various Jewish sects or schools 
of philosophy as he preferred to consider them. He 
had a personal share in “ the history of the time, and 
had access to the works of Nicolaus of Damascus and 
other historians, as well as to direct documentary and 
personal evidence. In the opening of the fourteenth 
book of his Antiquities, he declares that he has taken 
great pains to omit no facts of consequence, “ either 
through ignorance or laziness.” He devotes above 
forty chapters to the time extending from Herod tho 
Great to Pilate. Yet he knows nothing of the alleged 
facts of the Gospels. He knows nothing of the alleged 
massacre of children because Herod had heard of tho 
birth of a child with neither family nor fortune to 
support his claims. He himself was for several 
years governor of Galilee, the very district where 
most of the miracles ascribed to Jesus are said to 
have been performed, yet he gives no particulars of 
thorn.

The narratives in the Gospels, if we leave out of 
consideration the birth stories in Matthew and Luke, 
begin with the fifteenth year of Tiberius (Luke iii. 1), 
not more than eight years before the birth of Jose
phus. His father, Matthias, was in great reputation 
in Jerusalem at the very time of the alleged ministry 
and crucifixion of Jesus, and should surely have known 
something of the preternatural darkness, the earth
quake, and rending of the veil of the temple, and tho 
rising of tho dead from their graves, and their coming 
to Jerusalem. Yet Josephus has no information upon 
these wonderful events. He knows nothing oven of 
tho death of Jesus, although he tells us of a false 
prophet of the Samaritans whom Pilate ordered to 
bo slain. His own connection with Palestine ran 
abreast with tho generation succeeding Christ, that 
dating from tho crucifixion to tho destruction of 
Jerusalem. But he knows nothing of the wonderful 
work of Paul, Poter, and tho other Apostles.

Ho describes at length all the particular parties 
and religious fanatics and impostors among tho 
Jews, yet is absolutely ignorant of the Christians, 
never mentioning them either in his Wars of the 
Jcivs, written about A .D . 73, or in his Antiquities, 
written about twenty years later. Many Jesuses, 
three of them high priests, are mentioned by him 
and their acts recorded, but no Jesus Christ. Ho 
dwells on tho origin of the Galilean sect founded by 
Judas of Galilee, and this, he says, was the latest 
sect which had originated among tho Jews. But 
tho mention of Judas, his followers and their 
doctrines, does not lead him to mention Christ nor 
the Christians. He appears to be utterly ignorant 
of a body of men who, as De Quincey says, “ should 
have challenged notice from the very stocks and 
stones of their birthplace.” Had ho known of them 
he would surely have inveighed against them on tho 
same ground as ho did against the Galileans for 
renouncing the custom of the Jews, and, by their 
fanaticism, giving that nation a bad character among 
tho Romans.

But the question arises whether Josephus did not, 
by this latest sect of Galileans, intend the Christian. 
Justin, of Tiberias, as well as Josephus, was in 
Galilee, and yet neither of these historians knew 
anything of the Christians. Josephus know much 
of Judas of Galilee, and of tho sect of Galileans
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which he founded, and it is at the least possible 
that some confusion has arisen. Josephus tells us 
that they arose at the time of the procuratorship of 
Coponius (a .d . 6 to 10). Judas, their leader, sought 
to revive the tradition of a theocracy and re-establish 
the kingdom of God. He was a teacher as well as a 
revolutionist, and taught that men should regard 
God as their only ruler and Lord. The Jewish 
historian proceeds to say of his followers: “ They 
also do not value dying any kinds of death, nor, 
indeed, do they heed the deaths of their relations 
and friends, nor can any such fear make them call 
any man lord.”

Origen informs us that Judas was regarded by his 
followers as the Messiah (Homily on Luke xxv.). 
Basnage says: “  The Romans sent some forces 
against Judas, and he miserably perished.” Possibly 
his fate was the same as that of his sons James and 
Simon, who were crucified by order of Tiberius 
Alexander, procurator (A.D. 47). Josephus ascribes 
to his sect the origin of all the troubles ending in 
the destruction of the city and Temple. De Quincey, 
in his essay on the Essenes, says: “  We have little 
doubt that the Sicarii and the Zealots were both 
products of the same great sect of Galileans, and 
that, in an imperfect sense or by tendency, all were 
Christians.” No doubt the current view of Jesus is 
quite contradictory to the rebellious characters 
ascribed by Josephus to Judas, but it is not difficult 
to discern some similar elements in the gospels 
which, we must bear in mind, were compiled when 
all hopes of a temporal kingdom were at an end. In 
the many injunctions to follow him, even to leave 
the dead to bury the dead for that purpose; in the 
command to call no man master ; in the selection of 
twelve apostles, who were promised they should sit 
on twelve tnrones judging the twelve tribes of 
Israel; in the record that the peoplo sought to 
make him a king; in the triumphal entry into 
Jerusalem; the lament over that city “ how often 
would I have gathered your children together in 
the accusation against him that “ he stirreth up the 
people in the virtual admission before Pilate ; in 
the inscription over the cross ; and in the cry of the 
disciples after his death, “ we trusted that it had 
been he which should have redeemed Israel those 
who list may see signs that the legend of Jesus is 
mixed up with that of a temporal deliverer. Only 
in John is the statement found that “ my kingdom is 
not of this world.”

(To be continued.)

CONSECRATION.
Consecration is, after all, nothing but a priestly trick. 

What sensible man believes that the Holy Ghost, if such a 
being exist, is at tho beck and call of every Catholic or Pro
testant bishop ? Can the “  universal spirit ” dwell exclu
sively in certain places ? Can the third person of the 
Trinity have sunk into such an abject state as to dodge in 
and out of buildings, according as he is wanted or not ? Is 
there any difference that tho nose, or any other sensitive 
organ, can detect between a consecrated church and an 
unconsecrated chapel ? Can the geologist or the chemist 
discern any difference between the consecrated and tho 
unconsecrated division in a cemetery ? Is tho earth 
affected by priestly mutterings ? Do the corpses lie any 
more peacefully, or decompose any more slowly, for the 
words pronounced over the mould that covers them ? Or 
is there any appreciable virtue in the consecrated water, 
with which the Protestant and Catholic are alike bap
tised, and with which tho latter sprinkles himself periodic
ally as a preservative against evil ? Reason finds no differ
ence ; it is perceived only by Faith, which may be defined 
as the faculty which enables a man to see what does not 
exist.— G, W. Foote, “  Flowers o f  Frecthought."

A chariot will not run on only one w heel: neither, without 
a man’s own labor, will fate bring these things to perfection. 
— The Hitopadcsa. _________

Acid Drops.
-----«-----

The Bishop of London’s visit to Finsbury Park did not 
lead to the capture of North London. On the contrary, it 
appears to have been a fiasco. One letter-writer in the 
Daily News says it “ did more harm than good,”  as the 
“  infidels ” had the largest crowd they have ever seen 
there, with a correspondingly large collection. “ Th° 
Atheists,” this gentleman says, “  would like such an exhibi
tion every Sunday.”  Another correspondent regards it as 
“  a very lamentable fact that tho Church, as a whole, has 
but few men sufficiently trained to meet the atheist.”

The Palestine Exhibition at the Agricultural Hall, Isling
ton, is declared to be “  not a missionary enterprise,” but the 
Bishop of London— who is silly enough for anything— 
been puffing it as a sort of antidote to “  infidelity.” Tm« 
man actually thinks that a map of Palestine proves the truth 
of the Bible, and that a model of a Jewish tomb proves the 
Resurrection. He reminds us of the American who visite 
Mount Ararat and brought away with him “ a stone frora 
the very spot ”  in order to silence all objectors to the story 
of the Flood.

At this Palestine Exhibition, there is a model of the 
Court of the Tabernacle, reproduced with exact dimensions, 
with the brazen altar, tho sixty pillars, the mercy seat, the 
seven-branched candlestick, and the high priest in 
vestments. Everything i3 there but—Jehovah ! It is bks 
“ Hamlet ” without the Prince of Denmark.

Rev. Mark Guy Pearse, the eminent Wesleyan preacher, 
who has returned from a visit to India, tells the story o 
how an old Hindu came -from a distant village to talk with 
a missionary. The old man thought of becoming a Christian. 
But suddenly he stopped and asked: “  Sahib, if I become a 
Christian shall I have to get drunk, for I should not like 
that ? ”  This is too good to be spoilt with words.

“  It is a miserable and humiliating thing to say,”  ̂ ‘ 
Pearso added, “ but the only drunken man I have seen o 
the Indian Continent, has been tho British soldier.” ' 
won’t spoil that either.

Mrs. Francis Campbell, in a recent article on “ Tho Sphinx 
in tho Gutter ”  in the Westminster Gazette, gave the 
following opinion of missionary work amongst the heathen: 

“ Last year, when I was in Morocco, I asked Dr. Rosen, 
who is, perhaps, the most familiar of all Orientalists, wit 
the Mohammedans, if any are really converted to Christi
anity, and Dr. Rosen said : ‘ No ; though,’ ho added, ‘ som® 
of them take pay to appear so.’ And exactly the same 
applies to the Jew. Not long ago, a Jewish gentleman wu° 
is, like many of his nation, deeply concerned for the childrer1' 
said to me, ‘ You have missions for Jews. There are som® 
Jews who figure in missionary reports as having been con
verted ; but a Jew can no more change his faith than he- can 
change his skin—he is a Jew always.’ And that, after many 
long years spent among Eastern races, is my own fixed an 
firm belief. I have seen the missions at work, and I Ba)j 
deliberately, that the vast sums of money sent out of E ngla11 
for the conversion of Jews and Mohammedans, is money 
wasted.”

If this wero said in the Freethinker, it would be vulgar ’ 
indeed, tho editor of tho JV. G. is profoundly impress^ 
with the belief (founded on mcro ignorance) that tb*3 
journal is both vulgar and illiterate. But when SR®- 
Campbell puts her name to tho indictment in tho 
minster, it bocomos perfectly respectable. Of course, J"3 
truth is the same in both cases.

A clergyman was questioning a class of boys in an Anco 
school on their religious instruction. After explaining h 
good it was to avoid occasions of sin, tho roverend geU 
man asked: “  What should a man avoid who is in tho ha _ 
of getting too much drink ?”  And a sharp boy answerc 
“ Please, sir, a policeman.”  _

What a miserable creature is Orchard, the _ murder^ 
turned informer, who has been edifying the American p11 
with his religious professions in court. Ho has been 
verted since his arrest, ho has joined tho Church, and ho ^  
tears at command. Altogether, a finished hypocrite- ^  
course, ho knows ho is not going to heaven—at least, ^  
hurriedly; for tho authorities know how to tako car 
iuformors.

In their own hearts the earnest of the hope 
Which made them great, the good will ever find.

— Shelley.

Fiction is said to bo in decreasing demand at the P ^  
libraries. If tho decrease continues it will bo a poor 
out for tho Now Testament.



June 30, 1907 THE FREETHINKER 407

lung Edward is all right now. The Young Men’s Chris- 
Ian Associations Conference have sent him a telegram 

caressing unalterable loyalty and devotion to his Majesty’s 
Person and throne.

poetic in idea, he as certainly did not wish the reader to 
take it. As nothing but a poem, the article is very, very 
beautiful; but in dealing with it here, we must have sole 
regard to tho author’s controlling motive in composing it.

. '’ ¡eld-Marshal Oyama has retired and is living on half pay 
i“ a modest house in Tokio. He has gone in for farming. 
,, ® Was induced to do this by a farmer while shooting. 

Purely,” the former said to him, “ you can do something 
'otter than that.”  The great soldier agreed, and acted 
accordingly. It is to men of this kind that General Booth 
as “een carrying his “  Blood and Fire ”  gospel.

Oxford University is making General Booth a D.C.L. In 
*ew of the legendary statements officially circulated 
ospecting the Salvation Army, some people may fancy this 
eans Darned Common Liar. But it doesn’t. It means 

io i i° r °£ L aw- And that isn’t so straDge, after a ll ;
r the General’s legal knowledge is not to be sneezed at. 

ip° a lot of people to subscribe on the strength of a 
but P>ee<̂ > which is a legal instrument, and yet is nothing 
un 1 Wa.s£e Parchment, seeing that nobody has any status 
wi 8r ^ except William Booth, and that the only person 
y  0 cau call William Booth to account is William Booth

ev "“neral Booth, immediately on his arrival on Sunday 
tiy0Uln8’ was interviewed by a Daily Chronicle representa- 
ab ° ®orne the things he said are not worth troubling 
Jan ^ iJon he speaks of the future of Christianity in 
tis! aU - £s on‘y Paying the prophet— which is always a 
P y r:‘ ’e ; witness the cases of the late Dr. Cumming and 
®nd Maxtor, who couldn’t manago to bring about the 
$jj ,°: the world though they were always foretelling it. 
toati Ut°  £o good qualities of tho Japanese is another
go “  ^Lere are,”  he said, “ no children in Japan who 
^ s c h o o l  without breakfast, and you never see children 
jjQ,. Jar° feet and not decently dressed, or a woman who is 
q, “ ,respectably covered.” That is what they are without 
of i j  ■‘anity. What would they be with it ? Tho condition 

hristian England furnishes the answer.

Eve ?om*ca,l leading article appeared in the Edinburgh 
Jl iWn!7 News, in reference to Mrs. Besant’s lecture on 
8tl osoplly >n the Queen’s Hall. The Secularist was 
is n m - at £or " a«suming that beyond his own senses there 

 ̂ otbing.”  Then tho writer went on to talk about photo-n j a  i o  ulmj i v n u c i  vvc u u u u  uu i/cwu. c iu u u u  p u u h u -

7. reg>stering millions of heavenly bodies invisible to
:ue naked o"« - 1__ *■ -  j - i; ~ i ________ i--~ il . ,  .. • , ,,

it
' .^^pbones, and wireless telegraphy. Evidently he

h, a,~7 -  eye, about a delicate apparatus that registers tho 
and ° ,a candle a rnilo and a-half distant, about “ X ” rays,

^  Liat Secularists have a rooted objection to micro- 
Cert  ̂ telescopes, and a passionate hatred of spectacles. 
thatr > y  fLere is nothing in all thoso triumphs of scienco 

refotrcd to which leads to tho “ spiritual ” world of 
atj-cj msant’s sentimental lecture and his own ludicrous

B°Ph7't ^esan£ *s now tho acknowledged leader of the Thoo- 
of ■ Talking to a Daily News interviower, sho spoke 
betWtCpath.y an<J said “ there may bo free communication 

uhnd and mind.”  It had nothing to do with tho 
c o i ^ . ^ y - Sbo had como across many pooplo who 
“ i  mv ^̂‘aated in that way— “ and, of course,”  sho added, 
asked f * do 80 freQucntly.” Tho interviewer respectfully 
she li i namo of any well-known person with whom 
the ] i Lius exchanged thoughts. That was a poser. But 
rCpli at*y is up to this sort of difficulty now. “  No,” she 
1^1 c< > “ I am not fond of making statements of that kind 
it Proof. I do not seo that it would do any good, and 
in “ .U'ako enomics.” You seo tho lady did not hesitato 
It w ^ an?Dg afatomonts ’ ’ until sho was asked for ovidenco. 

as then that sho became cautious.

her i. ’ Lclsborough, of Alderley, was going to church with 
W U iand ’ a uyeiist knocked her down, and sho never 

or°d consciousness. Another case of “  Providence.”

The article is entitled, “ The Holy Spirit as Soul-Winner.” 
Now, mark you, Mr. Lewis ¡3 uncompromisingly orthodox, 
and to him, arrayed in the complete armor of orthodoxy, the 
Holy Spirit is the sole winner of soul3. That is the Holy 
Spirit’s profession, his one business in life ; it is also a 
monopoly which he guards with jealous care. “ The Spirit 
is the one soul-winner,” says Mr. Lewis, “ there can be no 
other.”  Let us emphasise the last clause: “ There can be no  
other." Ministers, evangelists, and revivalists, are called 
soul-winners. Dr. Torrey is said to be the arch soul-winner 
of the present day, and Gipsy Smith was recently described 
as one of the most successful soul-winners in Christendom 
just now. But Mr. Lewis assures us that there can be no 
other soul-winner than the Holy Spirit, in which case, Dr. 
Torrey, Gipsy Smith, and Evan Roberts must take a back 
seat. In reality, all sky-pilots are vain pretenders, arrogant 
usurpers of Divine powers and glory.

Such is Mr. Lewis’s teaching in the article under con
sideration. Has it never struck the poet-preacher’s mind 
that, in calling the Holy Spirit “ the one soul-winner,”  he is 
guilty of heaping infinite dishonor and endless guilt on his 
heavenly head ? If there be a Holy Spirit, and if soul
winning be his business, his proper name is Vile Scoundrel, 
Black Fiend, for hell is crowded with countless myriads of 
lost souls in consequence of his not attending to his busi
ness 1 Has Mr. Lewis never thought of this and trembled ? 
If his teaching be true, there are at least five millions in 
London alone whose souls are dead in trespasses and sins 
because the Holy Ghost neglects his work. Heathendom, 
past and present, with all the unmentionable horrors, 
cruelties, beastialities, and abominations which preachers 
are so fond of attributing to it, ought to lie as an all
crushing burden of guilt on the conscience of “ the ono 
soul-winner.”

Yet let Secularists take care. The Spirit may havo 
designs upon them, and may startle them any moment by 
the exerciso of his converting power. “ No one is secure 
from his surprises. What though a man should build his 
castle of unbelief with thick walls and challenging towers, 
boasting himself safe from God and all the armaments of the 
Invisible, cau ho venture to sing his revised Nunc Dimittis '! 
By no means.” Let tho whole Freethought party tromblo in 
its shoos 1 Any moment tho Holy Spirit may win all tho 
souls within it, and confer upon it tho now and glorious 
name of Tho Zion Pilgrimage Party ! There is no telling 
what miracles may happen. In any case, it is wise to bo on 
the alert 1

A Boston man directed that his corpse should be cremated 
and the ashes mixod with sufficient cement to form a solid 
stono—which was buried in Itoxbury cemetery. Fancy tho 
adventures of that block when Gabriel blows the resurrec
tion trumpot 1 ____

A week of prayer is announced for the conversion of 
Japan. It is a special advertisement of tho missionary 
business. Nothing more. Besides, if prayer will convert 
Japan, what need is thero for missionaries ?

There is hope for tho conversion of China yet. Mr. Akcd 
baptised seven Chinamen tho othor day in tho Fifth Avenuo 
Church, New York. A millionaires’ Church should bo able 
to afford that performance once or twice a week, for China
men can’t bo so very expensive while there arc four hundred 
millions of them.

Mr. Smuts explains tho Transvaal Education Bill. It 
seems to bo very sensible and liberal up to a point. Religious 
instruction is to bo confined to simple Bible teaching. 
“  Dogma,”  we read, “  will not bo permitted.” Mr. Smuts 
forgots that tho inspiration of tho Biblo is itself a dogma.

I1 "
Wc,(WOr ccessive paragraphs in one of Monday’s nowspapers 
“ suic‘ l d°d’ “  Wesleyan Church Burnt Down ” and 
of (1pia° °f a Rector.” This illustrates tho watchfulness 
of Chr!^[-deaco ”  and ^bo supporting and consolatory power

bo, hm 111 Elvet Lowis is a poet, a minor poet it may 
Walea r i  a poct o£ some distinction in the vernacular of 
Jnn0 u0 . 0 leading article in tho British 1 Veckly, for 
prouou ’ 18.^rotn bis imaginativo pen, and one is bound to 
'vrittr T .  a lovely poem, l ’oetic in phraseology, tho 

e early intended, and labored hard, to make i t ; but,

Nonconformist greed for “ simple Biblo teaching ”  in all 
“  provided ” schools at tho nation’s expense is— precisely as 
we expected— driving Churchmen towards “ tho socular 
solution.”  Tho Church Times has now definitely committed 
itself to the policy of Secular Education. After pointing 
out that tho Premier’s supposod idea of " equitable provision 
for all religions alike ” is impracticable, our High Church 
contemporary says:—

“  The only reasonable alternative is to leave the provision 
of religious teaching entirely to voluntary effoit. This is 
the solution which we advocate, and we now claim for it the 
support of tho Prime Minister.”

Another stop towards “  Tho Only Way."
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The Christian World is vexed with the Church Times. 
Our Nonconformist contemporary really believes in Secular 
Education under the rose, but principle is one thing, and 
party policy is another thing. So it chips at the High Church
men by saying that “ if they cannot have their particular 
‘ ism ’ taught at the public expense in the elementary schools, 
they are determined that no religious instruction at all shall 
be given there.”  Quite so. If the High Churchmen can’t 
have the prize, the Nonconformists shan’t have it 1 Isn’t 
that natural ? Church and Chapel both want the same 
thing— and it isn’t a thing that can be divided. Church 
says, “  Well, if I can’t have it, you shan’t have it.” Chapel 
answers, “ Oh, the villain !”  Both are rogues—and one is a 
hypocrite. ____

We have often said that the Nonconformists would never 
agree to “  the right of entry ”— that is, allowing the ministers 
of all the various denominations to enter the elementary 
schools at certain times and impart religious instruction to 
the particular children whose parents wish it—because the 
Nonconformists know that, while the Anglican men of God 
would often do this work, the Dissenting men of God would 
not do it at all. This view of ours is borne out by a signi
ficant piece of news from Cardiff. It appears that an 
arrangement was made for free Church voluntary services in 
the workhouse, the Free Church ministers agreeing to take 
two week-night services and one Sunday afternoon service 
each per year; but this arrangement has broken down 
through the failure of these gentlemen to keep their engage
ments. Now the Nonconformist Ministerial Union has 
requested the Guardians to appoint a Nonconformist paid 
chaplain, and this has been done at a cost of ¿£50 a year. 
These are the gentlemen who talk about the “  holy divorco ” 
between religion and the State. No wonder the “ Church ” 
Guardians laughed at the “ failure of the voluntary system.”

Hampstead Borough Council has instructed a committee 
to draft by-laws dealing with street noises, and especially 
with organ-grinding. By what is called “  a snap vote,”  the 
words “  church bells ”  were added to the instruction. How 
often has a sick man echoed Othello’s cry of “  Silence that 
dreadful belli” There will probably bo less occasion for 
such echoes in future at Hampstead.

An extraordinarily small quantity of effective brain appears 
to be necessary in a pulpit. Take a leading preacher like 
the Rev. R. F. Horton. This gentleman has been holding 
forth on “ Our Social Conditions.”  He referred to the case 
of an English workman in London, who failed to find 
employment, and died of sheer starvation; and to the 
opposito case of a rich man spending ¿El,000 on a single 
dinner. “  No man out of a madhouse,”  the preacher 
exclaimed, “  can suppose that that is the will of God.”  But 
if there bo a God, no man out of a madhouse ought to sup
pose that it was not the will of God. Nothing can possibly 
happen against the will of Omnipotence. Wo are bound to 
conclude, therefore, that the Deity (always supposing the 
existence of such a being) starved the workman and gorged 
the rich man, and then set tho Rov. R. F. Horton preaching 
about it for the divino amusement. And the moral is that 
preachers can’t think, but can only talk.

Rev. R. J. Campbell prefaces his City Templo sermons 
with a prayer. These one-sided conversations with tho 
Deity are of inordinate length. The one before us—reportod 
in the Christian Commonwealth— fills a whole long column 
of tho smallest type. Couldn’t tho reverend gentleman let 
tho Deity off easier ? But the truth is, perhaps, that theso 
outpourings are really addressed to the congregation. We 
might call them, in music-hall language, an extra turn.

The sermon that followed the aforesaid prayer, contained 
somo better things than the supplication did—which was all 
treacly sentimentalism. “ Wo have spent years and years,” 
Mr. Campbell said, “ in wrangling over the particular brand 
of creed which is to be taught to tho children of the nation 
in our public schools, and we are only just beginning to 
wake up to the fact that it may bo as well to inquire, in the 
first place, whether these same children are properly housed 
and fed. If all the energy that has been wasted in eccle
siastical quarrels during the last five years on the subject of 
religious education had been directed towards awakening the 
national conscience to the duty of caring for neglected and 
underfed children, the problem would have been solved long 
ago.” The wonder is that Mr. Campbell doesn’t see that 
such an utterance is a condemnation of Christianity. Tho 
clergy yawn and rub their ej es when other people are up 
and doing. ____

Mr. Campbell himself has tLe fatal Christian inability to 
think efficiently. The really important point he has

naturally overlooked. What the squabbles of the Churches 
have prevented is the proper education of all the children in 
England. The problem of neglected and underfed children 
is totally different. It belongs to the general question of 
social reform. And it is obvious that this problem, as well 
as many others, could have been attacked with far better 
promise of success, if the great mass of the children had 
been properly educated.

“  Labor not for the meat that perisheth,”  said Jesus 
Christ. The Christian Commonwealth is an organ of the 
11 Now Theology,”  and goes in for Jesus Christ, the whole 
Jesus Christ, and nothing but Jesus Christ. Yet it gives its 
readers “  Household Hints,”  and one of them is headed11 To 
Reduce Superfluous Flesh.”

Reading through that superfluous flesh “  hint,”  we found 
it to be simply a disguised advertisement of somebody’s fat- 
reducing process. All the other paragraphs in the same 
“  Household Hints ”  column were of the same business 
character. This sort of thing would be quite wrong, °£ 
course, in a Freethought paper ; it seems to be all right in 
Christian papers, bent on making the best of both worlds.

The following travelling sketch appeared recently in the
Manchester Guardian: —

“  When he got into the compartment, which was alreaJy 
nearly full (writes ‘ D. E .’ ), he shut the door in a leisurely 
faahion and pulled up the window, standing, meanwhile, 
my foot. Therefore, the impression he left was not pleasing- 
Then he subsided heavily into a seat and gazed round wit | 
watery eyes. ‘ Do any—of—you—ladies mind—if I sm°het 
he asked, pulling out a stumpy and blackened clay. ' B°' 
my missis—my missis says to me, “ Ye can chew, ye ca” 
chew as much as ye like, but ye musn’t smoke.”  N°> n 
smoking allowed in our house.’ He meditated for a f®' 
moments, and absent-mindedly put back his pipe. Suddenly 
ho began again : 1 Miss, have you ever been to Colwyn Bay • 
No one replied. ‘ Miss, have you ever spent a holiday 1
Colwyn B ay? ’ Still no reply. 'Have you ever spent yon
holiday in Colwyn Bay ? ’ The occupants of the earrinĝ  
were apparently engrossed in reading. A girl of abou 
sixteen sat shaking with laughter and holding a large story 
book open before her. Leaving the subject of Colwyn B»y> 
he made a grab at the book, saying sternly, ‘ Is that tc 
Bible?’ 1 No, it isn’t. Leave go ! ’ said the girl. ‘ Then* 
ought to be. At our house we read nothing but the Bun®’ 
Nothing of that sort (pointing contemptuously at her boo I
allowed in our house___You don’ t know what you r
reading,’ he added, with great penetration ; ‘ you don’t s® 
a word you’re reading. If you lived at our house y® 
wouldn’t get any of that reading there.’ Here the trai 
drew up at a station, and although it was not my destinatio > 
I dismounted with the rest and entered another carriage.

,/jjl
Broughton (Manchester) is in an awful condition. Ou. °8 

a population of 74,000 odd tho adherents of every ie  l?|?eV> 
creed only number 6,850. A local man of Godr the 
C. II. Watkins, asks peoplo to pray for Broughton. R  s®c 
to have gone too far for that. Mr. Watkins told a . 
Dispatch interviower that tho “  indiffercnco ”  of tho Pc0Fj 
there was “  appalling." “  They will listen to you,” bo sa^  
“  when you call upon them, but you mako no impression 
them. If they objected to dogmatic religion, if they ''J . 
troubled with doubts, there would bo hopo for them. a*1 J 
are simply indifferent.”  Of course, tho reverend gentlem > 
in saying hope for them, means hopo for tho clergy- 1 
their prospect that is so depressing.

Mr. Justice I’hillimore, at tho Essex Assizes, has sente» , 
John Whalo, one of tho Peculiar People, to two pio».^ a 
imprisonment for “  neglecting his child ”  by not calling 1 
doctor during its fatal sickness, but acting instead uPoUrtor 
instructions given in tho Bible. Tho man was put back a 
the jury's verdict to see if he would promise to gi^° ,y 
children medical aid in future. This ho quietly but ®rIj j0 
refused to do, and the judge proceeded to pass sentence. 
admitted that tho man was of good character and rnora ^ 
but said that ho was silly and unreasonable. Well, if Pc 
are to bo sent to prison for being silly and unreason _ 
there will have to bo an immense increase of acconiW 
tion. Mr. Justico Phillimore might find himself ° “  ^at 
wrong side of a cell door. For ho professes to boliovo '  ^  
the Peculiar Peoplo believe, and is, therefore, as silly an ^  
reasonable as they are, only ho has less courago and 
sistoncy.

Gibbons, who led tho workless workers’ march to aBy 
somo time ago, has played many parts. He was for ^ y e  
years a public performer, and the old passion seems to rlUy, 
overcome him again, for ho has joined tho Salvation e01. 
He is now marching to h> aven ; some say, with the u 
ployed still.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

(Suspended during June, July, and August).

To Correspondents.

Gamehiw.—Why trouble your head about Christians who solemnly 
ask whether the late Colonel Ingersoll’s four-year old daughter 
pinned a flower on his coat, and whether he lifted her up, 
kissed her, and said, “  God bless you, my little child ”  ? Do 
you think that Christians of that calibre would ever become 
k reethinkers ? Let them slide, and attend to more promising 
material. The question is sheer silliness. Besides, Ingersoll’s 
aughters are women, and the younger 6f the two has a son 

seven*een years of age ; so you can guess how up-to-date 
^ he “  four-year old daughter ”  story is.

‘ B.—As you give only initials and no address, we are
ponged to acknowledge your response to Mr. de Caux’s letter 
In {bis column. We note your pleasant wish that the two 
c°hlfl be twenty.
V7-’ Y°u also give only initials and no address, so we must say 

ere “ received with thanks.” 
g  DE B.—Thanks for cuttings.

A. G iles.—We have passed your letter on to our shop 
manager, who will attend to it. Pleased to hear that you have 
Affi1 supplied regularly by Wymans, but others experience 
t|”~culty, and we are quite unable to understand the policy of 

at firm in relation to the Freethinker. Sometimes it is 
'goted manager who is responsible for all the mischief.

I(<ju*PD H arris.—Glad to have your interesting letter, hut please 
^ cn t move further in the matter you refer to.

Wojian F reethinker (Bristol).—We suppose you wish to 
cmain anonymous. Thanks.

Amîacadj
'■mit ofaura.— We have tried pretty well everything within the
'vhat

our moans to push tho Freethinker along, including
you suggest; and we aro persuaded that the personal

merest of our readors is our best advertising asset. If they 
11 go on steadily introducing the paper to friends and 
fluaintances wo shall see daylight yet. A little press adver- 
sing on special occasions does good ; wo advertised last week’s 
umber a bit. The case is not as “ disheartening ” as you 
ncy. Our circulation keeps improving ; last week’s was the 
■ghost of late records; hut the process is slow, if sure, and 
e need all the patience wo learnt in waiting twelve months for 

yy Uoor to open—in Holloway Gaol. 
q  1 B. B all.— Many thanks for cuttings.

■J: Kyles writes : “ I am very pieased with the Freethinker, 
mh I bought last Thursday evening in Hyde Park, and I 

j  to have it ovory week in future.”  
rat ? EH>'—There will bo these differences of opinion, at any 

to for a long while. Bir Oliver Lodge seems to us perfectly 
j  «enous and sincere.

’ NE8,—Pleased to have such a veteran’s tribute to what you 
e good enough to call our “  groat ability and ardent devotion.” 

yy your ago words do not fall lightly from the pen.
' tlhOMACK.—Glad to have your encouraging letter. Wo are 
1 'to satisfied that half-a dozon loading Frcethinkors could 
u Yern England better than the pious politicians who get the 

m their hands. Three-fourths of the worst evils could be
Plo^f away By the exercise of a little common sense, and 

W „   ̂°* courage and good feeling.
'*■ B r,Wal^ D«N.—A. J. Waldron as a scholar is a ghastly joke, and 

dronites remind us of Milton's—“  within the lowest deep 
j , a mwer deep.”

’wni°SEBTS? AW.—Bent as requested. Thanks. If our readers 
cio a little missionary work “  on their own ”—and they will 

resultC°me en^°y our circulation will show tho good

^ nm°1Kliis__Thanks for humorous letter and onclosuro. Wo
Jour opinion that “  the difference between religion and 

t “case is the difference between cabbage-water and the smell 
jUereof.”  The joke about tho Englishman and the Frenchman 

«rat-rate. Wo Bball probably find it handy some day. Glad 
eve C,')tlBidered last week’s Freethinker “  cheery.”  But did you 

\y ,  r *n°w us downhearted ?
of j 9A’10N says he brought last week’s Freethinker to the notice 
did a<̂  r̂iend, and slio expressed the greatest surprise, as she 
dehi01 think tllat sucl* a IiaI,er existed. On reading it she was 
yy 'gnted, and is going to pass it on to several friends of hers, 
one ar° 8ei*4mg a free copy to the lady for six weeks, and we 
read m?re ur8e uPon our friends (who should bo as many as our 

G. ,,, crsl to Push tho paper along in this way. 
from?'8™ ’ 27 Sydnoy-street Brighton, is anxious to hear 
of tl x 1 “  8aint8 ”  who will join in forming an active Branch 
eons® National Secular Society. He says there is room for 

Jou a work there.
n,jt?IuTCBK°N.—We had already written a paragraph on the 

G. ], Cr' Your letter should do good.
Qe0||01 — Thanks for cuttings—also for letter.

Gel"5 ,lAC011— No invention of ours, but the common idea of 
No n ““"1 newBpapers.*u.~-;uc.ceivecl with tijanka

T. D.—Thanks for the Professor James book, which we are glad 
to have.

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

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

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

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

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

Sugar Plums.
— * —

Mr. Bernard Shaw has his faults—perhaps we should say 
the defects of his qualities—but no ono ever accused him of 
cowardice; in fact, ho likes shocking people, and commonly 
indulges his inclination. We are not surprised, therefore, 
that ho mentions the Freethinker, and that not disparagingly, 
in ono of the lively Prefaces in his new book of plays. 
Hero is tho passage in which this journal and its editor 
figure:—

“ Popular Christianity has for its emblem a gibbot, for its 
chief sensation a sanguinary execution after torture, for its 
central mystery an insane vengeance bought off by a trumpery 
expiation. But there is a nobler and profounder Christianity 
which affirms the sacred mystery of Equality, and forbids 
the glaring futility and folly of vengeance, often politely 
called punishment or justice. The gibbet part of Chris
tianity is tolerated. Tho other is criminal folly. Connois
seurs in irony aro well aware of tho fact that the only editor 
in England who denounces punishment as radically wrong, 
also repudiates Christianity ; calls his paper The Freethinker; 
and has been imprisoned for two years for blasphemy.”

Mr. Shaw's memory is at fault on tho last point. Mr. Foote 
suffered only ono year’s imprisonment. Ho doesn’t want to 
tako credit for two, or to double tho crime of tho Christians 
who imprisoned him. The ono year was bad enough—for 
him and for them. That twelve months’ suffocation iu a 
narrow prison cell undoubtedly flawed his superb physical 
constitution. On tho other hand, tho decadence of what 
Mr. Shaw calls “  popular Christianity ”  has been going on 
moro rapidly sinco 1883. ____

Since tho previous paragraph was in typo wo have received 
a presentation copy of John Bull’s Other Island, with tho 
following inscription:— “ To G. W. Foote, tho hero of 
page 182, from G. Bernard Shaw.” It is a pleasant display 
of ono of Mr. Shaw’s undoubted virtues—good-temper under 
criticism.

There is an article by Mr. Foote on “  Tlioso Wicked 
Sunday Schools,”  in tho current numbor of John Bull. It 
was written at Mr. Bottomley’s special request, and deals 
with tho suppression of Socialist Suuday Schools by tho 
“ Moderate ”  majority on tho London County Council; theso 
schools being obnoxious, of course, because their teachings 
was so unorthodox; in fact, thoy wore stigmatised as 
“  Atheist Sunday Schools.”  Mr. Foote was able to say 
something, incidentally, about the long-contiuued persecu
tion of tho Birmingham Secularists, on somewhat similar 
lines. And as tho press—including tho Socialist press— has 
been so obstinately silent on this matter, we hope Free
thinkers will tako tho opportunity to push John Bull round 
this week. When wo can get a hearing it is well to make 
tho most of it.

In memory of Miss Susan B. Anthony, tho well-known 
American advocate of woman’s rights, tho sum of £12,000 
has been raised. This sum will secure the £2,500 a year for 
tho next five years, necessary for carrying on tho work bhj 
so ably superintended. Miss Anthony was a FreetbiuLo.’, 
and helped iu writing the outspoken “  Women's Bible.”
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Ingersoll’s House o f  Death, which has not been obtainable 
for some time, is now on sale again at our publishing office. The Scotch Churches in Council.

The tabu of'Mrs. Gaskell’s Mary Barton (a book that even 
Cardinal Newman praised) by the London County Council, 
suggested some pertinent questions in last week’s Academy, 
The following passage will interest our readers:—

“ To discuss whether ‘ immoral subjects’ ought ‘ to be 
brought to the notice of boys and girls ’ is gross hypocrisy 
in people who make no protest whatever when the nasty- 
minded puritan thrusts into their hands the family scandals 
of Absalom and of the patriarch Judah, on'the pretext that 
the ‘ open Bible is a heritage of the Reformation.’ It will 
be time for our educators to consider the moral effect of 
Mary Barton when they have screwed up their courage to 
say what they think of the suitability of large portions of the 
Holy Scriptures for use in schools.”

The world moves. What was “  blasphemy ” in the Free
thinker, a quarter of a century ago, is now being said right 
and left. And we are not jealous. We are only glad.

The Board of Directors of the Secular Society, Limited, 
has voted a grant of £30 to the Birmingham Branch of the 
National Secular Society, in recognition of its long and hard 
fight against municipal persecution, and as an encouragement 
in its future battle against the same sinister influence.

We print a few more extracts from letters received by 
Mr. de Caux or sent direct to Mr. Foote, just in order, as 
we said, to show that the editor of the Freethinker has 
warm friends as well as zealous detractors.

W. P. Kennedy hopes Mr. Foote will “ return refreshed to 
his noble work.” Sam and Lizzie (Manchester), as two good 
friends of the movement wish to bo referred to, express—

“  A sincere wish that you may long live to fight uncompro
misingly in the cause of intellectual freedom."

W. P. Adamson says:—
“  I never had the pleasure of meeting or seeing you, but I 

know you have most unselfishly devoted yourself to the 
greatest but most unpopular of causes—the real Redemption 
of Humanity. You have faithfully carried out the trust 
reposed in you by the great Charles Bradlaugh.”

J. Thackray says :—
“ What would the Freethought party be without the 

Freethinker ? I think it possible I am your oldest reader. 
I picked up No. 2 in an omnibus, and have never missed a 
single copy since. It was a red-letter day in my life. I felt 
as if I had discovered, not a new star, but a new sun.”

John Grange, who used to bo a valuable Freethought advo
cate himself until business absorbed his time and energies, 
says:—

“ I cheerfully respond with my mite. Mr. Foote, as you 
well say, possesses exceptional abilities. Long, long ago he 
dedicated these to the service of Freethought. From his 
mission he has never swerved. Come what may, he faces 
his foe. His logic is trenchant, his language forceful and 
lucid, and hidden principles are made manifest to the 
commonest intelligence by his pen-pictures. Verbosity is an 
utter stranger to his literary style. Thought pervades every 
sentence. Each word carries its due weight. Combining his 
qualities of head and heart, he is a martyr-master to whom 
Freethought owes more than it can ever pay."

Richard Green says :—
“  The only deduction from my pleasure in sending is the 

feeling that it is but a poor and inadequate return for the 
instruction and enjoyment your writings afford me.”

A Bristol lady reader (we don’t know that we are at liberty 
to print her name) says:—

“  I have taken the Freethinker for very many years, and 
always pass it on by post or leave it at railway stations or 
other places. I was speaking to a friend of mine who had 
never seen one; he asked me where it might be got, and I 
am sending him this week’s with its excellent reply to Sir 
Oliver Lodge.”

We hope the sale of the Freethinker will be pushed at the 
open-air meetings in London during tho summer. Mr. Foote 
has done gratuitous service as President of tho N. S. S. for 
more than seventeen years, yet there aro somo London 
Branches that don’t seem to think they ought to take any 
trouble to sell this paper at their meetings. When a Branch 
speculates in three copies, and nearly a hundred times as 
many arc sold at two non-Branch meetings, there is evidently 
something wrong somewhere.

I t  has been jestingly remarked that theological dis
putation forms the favorite intellectual recreation 
of Scotchmen. Whether it be true or not that the 
modern Scotsman has any close acquaintance with 
theology or metaphysics, certainly the Kirk and its 
affairs still bulk largely in the public eye. As wit
ness the elaborate reports of the proceedings of the 
General Assemblies provided by the leading Scotch 
dailies, and the large amount of space constantly 
devoted by them to controversy on religious matters.

The annual May Meetings of the three principal 
divisions of the Protestant Church in Scotlan d—  
which meetings are held simultaneously in the
Scottish capital—are of outstanding im portance, if
we may judge from the prominence given to them by 
the newspapers. The Assemblies—as these gather
ings of clerical and lay delegates from each of the 
three Churches are called—are prominent features 
of the religious side of life in Scotland. The Church 
of Scotland, the United Free, and that faithful n 
antediluvian remnant which contiues to style itself 
the Free Church, have once again all three met m 
their respective council chambers and discussed 
ecclesiastical affairs. The nett result of the com
bined clerical and lay deliberations has been of small 
moment, save perhaps as affording additional indica
tion of how the wind is blowing in theological circles 
in Scotland. Apart from the discussions at the 
Assembly of the Established Church of Scotland, 
anent the drawing up of a new and more flexible 
formula of adherence, to be subscribed to by candi
dates for ordination, the most significant incident 
has been tho appointment—by the United Fie0 
Church—of Dr. Marcus Dods to the Principalsbip 
of New College. It is not so very long since Pr0‘ 
fessor Dods was under grave suspicion of heterodoxy 
and one must regard his election to tho Principalsbip 
as an intimation that tho United Free Church is 
disposed to countenance that “ progressive theology 
—to quote a phrase some of the clergy find so con
venient—which Dr. Dods, in his occupancy of the 
chair of Now Testament Exegesis, did not a little to 
popularise.

For many months, the chief Glasgow daily (l0 
many respects an admirably conducted paper) has, 
from time to time, been urging the Church of Scot
land to face the question of creed revision honestly- 
It has pointed out repeatedly that the pews are ijj 
advance of the pulpit. It has warned the Cburc 
that she cannot indefinitely postpone the adjustmen 
of her Confession of Faith necessary to bring it into 
lino with the thought of the age. It had strong 
hopes (much too sanguine, as has been shown in ^y 
sequel) that the recent Assembly would grapp0 
frankly with the issue, and in a leading article on 
the “ Formula” debate it confessed its disappoint' 
ment with the result. Tho Assembly labored, and 
brought forth a not very formidable mouse, 
Fathers and brethren of the Kirk adroitly evade ̂  
any recasting of tho stereotyped official creed, bu 
they moved in tho direction of making it easier 1 
the candidate for holy orders to accept tho Fonf0S 
sion. Tho formula of adhesion, as approved by “ 
Assombly, is now simple in construction and does n 
commit the subscriber to every line of the Coale 
sion, but only to a belief in “  tho reformed fal 
therein set forth.” ..j,

Theologians are experts in the art of juggling 'V1 | 
words and phrases. Quite a considerable section  
the Church of Scotland Assembly was desirous t 1 _ 
the Formula should bo so drawn up as to leave 
intellectual loophole. It was proposed that adDesi 
should only be demanded to the substance of 1 
doctrine contained in the Confession of Faith, b n \ 
was some talk of tho distinction between the w 
“ substance ” when understood in a scholastic 80 
and the samo word when used as a colloquial exp 
sion. But, to the plain man, its ambiguity i0 v 0 
evident. In fact, the word “ substanco,’ 
applied to a creedal document, is so indefinite
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the widest latitude of interpretation can be indulged 
!n if one is gifted with the necessary subtlety of 
intellect, and—one may add—if one is sufficiently 
unscrupulous. In the course of the discussion, it 
was aptly described as a vague term having much 
power to loose and little to bind. To a layman— 

. ^ord Balfour of Burleigh—belongs the credit of 
securing for the newly-drafted Formula such approach 
to rigidity and straightforwardness as it contains, 
tu accordance with established usage, the amended 
formula has to be referred to the various Presbyteries 
tor their consent or otherwise. Which means that 
the matter will again come before the General 
•assembly next year.
nk W wk° compare the theology of the Scottish 
churches at the present day with the popular 
neology of a few generations back, could forbear 

smiling at the audacious allusion of Dr. M’Crie, 
"moderator of the United Free Church, to the muta- 
uity of the State and the unchangeableness of the 
hurch. No wonder the Glasgow Herald retorted 
mntly in the following words:—

“ It is no less true that the Church is in a state of 
change, and that, consequently, she has suffered from 
the State’s unchanging adherence to the laws of trusts 
and contracts. Ecclesiastics must realise that although 
tkoy are a(; liberty to square somewhat brutal facts 
with high and dry theories about Church and State by 
any word-jugglery that pleases them, the plain man is 
tired of that kind of thing, and wishes them to find 
some way of reconciling tho world to the Church.”
® ay wish them joy of the latter task.

It is an amazing circumstance (or is it not ?) that 
^gyrnen cannot be brought to recognise the truth 

th .sPea,k it. Any ordinary man knows well—and 
ho laymen in the Churches know quite well—that 

6 current interpretation placed upon scriptural 
sackings and tho ancient confessions of faith differs 
idely from the interpretation of earlier days. Yet 
srgymen persist in talking as if the Church had 
ever moved from her original standpoint, and as if 
6 Church’s presentation of religious truth had 

ever varied. This pretension of immutability is 
ot far removed—if at all—from sheer dishonesty.
18 ,n°fc possible even for tho Christian clergy to 

emain permanently incapable of intellectual develop- 
: e^> though many of them strive their hardest. It 
c ,Ue they have—as a body—lost all titlo to bo 
°hsidered loaders of public opinion—if they ever 

j ° Ss®8sed such a title. Their tondency is always to 
6 behind. They lead public opinion in the same 
ay as tho tondor of a railway engine leads the train 

of ?P ^be ongino has beon reversed. But being part 
liH-i r̂aan> ^boy cannot help advancing, however 

jjj® they may contribute to the motive power. 
a, I 6 clergy must know very well that unchange- 

eheB8 is no more a characteristic of tho Church 
¡fi an is of any other institution. She digests now 
e more slowly; that is all. But she cannot avoid 

Showing them sooner or later. Like an invalid 
as 1  ̂Wea,k stomach, she puts off taking her medicine 
„ ,°ng as possible, but the obnoxious draught must 
8 down. And tbo protenco that the modorn Church 
j^aches tho same faith as that of our forefathers is 
wer®ly an attempt to save the clerical face. It 
ti°uld never do to admit frankly that past genorn- 
tauf8 dories were wrong. That would bo 
^ a m ou n t to declaring that tho dead and gone 
tka^°rS divinity knew no more about tho Divine 
iialT average human biped does. And, inferen- 
pr it might suggest to the general public that the 
bav80“  ̂ raco of pulpiteers and theological professors 
So n  as little authority to speak on such matters.

0 situation is glossed over with magniloquent 
bee stlee*oue references to tho wider vision that has 
(jQ ? graciously vouchsafed to us in matters spiritual 
to those latter days, and wo are counselled 
t0„ 0LsP°nd with reverent gladnoss to the guiding 

0ch of tho God of Truth.
u°.tew°rthy fact emorgod from tho Assembly 

lail(j Rations, and that is, that even in Godly Scot- 
^ere lu rc h e s  aro nofc self-supporting. If it 

’ u°t for special endowments and the donations

of a few wealthy members the Churches could not 
pay their way. And when people lose taste for 
paying for their religion, the sincerity of their belief 
in its utility is more than doubtful. Out of a total 
of 1,050 congregations connected with the United 
Free Church, 700 are not self-sustaining. Well might 
Dr. Ross Taylor, in bringing forward the report on 
the Sustentation and Augmentation Funds, remark 
that it was difficult to see how 350 congregations, 
after sustaining ordinances amongst themselves, 
were adequately to help the 700 which are not self- 
sustaining. Of course, the United Free is in pecu
liarly straightened circumstances just now owing to 
the tying up of its funds through its litigation with 
the “  Wee ” Free. But this only emphasises the fact 
that the current ordinary income of the Church is 
not sufficient for its needs. The average Scotchman 
is proverbial for his frugality, and it is not surprising 
if he considers that modern Protestantism scarcely 
offers him value for his money. It is men like 
Baird, Overtoun, and Coats who keep the Churches 
on their feet in Scotland. These representatives of 
plutocracy are doubtless well satisfied that their 
benefactions to the Churches are of the nature of 
well-invested capital. It is all to their advantage 
that preachers of the gospel of patience, poverty, 
and humility should be planted over the country to 
blindfold the people and dissuade them from asking 
the why and the wherefore of things.

Tho need for more money was a general plaint at 
the Assemblies. The Moderator of the Church of 
Scotland, in his closing address, referred to a problem 
confronting tho Church, the gravity of which, he 
thought, she had not estimated. In recent years, there 
has been a great decline in tho supply of candidates 
for the “  holy ministry.” For some time past, the 
number of entrants into the divinity halls, year by 
year, has barely equalled one-half of tho average 
annual pulpit vacancies. The Moderator said he 
could well believe that men were deterred by the 
prospect of poverty. How was it possible for the 
clergy to live on the miserable stipends offered them, 
many under two hundred pounds, comparatively few 
over three hundred pounds, a year ?

It is very certain that hundreds of thousands in 
this country—we might say millions—would bo 
exceedingly glad to receive a regular assured income 
of two or three hundred pounds a year. And besides, 
what are we to think of Christians who are deterred 
from serving tho Lord by monetary considerations ? 
It is admitted by the Established Church Moderator 
that the present cash inducement is inadequate to 
secure a steady supply of ministers. Yet if it were 
suggested by an Atheist that men turn to tho 
Church for the sake of a genteel livelihood, and 
prefer a lay calling when such livelihood is not fur
nished hy the Church, it would probably be taken as 
an insult. Yet it appears to bo just the plain, un
varnished truth in the mattor. Make tho pulpit 
sufficiently attractive financially and there will be 
no dearth of occupants—of a kind. Of a kind is 
said advisedly, for the Moderator also commented on 
tho deficient education received by embryo clergy
men. He declared the Church lost many who would 
have strengthened and adorned tho ranks of her 
clergy. It is quite evident that amongst the clergy, 
as amongst tho laity, the Church is face to face with 
the same difficulty—how to thoroughly educate men 
and yet retain their allegiance to the Church. Edu
cation (in the broadest sense of the word) and faith 
do not run well together in harness. Those who 
obtain an occasional peep behind the scenes in 
clerical life have more than a suspicion that many 
clergymen who once gave their assent to .the Con
fession of Faith are now little better than Agnostics.

Tho Assembly debates would bo incomplete with
out a discussion on the prospect of tho reunion of 
tho Churches. This subject was brought forward 
both at the Established and at tho United Froe 
Assemblies. Strong hopes wore entertained in many 
quarters that this year tho way would be paved for a 
working amalgamation between tho two bodies. Tho 
prospects seemed favorable. There has been a union
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of the Calcutta Missions of the two Churches— 
partly on grounds of economy and partly to avoid 
further scandalising the natives by the spectacle of 
two competing bodies preaching an identical doctrine. 
And there has been a joint Conference on Sabbath 
Observance, wher9—to quote a local critic—the two 
Churches vied with each other in their zeal for com
pelling everybody to spend the Sabbath after the 
fashion approved by them. The unanimity of the 
Churches on the Sabbath Observance question is 
most edifying. But a comprehensive scheme of 
Church union seems to be far off still. The loaves 
and fishes constitute a stumbling-block. The debate 
in the United Free Assembly showed that the leaders 
of that body hold disestablishment of the Church of 
Scotland to be a vital pre-requisite of union between 
the Churches. On the other hand, at the closing 
proceedings of the Church of Scotland Assembly the 
Moderator (Dr. Mitford Mitchell) asked that the 
United Free Church should discontinue its agitation 
for disestablishment, and indicated pretty plainly 
that the Church of Scotland had no present inten
tion of throwing the endowments to “ the moles and 
bats.” Freethinkers are more than sympathetic with 
any genuine demand for a severance between Church 
and State from wherever it comes. Otherwise, we 
may heartily wish that the “ differences ” between 
the Churches should continue with unabated viru
lence. Such differences constitute a striking object- 
lesson in the value of Christian precepts, and help 
to bring about religion’s undoing. Geo . Scott.

Martin Luther.

L iberty  of conscience is not the natural fruit of 
the Reformation, but an indirect and unintended 
result. Nor is liberty of conscience a reality in 
any part of the German Empire. Christians are 
allowed to differ among themselves, but Free
thinkers are prosecuted for dissenting alike from 
Catholic and Protestant. Since the present Em
peror’s accession there have been many blasphemy 
prosecutions, sometimes for what would be re
garded in other countries as very mild expressions 
of disbelief. Several men and women have been 
sentenced to severe penalties for exercising the 
right of free speech, which, in the land of Goethe, 
Heine, Strauss and Schopenhauer, is still confined 
to professed Christians.

Tho Reformation, in fact, was a superficial move
ment. Except for its moral revolt against the sale 
of indulgences, it touched no deep and durable prin
ciple. It merely substituted an infallible Bible for 
an infallible Church. Differences of opinion crept 
into the Protestant fold, but that was an accident, 
arising from the varied and discordant nature of the 
Bible itself. Every new Protestant sect had to fight 
a3 strenuously for its right to exist as ever Martin 
Luther fought against the Catholic Church. Pro
testantism, in short, was one priesthood saying to 
another priesthood, “  We are right and you are 
wrong.” The Catholic Church had an immense 
advantage in its central organisation; tho Protestant 
Church could only operate from different points; 
hence it was unable to bring about tho same uni
formity.

The movement that was not superficial was the 
scientific and humanist movement, of which the 
Reformation was, in a certain sense, an episode. 
Italy and.France did more for the world than Ger
many. Martin Luther was a great fighter, but not a 
more heroic one than Giordano Bruno. Melancthon 
was not so important a man as Galileo. Rabelais 
even, with all his dirt and jesting, was more in the 
stream of progress than Luther, and far more than 
Calvin. In the long run, it is knowledge and ideas 
that rule tho world. Luther wa3 not great in know
ledge, and certainly not great in ideas. He was a 
born fighter and a strong character. His proper

place is among the heroic figures of history. He 
was a man of leading, but scarcely a man of light.

Luther was violently opposed to the scientific 
movement. He called Copernicus an old fool. He 
would hear nothing against the accepted Biblical 
theory of the universe. Genesis was to him, as well 
as to the Pope, the beginning and the end of sound 
science. Nor was he more friendly to philosophy- 
Draper truly asserts that the leaders of the Reforma
tion “ were determined to banish philosophy from the 
Church.” Aristotle was vilified by Luther as “ truly 
a devil, a horrid calumniator, a wicked sycophant, a 
prince of darkness, a real Apollyon, a beast, a most 
horrid impostor on mankind, a public and professed 
liar, a goat, a complete epicure, this twice execrable 
Aristotle.” Such was Luther’s style in controversy- 
We commend it to the attention of Protestants who 
rail at the Freethinker.

Liberty of conscience is a principle of which 
Luther had no conception. He claimed the right 
to think against the Pope ; he denied the right ol 
others to think against himself. His attitude to
wards the Anabaptists was fiendish. During the 
Peasants’ War he urged tho authorities to extermi
nate tho rebels, to “  stab, kill and strangle them 
without mercy.” Melancthon taught that heretics 
“ ought to be restrained by the sword.” Luther like
wise declared that whoever denied even one article 
of the Protestant faith should be punished Severely- 
Referring to a false teacher, he exclaimed, “ Drive 
him away as an apostle of hell; and if he does not 
flee, deliver him up as a seditious man to the execu
tioner.”

Hallam, Buckle, Lecky and all reputable historians/ 
agree that the Protestant party held tho same 
principle of persecution as tho Catholics. It was not 
disputed that death was the proper punishment^ ot 
obstinate heresy. Tho only dispute was—which 
were the heretics and who should die ?

Luther’s influence was very great in England, as 
Calvin’s was in Scotland, and tho leaders of the 
Reformation in our own country had no doubt as to 
tho justice of killing men for a difference of opinion- 
Cranmer taught that heretics were first to be excom
municated ; if that made no impression on them they 
were to suffer death. It satisfies one sense of tho 
fitness of things that Cranmer himself perished at the 
stake. Beacon taught that the duty of magistrates 
with regard to heretics was to punish them—“ yca’ 
and also to take them out of this life.” This same 
Beacon called upon the temporal rulers to “ bo n° 
longer tho pope’s hangmen.” He preferred thei 
being tho hangmen of Protestantism. Latimer hici" 
self said of tho Anabaptists who were execute > 
“ Well, let them g o ! ” Bishop Jewel, the gre? 
apologist of tho Protestant Church of England, iD 
answering Harding the Jesuit, replies in this way t0 
the charge of being of the brotherhood of Servetof» 
David George and Joan of K ent: “  We detected then 
heresies, and not you. We arraigned them ; we com 
demned them. We put them to the execution of tn 
laws. It seemeth very much to call them °u 
brothers, because we burnt them.” ..i

Calvin held the same persecuting doctrine. 
who opposed him wore' dealt with ruthlessly- ^  
was a voritablo Pope of Geneva. His treatment 
Servetus was infamous. But so universal was  ̂
principle on which Calvin acted, that even the 
Melancthon called the cruel roasting of Servotus 
a slow fire “ a pious and memorable example fof 
posterity.” . j,(¡

Protestantism boasts of having asserted the r1® 
of private judgment. It never did anything of ^  
kind. Not‘a single leader of the Reformation c '^  
asserted such a principle. Erasmus did, though , 
in decisive language; but Erasmus never belong g 
to the Protestant Church, and his humanity, no 
than his philosophy, brought upon him the vitup , 
tion of Luther. Tho hero of Protestantism dm 
intend the consequences of his revolt against 1 0 
ne would have been appalled at the thought of t 
He made a breach, for his own purposes, in the g
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wall of faith. He did not anticipate that others 
would widen it, or that the forces of reason would 
•uarch through and occupy post after post. He 
simply did his own stroke of work, and we do not 
judge him hy later standards. We only object to the 
°xtravaganco of Protestant laudation.

G. W. F o o t e .

Correspondence.

t h e  t h e o r y  o f  n a t u r a l  s e l e c t i o n .
TO THE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir ,—Will it seem an impertinence if I  ask Atheists to 
freshen up their knowledge of biology? If they would take 
Ike trouble to glance at the recent work of the experimental 
school of Zoologists—men like T. H. Morgan, Loeb, Driesch, 
Herbst—they would discover that the Darwinian theory of 
Natural Selection is practically discarded as a factor in the 
formation of new species. This, of course, does not mean 
that Evolution is disproved; on the contrary, we are getting 
(slowly) a real understanding of the process.

Atheism is so sound and philosophical a doctrine that we 
do not requite it he bolstered up by obsolete biological super-
stitions.

I make this protest because, to judge by the speeches and 
Writings of my fellow Atheists, Natural Selection seems in 
danger of becoming a fetish— to be worshiped much as the 
"■ble is by Jews and Christians. I need not say that, if 
Natural Selection bo unsound, tho Bible is not thereby 
Proved to be a Divine Revelation. jj ^  g DKKi

[Tins correspondent deals with a point that was not raised in 
li^rhclo on “ Bernard Shaw in the Pulpit,” to which he pro- 

o'y alludes. The share of natural selection in the formation of 
w species was not under discussion. The question was, is it a 

,r f" evolution ? Or rather—to confine that particular dis- 
- ssiqu to its essentials—is natural selection, through the struggle 
r r existence. a fact? If it he a fact, it explains adaptation as a 

suit without design as a cause, and it settles the theory of 
J !!®6 wisdom and beneficence. That is all we were concerned 
tli a wo arc nof ca,Ned upon now to express any opinion on

e doctrine of the origin of species which is referred to by our 
R e s p o n d e n t .— E ditor .]

National Secular Society.

Report of M onthly E xecutive  M eeting  held  on J unf, 20. 
>  President, Mr. G. W. Foote, in tho chair. There were 
ala° present :—Messrs. J. Barry, C. Cohen, F. A. Davies, T. 
"orniot, J. T. Lloyd, W. Leat, Dr. R. T. Nichols, J. Noato, 

Quinton, F. Schaller, S. Samuels, J. T. Thurlow, F. 
v»c°d, V. Roger, C. Bowman, E. A. Charlton, H. Farmer, R. 
JtookSi E. Woodward.

fitst^h hmng tho first meeting <
g , ,  business was the election of Committees, etc. Miss 
Ije , ' ^ ancc was re-elected as General Secretary; MeEsrs. 
WQ0 .ail(f Samuels as Monthly Auditors; Messrs. Roger, Leat, 
tpjj ,d’ anJ Samuels as a Benevolent Fund Committee. Tho 
Mes U‘ 10ns passed hy tho Conference woro dealt with, and 
Sub ^armcr> Charlton, and Quinton wero elected as a 
Loru 0£Qrnitteo to report upon tho question of an Organising

Secretary was instructed to make arrangements for 
Pari °nstrahons in tho Regent's, Victoria, and Brockwcll 

muj an,l  at Parliament Hill.
1 Meeting then closed.

E. M. V ance, General Secretary.

of tho now Executive, tho

The,

TRAGEDY.
It has been said that tragedy purifies the affections by 

terror and pity. That is, it substitutes imaginary sympathy 
for mere selfishness. It gives us a high and permanent 
interest, beyond ourselves, in humanity as such. It raises 
the great, the remote, and the possible to an equality with 
the real, the little, and the near. It makes man a partaker 
with his kind. It subdues and softens the stubborness of 
his will. It teaches him that there are and have been others 
like himself, by showing him as in a glass what they have 
felt, thought, and done. It opens the chambers of the 
human heart. It leaves nothing indifferent to us that can 
affect our common nature. It excites our sensibility by 
exhibiting the passions wound up to the utmost pitch by the 
power of imagination or the temptation of circumstances ; 
and corrects their fatal excesses in ourselves by pointing to 
the greater extent of sufferings and of crimes to which they 
have led others. Tragedy creates a balance of the affec
tions. It makes us thoughtful spectators in the lists of life. 
It is the refiner of the species ; a discipline of humanity.—

— William Hazlitt.

The morning drum-call on my eager ear 
Thrills unforgotten y e t ; the morning dew 
Lies yet undried along my field of noon.

But now I pause at whiles in what I do,
And count the bell, and tremble lest I hear 
(My work uutrimmed) the sunset gun too soon.

_______  —R. L. Stevenson.

DISESTABLISHMENT AND DISESTABLISHMENT.
I had many provincial prejudices to get rid of after settling 

in England. It appeared at first the plainest duty in the 
world to unite with the dissenters in their agitation for the 
Separation of Church and State. After a year or so, I began 
to wonder at never seeing at their meetings any of the great
liberal thinkers, none of the scientific men....... I revised the
whole matter carefully, and reached the conclusion that I 
had been cheated by the phrase, “ Separation of Church and 
State.”  No genuine separation of that kind has ever taken 
place. In America, the separation of Church and State has 
invariably meant merely the separation of the State from 
one particular Church—tho English Church—to the extent 
only of establishing all sects along with it. By the exemp
tion of Church property from taxation the whole community 
is taxed in tho interest of those churches. Then by the 
legal establishment of the aggregate Sabbatarianism of the 
churches, by appointing and paying national chaplains, by 
supporting in treaties and hy military force the propaganda 
of missionaries, orthodox Christianity is made a national 
Americau institution. Sectarian churches are, indeed, all 
enjoying established privileges in America unknown to the 
English Church.— M. D. Comvay, “ Autobiography,”  vol. ii., 
p. 291. _________

The man who will stand by another in affliction as well as 
at a feast : in calamity, in a famine, in a tumult : who will 
follow him oven to the King’s Court or tho Cemetery—ho is 
indeed a friend.— The Ilitopadesa.

On all occasions it is woll to bo a littlo moro than tolerant, 
especially when a wiser and better man than ourselves 
thinks differently from us.— Landor.

Nothing is more disgusting than the crowing about liberty 
by slaves, as most men are, and tho flippant mistaking for 
freedom of some paper prcamblo.— Emerson.

MIDNIGHT.
Unfathomable Night 1 how dost thou sweep 

Over tho flooded earth, and darkly hido 
The mighty city under thy full tido,

Making a silent palace for old Sleep ;
Like his own templo under the hush'd dcop,

Where all the busy day he doth abide,
And, forth at tho late dark, outspreadeth wido 

His dusky wings wlienco the cold waters sweep 
How peacefully the living millions lio 1 
r ̂  Lull’d unto death boneath liis poppy spells;
Thero is no breath—no living stir—-no cry 
No tread of foot— no song—no music-call 

Only the sound of melancholy bolls 
The voice of Time— Survivor of them all 1

•—Thomas Hood,

MAN AND NATURE.
“ In harmony with Nature ? ”  Restless fool,
Who with such heat dost preach what wore to thee, 
When true, tho last impossibility ;
To bo like Nature strong, like Nature co o l:
Know, man hath all which Nature hath, but more, 
And in that more lie all his hopes for good.
Nature is cruel; man is sick of blood :
Nature is stubborn ; man would fain adore :
Nature is fickle ; man hath need of rest:
Naturo forgives no debt, and fears no grave:
Man would bo mild, and with safe conscience blest. 
Man must begin, know this, whero Nature ends; 
Naturo and man can never be fast friends.
Fool, if thou canst not pass her, rest her slave.

— Matthew Arnold,
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

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

LONDON.

Outdoor.

B ethnal G reen B ranch N. S. S . : Victoria Park (near the 
Fountain), 3.15 and 6.15, C. Cohen.

Camberwell B ranch N . S. S. : Station-road, 11.30, Guy A. 
Aldred, “ Christianity in Heathen India.”  Brockweil Park, Guy 
A. Aldred, 3.15, “  The Ethics of Secularism 6.15, “  Why I am 
an Atheist.”

K ingsland B ranch N. S. S. : Bidley-road, 10.30, J. W. Marshall, 
“ Jesus a Glorified Crank.”

N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S .: Parliament Hill, 3.30, W. J. 
Ramsey, “  The New Theology.”

W est H am B ranch N. S. S .: Outside Maryland Point Station 
(G.E.R.), 7, F. A. Davies, a Lecture.

W est L ondon B ranch N. S. S. : Hyde Park (near Marble 
Arch), 11.30, a Lecture.

W oolwich B ranch N. S. S. : Beresford-square, 11.30, F. A. 
Davies, a Lecture.

COUNTRY.
W est Stanley B ranch N. S. S. (I.L . P. Institute) : 3, Business 

—Consideration of Trip.
Outdoor.

E dinburgh B ranch N. S. S . : The Meadows, 3, a Lecture ; The 
Mound, 7, a Lecture.

TRUE MORALITY sOr, The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism,
IS, I BELIEVE,

T H E  B E S T  BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT.

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

In order that it may have a largo 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, 1392, says: "Mr.

Holmes’s pamphlet.......is an almost unexceptional statement
of tho N60-Malthusianism theory and practice.......and through
out appeals to moral feeling.......The special value of Mr.
Holmes's service to the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human 
well-being generally ia just his combination in his pamphlet 
of a plain statement of the physical and moral need for family 
limitation, with a plain account of the means by which it can be 
secured, and an offer to all concerned of the requisites at the 
lowest possible prices.”

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

Ordert should be S6nt 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, Negleoted or badly doctored 
oases. 3 or 4 days is sufficient time to onre any case. For sore 
and Inflamed Eyelids. Nothing to equal the Lotion for Dimness 
of Sight. Will remove Skin or Film that sometimes grows on 
the Eye. As the eye is one of the most sensitive organs of the 
body, it needs the most careful treatment.

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

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

SEASIDE HOLIDAYS.—Comfortable Apartments;
bath, piano ; pleasant country outlook ; twelve minutes sea. 

Moderate terms.— S mith, “  Nirvana,” The Grove, Southend-on- 
Sea.

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
B y  F R E D . B O R 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 been
published of recent years...... A highly-instructive piece of self-
revelation.”—Reynolds' Newspaper.

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

Order of your Newsagent at once.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, B-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 distribute 
them judiciously. Persons applying for considerable numbers, 
who are not known at the publishing office, must give a reference 
or some other proof of good faith. Carriage must be paid W 
applicants. The postago of ono dozen will be Id., of two dozen 
2d., of fifty copies 3d., of a hundred copies 4d. Larger quantities 

by special arrangement.

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

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 your Book of Ood. Yon 
shown with perfect clearness tho absurdity of Doan FaJr°r 
position I congratulate yon on your book. It will do great g°° ' 
because it is filled with the best of sonso expressed with fores tta 
beauty.” —Colonel I noersoll.

I‘ ‘ A volume we strongly recommend........Ought to he >n
hands of every earnest and sincere inquirer."—Reynolds’* " e 
paper.

Bound in Stout Paper Covers- . . - !/■ 
Bound in Good C l o t h ...........................2/■

A NEW EDITION. NOW READY.
Colonel Ingersoll’s L a st Lecture.

WHAT IS RELIGION J
An Address delivered before tbo American Free Reli£90tl 

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
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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 0 # cs— 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.O. 

Chairman of Board o f  Directors— Mb. G. W, FOOTE. 
Secretary— E. M. VANCE (Miss),

j  So°tety was formed In 1893 to afford legal security to the 
TUaiUon and application of funds for Saoular purposes.

Oh'o ^ 8morandum of Association sets forth that the Society's 
«how* are'— Promote the principle that human conduct 
aatn iv  nPoa natural knowledge, and not upon super-
, ,  jJra‘ belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
j  0 bought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry.

° Promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com- 
l ‘ ,e secularisation of the State, eto., eto. And to do all such 
Ij !,c ' things as are conducive to snch objects. Also to have, 
o? h« r608've> r,nd retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 

°equeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 
„Purposes of the Society.

aho “ ability of members is limited to JEl, in case the Society 
liahTr V6r '3B wonn  ̂nP and ''be assets were insufficient to cover 
■ iLtiea—a most unlikely contingency.

„ ®mbers pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsoquont 
J subscription of five shillings.
I8 fie Society has a considerable number of members, but a much 
Rain a nan;bor is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
it nr «  a.raon8st those who read thiB announcement. All who join 
!ta rr °‘I?ate in the oontrol of its business and the trusteeship of 
tion°tliOIlrOC8‘ *4 *a exPr63S'y  provided in the Articles of Associa
t e  p • no mcmbor, as suoh, shall derive any sort of profit from 
i,,, l°=,e'y> either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
’ 2,Way whatever.
pi ® Society's affairs are managed by an eloctod Board of 
¡¡a , 81,0181 consisting of not loss than five and not more than 

a members, one-third of whom rotiro (by ballot) each year,

but are capable of re-ciesiion. An Annual General Meeting of 
members must be held in London, to receivo the Report, eleot 
new Directors, and transaot any other business that may arise.

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

The Society's solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battoock 23 
Rood-lane, Fenonuroh-street, London, E.O.

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

Friends of the Sooioty 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 
tbeir contents have to be established by competent testimony.

WORKS
ATHEISM AND MORALITY 2d., post Jd.
b ib l e  a n d

BY G. W. FOOTE.
or, Hugh Price Hughes' Con

^  BEER. Showing tho absurdity of basing 
Teetotalism on the Christian Scriptures. Caroful, thorough, 
and accurate. Freethinkers should keep this pamphlet by 
them. 4d., post $d.

Bib l e  h a n d b o o k  f o r  f r e e t h i n k e r s
QUIRING CHRISTIANS
handsomely printed. Cheap edition, paper cover,
°loth 2s. 6d., post 21'

AND IN- 
A new edition, revised and 

Is. 6d.
R pos  ̂aja.

a® HEROES. New edition. Each part, paper Is., post Id. 
‘ uporior edition (200 pages), complete, cloth, 2s. 6d., 
Post 2$d. r

ROMANCES. Popular edition, with Portrait, paper 
Post 2P<d 1 Superior edition (100 pages), cloth 2g.,

cQristianity  AND PROGRESS. Second and cheaper
1 on. Rocommendcd by Mr, Robert Blatchford in Qod 

(w  nd My Neighbor. Id., post Jd.
^STIANITY AND SECULARISM. Four Nights’ Public 

ebate with the Rev. Dr. James McCann. Paper, I s . ;
c a n  h l3 - 6d" P ° st2a-

MES OP CHRISTIANITY.
?n '°  standard authorities.

A Candid Criticism.

Hundreds of references are 
No pains have been Bpared to

j  .ie 'he work a comploto, trustworthy, final, unanswerable 
v, (Mment of Christianity. Tho Tree is judged by itsFruit.

SERMONS AND OTHER FANTASIAS. 
uAR\vin

Cloth (214 pp.), 2s. 6d., post 3d.
8d., post Id.

Containing all tho passages in tho worksON GOD.q J T \ 'T'*"'1 VAV-fJL/, U ili 01*0 i/asijo» 5 V

BEEt.’ arw‘n boaring on the subject of religion. 
Jn!!CF 0P  FREE SPEECH. Three hours’‘ v hnf«— t -_a —.-a— YVith

6d., post Id.
Address to the 

Special Preface and

and Othor Free Church Per

ry before Lord Coleridge, 
many Footnotes. 4d., post id- 

BROPp ir q  txIE DEVIL

formances. 2d., post id. apries. cloth, 2s. Gd.,floyvers of freethought. fi 4 3d;
Post 3d. Second Senes, cloth 2s. no , Coronation

°0 L  SAVE THE KING. An English Republican 
„  Notes. 2d., post *d. ... v ,,„ ana True
Ha-LL o p  s CIENCE LIBEL CASE, wit ^  1

•Account of the “  Leeds Orgies. ■> 1 1. enlarged.
^FIDEL DEATH-BEDS. Second edition. t Hd>
t 8d„ post id. Superfine paper in cloth, is. • > *
^TERVIEW  WITH THE DEVIL- 2d„ ‘Debftte with 
lB SOCIALISM SOUND? Four N»f?B4* 1 t 2Jd.
Twr,Annie BeBant- lB-- Post 1̂ d’ ’ fY . t’krT archdeacon ^QErsollism defended AGAINST ax

Fa r r a r . 2d., post id. 9d post id.
'JOIIN MORLEY AS A FREETHINKER- “ "  p 2d_
betters to the clergy. (128 pp-)- "
LETTERS TO JESUS CHRIST. 4d., P°3 i

LIE IN FIVE CHAPTERS;
verted Atheist. Id., post Jd.

MRS. BESANT’S THEOSOPHY.
2d., post Jd.

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

PECULIAR PEOPLE. An Opon Letter to Mr. Justice Wills. 
Id., post id.

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

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

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

Roply to General Booth. 2d., post id.
SECULARISM AND THEOSOPHY." A Rejoinder to Mrs. 

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

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

THE GRAND OLD BOOK. A Reply to tho Grand Old Man. 
An Exhaustive Answer to the Right H011. W. E. Gladstone's 
Impregnable Bode of Holy Scripture. I s . ; bound in clcth, 
Is. Gd., post lid .

THE BIBLE GOD. 2d., post id.
THE ATHEIST SHOEMAKER and tho Rev. Hugh Price 

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

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

Wilson Barret’s Play. Gd., post lid .
THE DYING ATHEIST. A Story. Id., post id.
THEISM OR ATHEISM? Public Debate between G. W. 

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

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

THE JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the Sepher Toldoth 
Jeshu, or Book of the Generation of Jesus. Edited, with an 
Historical Preface and Voluminous Notes, by G. W. Foote 
and J. M. Wheelor. Gd., post Id.

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

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

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

WHO WAS THE FATHER OF JESUS? 2d., post id. 
WILL CHRIST SAVE US ? 6d„ post Id.
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THIS WEEK’S

CONTAINS A SPECIAL ARTICLE BY

Mr. G. W. FOOTE.
ON

“ Those Wicked Sunday Schools.”

O F  A L L  N E W S A G E N T S  A N D  B O O K S E L L E R S .

ONE PENNY.

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, T H R E E  PEN CE HALFPENNY.

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.0-

THE MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA
OR, THE

DEATH OF THE CLASSICAL WORLD
AN ADDBESS AT CHICAGO BY

M. M. MANGASARIAN.

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