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Despite the philosopher who, as a genuine Englishman, 
tried to bring laughter into bad repute in all thinking 
minds, I  would even allow myself—to rank philosophers
according to the quality of their laughing—up to those 
who— -- ‘are capable of GOLDEN laughter.—NIETZSCHE.

Notes on the “  Blasphemy ” Case.

ask me what day the Boulter case will be 
. ^  the Central Criminal Court. It is im- 

P ssjble for me or any man to tell them. The 
'n l810118 open on Tuesday, February 4. That is 

* know at present. * *

Pla k0 excused from giving any idea of the
to DSr°  ̂ defenC6, Naturally we do not wish 

enlighten the prosecution. And there is only 
nab keeping a secret, and that is, telling
ear °fi ®u® ce it to say that everything is being 
hfiiGf nlly thought out, with a view to defeating this 

ated attack on free speech.

This is, in my opinion, the only way of defeat ng 
the attack. Borne enterprising gentlemen are ta 8 

getting up public committees and , r%  ?  “A«1 nf 
b J aPWBi Bnt I have hoard that sort of

In8 for the last twenty-five years, and nothing ever 
th f̂8 The only man who ever did anything in
^ at way was Charles Bradlaugh. He introduced a 
nh 1 ln„ the House of Commons abolishing “  blas- 
P ê y .” altogether as a crime, and pushed it through 
fo °Wn incomparable address and vigor. He 

however, that those who voted for his Oaths 
fn not support him on this occasion. Only
tl/ "̂dve followed him into the division lobby. Thus

0 Ideation was hung up until another Bradlaugh 
'n ie  along—and number two is notyet on the horizon, 
an ? ¿a^?8 i'k0 Blasphemy Laws is likely to be a slow 
q pdions business. It may very well take another 
Ih i,r °f a century—or longer. Meanwhile tho 
r !Pk0my Laws may be practically repealed by 
a , erin8 “  Blasphemy ”  prosecutions very difficult

c° 8tly. When the bigots find that they cannot 
tho n  °n 8ecnring their intended victim, and that 
w ili/i aro ra,kher against their doing so at all, they 
djrGcdroP the game and soek sport in some other

* ... *

den*10 *̂ ea Sotting representative Christians to 
wj„°Unco this “  blasphemy ” prosecution is—well, I 
Bvn caP ohildish, but amazingly sanguine, 
not n most “  liberal-minded ” Christians have 
Mr n° rnu°t1 as opened their lips on the subject. 
Win is jost as bad as the rest. Yet he
n,enf. nd his name turning up in the case. He is 
of 10I*ed in Mr. Boulter’s indictment as the author 
abd e. statement that the orthodox God is “  spiteful 

y* ’ That bit of City Temple “  blasphemy ”  is 
It w 0 ,ho charge of the Highbury Corner “ infidel.’ 
bell b* a ^ave. been manly, therefore, if Mr. Camp- 
view fvT Puhlicly and plainly dissented from the 
ttiotor Christian ministers who keep their own 
BPeakaK?rS °?ay do with impunity what is an un-

1 on b 6 ° “ me in “  infidel ’ ’ lecturers who take*,888

their motor-cars in penny instalments. But with 
him, as with all the rest of the tribe, the word is 
“  Mum !”  When you scratch a Christian you catch 
a Bigot. ’Twas ever thus.

I looked through several Christian papers last 
week for a reference to the Boulter case, and I looked 
in vain. They appear to be quite satisfied with the 
persecution of “ blasphemers.”  It is perfectly right, 
in their eyes, that English citizens who are not 
respectful to their religion should be treated as 
criminals. It does not occur to them that the very 
word “ blasphemy ” ought to stink in their nostrils. 
Their own Lord and Savior was accused of that crime 
when he was arrested. This is what we read in 
Mark xiv. 63-64 :—

“ Then the high priest rent his clothes, and saith, 
What need we any further witnesses ? Ye have heard 
the blasphemy: what think ye ? And they all con
demned him to be guilty of death.”

After that classic instance of the operation of the 
Blasphemy Laws the Christians ought to be ashamed 
of the word. It should be wiped out of their 
dictionary. But the fact is otherwise. They are 
bent on earning the denunciation of “ Woe unto you 
hypocrites I” ... ...

Let there be no misunderstanding. I repeat—and 
it is highly necessary to repeat—that the suggestions 
of “ obscenity ” made in the Police Court are not 
carried forward to the Central Criminal Court. 
Why ? Simply because the trial has to take place 
in the full light of publicity, and the policy of 
innuendo is no longer feasible. The Freethought 
party may take it from me that Mr. Boulter is indicted 
for absolutely nothing but “ blasphemy.” There is not 
an insinuation of anything else. And I, for my part, 
am not going to let the issue be obscured. It is idle 
to talk about “ coarse” language. That is not a 
crime. Moreover, it is a matter of personal taste 
—and de gustibus non est disputandum. Some people 
aro terribly shocked by the good old English ex
pression “ in the family way,” while other people 
think that employing foreign phrases, such as 
enciente, is the real vulgarity. For the rest, I have 
no concern with Mr. Boulter’s style of oratory ; that 
is his business, not mine; he stands or falls to his 
own public; I am only concerned with his right to 
criticise Christianity with the same freedom that 
Christians exercise in criticising Secularism. And I 
say that if Christians deny him this right they are 
contemptible bigots, and must be taught a very 
necessary lesson in toleration.

* , *

Mr. Boulter is prosecuted for pure and simple 
“ blasphemy.” To demonstrate this I shall depart 
from the usual practice and quote from his indict
ment. It sets forth—

“  That Harry Boulter, being an evil disposed person, 
and disregarding the Laws and Religion of this Realm, 
and wickedly devising, contriving, and intending to 
scandalise and vilify the Christian Religion, and to 
bring the Holy Scriptures and the Christian Religion 
into disbelief, ridicule, and contempt amongst people of 
this Realm, and to publicly blaspheme Almighty God 
and our Lord Jesus Christ,”  etc., etc.

Half-a-dozen sentences, picked out of three lectures, 
each occupying more than a hour in delivery, are
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cited in proof of this charge, which is obviously a 
charge of speaking disrespectfully of the Christian 
Religion. Simply this, and nothing more. And the 
prosecution, of course, hope to get twelve Christians 
in the jury box, with the view of obtaining a most 
just and impartial decision.

¿J •>
Mr. W. J. Ramsey sends me a copy of a resolution 

passed unanimously by the Political Council of the 
Borough of Hackney "Workmen’s Club on Friday 
evening, January 17, and also passed unanimously 
the next evening by the Council of the Metropolitan 
Radical Federation, representing some 40,000 London 
Radicals :—

“  That this Federation views with surprise and indig
nation the revival b j the Police authorities of the 
infamous Blasphemy Laws, and strongly condemns the 
action of the Home Secretary in giving his sanction to 
such proceedings.”

Mr. Ramsey suggests that all readers of the Free
thinker belonging to political clubs or other institu
tions should bring a similar resolution before their 
fellow-members, get it carried, and forward it to the 
Home Secretary and the local member of parliament. 
Where this cannot be done, it is at least possible for 
Freethinkers to write to their parliamentary repre
sentatives and press this matter upon their attention. 
Nothing should be left undone that may stir up 
public opinion against “ this abominable prosecu
tion,” as Mr. Chesterton calls it.

Writing letters to the newspapers is good policy. 
Many Freethinkers could do that. Why don’t they 
do it—and do it at once ? Even the Socialist press 
wants looking after; which is all the stranger, 
because Mr. Boulter preached Socialism before he 
preached Freethought. I understand that silence 
is being broken in the Clarion this week, by Mr. 
Blatchford himself. It is the eleventh hour, hut 
better late than never. Last week’s New Age inci
dentally mentioned the Boulter case as one “ to 
which we shall refer later.” Do they mean when 
he is “ doing time,” or what ? Or is it merely the 
settled method of Fabian the Cunotator ?

Little good would be done—probably none at all— 
by troubling the Christian press with communica
tions. Letters would either be burked or rendered 
unrecognisable by their writers; and this would 
simply lead to weariness and vexation. Besides, 
the readers of Christian papers belong to the hope
less classes. It is an historic truth that no Church, 
and no religion, was ever improved from inside. 
Progress has always been the result of outside 
pressure. Nothing could be truer than Ingersoll’s 
remark that Christianity never left off burning 
people alive from any dislike of the process; it 
simply left off when there were too many people 
who objected to being burnt alive.

* **

And now a last word, since it seems necessary, as 
to the financial aspect of this struggle. Mr. Boulter’s 
prosecution is at the cost of the English taxpayers. 
His defence is being paid for by the National Secular 
Society. I have already stated that the Society, 
having money at command at present, has hypothe
cated a considerable sum to this object. Should the 
fight be a long one, and more expensive than was at 
first contemplated, the amount available may be 
insufficient. In that case an appeal will have to be 
made for additional funds. But in the meanwhile 
the Society is not soliciting any outside assistance. 
I hope this is distinctly understood. And the better 
it is understood the more it will be reoognised that 
Charles Bradlaugh was justified in expecting the 
Society he founded to go on fighting for Freethought 
when he was in his grave. F o o t e .

Christianity as a Moraliser.

T h e  attitude of the Church to morality has always 
been more or less ambiguous. Even at the present 
day it is the boast of many evangelical ministers 
that they are not ethical teachers or mere lecturers 
on morals. Their supreme business, they allege, is 
to preach the gospel of deliverance from the damna
tion of hell through faith in the finished work of 
Christ. Morality, as such, or mere morality, as they 
often call it, is, in thoir estimation, of little value. 
A man may lead a highly virtuous life, he may even 
be all that can bo desired of him as a member of 
society, and yet remain, in the sight of God, a miser
able sinner doomed to everlasting perdition. But 
there is another clerical school, according to which 
the one mission of Christianity is to moralise the whole 
of life. The direct result of knowing God in Jesus 
Christ is to become good citizens. Many of these 
preachers assure us that Christianity, in its practical 
expression, means Socialism. But both schools of 
religious instructors are in complete agreement as 
regards the assertion that the acceptance of Christi
anity results in the exaltation, or regeneration, of 
morality. Whether directly or indirectly, whether 
as a primary object or as a secondary consequence, 
faith in Christ, it is affirmed, does make men moral. 
Now, this assertion we are prepared to challenge, 
and to justify our challenge from history.

We have already seen thajt at its highest and best 
the moral teaching of Paganism was superior to that 
of Christianity, or that Seneca, for example, was a 
better ethical guide than St. Paul. But the Christ
ians are perpetually inviting us to consider the vast 
difference in the moral condition of the world the 
coming of Jesus has made. Some time ago, when it 
was the custom to characterise him as nothing but 
a theological amateur, the Rev. R. J. Campbell once 
retorted that, whatever he was as a theologian, he 
claimed to be an expert in the study of history, and 
that from his export knowledge of history came the 
unshakable conviction that the advent of Christ had 
been an incalculable boon to society. Even the lato 
Dean Church, who had cleansed his mind from many 
popular prejudices, maintained that with Christi
anity “ a now morality ” had entered into the world 
and largely transformed it. Now, this is a dogmatic 
statement which must be tested by facts which 
cannot bo denied. It is tho easiest thing in tho 
world to eulogise the moral precepts of the New 
Testament, to quote eloquent passages from the 
writings of eminent Church Fathers in which tho 
Christian life is praised for its purity, earnestness, 
and love, or to expatiate on “  the high level of 
morality ” enjoined by Christianity, and the moral 
conduct tho Christian societies were intended to 
promote ; and similar claims can be put in on behalf 
of almost every other great religion. It is the most 
difficult thing conceivable, however, to demonstrate 
that Christianity ever produced the morality it en
joined, or that Christian societies ever did promote 
the moral conduct they were intended to promote.

Let us take the fourth century, when Christianity 
is declared to have exhibited its very noblest qualities 
and exercised its greatest moral power. An eminent 
divine, in his anxiety to support that declaration, 
says: “  You know not how destitute of true and 
generous action the Roman world was.” Probably 
most theologians would agree with and repeat that 
oracular utterance. But every unprejudiced historian 
is fully aware that the Roman world was distinguished 
for its magnanimity, its justice, its liberty, its care 
for the weak and unfortunate, and, in general, for its 
high and beneficent type of civilisation. Consult 
Gibbon, Lecky, Renan, Dill, and Farror, and you will 
see how utterly false tho divine’s picture of the 
Roman Empire is. Well, equally extravagant and 
misleading is the estimate of the primitive Christian 
Church found in the works of its apologists. Harnack 
assures us that within the first three centuries 
Christianity conquered the Roman Empire, and 
quotes many sub-apostolic Fathers and apologists in
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support of its perfect morality and transforming 
efficacy; bnt it would be quite as easy to quote from 
the same writers passages in which the immoralities 
and crimes of the Christians are severely denounced. 
Harnack speaks scornfully of “  the abominable 
charges circulated by the Jews against the moral 
life of Christians which held their own for a long 
while, and were credited by the common people as 
well as by many of the educated classes,” and avers 
that anyone who has examined the evidence finds 
something very different. Bnt this German scholar 
is radically mistaken. Read Paul’s picture of the 
Christian community at Corinth (1 Cor i., iii, v., vi., 
xi. 17-22) and you will be obliged to admit that 
morality was at a very low ebb there. The same 
state of things, with slight variations, is to be seen 
in every succeeding generation. The Jewish charges 
were not all false; Celsus and Porphyry were not 
deliberate liars; nor can we ignore the fact that 
many of the Fathers bitterly complained of the 
numerous shortcomings of the saints. Thus wo find 
Tertullian, somewhere about 208, assailing the lax 
Catholics and their clergy. It is true that when he 
made his attack Tertullian had seceded from the 
Catholic Church ; but there is nothing to show that 
he unduly magnified the sins and corruptions pre
valent amongst heaven’s chosen people. _

According to Dean Church, there occurred in the
fourth-  century a “  great restoration of civilisation, 
Ue mainly to the impulse and power of Christian 

jnorality.” Now, what were the outward signs of 
ms alleged “  great restoration of civilisation ” ? In 

other words, what were the chief products of Chris- 
mnity in the fourth century ? These two—celibacy 

And asceticism, neither of which was calculated to 
Improve the conditions and relations of social life, 
■civen granting that celibacy was accepted by a 
small number of the best people, did the family life 
°f the Empire become, in consequence, any purer 
bod nobler ? Monks were doubtless very numerous; 
ot of what service were or could they be to the 

)) orld of struggling men and women ? This is how 
Eacky portrays the monk :—

“ A hideous, sordid, and omaciated maniac, ■without 
knowledgo, without patriotism, without natural affection, 
passing his life in a long routine of useless and atrocious 
self-torturo, and quailing before the ghostly phantoms of 
bis dolirious brain, had become the ideal of the nations 
that had known the writings of Plato and Cicero and the 
lives of Socrates and Cato.”

Therefore not le3S than a hundred thousand monks 
and virgins ; and yet tho world was in “ a condition 

depravity, and especially of degradation, which 
as seldom been surpassed.” You may be told that 
ecky was hopelessly prejudiced ; but he only echoes 
nat St. Ambrose (840-420) and St. Augustine 

l' ”4 180) had said before him, and nobody will lay 
prejudice to their charge. According to these im
partial witnesses, the most disgusting licentiousness 
a munded among the virgins and tho monks them- 
mves. if  an this waa true 0f the consecrated 

a asses, we can infer what vices must have enervated 
lbe bulk of the people.
. -Now, observe, the Evangelicals are most emphatic 

hiding that Christianity was at its purest, and 
Achieved its noblest triumphs, during the first three 
centuries. When it became tho religion of the State 
ip® Slory began to depart, and its power to decline, 

be Dark Ages were exceptionally licentious ages, 
e contemptible Valentinian III. wallowed in im

purity without let or hindrance in tho Eternal City, 
^epo after Pope rushed into every excess of wicked- 

ss, and p 0pe af£er p 0po deuounced the shameless 
iqmty of the times. Fornication and incest were 
e Among the clergy everywhere. There was a 

tl)Rr imPr°vement under the reign of Charles 
tr° r cat’ the roots of the evils were left un- 

with the result that the damming of the 
B ; .̂ rs impurity caused a terrific flood of sen- 
1 lfcy a little later on. Tho tenth century was the 
off 68̂  a.n<̂  darkest age in the history of civilisation, 
cri°n s^Smatised as the age of tho infamous Porno- 

cy- ^be eleventh and the twelfth were not much

better. The thirteenth century was noted for the 
number of its saints and great preachers. It was 
now that St. Francis, St. Antony, and St. Dominic 
startled Europe by their fiery preaching. Did these 
saintly men work a revolution in morals ? By no 
means. Violence, fraud, and impurity were in full 
swing. This was the age in which the Pope took 
the prostitutes of Rome under his special protection, 
and a ship containing three hundred such women 
was despatched to the French soldiers who were 
trying to snatch the Holy Sepulchre from the un
speakable Saracens.

Enough has been said to prove conclusively that 
Christianity has not succeeded in moralising Europe. 
The profession of religion was never a barrier against 
immoral practices, either for clergy or laity. This 
would be a truism, needing no support, were it not 
for the persistent and deliberate misrepresentations 
of Christian writers and speakers, who unscrupulously 
magnify the evils of Paganism, and not only mini
mise, but, as a rule, totally ignore, those of Chris
tianity. We have no desire to sing the praises of 
Paganism, in so far as it was a religion, but as a 
philosophy of human life on earth it was undoubtedly 
superior to Christianity, and to stamp it out by force 
amounted to a crime. To moralise life we must first 
rationalise it, and Christianity has always been the 
sworn enemy of every form of rationalism. To 
moralise life is to bring it under the law of society, or 
to make each individual life a contribution to the 
common good, and it is well known that Christianity 
has invariably allied itself with the classes against 
the masses. To moralise life is to naturalise it, and 
this nothing can do but education. Moral conduct 
signifies conduct under the guidance and control of 
educated intelligence. He alone is a moral man 
whose one purpose is to add to the happiness and 
prosperity of the community in which his lot is cast.

J. T. Lloyd.

Blasphemy.

The present blasphemy prosecution should have at 
least one good effect—that of reminding Freethinkers 
of all kinds that much needs to be done before 
genuine liberty of thought and speech can be said 
to exist in this country. For long enough many 
Freethinkers have excused themselves for their in
activity with tho reflection that the fight is now 
practically over. Orthodox Christianity, they say, is 
dead ; Christian theology is becoming more and more 
liberal— its harsher features are being smoothed 
away; there is no longer the need there was for per
sistent fighting and hard hitting. Such people, as 
events have shown, are living in a fool’s paradise. 
Christianity will never cease to be dangerous until 
it is dead. Bad laws will never cease to be a menace 
to liberty until they are repealed. Christians will 
not cease to be bigots until they forget tho title 
they bear. It is true that many prominent Chris
tians would now be ashamed to set tho Blasphemy 
Laws in motion; but the less prominent ones are not, 
and these, in the very nature of things, must form 
tho vast majority. Moreover, the prominent Chris
tians, who could so easily put an end to suoh legal 
iniquities, are passively acquiescent. Not a single Non
conformist preacher, of all that army of hypocrites 
who for years has been shouting that they are the 
bulwark and preserver of English liberties, have 
raised a word of protest. Dr. Clifford, with his 
concern for justice for all citizens, is as silent as 
Mr. Campbell, the passionate advocate of a now 
State in which all shall be free and equal. They do 
not believe in tho State patronage of religion, but 
they do believe in the State suppression of Free- 
thought in the interests of religion. They lack the 
courage to come out in the light of day as persecutors 
of opinion; they are also without the manliness to 
denounce such persecution as an outrage on civilisa
tion. They are simply mean enough to hope for the
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success of the efforts of those they dare not denounce 
and equally dare not openly support. Christianity 
as a creed is well matched by the type of character 
it developss.

Alone of all subjects on the face of the earth, 
r ligion is the one thing that must have legal pro
tection against assault. Art, science, literature, 
political opinion, all are independent of it. You may 
laogh at science until you’re tired; you may speak 
as disrespectfully of the law of gravitation as you 
feel inclined; it never enters into the head of a sane 
individual to drag you before a judge and jury to be 
punished for your conduct. We know that the facts 
of nature will be there when laughter has ceased 
and irreverence has lost its piquancy. Laughter, 
sarcasm, irreverence, has no ultimate power against 
a fact. They who laugh at facts have, finally, people 
laughing at them, not with them ; and the jester’s 
weapon is turned against himself. Men laughed at 
Copernicus, at Darwin, at Lyell, and scores of other 
scientific leaders ; but none of these ever dreamed of 
appealing to Parliament to protect them against the 
assaults of unbelievers. Religion alone does this; 
and, in doing it, confesses openly what a sham and 
an imposture it is. Christians exclaim, with horror, 
that the Atheist declares there is no God. Why, it 
is themselves who say s o ; the law against blas
phemy is a concrete expression of their belief. They 
admit, by their conduct and by their laws, that their 
God cannot exist in the face of a determined assault; 
that he only lives so long as people believe in him. 
To laugh at God is blasphemy, and all blasphemy is 
deicide, since it tears away the veil that ignorant 
solemnity has woven, and discloses the imposture it 
has concealed.

Who is it that suffers by the offence of blas
phemy ? Not any human being, so far as we can 
discover. It is God who is injured, says the believer. 
Well, then, leave it to God to take action in the 
matter. Once upon a time, if we may trust the 
veracious Christian literature with which our pre
decessors were dosed, God did pay personal attention 
to those who displeased him. Blasphemers were 
paralysed, struck by lightning, afflicted with disease, 
robbed of their speech or of their sight, by the Deity 
whom they had offended. But that was a long 
time ago. Now God does nothing—does not even 
punish those he is offended with. He either does 
not care or cannot act. Or perhaps, as that Biblical 
blasphemer Elijah suggested on another occasion, 
“ either he is talking, or he is pursuing, or he is on a 
journey, or peradventure he sleepeth, and must be 
awakened.” Anyway, he does nothing ; and so others 
act in his stead. But it is a principle of English law 
that every injured party must himself carry his 
wrongs, real or imaginary, before the courts for 
redress. Why is there any exception made in the 
case of Deity ? Why not wait until the Deity 
plainly and unmistakably complains of injury, and 
as plainly asks a policeman, one judge, and twelve 
jurymen to protect his omnipotence against the 
assaults of one of his own insignificant creations ?

The curious thing is that blasphemy is an almost 
universal offence. Nearly everybody is guilty of it, 
either in relation to their own God or to the God of 
someone else. And their blasphemy, when directed 
against the Deity of their own time and country, is 
more often the mark of the triumph of their better 
nature than an overflow of low passions. Martin 
Luther, when he looked round at the world, could 
not forbear speaking of “ poor, half-witted God.” 
Mr. R. J. Campbell, whose New Theology is so very 
old, refers to the God of current Christianity as 
“ Poor God,” says that this “ God is a fool,” he is 
“ a hateful sort of a God,” and hopes that “ he will 
soon be dead and buried.” And even Herbert 
Spencer cannot avoid sneering at the current con
ception of the three Almighties who are only one 
Almighty, with one-third dying to satisfy the other 
two-thirds. Such expressions are really creditable 
to those who give them utterance. They are so 
many indications that healthy, critical, human 
nature is more powerful than the stupid theological

creed with which it is in conflict. Those who think 
little, and feel less, do not “ blaspheme ”  in this 
way; they go their way insensitive to the higher 
human promptings, cowards by nature and hypo
crites by custom.

A blasphemy prosecution not only shows real 
Freethinkers who are their enemies, it also shows 
them who are their friends. Those who use such 
question-begging epithets as “ vulgar” or “ offen
sive ” as an excuse for their inactivity, or who 
apologise to the enemy by drawing a distinction 
between a “ cultured ” and an “  uncultured ” attack 
on Christianity, have no right in the Freethought 
camp. For defeating a blasphemy prosecution is not 
a question of coarseness or vulgarity, of culture or 
its absence, but simply whether Christians shall or 
shall not be encouraged to legally suppress opinions 
they object to. This cowardly connivance at perse
cution behind a pretended regard for culture covers 
no genuine concern for culture, as such. Otherwise 
it would be recognised that culture is never in such 
danger as when bigotry is encouraged to regulate 
the mental life of a nation. One may well question 
whether such an attitude really indicates the 
possession of any culture worth talking about. It 
is far more likely to betoken that fairly large class 
of people who mistake an affected pronunciation for 
a cultured instinct, with whom solemnity stands as 
an equivalent for profundity, and whose whole 
survey of life is dominated by a superficial smattering 
of knowledge lazily acquired and badly assimilated. 
Freethought in England has suffered much from this 
class—too weak to be Christian, and not strong 
enough to be Atheist—in the past, and seems likely 
to suffer from it for some time to come.

Of course, the present prosecution will fail, in its 
ultimate object, at any rate. A conviction may be 
gained in this particular case, but that cannot check 
the growth of Freethought, and it is that which is 
really aimed at. Whether persecution could really 
and permanently check the growth of opinion was 
tried centuries ago, and under conditions most favor
able for the experiment. The great Catholic Church, 
with all its power, could not succeed. The chief 
Protestant churches, with quite as much of the 
persecuting spirit as their older rival, also essayed 
the experiment, and failed quite as signally. And, 
where these churches failed, it is hardly likely that 
present-day Christianity, with its uncertainty, its 
timidity, and with its doctrines riddled by modern 
science, will succeed. All the old bigotry, and all 
the old malice may be there; the spirit may be 
willing, but the flesh is too weak to carry out its 
behests. The Christian effort to suppress Free- 
thought by force is foredoomed to failure. The 
stone of bigotry thrown into the stream of progress 
creates an eddy instead of damming the torrent.

It is probable, that before the present fight is over, 
some prominent Christians will be brought to the 
point of regretting that it ever began. In that 
case, I venture to prophesy it will be on the ground 
that it does not pay, not because they dissent from 
the principle involved. They will say it is a mistake 
to advertise heretical opinions so publicly, that it is 
costly because it only creates active enemies of those 
who were formerly passive, while nerving others to 
still more energetic attack. But there will be few 
who will dissent as a matter of principle. Chris
tians—some of them—have grown wiser by experi
ence. They know that persecution has failed in the 
past, and they feel that it will fail in the present and 
in tbe future. But while they deplore persecution as 
a matter of policy, they look back longingly to the 
good old days, and shake their heads despondingly 
over the degeneracy of the times.

The Boulter prosecution is a new year’s present 
from Christian bigots to English Freethought. And 
the National Secular Sooiety, at least, has no inten
tion of returning the present marked “ Wrong 
Address.”  It is a call to arms, to which genuine 
Freethinkers will not be slow in responding. For 
my own part, I thank them for the gift, for it is a 
triumphant proof that our attitude all along has
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been the right one; and, in asserting that Chris- 
lamty is to-day in its essence what it always was, 

we are absolutely right. So long as there exist 
upon the statute-books laws deliberately aiming at 
uo repression of opinion, lijerty can never be com- 

P ute; and, so long as there remains in our midst 
people bigoted enough to put such laws in motion, 
security of freedom and progress can never be 
assured. Christianity, as a living force, is what it 
a ways has been, and always will be, while it is 
s rong enough to exert influence—a menace to civi- 
isation. The only gods that are bearable are dead 

ones; for while powerless in themselves for evil, 
ey are eloquent witnesses of man’s folly in the 

Past, and a warning to him to be well on his guard 
the future. „  „

C. Co h e n .

Musical Genius and Religion.

The delusions of Christianity are fatal to genius and 
ri§mality : they limit thought.” —Shelley.

^ •  Robert Turnbull’S recently-published book, 
tr &.lca}  Genius and Religion, is one more instance of 

Ine s dictum that you may hear much common 
bnf86 r̂om an Englishman on a variety of topics, 

,. y°u are sure to hear him talk nonsense on 
■gion. Mr. Turnbull is the musical critic of the 

tosgow Evening News (if I remember rightly), and 
of th 016 ^ an ono occasion I have felt that he is one 

the few musical critics of the press whose opinions 
nrhr Wor^  troubling about. The volume he has just 
out is the first of his works that I have seen 
th f •'0 i'bo periodical press, and I am loth to say

a“ it scarcely does him credit.
, ,ur author assures us that he has approached the 

inf *n an *nquiring spirit rather than with the 
ention to formulate theories, and this is what he 

Bays :■—

brilliant workmanship which make the composer’s 
Italian and Scotch Symphonies memorable for all 
time ? Do we recognise the composer of the immortal 
Les Preludes in the pretentious, sentimental St. 
Elizabeth ? And again, how tawdry is St. Ludmila to 
the charming New World Symphony. I call to mind 
Mrs.Malaprop’s legend that “ comparisons isoderous 
but I mention these instances to Mr. Turnbull with 
full assurance that a man’s personal relation to reli
gion does affect his treatment of sacred themes, 
whether it be the subjective meekness and humility 
of Mendelssohn and Liszt, in making the music 
minister humbly to the glory of their theme alone, 
or the objective religiosity of Dvorak, in catering for 
an “  insatiable oratorio-demanding public.”

This is where Mr. Turnbull’s primary proposition 
falls to the ground, and I will quote from two autho
ritative writers to show that the question of “ Art 
that deals specifically with Religion ” must neces
sarily include “  the relation of Religion to Art,” at 
least so far as the Christian religion is concerned; 
for the conflict between the msthetic and devotional 
principles never occurred in antiquity, except in a 
late period of Greek art. Of the limits of Art that 
deals specifically with Religion, Mr. Joseph Bennett, 
the well-known musical critic, says :—

“  The Incarnation, the Suffering, the Death, the 
Resurrection, the Ascension— at the very thought of 
these things all true Christendom becomes inspired 
with love, reverence, and awe. Approaching them the 
composer enters a Holy of Holies, and must be careful 
how he treads. Ho had better leave outside every form 
of aestheticism that cannot be made strictly subordinate 
to his religious devotion. He may not use his theme as 
a mere vehicle for his art ” (Musical Times, Jan. 1884).

And let it be remembered that Mr. Bennett is not 
dealing with ohnrch music, but simply with the 
religious music of the concert-room. Yet wherein 
does he differ from the authoritative Catholic writer 
Jakob, who defines the attitude of Art to Religion ?

" hi the following pages I do not proposo to discuss 
the relation of Religion to Art in goncral. My concern 
is with Art that deals specifically with Religion. We 
ttught narrow down the question and ask if non-religious 
mon have treated successfully religious subjects. In 
ttiusic, does a man’s personal relation to religion affect 
his treatment of sacred themes ? The beliover in Art 
for Art’s sake may insist that religious art is like any 
other kind of art, and must be judged simply as art; 
and he is no doubt right up to a certain point. But if 
he says that the sceptical artist can produce great reli- 
pous art, the facts—of musical history at least—will 
hardly bear him out. The greatest religious music 
seems always to have behind it tho ecstasy of the reli
gious man.”

D ^ r* Turnbull has an idea that the religious artist 
[  j ” 068 great religious art simply because he deals 
am ainS.a which ho firmly believes (p. 65). But I 
j.- hJpaid that ho will find this a vory difficult posi- 

°n to maintain. Has he not heard how people 
ondered that Perugino, “ the most spiritual of 

R inters,” could have been a Freethinker ? Shakes- 
Oiu-u 8carcoly believed in the existence of Ariel or 
or k r n’ -nor ^  Gffihtho trust to the reality of Faust 
a . . f.Phistopheles; yet I am not aware that their 
unb r °  ou^°°k was in any way endangered by their 
art 6ile ’̂ Eook at some of the greatest religious 
sc Y.0r^s. in music, the composers of which were 
did 1CS *n matters of religion, and most certainly 
Bo kfiievo in the things they dealt with— 
B rb  ’V0n's. Missa Solemnis, Berlioz’s Requiem, and 

m s Ein Deutsches Requiem; all of which are 
thonanion ŝ in art, and occupy an equal place with 
han i on?P°sera’ secular compositions. " On the other 
arm ’ u*0 ^ endelssohn, Liszt, and Dvorak, who 
seen°a • their ark as believers, writing, it would 
chnr’kln view °* Heine’s words—“ the less
all r lnusi° attracts the better,” and permitting 
devnf’ e^ ° Principle to bo dominated by religious 

ion. Where, in Elijah, is there to be found the

sake o£Uj e« ^ e- term3 “ religious”  and “ secular”  hero for the 
UiU8i0 ennition. Of course, there is no such thing as sacred 
lecture ' SC’ no more> as Ruskin points out, than sacred archi-

“  No branch of art exists for its own sake alone. Art 
is a servant, and it either serves God or the world, the 
eternal or tho temporal, tho spirit or tho flesh. Eccle
siastical art must derive its rulo and form from tho 
Church ” (Die Kunst im Dienste der Kirche).

Our author devotes a chapter each to Bach, Handel, 
Hadyn, Mozart, Beethoven, Mendelssohn,and Wagner. 
Why the latter is included quite astounds me ! (Quo 
diable allait il fairc dans cettc galere ?) The uncom
promising heretic Wagner, who said “ I denote tho 
Christian principle as hostile to or incapable of art,” 
might at least have been spared (save for Beethoven !) 
“  the goodly fellowship of the apostles.” Why not 
have included Gounod, and that Philistinian sweet
meat The Redemption, with all its “  harmless respect
ability,” as Hanslick would say ? Another unhappy 
remark is concerning Berlioz, who, as Mr. Turnbull 
says, was too much taken up with his instrumenta
tion in the Requiem, “  that ho forgot all about his 
probable destination when sheep and goats had 
eventually been sorted out.” How “  the mighty 
Hector ” would have laughed at this ! Tho Atheist 
Berlioz, who, as his friend Hiller assures us, 
“ believed neither in a God nor in Bach,” troubling 
over his “  probable destination ” is ineffably funny.

I do not propose to deal with all of Mr. Turnbull’s 
chapters ; tho first, on Bach, will sorve my purpose 
for one or two further observations. First of all, let 
us admit that Bach may have been a religious man : 
he was a Capcllmeister, and religion was his business. 
Thus Bach was for the most part a church composer, 
from the same force of circumstances that had set 
Fra Lippo Lippi painting “ saints and saints and 
saints again.” Although ho did not entirely ignore 
secular art, and Professor Dickenson sees “  many of 
his most admirable qualities in his secular works,” 
yet there was little scope for its development. 
Opera— i.c., German opera—was practically non
existent, and the concert platform was almost un
known. There is a story told of Hadyn, which is 
equally true of the culture conditions of Bach’s day. 
Hadyn was asked why, having written so many 
beautiful quartette, he had never composed a quinteit
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or sextett ? Hadyn answered that daring his long 
career nobody had ever thought of giving him an 
order for one. So much for conditions. Now let us 
look at the artist. Bach was first of all an organist, 
and look whore you will, throughout his vocal or 
instrumental works, Bach speaks in the language of 
the organ. It reveals the triumph of the artist 
instrumentalist over the composer; from which we 
may conclude that after all the music was the main 
thing to Bach. Has he not been called “ the 
musician’s musician ” ? That Bach’s religion was of 
secondary importance to his art may be gathered 
from the fact that he wrote the famous B Minor Mass 
which appertains to Catholic ritual, as well as the 
St. Matthew Passion for the Lutherans.

What is more, the question of tho transference of 
material from his secular to his religious composi
tions is a most potent argument here. That Handel 
utilised much of his secular Italian Duets in the 
make-up of the Messiah is perhaps common know
ledge. Yet few are aware that the great Bach was 
given over to the same habit. The opening chorus 
of the Christmas Oratorio, where Christians are bidden 
to rejoice in their salvation, is taken from the com
poser’s Birthday Ode for the Queen of Poland; whilst 
the air for the Virgin, Schlafc, mein Leihster, con
cerning the advent of Christ, originally appeared in 
the secular cantata, Hercules auf dem Scheidewege, 
where it is sung by Vice when endeavoring to seduce 
the hero Hercules. Indeed, in some instances the 
music has suffered in the transfer, as in the easo of 
the Kyrie of the G Minor Mass, formerly tho opening 
number of the cantata, Herr, deine Augen sehen nach 
dem Glauben, the adaptation of which Dr. Walker 
considers “ a positively atrocious mangling of ono of 
the most perfect choruses in all Bach’s works.”

And now will Mr. Turnbull kindly point out how 
« the greatest religious music seems always to have 
behind it the ecstasy of the religious man ? ”

H. George Farmer.

n a t u r a l  m o r a l i t y .
I  conclude, from these principles that all the social virtues 

consist in the performance of actions useful both to society 
and to the individual:

That they may all be traced to the physical object' of tho 
preservation of m an:

That nature, having implanted in our bosoms tho necessity 
of this preservation, imposes all the consequences arising 
from it as law, and prohibits as a crimo whatever counter
acts the operation of this principle :

That we have within us the germ of all virtue and of all 
perfection; that we have only to attend to the means of 
exciting it into action :

That we are happy in exact proportion to the obedience 
we yield to thoso laws which nature has established with a 
view to our preservation :

That all wisdom, all perfection, all law, all virtue, all 
philosophy, consist in the practice of the following axioms, 
which are founded upon our natural organisation :

Preserve thyself:
Instruct thyself:
Moderate thyself:
Live for thy fellow-creatures, in order that they may live 

for thee.— Volney. _______

Undoubtedly the abandonment of the clerical profession 
by the best men, will have the effect that the ecclesiastical 
business passing into coarse, immoral hands, will more and 
more disintegrate, and expose its own falseness and harmful
ness. But the result will not be worse, for the disintegra
tion of ecclesiastical establishments is now going on, and is 
one of the means by which people are being liberated from 
the fraud in which they are being held. And, therefore, the 
quicker this emancipation is accomplished, by enlightened 
and good men abandoning the clerical profession, the better 
it will be. And so, the greater the number of enlightened 
and good men who leave the clerical profession, the better.— 
Tolstoy. _______

I m position , n. The act of blessing or consecrating by the 
laying on of hands— a ceremony common to many eccle
siastical systems, but performed with the frankest sincerity 
by the sect known as Thieves.— A vibróse Biorco.

Acid Drops.
— ♦ —

Mrs. Philip Snowden has been lecturing at the City Temple 
on “  The Religion of Socialism,” and the Christian Common
wealth reports her as saying that some generous-hearted 
people were deterred from Socialism by the idea “  that 
Socialism is immoral and atheistic, and that you cannot be 
a Socialist unless you deny your God or run away with 
somebody else’s wife.” Of course, the lady assures these 
generous-hearted people that they are mistaken. In doing 
so, no doubt, she means w ell; but she is neither sensible nor 
well-mannered in this juxtaposition of atheism and immo
rality. People run away with other people’s wives already 
— and the Divorce Court is busier than ever; but how many 
of them are Atheists ? Mrs. Snowden will perhaps give her 
mind to the calculation. It would be better intellectual 
discipline than flattering a City Temple congregation.

“  There are people in the Socialist movement who call 
themselves Agnostics,”  Mrs. Snowden said, “  but I never yet 
met a Socialist who was an Atheist.” What ? Not under 
the rose ? “ Methink3 the lady doth protest too much.”

We could introduce Mrs. Snowden to many Socialists who 
are Atheists. Not one of them, however, would be capable 
of her eloquent fatuities on tho subject. It is evident that 
even Socialism does not necessarily produce philosophers. 
Perhaps she will not mind our telling her—at any rate, we 
must do it—that claiming professed Atheists who live good 
lives, in private and in public, as true Christians without 
knowing it, is ono of the most foolish, as it is one of the 
most offensive, methods of swelling the statistics of Chris
tianity.

They have turned on a man in the Christian Common
wealth to write Socialist paragraphs weekly—the Rov. F. R. 
Swan. This gentleman was very eloquent last week on tho 
silly old theme of the “ good infidels ”  who are often the 
“ best Christians.”  Mr. Swan was loud in praise of the 
“ infidels”  and “ blasphemers”  who created the “ purer, 
healthier, intellectual atmosphere ”  of to-day. But this 
does not lead him to say a word in praise of the “  infidels ” 
and “  blasphemers ”  who are now fighting tho battle of pro
gress. When we read theso retrospective tributes we are 
reminded of a certain passage in the twenty-third of Matthew 
about the tombs of tho prophets. But we shall not apply to 
Mr. Swan the warm language of tho thirty-third verse.

Mr. Swan is a Socialist, but he is also a Christian minister; 
consequently he doe3 not agree with tho Labor Party’s policy • 
of Secular Education. He advocates “  all-round facilities ” 
for religious instruction. Wo hope he is not sanguine enough 
to think he can convert the Labor Party to this fantastic 
(and unprincipled) idea.

Mr. R. J. Campbell lectured tho other day at Edinburgh 
on “  Christianity and Socialism.”  One of the gentlemen on 
the platform, at tho conclusion of the address, very properly 
raised a protest against tho speaker associating pessimism in 
relation to social reform with Atheism. Wo are sorry to 
learn that Mr. Campbell followed this vulgar method of 
associating the two, and still moro regret that tho protest 
only induced him to repeat his former statement. The 
protester had citod tho names of Charles Braulaugh and 
Robert Blatchford as proof that Atheism went along with 
tho most unselfish work for tho country’s welfare. Mr. 
Campbell’s reply was that these men were not Atheists at 
all. Now, Mr. Blatchford may call himself what ho pleases, 
those who are familiar with his opinions are aware that he 
is an Atheist, neither more nor less. But Charles Bradlaugh 
called himself an Atheist, ho wrote and spoke on behalf of 
Atheism, and it is a piece of puro importinenco for Mr. 
Campbell, or anyone else, when they can no longer impugn 
his motives or character, of declaring that he was a kind of 
Christian in disguise. Mr. Campbell also added that there 
was a “  great difference ” between an Atheist and an 
Agnostic. Well, we invite him to say what the difference is 
between a rational Agnosticism and Athoism. It is one 
thing to say there is a “  great difference,” and quite another 
to prove it. The truth is, that Mr. Campbell has been for 
so long in the habit of using words without troubling about 
their legitimate meanings, that the bad practice is by now 
nearly incurable.

The Lancashire Catholic Trade Unionists—whoever they 
may be—have been protesting against tho Trades Union 
movement being exploited by the advocates of Secular 
Education. They implore the Parliamentary Committee of 
tho Trades Union Congress not to sow dissension in the

L
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bearin'^' a<̂ vo.cajari8 a policy of Secular Education. Well,
C mg m min<  ̂ P oetica lly  unanimous vote of the 
, on§ress yea* after year, the discussion does not promise tobo ofuu oi a very serious character. Besides, the a .
Trades Union movement being “  exploited is ’
Substantially the Congress was driven to express an op
by the logic of events. For many years, we believe no
notice was taken of the question; but when Trade 
saw this country falling behind other countries in educa
tional matters, and saw the utter hopelessness oi t e re ^  
parties ever agreeing in their policy of “  exploiting - 
public, they took action, and the result was sa -s J . 
all lovers of justice and fair play. Nor do we believe that 
the common sense of the Trades Union Congres «
question is likely to be seriously affected by the Pr°tost* £ 
the “  Lancashire Catholic Trade Unionists,”  which ^  is sale 
to assume is only another name for the priests 
behind pulling the strings.

..° a*e pleased to see that the Annual Conference of the 
A«r.l°,i Union of Teachers has two resolutions on its 
idpvii' ,advocatiug Secular Education. The two are almost 
fere 'Ca ’• )̂u*i the first runs as follows: “ That this Con- 
ne nce is of opinion that real educational reforms will 
Chu * l °° inaugurated until the struggle between the 
glorri 6S t° obtain possession of the children in tho public 
hearH ary scho°is ceases; and therefore this Conference 
ticn • y Weicomes tho movement in favor of Secular Educa- 
lonr> -a^ Publicly supported schools.”  The N. U. T. is a
year th °  comiug up to the mark, aud we hope that this 
bavo ’ resolutiou w ‘ii be carried. Teachers, as a body, 
the t 'a Past thought far too little on tho subject from 
p0in£ cdP°int of principle, and far too much of it from the 
iniu * v.lcw °f bow far an expression of opinion would 
the (j • e*r position. Now that Dr. Macnamara is out of 
for U1°u there should be room—and it is certainly time- 

ose who put principle first to get an innings.

ii v | 10 New Theology organ has not yet discovered tho 
C asPhomy ”  prosecution. Somebody ought to ask Mr. 
be' y.6^ "Aether ho approves of a Socialist open-air speaker 
Q bunted down by the police for (among other things) 

° , 8 a description of the orthodox God from the author 
tbe New Theology ?

Tbo champions of the New Theology only agree whilo 
thoy are attacking tho Old Theology. They agree that 

esus was not God—except in the same sense that other 
are God. That is to say, thoy agree on the first point 

u b reethought criticism. But beyond that they are in open 
“ «agreement. Mr. Campbell, it appears, believes that Jesus 
Renounced a high position in the heavenly world in order to 
5? born in this world and do somothing to save it. Dr. 
Warschauer, on tho other hand, believes as follow s:—

“ That our Lord had a conscious, individual existence 
luior to His birth some nineteen centuries ago, I see no 
reason for supposing. Having como into the world with 
po more control over that event, as I hold, than other 
uifants-—and having reached maturity, He voluntarily 
adopted a certain course of action; but that He had deter
mined upon that course in some previous, heavenly existence, 
I simply do not believe.”

ortunately, it doesn’t matter one way or the other.

. bhe Marylebone Police-court has got a new kissiug-block 
m the form of a Now Testament bound in celluloid. This 
can be washed if necessary—which is considered a distinct 
advantage from a hygienic point of view. We presume the 
^ashing applies to tho outsido. Tho timo has not arrived 
yet for dealing with the inside in tho samo way.

d a n ^ !^ °^  may b° washed, but it gives rise to another 
Horn” 01'- believe it is a very inflammatory substance, and 

,? w^nosses lips aro hot enough with porjury to sot up a
conflagration on tho spot. ____

IIoy111?11” 8*' *b° 180 victims of the explosion and firo at the 
With i °iVU Opera House, Pennsylvania, several were fouud 
pr . ccbod hands held up as if for help. They had died 
q ocI They found the truth of tho Scripture text that 
tend 18 a P*esent belp in time of trouble. Also that his 
“ p ®r.m er°*es aro over all his works. Three cheers for

•^ovidence ” ?

sente ^ 1°  man has offered to die for Thaw if ho should be 
Pris0 D?e<̂  *° execurion. He says he is very much like tho 
consiT"1 ai?d cotdd easily be substituted for him. The only 
A m0 ?raU°n be wants is three million dollars for his family. 
Christ- unselfisb man ! Thcro are not many like him in 
eften d^11 counlrie8> Hut wo have read that Chinamen will 

“ m for condemned persons on condition that a reason

able sum of money is paid to their families. Yet cash is 
begged in England in order to pay for missionaries being 
sent out to the Heathen Chinese, to teach them all the 
Christian virtues, including devotion to wife and children.

The way in which religious journals misinform their 
readers is well shown in a passage in the Methodist Times 
for January 16. In an article dealing with Socialism and 
Individualism, the writer refers to Herbert Spencer, and 
throws in, as an aside, “  A man to the forming of whose 
mind Methodism contributed some stimulus.”  The unin
formed reader would naturally imagine that, minus Methodist 
influences, Spencer would not have been what he was, and 
probably further imagine tfciat somehow the Synthetic 
Philosophy was an offshoot of Methodism. The only semb
lance of truth in the statement is that Spencer’s mother and 
father both attended a Methodist Church— the mother from 
religious reasons, the father from considerations of a 
social character. But Herbert Spencer makes it plain that 
his mother influenced his mental life very little, if at all. 
The intellectual stimulus came, so far as it was due to 
family influences, from the father.

In his “  Autobiography,”  Spencer points out that the 
“ Wesleyan Church discipline was repugnant” to his father's 
nature. When he tried to get books of an instructive, scien
tific character into the Methodist library, his eflorts were 
defeated. The father’s mental nature, as is pointed out by 
his son, was far removed from being a religious one. In his 
intercourse with his son, while the latter was a boy, there 
was “  an entire absence of the miraculous,” “ I do not 
remember,” he says, “  my father ever referring to anything
as explicable by supernatural agency....... His remarks about
the surrounding world gave no sign of any other thought 
than that of uniform natural law.” It is also true that 
Spencer himself, from the age of ten to thirteen, was in the 
habit of attending the Methodist chapel, but of this he says, 
“  I do not know that any marked effect on mo followed.” 
And in a later portion of his “ Autobiography,” he points out 
that by the timo ho was twenty-eight, his views on religion 
were definitely formed, and were of the kind described in 
First Principles. One lesson Herbert Spencer received 
from his father was to make his statements agree with facts. 
It is a pity tho Methodist Times writer was not subjected to 
a similar discipline.

Dr. A. R. Wallace, in his recent article on "  Evolution and 
Character,”  holds that “  our intellectual aud moral nature 
has not advanced in any perceptible degree ”  since the dawn 
of human history. He looks to Socialism to produce a new 
evolution. But if there has been no improvement in myriads 
of years, what is tho use of expecting any from a new 
nostrum ? Wouldn’t it bo better to wind up tho whole 
earthly business— to put it into liquidation, as Jehovah is 
said to have done at the timo of the Flood ? For our part, 
we don’t agree with Dr. Wallace. We hope for progress in 
the future, becauso we believe in it in the past. There is 
no other reasonable ground.

Mark Twain takes down men of God like the late Dr. 
Talmage, who expected when ho got to heaven to “  fling his 
arms round Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, and kiss them and 
weep on them.”  Mark points out that “  as many as sixty 
thousand people arrive ”  in heaven every day. “  Now 
mind,”  ho says, “  that sixty thousand a day is a pretty 
heavy contract for those old people. If thoy were a mind to 
allow it, they wouldn’t ever have anything to do, year in and 
year out, but stand up and bo hugged and wept on thirty- 
two hours in the twenty-four. They would be tired out and 
as wet as muskrats all tho time. What would heaven be, to 
them ! It would bo a mighty good place to get out of,”

In somo respects England grows sillier and sillier— 
especially under tho iniluenco of religion. Tho Eccles 
Education Committee has decided to withdraw Speke’s 
Discovery o f  the Source o f  the Nile from circulation in all 
the reading circles in the elementary schools, and Scott’s 
Ivanhoe from the Roman Catholic schools. What with 
puritanism on one side, and religious bigotry on the other, 
it will soon be impossible for children to read anything but 
rubbish.

Mrs. Mary Melmoro Moore has obtained a divorce from 
her husband, the Rev. Ernest George John Moore, formerly 
vicar of Amblecote. The man of God is abroad—all abroad 
— with a fascinating young widow. It is another case of 
the sons of God seeing the daughters of men that they aro 
fair. There is no moral. The thing is too common for 
that.
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Tlie Pope is God's vicegerent on earth, but he suffers 
from the gout just like ordinary mortals, and has just had 
an acute attack. Some people will think he must have had 
one before writing the “  Modernism ” Encyclical.

A new Russian sect, the Johannites, swear by the famous 
Father John, of Cronstadt. They say he is going to gather 
144,000 of the blessed elect together and “ leave the earth ” 
with them this year. This is too good to be true.

How they love one another! Rev. R. J. Campbell, in the 
preface to his new book, states that all his Free Church 
Council engagements have been cancelled by the churches 
themselves since he published the New Theology, and he has 
been “ quietly excluded from an active share in every Non
conformist organisation ” with which he was formerly con
nected, with the single exception of the City Temple itself.

Rev. F. B. Meyer, speaking at Preston, said that whist 
drives were given to raise funds for churches. He was 
shocked. But worse things than that have been done to 
raise the wind for “  God.”

They are still discovering fresh “ sayings ” of Christ. 
Yet there are enough in stock for most people.

Rev. Dr. Horton must be a very simple gentleman. He 
says that Sir Oliver Lodge told him recently that the fact 
of telepathic communication had been established by 
sufficient evidence. Fancy the state of mind of a man 
who believes this because he has been “  told ”  of i t ! We 
suppose it is a natural result of Christian training.

Matthew Joseph O’Keefe, an insurance clerk, aged 23, 
committed suicide by cutting his throat with a razor at his 
lodgings in Lloyd's-square, Clerkenwell, London. He was a 
quiet, reserved, sober young m an; his employers testified 
that his conduct at the office was entirely satisfactory, and 
his landlady that he was bright and cheerful the night before 
his death. What then was the cause of his suicide ? He 
was an omnivorous reader, so it was thought that it must 
have been a book ho was reading. There was a novel in his 
room, written from a pantheistic standpoint, containing argu
ments in favor of suicide. Very likely that did it 1 There 
were also books of a Socialist tendency; but, worst of all, 
apparently, was a book by “ Tom Paine ” — whether the Age 
o f  Reason or the Rights o f  Man the report does not state. 
That must havo had a lot to do with it. For this reason, 
perhaps, the coroner said that he saw no evidence of insanity. 
But the jury, not wanting unnecessary trouble, returned the 
usual verdict of “  suicide while cf unsound mind.”

Religious people will shake their heads at a man’s com
mitting suicido with a book of “  Tom Paine’s ”  in his room, 
oven if it was only a political treatise—for there is poison 
and death in the very name. It will not occur to thorn that 
heaps of men and women must havo committed suicide with 
a copy of the Bible in the room.

With regard to the novel said to advocate suicide, the 
coroner remarked that “  it would bo unfair to road particular 
passages without the context.”  A very sound rulo of 
criticism 1 Much too sound, apparently, for the prosecutors 
in the Boulter case. ____

We have all heard of the soldier’s Biblo, tuckod inside the 
breast of his coat, which stopped tho bullet that would other
wise have reached his heart. Wo have also heard of tho pack 
of cards that served the same purpose. But we never heard 
before of tho following use of the Holy Scriptures. A widow, 
named Ann Lippiatt, aged 68, living alono at Almondsbury 
Hill, near Bristol, resolved to drown herself in a small tank 
of water in the kitchen ; and in order to keep her head down 
sho tied round her neck a family Bible weighing eight pounds. 
It did her business successfully. Torrcy will please note.

Tolstoy has been writing a letter on the “ iron heel” 
policy of the Kaiser in Poland. In tho course of it he 
makes an observation which wo have often made in the 
freethinker. “ In Pagan days,” ho says, “ there were 
virtuous sovereigns,”  but tho “  Christian monarchs,”  in 
spice of the “ panegyrics of an army of servile flatterers, 
cau but excite disgust in the minds of thinkers of to-day." 
The truth is that Christendom has never produced rulers 
comparable to tho great rulers of antiquity, especially the 
best of tho Roman Emperors. There is something in 
Christianity which has always proved fatal to the highest

statesmanship. The religion of the Roman Emperors was 
not Kingdom-Come. It was Rome. That accounts for a 
good deal of the difference. _

Rev. David Morgan, vicar of Higher Crampton, drowned 
himself in a pond near the vicarage. The poor gentleman 
had been depressed since the death of his wife. What he 
had preached to others was not found of much account when 
he tried it himself.

Rev. Francis Paynter, for thirty-four years rector of 
Stoke-next-Guildford, has just gone somewhere. He was 
probably the richest clergyman in England. His property 
in the neighborhood of Regent-street and Piccadilly (oh !) is 
said to have brought him in ¿80,000 a year. “  Woe unto 
you rich !”  But that’s only what J. C. said. His disciples 
prefer something more up-to-date.

Rev. Prebendary Edward Ffarington Clayton, of the 
Rectory, Ludlow, Salop, left ¿42,709. “ And their works do
follow them ” — but not their cash.

What is the Christians’ most sensible prayer ? “  Lighten 
our darkness.”

Mr. G. K  Chesterton on the “ Blasphemy ” 
Prosecution.

------ «------
T hat a man should be tried in secret merely for attacking 
certain institutions affects me as merely meaningless. A 
man who attacks, say, the Christian religion in the modern 
world is not an unheard-of or extraordinary person. Tho 
extraordinary person is the person who defends the Chris
tian religion ; I (for example) am an extraordinary person— 
I mean in that respect. If a man violates verbal decency, 
let the Government prosecute him for violating verbal 
decency, of which all modern men approve, instead of 
prosecuting him for violating religious orthodoxy, of which 
nearly all modern men, except a few of my personal friends, 
strongly disapprove. Why should they dig up an old Act of 
Parliament which, taken literally, applies quite as much to 
Mr. John Morley or to Mr. Lecky, when thoy might take 
other ground, or, best of all, leave the matter to a public 
opinion which can really distinguish between one class of 
cases and another ? One can only explain it by that mys
terious and universal law which leads persons in a position 
of authority to manage to be wrong even when they happen 
to be right.

As I am myself one of those who do believe in orthodoxy, 
I may be allowed, perhaps, to say that I am certain that 
orthodoxy loses, at this moment, oven in a worldly sonse, 
every time it uses these legal and official weapons. For tho 
weapons are not merely antiquated weapons ; thoy aro such 
very weak weapons. Wo cannot give our enemy a gag; wo 
only give him a grievance! Cynically, these powers do us 
no good. Ideally, they do us harm. It is as if two duellists 
had to fight with sharp swords, but one was allowed to woar 
a shirt and not the other. The shirt would bo a privilege: 
but yet not a protection. It would not bo enough to give 
him the victory ; but it would be just onough to make his 
victory unpopular.—Illustrated London News.

The Blasphemy Case.

T ub case of Mr. Harry Boulter, a secularist lecturer, who 
has been committed for trial on a chargo of blasphemy, is 
very disconcerting— first, because of tho secrecy of tho 
police-court proceedings, and, secondly, because it appears 
to mark an arbitrary revival of an antiquated law. It is 
difficult to understand why the authorities havo kept the 
public in ignorance with regard to this case. Tho precedent 
established is bad, for a prosecution for tho repression of 
opinion ought to bo conducted from beginning to end in tho 
full light of publicity. The only valid excuse for hearing 
the case in camera is obscenity. But if tho case is too 
obscene to be tried in open court, why is not the accused 
charged with the offence of obscenity? It is surely wrong 
in the circumstances to proceed against him for blasphemy.

We know nothing of the merits of the case, for we havo 
not been permitted to know, but we do know that any 
revival of the practice of persecution for opinion will bo 
indignantly resisted. Nothing but evil can llow from any 
attempt to penalise tho expression of opinion on religion. 
I  ho freedom of thought and tho freedom of speech must bo 
maintained.— The Star (London).



JANUARY 26, 1908 THE FREETHINKEB S7

Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Sunday, January 26, “ Horns”  Assembly Room, Kennington- 
park : 7.30, »  The New Theology and the People : a Reply to 
the Rev. R. J. Campbell’s Christianity and the Social Order.

February 9, Woolwich ; 10, Glasgow ; 23, Birmingham.

To Correspondents.
C. Cohen’s L ecture E ngagements.— January 26, West Stanley 

February 2, Woolwich Town Hall; 16, Aberdare ; 17, Mount 
am Ash ; 23, Edinburgh. March 8, Glasgow.

J- T. Lloyd’s L ecture E ngagements.— January 26, Birmingham 
Enquirer.—We were quite right; Dickens’ title is ungrammatical 

Mutual really means reciprocal. There may he mutual aftec 
tion, but not a mutual friend. The strictly proper expressior 
would be “  Our Common Friend a friend common to both o 
Us- But that expression is vitiated by the ambiguity o. 
‘ ‘ common,” which has a hy-meaning of poor and contemptible 
It may be that Dickens took the boldest way out of tho dim 
culty, but it was ungrammatical, all the same.

E. Oldham.—Thanks for hints and suggestions. They shall ah 
be borne in mind, but our hands are very full at present.

!!• J. Henderson.—Yes, we saw it, and dealt with it in the 
freethinker in the press when you wrote.

F reethinker.—It is impossible for us to do more than wo arc 
doing. We cannot also flood the press with letters on the 
Boulter case. Besides, we know too much of the press, anc 
cannot waste any time upon it. The most important letter ol 
ours would be refused insertion or doctored out of recognition, 
’Ve speak from experience, and have long abandoned all idea ol 
effort in that direction. Our settled policy is to appeal to oui 
own public, and let the “  glorious free press ”  stew in the juice 
of its own imposture. , H

B onvonni.—Your message has been conveyed to us. Glad 
you admired our last week's article “  immensely.”  You sa> 
Mr. Foote is "  in excellent fighting form.”  He is also tolerablj 
Well, though sometimes, as you may gu#ss, a bit weary.

W . J. R amsey.— Thanks for the reference. You will see it hat been useful.
” • Chambers.— Always glad to receive useful cuttings.
Cohen “  Salvation A rmy ” T ract F und.— S. Leeson, 5s. 6d.; E . 

Langridge, 2s. Gd.
H. D awson.— We were not able to answer tho letter you refer ti 

as desired. The N. S. S- will not ask for subscriptions in the 
Boulter case unless the bill of costs outruns present calculations 

^ • B. B all.—Thanks for ever-welcome cuttings.
8> Beeson.— Glad you are so “ delighted ”  with wliat youarc good 

enough to call our “  manly and noble action ”  in the Boulter 
wise. It seems to us that we arc merely doing our duty-— 
though we cannot help seeing that many others arc less ready 
Jo do theirs. The other matter was all right. Thanks for
handbill of tho Civic Education League, which has our good wishes.

E. Oldham.—Thanks for the references.
• W. F.—No appeal will be made unless it is necessary. You 
aPpear to have misunderstood us in some way. We made no 
complaint of “ lack of contributions." Our chief complaint 
Was of the wretched silence of the press,

®’ Evetts.—W ill look through it by next week.
Bradfield.—Pleased to read your enclosure. You say you 

Wish lie could defend Mr. Boulter, and wonder it is not 
Possible. Well, it is not so. A man must defend himself or 
by counsel; there is no other course.

VV> Mortimer.— I t shall have attention. Wo will write you as 
soon as possible. Meanwhile, thanks for all your good wishes.

' B - W illiams.—Branch secretaries should not send Lecture 
•Notices in letters, from which they have to be extracted, but 
simply on tho modol of the Notices as we print them.
■ G. L ye.—Pleased you have secured Mr. Joseph McCabe fo 
Coventry on February 2, the date Mr. Foote had to cancel. L 

Plum ”  shall appear next week.
I’uackkay.—Tho same thing appeared in tho London Stai. 

Secular Society, L imited, oflico ia ut 2 Nowcastle-strocl
«arrmgdon-street, E.C.

b® N ational Secular S ociety’ s office is at 2 Nowcastle-street
-e arringdon.stroot, E.C.

for the Editor of the Freethinker should bo addresBOi 
L* Nowcastle-streot, Farringcion-street, E.C. 

bC.*ob® N otices must reach 2 N ewer: stle-street, Farringdon 
inserted^"0 ”  by brati P°3t Tuosday, or they will not b

JEnds who send us newspapers would enlinnco tho favor b, 
Or passages to which they wish: us to call attention.

lbn?8 ôr literature should be Bent to the Freetbought Pub 
‘tr r8 Company, Limited, 2 Nowca rtie-street, Farringdon 

The »  an<f not 1° the Editor,
ofli rccOiuikcr will be forwarded direct from the publisliiui 
in ce’ .P081 free, at the following rates., prepaid:—One year 

• ba. ; half year, 5s. 3d. ; three mont hs, 2s. 8d.

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

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

Sugar Plums.

Mr. Foote concludes this evening (Jan. 26) the course of 
Sunday Freethought lectures at the “ Horns” Assembly 
Room, Kennington Park. His subject is “  Christianity and 
the People.”  It will be mainly in reply to the Rev. R. J. 
Campbell’s new book on Christianity and the Social Order. 
Local “  saints ”  should bring as many as possible of their 
Christian friends along to this meeting. Admission is free 
to every part of the hall—with the usual collection towards 
the expenses.

Mr. Foote had grand audiences at Manchester on Sunday. 
The hall was well filled in the afternoon, and packed at 
night; and on both occasions Mr. Foote’s reception was as 
enthusiastic as heart could wish. Sunday’s meetings eclipsed 
even the record meetings of his previous visit to Manchester. 
For the first time since the Secular Hall was opened, wo 
believe, there was a queue of people some twenty yards long 
still waiting to get in only a few minutes before the hour of 
the evening lecture. The resources of the management wero 
taxed in every way. And cheers and laughter greeted Mr. 
Foote’s remark that Secularism, which its enemies arc 
always reporting as dead, was a particularly lively corpse, 
at least on Sunday evening in Manchester.

Questions were allowed, but no discussion, after Mr. Foote’s 
first lecture on “  The New 1 Blasphemy ’ Prosecution.”  Plenty 
of questions wero asked after tho evening lecture also, 
although there was no formal discussion. Tho last question, 
about tho “  uplifting ”  influence of Christianity on woman, 
gave opportunity for a specially telling reply, which was 
cheered again and again.

Since the new “  blasphemy ”  prosecution commenced Mr. 
Foote has been followed about Loudon by plain-clothes 
police and shorthand-writers, who arc instructed, no doubt, 
by official persons very anxious to catch him tripping, pro
bably in the way of “ contempt of court.”  But they havo 
not been successful. Mr. Footo is an “  old hand ”  on tho 
platform, and is ablo to say tho samo thing in more ways 
than one. Besides, ho has no reason whatever for “ pre
judicing”  the trial of Mr. Harry Boulter at tho Central 
Criminal Court. It is quite impossible to say whether Mr. 
Boulter is guilty of “ blasphemy” or not. “ Blasphemy” is 
a matter of opinion as well as a matter of fact, and nobody 
can bo suro of it until a jury has certified it as tho real 
article.

The fashionablo and expensive Crown, Court, and County 
Families Gazette deals with tho Boulter caso under tho 
heading of “  A Rcgrettablo Prosecution.”  Wo extract tho 
following passago, which refers to tho “ damage to tho cause 
of Christianity ” by tho “  vindictive sentences ” of 1883:—

“ Many eminent Christians feel this so deeply that there 
is, we understand, considerable prospect of a general union 
of tho principal religious bodies on ono common platform, to 
join in a dignified protest against such prosecutions. It is 
rumored that the Bishop of London will preside, and that ho 
will he supported on the platform by Father Vaughan, the 
Rev. R. J. Campbell, the Rev. F. B. Meyer, and possibly 
Mr. G. W. Foote. Such a procedure and such a combination 
would be in keeping with the best traditions of Christianity, 
and the warmest of warm welcomes would, we feel sure, he 
at once accorded by all lovers of the Christian Faith.”  

Capital 1 This writer has his wits about him.

Mr. J. T. Lloyd visits Birmingham to-day (Jan. 26) aud 
dolivors two lectures, afternoon and evening, in tho Town 
Hall. This vast building takes a lot of filling, aud wc hope 
tho local “  saints ” will do their utmost to securo grand 
meetings. Admission is free, aud there will bo orchestral 
selections before tho evening lecture.

Tho London Freethinkers’ Annual Dinner, under tho 
auspices of tho N. S. S. Executive, took place on Tuesday 
evening, January 14, in tho largo Venetian Room at tho 
Holborn Restaurant, aud was a big success. Last year’s 
record number of diners was far exceeded, the number 
soated at the tables on this occasion amounting to a hundred 
and ninety. The repast, which was excellent, was opened 
with a Shakespearian “  graco ”  by the chairman, Mr. G. W.
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Foote. At the end of the eating and drinking, a flashlight 
photograph of the party was taken by a representative of 
Messrs. Fradelle and Young. The rest of the time, until 
nearly 12 o ’clock, was spent in listening to various items of 
interest. Mr. Foote delivered “  The Chairman’s Address,” 
and brief, bright speeches to the toast of “ Freethought at 
Home and Abroad” were delivered by Messrs.Cohen, Lloyd, 
Davies, and Heaford. Serious and comic songs, etc., were 
rendered by well-known entertainers, including Madame 
Alice Lovenez, Mr. Frank Gleeson, Mr. Harry Hudson, and 
Mr. Will Edwards. Miss Annie Wilson, an amateur, daughter 
of Mr. E. Wilson, also sang two songs with great acceptance. 
The company broke up in the usual way with “  Auld Lang 
Syne,” and everybody seemed to have spent a delightful 
evening.

We were glad to see the veteran Mr. Side at the dinner. 
He is a good deal past eighty, and a little deaf, but still 
active, lively, and cheerful. Our veteran friend, Mr. G. L. 
Alward, of Grimsby, was also present. It was the first of 
these dinners he had attended, and he was surprised at the 
size and “  go ”  of the gathering.

These annual dinners give the N. S. S. secretary, Miss E. 
M. Yance, much work and some anxiety, and in one way she 
is always glad when the function is over. She will now 
have another year’s peace— such peace as the N. S. S. 
secretary is used to getting.

We have just received a letter from our veteran friend, 
Captain Otto Thomson, of Stockholm. He wishes us, in 
his generous and rather quaint language, “  a happy and 
prosperous continuation of the New Year, as well that you 
may be spared many years yet to benefit the Freothought 
movement with your admirable skill, able judgment, un
quenchable courage, untired perseverance, and rare dis
interestedness.”  Captain Thomson is now seventy-five 
years of age, and sound and cheerful in mind, but in
creasingly feeble in body. He is cheered by reading the 
Freethinker and tho New York Truthseeker. Ho is “  not 
fearing death at all,”  but “ content to leave when the time 
comes.”  We send our brave old friend a hearty liand-grasp. 
Wo would rather deliver it in person, but that is impossible.

Mr. George Meredith will be eighty on the twelfth of 
February, and the Society of Authors is organising a depu
tation to wait upon him and celebrate the occasion. Where
upon the Daily News remarks that “  it would have been 
better if the literary world had rendered its homage to Mr. 
Meredith not now, but forty years ago.” “  At that time,” 
our contemporary adds, “  he was known only to a small 
group of admirers, and the great general public hardly 
realised his existence.” All this is true enough, except 
perhaps for the too limited suggestion in the word “  group.” 
Certainly the number of Meredith’s admirers was small forty 
years ago, but they were not all known to each other. Most 
of them, however, were Freethinkers. Mr. Swinburno paid 
the first fine tribute to Meredith’s verse, and James Thomson 
to his prose. Thomson’s tribute was a fine review of 
Beauchamp's Career in the Secularist (1876), conducted by 
Mr. G. W. Foote. Mr. Foote frequently referred his readers 
to Meredith’s writings. In the Secularist of March 4, 1876, 
he reprinted, under the heading of “  Selections,” two magni
ficent passages from Vittoria—with the sub-headings of 
“  Portrait of Mazzini ”  and “  Mazzini in Italy.” The former 
of these passages was accompanied by an editorial note 
which ran as follows :—

“  This splendid portrait of Mazzini, in all the highest 
qualities of imaginative prose absolutely unexcelled, is the 
work of a great though comparatively unknown genius, like 
Shelley’s poet ‘ hidden in the light of thought.’ It shows 
the great patriot’s spirit through fleshly lineaments, like a 
painted portrait by some master-hand in the glorious zenith 
o Italian art.”

Mr. Foote has written and spoken on George Meredith 
several times since then, but he has always held aloof from 
the busy people who advertise themselves by worshiping the 
Master in public places. When the crowd acclaims the 
Master so vociferously, and the busy people aforesaid play 
the part of an energetic claque, the true worshiper is inclined 
to shudder and perform his devotions apart. And, after all, 
it is not so much as a literary man, simply, that George 
Meredith would probably feel that he had done his highest 
work. It is something more than mere literary work, 
valuable as that is, to be the inspirer of other men at their 
best. Shakespeare had that power supremely. Amazing 
literary artist as he was, the grandest thing in him was his 
electric power of flashing suddenly and superbly into the 
very “  soul ” of his elect readers. And this power, in a less, 
but still in a splendid, degree belongs to Meredith.

Perhaps an illustration will best explain our meaning. 
In the Freethinker of August, 1881 (the paper started as 
a monthly) Mr. Foote wrote a long descriptive report of 
one of Bradlaug’n’s great days at the old Court of Queen’s 
Bench—tho day when he put Newdigato into the witness- 
box, and thus, by a master-stroke, brought about tho 
beginning of the end of that infamous Christian conspiracy 
against the “  infidel.”  Here is a snap-shot of Bradlaugh

“ He was the very picture of suppressed fire, of rampant 
energies held in leash ; the nerves of the face playing like 
the ripple on water, the whole frame quivering, and the 
eyes ablaze. How he managed to keep his judgment steady 
and his intellect alert is a wonder. But it is no wonder that 
six hours of such dreadful work knocked him up. Before he
left the Court I saw bodeful blood-rims under his eyes......Mr.
Bradlaugh is a wonderfully strong man, but the Tories and 
the bigots are doing their best to kill him, and if this sort of 
thing is to continue very much longer they may succeed.”

They did succeed. But it took ten years to kill the Titan. 
Which, however, is not our point. The jury found against 
Bradlaugh. It was a way they had. But there were moves 
left in the great game, and Bradlaugh went on undaunted. 
As he left the Court his friends cheered him to the echo. 
The Times sneered that they “  applauded as lustily as 
though their champion had won.”  Yes, but they had not 
come there to applaud success; they came there to applaud 
a hero fighting a battle against tremendous odds ; moreover, 
they knew that the end was not yet. They cheered the 
lion, not yet free, but breaking through the toils. Even if 
he nover broke through, he was still a lion, not one of a 
meaner brood. And at the sight of Bradlaugh so sneered at 
by malicious enemies, and so cheered by loyal friends, Mr. 
Foote recalled that glorious passage which looks almost 
strange in the romantic and even fantastic Farina, in 
which Georgo Meredith spoke to the “ souls ” who could 
comprehend him :—

“ For all may admire and delight in fair blossoming dales 
under the blue dome of peace ; but ’tis the rare lofty heart 
alone comprehendeth, and is heightened by, terrific splendors 
of tempest, when cloud meets cloud in skies black as the 
sepulchre, and Glory sits like a flame on the helm of Ruin.”

That is what the litfrary people call prose-poetry. It is 
something better. It is the golden voice of a great spirit 
delivering a message of deathless valor to the fighters in the 
war of tho liberation of humanity. “ Glory sits liko a flame 
on the helm of Ruin.” Never was defeated heroism so 
magnificently vindicated.

Lord Avebury, succeeding Mr. Andrew Carnegie as Rector 
of St. Andrew’s University, in his address to the students 
talked a good deal of secular common sense, and concluded 
as follows:—

“ They lived in an exciting, busy, and beautiful and 
delightful world, full of interest and promise. Beyond and 
all around in tho far distance lay a vast and shadowy region, 
awful and mysterious, and to which they can imagine no 
limits. But as long as they kept the mind active, the hoart 
pure, and the home bright and happy with confidence and 
love, the mystery of the universe will have no terrors, and 
the spirit of peace will dwell with them.

Quite a little Freethought sermon.

Mr. Bornard Shaw has our admiration for the way in 
which he contcmDS the average religionist’s belief in per
sonal immortality, declaring it to bo no more than a selfish 
longing to live for ever in spite of the nature of things. Wo 
are glad to note the following utterance of his, quoted by 
Dr. Archibald Henderson in Munsey’s Magazine :—

“ I am of the opinion that my life belongs to the whole 
community, and as long as I live it is my privilege to do for 
it whatsoever I can. I want to bo thoroughly used up when 
I die, for the harder I work, tho more I live. I rejoice in 
life for its own 3ake. Life is no brief candle for me. It is a 
sort of splendid torch, which I have got hold of for tho 
moment i and I want to make it burn as brightly a3 possible 
before handing it on to future generations.”

I  hose who have hoard Mr. Foote lccturo will bo moro or less 
familiar with the sentiment.

Several further subscriptions have been received in 
response to the appeal, which appeared in our last issue, on 
behalf of tho President’s Honorarium Fund, but owing to 
Mr. Foote’s journoy to Manchester throwing his other work 
into arrear tho acknowledgments are postponed uutil next 
week, when extracts will also bo given from subscribers’ 
letters. In the meantime, wo venture to suggest that 
intending subscribers should communicate as promptly as 
possible with the President or the Trustees, whose addresses 
were printed at the end of the appeal
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Christianity Conceived in Bigotry.

W hen Jesus Christ had disappeared from this 
world, in what manner it is beside our purpose to 
discuss, the Jewish sect he had founded continued 
to assemble at Jerusalem. The infant Church was 
under the leadership of Simon Peter, and it observed 
the communistic maxims which Jesus had enjoined. 
Every member sold his property and paid the pro
ceeds into the common exchequer.

One married couple, however, named Ananias and 
Sapphira, retained a portion of the price of their 
estate for their private use. This having come to 
the knowledge of Peter, he taxed them in succession 
with their offence, and each fell down dead in his 
presence. Their corpses were immediately burieci 
by the godly young men who were waiting in the 
chamber of execution. No investigation into the 
ufiair appears to have been made by the authorities, 
. ut had such a thing occurred in an age of coroner’s 
ln<luosts, it is possible that Peter would have met 
another fate than leaving the world with his head
downwards.

Paul’s treatment of dissentients was very similar.
Ee smote Elymas with blindness as “  a child of the
~ evil,” and charitably “  delivered ” Hymemeus and
Alexander “  unto Satan,”  perhaps with the opinion
that only the Grand Inquisitor of the Universe could
adequately punish them for blasphemy and backslidinging.
am'^n ° ^ er apostles were imbued with the same 
the ■ 9 sP̂ r^ > Even in the lifetime of their Master 
and̂  Con^nually disputed who should be greatest, 
the "7ire °°ly  pacified by his informing them that 
£nenl 0UH  0CCUPy twelve equal thrones of judg-tnent over Israel.
mo êr Master’s death their differences grew 
at p acrimonious. John, in his Revelation, scowls
-  ram and his Gentile following, who “  say they 

Jews and are not, but are the synagogue of
T  -S a t a n  *» T -r -------- -------------- ---------------7 ---------- -------------- ------  U J “ “ 0 V 0 MW

of fu ‘ denounces the doctrines of Nicolas, one
and h 8even ^rst deacons of the Church, as hateful; 
bv • exPresses his detestation of the Laodiceans 
jjj 8aying that the Almighty would spue them out of 
8. ^outh. Paul returns the compliment by “  with- 
¡n ndlI?§ ” ^e ôr I°r bis “ dissimulation,” and sneer- 
for n ^aines and John as seeming to be pillars, the 
p whom retorts that Paul is a “ vain man.”
prcr '  °^omGntly tells the Galatians: “ If any man 
r. a.°b any other gospel unto you than that ye have 

a.lv,ed> let him be accursed.” Even “ the beloved
same

,. - i i o iM in  ce accursed." riven “  the be 
disciple,” in his second Epistle,” manifests the
Persecuting sp ir it :—

11 If there como any unto you, and bring not this 
doctrine, receive him not into your house, neither Did 
him God speed: for he that biddeth him God speed is 
partaker of his evil deeds.”

. In the very first century, Christianity was split 
Jhto many petty sects, each denouncing the other as 
teaching false doctrine. The early Nazarenes, who 
adhered to the Jewish law, were called Ebionites, or 
contemptible people. The Ebionitos denounced the 
1 aulinists, and declared that Paul was an impostor, 
^no became a Christian because he was not allowed 
to marry a Jewish woman. In an epistle of Peter to 
James, prefixed to tho Clementine Recognitions, and 
as genuine as any other portion of the writings 
ascribed to Peter, Paul is alluded to as “  the enemy, 

author of lawless and foolish teachings. Of 
too Recognitions itself, a work ascribed to Clement, 
ahuded to in Philippians, and undoubtedly belonging 
o° first era of Christian history, the author of 
npwnatural Religion says:—

11 There cannot be a doubt that tho Apostlo Paul is 
attacked in this religious romance as tho great enemy of 
the true faith, under the bated namo of Simon the 
^ g ic ia n , whom Peter follows everywhere for tho pur
pose of unmasking and confuting him. Ho is robbed of 
his title of ‘ Apostlo of the Gentiles,’ which, together 
With the honor of founding the Church of Antioch, of 
fiaodiciea, and of Rome, is ascribed to Peter. All that 
opposition to Paul which is implied in the Epistle to the

; Galatians and elsewhere (1 Cor. i. 11, 12 ; 2 Cor. xi. 
13-20; Philip, i. 15, 16) is here realised and exaggerated, 
and the personal difference with Peter to which Paul 
refers is widened into the most bitter animosity.”

Irenœus, in the second century, in his work against 
Heretics, stigmatises them with the most abusive 
epithets, and accuses them of the most abominable 
crimes. He calls them “  thieves and robbers,” 
“  slippery serpents,” “ miserable little foxes,” and so 
forth, and déclares that they practise lewdness in 
their assemblies.

Tertullian, in the third century, displays a full 
measure of bigotry, with an added sense of exulta
tion over the sufferings in reserve for his Pagan 
opponents.

“  What a city in the New Jerusalem ! For it will not 
be without its games ; it will have the final and eternal 
day of judgment, which the Gentiles now treat with 
unbelief and scorn, when so vast a series of ages, with 
all their productions, will be hurled into one absorbing 
fire. How magnificent tbo scale of that game 1 With 
what admiration, what laughter, what glee, what 
triumph shall I perceive so many mighty monarchs, who 
had been given out as received into the skies, even Jove 
himself and his votaries, moaning in unfathomable 
gloom. Tho governors too, persecutors of the Christian 
name, cast into fiercer torments than they had devised 
against the faithful, and liquefying amid shooting spires 
of ñame I and those sage philosophers, who had deprived 
the Deity of his offices, and questioned tho existence of 
a soul, or denied its future union with the body, meeting 
again with their disciples only to blush before them in 
those ruddy fires ! not to forget the poets, trembling, 
not before the tribunal of Rhadamanthus or Minos, but 
at tho unexpected bar of Christ ! Then is the timo to 
hear tragedians, doubly pathetic now that they bewail 
their own agonies ; to observe the actors, released by 
the fierce elements from all restraint upon their ges
tures ; to admire the charioteer, glowing all over on the 
car of torture ; to watch the wrestlers, thrust into the 
struggles, not of the gymnasium, but of the flames.”

Tho pious Father adds that, by the imaginative 
power of faith, he enjoys a foretaste of this moving 
spectacle, and flatters himself that such scenes 
“ will be more grateful than the circus, the stadium, 
or tho stage-box itself.” This exultant rhetorician 
expressed the general feeling of the Christian world, 
in which he enjoyed a superlative reputation.

Jerome, in the next century, exhibits a still more 
execrable spirit than Tertullian, exhorting the Chris
tians to direct their bigotry against their dearest 
relations :—

“  If thy father lies down across thy threshold, if thy 
mother uncovers to thine eyes the bosom which suckled 
thee, trample on thy father’s lifeless body, trample on 
thy mother’s bosom, and, with eyes unmoistened and 
dry, fly to the Lord, who calleth thee.”

Unfortunately this detestable advice did not flow 
from Jerome’s natural moroseness ; it was the logical 
result of his Savior’s command to the disciples to 
leave all and follow him.

The scope of our work does not permit a larger 
array of illustrations. Wo have, however, given 
enough to show that tho hateful spirit of bigotry 
and persecution animated tho Christian Church from 
the beginning. It gathered strength with the pro
gress of time, and it was sufficiently developed, when 
Constantino and Theodosius sought the destruction 
of Paganism, to assist and applaud them in executing 
their design.

Our contention in this respect is powerfully sup
ported by the following passage from Lecky :—

“  All that fierce hatred which, during the Ariau and 
Donatist controversies, convulsed the Empire, and 
which in later times has deluged the world with blood, 
may bo traced in the Church long before the conversion 
of Constantine. Already, in the second century, it was 
tho rule that the orthodox Christian should hold no con
versation, should interchange none of the ordinary cour
tesies of life with the excommunicated or the heretic.”

Long before Constantine, the Christian Church 
had employed all its resources against heretics. It 
possessed no power of punishing them by fines, 
torture, or death, hut it threatened them with hell 
in the next world and excommunicated them in this. 
“  Heretics,” says Dr. Gieseler, “  were universally
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hated as men wholly corrupt and lost,” and the 
Church pronounced against them her sharpest 
penalties. These were indeed merely spiritual, but 
they were transformed into temporal punishments 
as soon as Christianity was able to effect the change.

A hasty glance at the cruel and sanguinary laws 
which Constantine introduced into the Roman code 
will prove that, however zealous for religion, the first 
Christian emperor showed a scandalous contempt for 
humanity.

Constantine made a law against the gladiatorial 
shows, which, however, continued until Honorious 
suppressed them in A.D. 403. We may well suspect 
his sincerity in enacting this law when we remember 
that during his administration in Gaul, after a signal 
victory over the Franks, he exposed several of their 
princes to the wild beasts in the ampitheatre of 
Treves. He also abolished the cruel punishment of 
breaking the legs of criminals and branding their 
faces; and he prohibited crucifixions, probably out 
of deference to the sentiment of his Christian sub
jects. But he ordered informers’ tongues to be cut 
out, and molten lead to be poured down the throats 
of those who connived at the abduction of virgins, 
the principal offenders being cast to the beasts or 
burnt alive. “ He appointed this punishment," says 
Jortin, “ for various offences. To burn men alive 
became thenceforward a very common punishment, 
to the disgrace of Christianity. At last it was 
thought too cruel for traitors, murderers, poisoners, 
parricides, etc., and only fit for heretics."

Never before, in the history of civilised peoples, 
had this devilish punishment been inflicted judicially. 
Tradition or legend affirmed that Phalaris roasted 
men in a brazen bull, but this was the act of a 
ferocious tyrant, who tortured men for his sport. It 
was reserved for the first Christian emperor to deli
berately insert this cruelty in the Roman code. The 
Church in subsequent ages took ample advantage of 
the opportunity which Constantine created, and 
remorselessly burnt heretics at the stake for the 
glory and honor of God.

It is a signal illustration of the persecuting spirit 
which is inherent in all theologies, that the Christian 
clergy, who had only a few years before bitterly com
plained of their proscription, joyously assisted Con
stantine in his suppression of Paganism. Their 
almost incredible arrogance is proved by the fact 
that Paganism was still the religion of tho vast 
majority of their fellow-subjects. Gibbon’s estimate 
of the number of Christians at this time has never 
been seriously disputed, and it is passed over in 
silence by his two Christian editors, Dean Milman 
and Dr. Smith.

“  According to the irreproachable testimony of Origen, 
the proportion of tho faithful was very inconsiderable 
when compared with tho multitude of an unbelieving 
world ; but, as wo are left without any distinct informa
tion, it is impossible to determine, and it is difficult oven 
to conjecture, tho real numbers of the primitive Chris
tians. The most favorable calculation, however, that 
can bo deduced from the examples of Antioch and of 
Romo will not permit us to imagine that more than a 
twentieth part of the subjects of the empire had enlisted 
themselves under the banner of tho Cross before the 
important conversion of Constantine.”

What an edifying spectacle to the philosopher! 
Behold the religion of the meek and lowly Jesus, 
whose yoke was easy and his burden light, forced by 
its professors down tho throats of their Pagan 
neighbors, who outnumbered them by nearly twenty 
to one 1

Let us also reflect that Christianity introduced tho 
systematic persecution of heresy and unbelief. Such 
a principle was utterly foreign to Paganism. The 
Roman law tolerated every form of religion and 
every system of philosophy. Its impartiality was 
so absolute that the Pantheon of the eternal city 
afforded niches to all the gods of the empire; yet 
when Tiberius was asked to allow the prosecution of 
a Roman citizen for blaspheming the deities, he 
replied : “ No, let the gods defend their own honor.” 
We do not deny that tho Christians were persecuted, 
although we challenge their exaggerated account of

their sufferings. But their partial and occasional 
persecutions were prompted by political motives. 
They were regarded as members of a secret society» 
at once offensive to their Pagan neighbors and dan
gerous to the State; and although they were some
times punished, their doctrines were never proscribed. 
The principle of persecution was first infused into 
the Roman law by Constantine. According to 
Renan:—

“  We may search in vain the whole Roman law before 
Constantine for a single passage against freedom of 
thought, and the history of the imperial government 
furnishes no instance of a prosecution for entertaining 
an abstract doctrine.”

Christianity inaugurated a new era of mental 
slavery. By forcibly suppressing dissent and estab
lishing an Inquisition for detecting heretics, she 
carried tyranny into the secret recesses of the mind. 
“  She thus,” as Draper says, “  took a course which 
determined her whole future career, and she became 
a stumbling-block in the intellectual advancement 
of Europe for more than a thousand years.”

G. W . F o o t e .
Reprinted from “  Crimes of Christianity."

Shelley on Blasphemy.
------ 1------

[Daniel Isaac Eaton, on March (!, 1812, was sentenced to 
eighteen months’ imprisonment in Newgate for publishing 
Paine’s Aye of Reason. He was also to stand for two hours 
in the pillory. Shelley was then but eighteen years old, yet 
he wrote the following powerful letter to the judge who 
presided at the trial.]

A L etter to L ord E llenborough.
My Lord,—

As the station to which you have been callod by your 
country is important, so much tho more awful is your 
responsibility, so much tho more does it become you to 
watch lest you inadvertently punish tho virtuous and re
ward the vicious.

You preside over a court which is instituted for tho 
suppression of crime, and to whose authority tho pooplo 
submit on no other conditions than that its decrees should 
be conformable to justice.

If it should be demonstrated that a judge had condemned 
an innocent man, tho bare existence of laws in conformity 
to which tho accused is punished would but little extenuate 
his offence. The inquisitor, when ho burns an obstinato 
heretic, may set up a similar plea, yet few are sufficiently 
blinded by intolerance to acknowledge its validity. It will 
less avail such a judge to assert tho policy of punishing ono 
who has committed no crime. Policy and morality ought to 
be deemed synonymous in a court of justico, and ho whoso 
conduct has been regulated by tho latter principle is not 
justly amenable to any penal law for a supposed violation 
of the former. It is true, my Lord, laws exist which suffice 
to screen you from the animadversions of any constituted 
power, in consequenco of the unmorited sentence which you 
have passed upon Mr. Eaton ; but there aro no laws which 
screen you from the reproof of a nation’s disgust, none which 
ward off the just judgment of posterity, if that posterity will 
deign to recollect you.

By what right do you punish Mr. Eaton? What but 
antiquated precedents, gathored from times of priostly and 
tyrannical domination, can bo adduced in palliation of an 
outrage so insulting to humanity and justice? Whom has 
he injured ? What crime has he committed ? Whereforo 
may he not walk abroad like other men and follow his 
accustomed pursuits ? What end is proposed in confining 
this man, charged with the commission of no dishonorable 
action ? Whorcforo did his aggressor avail himsolf of popular 
prejudice, and return no answer but ono of commonplaco 
contempt to a defenco of plain and simple sincerity ? 
Lastly, when the prejudices of tho jury, as Christians, wore 
strongly and unfairly inflamed against this iujurod man as a 
Deist, wherefore did not you, my Lord, check such uncon
stitutional pleading, and desire the jury to pronounco the 
accused innocent or criminal without reference to the 
particular faith which he professed ?

In the name of justico, what answor is there to those 
questions? Tho answer which Heathen Athens made to 
Socrates is tho same with which Christian England must
attempt to silence the advocates of this injured man__“ lie
has questioned established opinions.”  Alas 1 tho crimo of 
inquiry is one which religion never has forgiven. Implicit 
faith and fearless inquiry have in all ages boon irrcconcilc' 
able cnomios. Unrestrained philosophy has in evory ago
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pposed itself to the reveries of credulity and fanaticism.
0 truths of astronomy, demonstrated by Newton, have 

uperseaed astrology; since the modern discoveries in
c emistry, the philosopher’s stone has no longer been 

eemod attainable. Miracles of every kind have become 
are, in proportion to the hidden principles which those 
,,.° s™dy nature have developed. That which is false will 

imately be controverted by its own falsehood. That 
ich is true needs but publicity to be acknowledged. It 

^  ever a proof that the falsehood of a proposition is felt by 
ose who use power and coercion, not reasoning and per- 
asion, to procure its admission. Falsehood skulks in 

likCSf,an  ̂ corners ; “ it lets I dare not wait upon I would, 
and +1 P00r. ca  ̂ ’n adage,”  except when it has power,
eve f eD’ as ^  was a coward, it is a tyrant; but the eagle- 
imm t í ru^  ^ar ŝ through the undazzling sunbeam of the 

a mi bl® an<l just, gathering thence wherewith to vivify 
and illuminate a universe!
• uerefore, I  repeat, is Mr. Eaton punished ? Because he 
H a t l i ^  ^ n<I what are you, my Lord ? A Christian, 
hi at -5?' ^le mask is fallen o f f : you persecute him because 
C kr'r  dI®ers from yours. You copy the persecutors of 
that an*^ *n y°ur actions, and are an additional proof 
thei ^°Ur relíg¡°o *s as bloody, barbarous, and intolerant as 

rs- If some deistical bigot in power (supposing such a 
batbra^  for the sake of illustration) should, in dark and 
of a8esi have enacted a statute making the profession
book n t*anity criminal; if you, my Lord, were a Christian 
Vou 86 . an^ Mr. Eaton a judge, those arguments, which 
Whi k0a8*der adequate to justify yourself for the sentence 
siti Ctl ^°u ^avc passed, must likewise suffice, in this suppo- 

aary case, to justify Mr. Eaton in sentencing you to 
a ^ i 6 an<I the pillory for being a Christian. Whence is 
tion y®*1" derived but that which power confers for persecu- 
bv ,P °  I'011 think to convert Mr. Eaton to your religion 
tortein')^ 'er*n§ bis existence? You might force him by 
ex ur® to profess your tenets, but he could not believe them, 
exp I'ou should make them credible, which, perhaps, 
WnrT- your power. Do you think to please the God you 
to 8) by Ibis exhibition of your zeal ? If so, the Demon 
k , bom some nations offer human hecatombs is less 

Y arous than the Deity of civilised society, 
on] ,°k consIder man as an accountable being; but he can

1 • 6 accountable for those actions which are influenced “y his will.
Heet i a.n<I disbelief are utterly distinct from, and uncon- 
aer EC W'Ihi volition. They are the apprehension of the 
s ® * e p t  or disagreement of the ideas which compose any 

arnl °n tÍOn' behef is an involuntary operation of the mind, 
tion't 6 °Iher passions, its intensity is precisely proper - 
to r n - i  ° II"3 degrees of excitement. Volition is essential 
atta k j °r demerit. How, then, can merit or demerit be 
WhoCtlC<a 1° what is distinct from that faculty of the mind 
that86 1Ilr.osenco is essential to their being ? I am aware 
Hiak .Í®*011 founded on the voluntariness of belief, as it 

q6S. . a subject of reward and punishment; but, before 
jg jj. Ule steady ray of reason and common sense,
their 1 *• wo should discover, which we cannot do without 
ttiav ai2 ‘stan°e, whether or no there be any other which 

If th l 6 ®u*d° us through the labyrinth of life,
rgp Iaw “  de herético comburendo ”  has not been formally 
Eordsh' ’-I conceive that, from the promise held out by your 
of up 'I* 8 ?eab wo ueed not despair of beholding the flames 
that j SecuI*on rekindled in Smithfiold. Even now, tho lash 
the pi,10-76 Hcscartcs and Voltaire from their native country, 
Wanin’111118 ybich  bound Galileo, the flames which burnt 
Presm!’ f^aiu resound. And where ? In a nation that 
a „0 Ptuously calls itself the sanctuary of freedom. Under 
thou.HnmCDt wbich, while it infringes the very right of 
Presi-1 • aUcI speech, boasts of permitting the liberty of tho 
PHlori 1°  a ‘j^dised and enlightened country a man is 
iaisos i '■ and.Imprisoned because he is a Deist, and no one 
Does i f 18 y0*1; 0 in the indignation of outraged humanity. 
Loitv f Christian God, whom his followers eulogise as the 
W°riq ?! humility and peace,— he, the regenerator of the 
another116 meeb reformer, authorise one man to rise against 
tortnvp 1 an<b  because lictors are at his back, to chain and

WhL tk aS an Infidel ?Wer0 i. Ih° Apostles went abroad to convert the nations, 
the divinqeni° ine<I-to s! ab and Poison ah who disbelieved 
been no m ° * .^hyist’s mission, assuredly they would have 
Wflo nntn •0*e iustihablo in this case than ho is at present 
hupridrm lnI° execution the law which inflicts pillory and

E  u T m  ° n  th e  D e i s t -
an Infidel * ‘ E,aton an equal right to call your Lordship
Afferent -,a8 .̂ou have to imprison him for promulgating a 
say ¡ jt °ctnne from that which you profess ? What do I 
e&n only m 10 n°I even a stronger plea ? Tho word Infidel 
fesSes thnt°aüi anything when applied to a person who pro- 
ÜI>diviqe(j yyhich he disbelieves. The test of truth is an 
scioUs f , reliance on its inclusive powers; tho test of con- 

ehood is the variety of the forms under which it

presents itself, and its tendency towards employing whatever 
coercive means may be within its command, in order to pro
cure the admission of what is unsusceptible of support from 
reason or persuasion. A dispassionate observer would feel 
himself more powerfully interested in favor of a man who, 
depending on the truth of his opinions, simply stated his 
reasons for entertaining them, than in that of his aggressor, 
who, daringly avowing his unwillingness to answer them by 
argument, proceeded to repress the activity and break the 
spirit of their promulgator, by that torture and imprison
ment whose infliction he could command.

I hesitate not to affirm that the opinions which Mr. Eaton 
sustained when undergoing that mockery of a trial at which 
your Lordship presided, appear to me more true and good 
than those of his accuser ; but were they false as the visions 
of a Calvinist, it still would be the duty of those who love 
liberty and virtue to raise their voice indignantly against 
a reviving system of persecution, against the coercively 
repressing any opinion, which, if false, needs but the opposi
tion of truth ; which, if true, in spite of force, must ultimately 
prevail.

Mr. Eaton asserted that the Scriptures were, from begin
ning to end, a fable and imposture, that the apostles were 
liars and deceivers. He denied the miracles, resurrection, 
and ascension of Jesus Christ. He did so, and the Attorney- 
General denied the propositions which he asserted, and 
asserted those which he denied. What singular conclusion 
is deducible from this fact ? None, but that the Attorney- 
General and Mr. Eaton sustained two opposite opinions. 
The Attorney-General puts some obsolete and tyrannical 
laws in force against Mr. Eaton, because he publishes a 
book tending to prove that certain supernatural events, 
which are supposed to have taken place eighteen centuries 
ago, in a remote corner of the world, did not actually take 
place. But how are the truth or falsehood of the facts in 
dispute relevant to the merit or demerit attachable to the 
advocates of the two opinions ? No man is accountable for 
his belief, because no man is capable of directing it. Mr. 
Eaton is therefore totally blameless. What are we to think 
of the justice of a sentence which punishes an individual 
against whom it is not even attempted to attach the 
slightest stain of criminality ?

(To be concluded.)

“  For a day it was believed by some, though we held our 
acceptance in suspense, that a Presbyterian minister of 
Pennsylvania had refused to receive from his congregation a 
gift of #100 in new gold pieces because the coins did not 
bear the motto ‘ In God We Trust.’ Then came tho denial 
by the Rev. W. A. Jones of the Knoxville church : ‘ The 
report that I refused #100 in gold because it had no motto 
“  In God wo trust ”  is absolutely untruo in every way. The 
congregation did not offer mo any gold, nor did I refuso any.’ 
Scepticism again triumphs. The verdict is : ‘ No miracle.’ ”  
—Trutliselcer (Now York).

Drive a wedge between the floor-boards of a granary, and 
no matter how much grain you may pour into the granary, 
it will not stay there. Just so a head into which the wedgo 
has been driven of a Trinity, or of a God who became man 
and redeemed tho human race by his sufferings and then 
flew up into the sky, can no longer grasp any reasonable or 
firm understanding of life.— Tolstoy.

HEARSAY RELIGION.
There is no religion in the world that has any other than 

hearsay evidence. Revelation is hearsay evidence ; that the 
Scriptures are tho word of God we have only the testimony 
of men long dead whose identity is not clearly established 
and who are not known to have been sworn in any sense. 
Under the rules of evidence as they now exist in this 
country, no single assertion in the Bible has its support in 
any evidence admissible in a court of law.— Ambrose Bierce.

Christianity is utterly useless in tho midst of class 
antagonisms. It cannot control the rich, and it cannot assist 
tho poor. Its chief idea is to stand between the two, not as 
an ambassador of justico, but as a dispenser of charity. And 
this charity, instead of really helping the people, only serves 
to obscure the problems to be solved, and to perpetuato the 
evils it affects to relieve.— G. W. Foote.

F e ast , n. A Festival. A religious celebration signalised 
by gluttony and drunkenness, frequently in honor of some 
holy person distinguished for abstemiousness. In the Roman 
Catholic Church feasts are “  movable ”  and “ immovable,” 
but the celebrants are uniformly immovable until they are 
full.— Ambrose Bierce (“ Dod Grile ” ).
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, eto.

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

LONDON.
H orns A ssembly R oom (corner of Iiennington and Iiennington 

Park roads, opposite Park Gates): 7.30, G. W.Foote, “ The New 
Theology and the People.”

C amberwzll B ranch N. S. S. (North Camberwell Hall, New 
Church-road): 3.15, Freethought Parliament—A Lecture.

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (Workman’s Hall, Romford-road, 
Stratford): 7.30, W. J. Ramsey, “ The Gospel of Freethought.” 
Selections by the Band before Lecture.

COUNTRY.
A berdare B ranch N. S. S. (Pugsley’s Coffee Tavern): G, B . 

Evans, “  Becularism and its Relationship to Socialism.”
B irmingham B ranch N. S. S. (Town Hall) : .T. T. Lloyd, 3, 

“ Religion and the Joy of Life” ; 7, “ Theology Discredited.” 
Tea at Town Hall at 5.

B ristol B ranch N. S. S. (I. L. P. Hall, 21 King-square-avenue): 
Thursday, Jan. 30, at 8, Rev. J. C. West, M.A., “ The Being of 
God.”

E dinburgh B ranch N. S. S. (Hall, 84 Leith-street): G.30, 
A Lecture.

F ailsworth (Secular Sunday School, Pole-lane) : G.30, “  The 
School, the Workshop, and the Home—Present and Future"; 
Concert by J. Shufflebotham and Oldham Clarion Vocal Union.

G lasgow (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street): Mrs. H. Bradlaugh 
Bonner, 12 noon, “ Militarism in India” ; 6.30, “ The Evolution 
of the Idea of Hell.”  With lantern illustrations.

L eeds B ranch N. S. S. (Miners’ Institute, York-road and 
Accommodation-road): Friday, Jan. 24, at 8, S. H. Wishart, 
“  Atheism and Social Progress : I.—The Protestant Christian 
Obstacle.”

M anchester B ranch N. S. S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road): 
G.30, George Mason, “  Iconoclastic Politics.”

South Shields (above Tram Hotel, Market-place): 7.30, 
Business meeting.

W est Stanley B ranch N. S. S. (Victoria Theatre): 3 and 7, 
C. Cohen.

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

IS , I  BELIEVE ,

THE BEST BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

A N E W  (THE THIRD) EDITION
OF

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

(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited.)

REVISED AND ENLARGED. 
SHOULD BE SCATTERED BROADCAST.

SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.
PRI CE ONE PENNY.

T he P ioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

T H E  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 Boole oj God. You have 
shown with perfect dearness the absurdity of Dean Farrar's 
position I congratulate you on your book. It will do great good, 
because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with force and 
beauty."—Colonel Inoerboll.

“ A volume we strongly reoommend........Ought to be In the
hands of every earnest and Bincere inquirer."—Reynoldt’t Newt• 
paper.

Bound in Stout Paper Covers- - - - 1/- 
Bound in Good C l o t h ...........................2/-

FLOWERS «F FREETHOUGHT
By G. W . FOOTE.

First Series, doth - - - - 2 s .  6d.
Second Series, doth • - . - 2s. 6d.

Contains scores of entertaining and informing Essays and 
Articles on a great vari ty of Freethought topios.

THE

MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA;
OR, THE

DEATH OF THE CLASSICAL WORLD.

An Address delivered at Chicago by
M . M . M A N G Ä S Ä R I Ä N .

Will be forwarded, post free, for

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

Colonel Ingersoll’s Last Leoture.

WHAT IS RELIGION?
An Address delivered before the American Free Religious 

Association at Boston, June 2, 1899.

Price Twopence.

I HE SAFEST AND MOST EFFECTUAL CURE FOB 
INFLAMMATION OF THE EYES.

Thwaites’ Celandine Lotion.
Cures inflammation in a few hours, Neglootod or badly doctored 
cases. 3 or 4 days is sufficient time to cure any case. For aot<> 
and Inflamed Eyelids. Nothing to equal the Lotion forDimneS* 
of Sight. Wi remove Skin or Film that sometimes grows c*> 
tho Eye. As the eyo is one of the most sensitive organs of W  
body, it needs the most caroful treatment.

Cullpeper says in his Herbal Book that if the virtues 
Celandine were generally known it would spoil the spectad6; 
makers' trade. Is. IJd. per bottle, with directions; by post 
stamps. ' 1 *

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

W ArNT®D> fTor opeo purposes, copy of Freethinkers 
Text Booh, Parti., by Charles Bradlaugh. Price to N. S. £‘ 

Seoretaby, 2 Neweastle-steeet, Farringdon-strcet, E.C.
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
(LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee.
Registered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, 3.C. 

Chairman of Board of Director!—Ms. G. W. FOOTE, 
Secretary—E. M. VANCE (Miss).

8ly WQe in 1898 to afford legal security to the
°a~0i“_on and application ol funds for Secular purposes.

ine Memorandum of Association sots forth that the Society's 
ah la ar0 1— Promoto the principle that human oonduot 
nat i 8 based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super- 
end f C3*’a  ̂and that human welfare in this world is the proper 

u Oi all thought and a alien. To promote freedom of inquiry, 
o promote universal Seoular Education. To promote the oom- 

secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such 
hrifl Ea ara oonduoive to suoh objects. Also to have,
or h ’ reoe v̂e> aad retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 

“eiineathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 
‘ be purposes of the Society.
ah is liability of members is limited to 51, in oase the Sooiety 
Uahm 6ver 158 wcmnd up and the assets were insufficient to cover 

■'Jities—a most unlikely oontingenoy. 
v m8Iabers pay an entranoe fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 
y TV P^oription of five shillings.
. lna Society has a considerable number of members, but a much 
yj£>®r number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 

?sinea amongst those who read this announcement. Ail who join 
participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 

tio r8?0arcea- It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
te a • n° number, as suoh, shall derive any sort of profit from 

o oooioty, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, cr in 
any,way whatever.
rj, Society’ s affairs are managed by an eleoted Board of 
twelvt0rS’ 00ns*3t*n8 of less than five and not more than

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

but are capable of re-election. An Annual General Meeting of 
members must be held in London, to reoeive the Report, elec, 
new Directors, and transact any other business that may arise.

Being a duly registered body, the Seoular Society, Limited, 
can reoeive 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 bo the slightest apprehension. 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The exeoutors 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary course of 
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised in 
oenneotion with any of the wills by which the Sooiety has 
already been benefited.

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battocck 23 
Rood-lane, Fenchuroh-Etreet, London, E.C.

A Form of Bennett.—The following Is a sufficient form of 
bequest for Insertion in the wills of testators:—” I give and
“ bequeath to tho Seoular Sooiety, Limited, the sum of £ ------
B free from Legacy Duty, and I direot that a reoeipt signed by 
“ two members of the Beard of the said Sooiety and the Secretary 
"  thereof shall be a good diaoharge to my Executors for the 
“ said Legaoy.”

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

THE NEW TESTAMENT MANUSCRIPTS:
OR,

Christianity Compietely 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  SYM ES .

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

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.O.

Under the Ban of the London County Council.
T H E  P O P U L A R  E D I T I O N

[Revised and Enlarged)
OF

BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

G. W. FOOTE
With a Portrait of the Author

e x e Reynold*'t Newspaper says:— "M r. G W. Foote, chairman of tho Secular Society, is well known as a man of 
enlaro ^nal Mis Bible Bomancee have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, revised, and
streetT 8<̂ * cm’ at tho price of 6d., has now been published by the Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-stroet, Farringdon- 
0f rr|. ’ ■1JOrî 0p, for the Secular Society. Thus, within the reach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of the leaders 

ern opinion are being placed from day to day."

143  Large D ouble-C olum n Pages, Good Print, Good Paper
S I X P E N C E  — N E T

(Post Free, 8d)

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.
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WORKS BY G. W. FOOTE.
ATHEISM AND MORALITY 2d., post id.
BIBLE AND BEER. Showing tho absurdity of basing 

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

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

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

BIBLE ROMANCES. Popular edition, with Portrait, paper 
6d., post 2Jd. Superior edition (100 pages), cloth 2s., 
post 2Jd.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Annie Bosant. Is., post ljd . ; cloth, 2s., post 2Jd.
INGERSOLLISM DEFENDED AGAINST ARCHDEACON 

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

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

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

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

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

PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM. 3d., post Jd. 
REMINISCENCES OF CHARLES BRADLAUGH. 6d.,

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

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

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

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

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

THE GRAND OLD BOOK. A Reply to the Grand Old Man. 
An Exhaustive Answer to the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone's 
Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture. I s .; bound in cloth, 
Is. 6d., post ljd .

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

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

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

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

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

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

THE JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the 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. Wheeler. 6d., post Id.

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

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

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

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

WORKS BY COLONEL INGERSOLL.
A CHRISTIAN CATECHISM. One of the most useful and 

brilliant of Colonel Ingorsoll’s pamphlets. 6d., post Id.
ART AND MORALITY. 2d., post Jd.
A WOODEN GOD. Id., post Jd.
CREEDS AND SPIRITUALITY. Id., post Jd.
CRIMES AGAINST CRIMINALS. 3d., post Jd 
DEFENCE OF FREETHOUGHT. Five Hours’ Address to 

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

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

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

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

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

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newoastle-s

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

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

SHAKESPEARE. Gd., post Id.
SKULLS. 2d., post Jd.
SOCIAL SALVATION. 2d., post Jd.
SOME MISTAKES OF MOSES. 136 pp., on superfine paper, 

cloth 2s. Gd., post 3d. ; paper Is., post ljd . Only complete 
edition in England. Accurate as Colenso and as fascinating 
as a novel. Abridged Edition, 1G pp. Id., post Jd.

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

Hon. F. D. Coudert and Gov. S. L. Woodford. 2d., post Jd.
THE THREE PHILANTHROPISTS. 2d., post ljd .
WHAT IS RELIGION? Colonel Ingersoll’s Last Lecture. 

2d., post Jd.
WHAT MUST WE DO TO BE SAVED? 2d., post Jd.
WHY AM I AN AGNOSTIC? 2d., post Jd.
reet, Farringdon-street, London, E.G.
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