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The distance, and as it were the space around man,
grons with the strength of his intellectual vision and
insight: his world becomes profounder; new stars, new
enigmes, and notions are ever coming into view.

—Nietzsche.

Paine the Pioneer.

CojhNg yp from Aberdare on Monday morning |
bought. 5 ?ocal newspaper, and it hap)é)ened togbe
e South Wales Daily News. On one of its pages
Itfound a paragraph headed “Old Age Pensions.’
opened with the statement that “ 1t was Ruskin
?00 first propounded the policy of old age pensions.”
Whereat | smiled, and recalled Pope’s line that “A
.fie learning is a dangerous thing.” Your ordinary
journalist knows a little, and makes it go a long
no doubt he seems a wonderfully well-
'‘Oformed person to the ordinary reader—just as
he one-eyed man is king of all the blind ; but when
hbetter reader comes along the case is altered.
Now | am not going to run down Ruskin. | owe
‘A ton much. 1 remember so well how, in my
(lee*eenth year, 1 came across Modern Painters and
1 Stones of Venice, and how | walked up and down
Sila fever of delight over purple passages of his
/ endid eloquence, reminding me of the groat
Zf\e%(r(ﬁhor rg!!)enrgs that | had vl\iatcge? in [)ny kl)(oy ood
- nr, al majestically .before breaking in
I”imm{u%ug'q%gngqjﬁnj tho-shore. . Soon afterw%rds
rj*catne acquainted with his sociological writings.
H taught me some things that were quite now to
j >and some things that | had already suspected.
really yead him, instead of chattering about him
@nr 8niffing at a few of his pages, as so many have
" blow common, for instance, is the statement
for ~UB'n was a Socialist; it is pretty well taken
aw'gianted on both sides ; yet ho was not a Socialist,
Wd~” PA~Madly disclaimed being anything of the
igiji.”  ~his is not, of course, any objection to Sooial-
fhat * merely refer to it as illustrating tho truth
read Qany 8reat writers are more talked about than

ag”°&in wrote powerfully and brilliantly about old
&ar*°n80n8—Prions for soldiers of tho plough-
thene aa well as soldiers of the sword. And | held
abi0’ 88 *bold now, that his arguments are unanswer-
Peutid 8 n°f a that Ruskin *first pro-
SProf *dea. ~ bad been more or less dimly
b°fn 8n ~ men who were dead long before he was
ol /\ O .
gthﬁ” Practicglrlla?own was T%%\(ﬁagb%a{%eeaf aLI:Ehols
t° 7ye j3fashion to call that great man “ Tom ” and
and C ki m acoordingly ! but the fact is, as Hazlitt
jndges°f Acognised—and they were both good
Pain0 *ir°m veiY different standpoints—that Thomas
one of the very greatest political writers

~d anoble heart as well as a strong head,

fare ej n° ™ be reproved Burke, who bestowed such
and hallonC0 On t4e sufferings of Marie Antoinette
the no word of sympathy for the sufferings of
kkire 0 »? °t France. “ He pities the plumage,”
Atura”n!” "and forgets the dying hird.” It was
4@%9& “ft such a “writer, in" dealing with the
1 Ol hational income and expenditure, in the
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Bights of Man, should turn an eye of compassion on
the aged poor. “It is painful,” Paine said, “to
see old a?e working itself to death, in what are
called civilised countries, for daily bread.” He de-
manded a remedy for this sad state of things—
“not as a matter of grace and favor, but of right.”
Every honest man contributed to the greatness of
the State in which ho lived, and deserved assistance
when old age rendered him incapable of helping
himself. This was, indeed, recognised by the Poor
Law; but Paine proposed to abolish that heartless
system altogether, and to go to work in quite another
way. The approach of old age began at fifty; old
age itself began at sixty, and at that time of life a
man’s labor “ ought to be over, at least from direct
necessity.” Paine’s proposal was that £6 per annum
should be payable to all persons over fifty, and £10
per annum to all persons over sixty. Considering
the purchasing power of money then and now, this
was more at sixty than Mr. Asquith offers at seventy.

There were other wise and beneficent proposals
in Paine’s scheme for lightening the burdens and
brightening the lot of the people. That portion of
the Bights of Man is well worth studying still.
Many will be surprised to learn that he drew up a
graduated income-tax table, in which every £1,000
of income was taxed higher and higher, until at last
it was taxed twenty shillings in the pound, and the
entire surplus was thus absorbed by the State.

Mr. Asquith’s old age pensions proposal will doubt-
less be carried, for no political party will dare to offer
it open opposition. It may even bo modified, with
respect to the age of recipients, and brought nearer
to the proposal of Thomas Paine. And the credit of
introducing it will belong to our new Premier. Some
will say that the credit is accidental, as the proposal
would have had to be introduced by somebody, since
it had become inevitable. That may be so, but the
chronological fact remains, and Mr. Asquith will be
able to point to it with pride. But in all such
cases the real credit belongs to the pioneers,
who made the thing inevitable* When the great
mass of men reach a certain point in the pro-
gression of opinion and sentiment a change of
procedure is unavoidable, and therefore compara-
tively easy ; and it matters very little whether this
or that man presides over the actual alteration. A
law carried to-day is but ostensibly carried by the
legislator whoso name becomes publiclﬁ associated
with it; in reality it is the work of the pioneers,
the men of better heads and better hearts than
their fellow-citizens, who were consequently in
advance of their times, who anticipated the progress
of the human intellect and conscience, who were
ofter born too soon for their own personal happiness,
though not for their reputation on the page of history.
Thomas Paine was one of the greatest of these
pioneers, and history will yet do justice to his name.
He was persecuted and vilified when living, and a
mountain of calumny has been heaped over his grave.
But men of his size and importance can afford to
wait for their vindication. He lived and wrought in
the light of principles, and as the light of those
principles is shed abroad his value will be per-
ceived. He never sought applause—he had a pride
that half disdained it—but no one ever cared more
for the real good of mankind. g * Foote.
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Faith and Fact.

To its various publications, the Harmsworth Press
has just added a Daily Mail Year Booh of the Churches.
Apart from the miscellaneous information incident
to such publications, the book consists of a series of
brief articles contributed by various sections of the
religious world, each discussing the religious outlook
from his or her peculiar point of view. Among
these, there are two that | purpose noting in the
present article—one by Professor Edward Hull,
Secretary to the Victoria Institute, who writes on
the “ Attitude of Scientists towards God and the
Bible,” the other by the Rev. F. Ballard, who dis-
courses on “ Modern Agnosticism,” how it should be
met, and, of course, defeated.

So far as Professor Hull’s article is concerned, one
may say that it is about as misleading as an article
can well be that does not stoop to deliberate false-
hood. What it can do in the way of fostering false
impressions it does. Consciously or unconsciously,
the article is so worded that unwary readers may
form an opinion quite unwarranted by the facts.
The aim of the article is to prove that, with rare
exceptions, scientific men are Christians. We are,
indeed, told that, *“with a very few exceptions, such
as Professor Haeckel in Germany, Christianity has
no opponents amongst men of science.” This state-
ment being made “ without hesitation,” one looks
for proofs, and these, as English public opinion goes,
should not be hard to furnish. What we find is the
statement that there are ““hundreds of cultivators of
science and natural history......of whose religious
beliefs we know nothing.” There are others who
attend public worship, who make no outward
profession, but “ have not accepted the offer of
salvation in Christ,” yet “it may be assumed that
such persons are on the side of revealed religion ;
and that if a crisis should arise in which it was
necessary to openly profess Christ, or reject Him
openly, they would be found ready to sacrifice life
itself in defence of the truth.”

Now, as English public goes, to again use this
serviceable phrase, the silence of scientific men is
highly suggestive. To come forward as a pronounced
Christian, or even as a religionist, to speak from a
Christian platform, or write in defence of certain
aspects of Christianity, gives the average man of
science in this country a position of public impor-
tance he could not easily get otherwise. To the
average Britisher, with his almost complote lack of
interest in things scientific, Sir Oliver Lodge’s
contributions to religious controversy have given him
a publicity that he could not easily have obtained
otherwise. Mental ability alone cannot be certain
of securing widespread notice in this country. Tho
fame of a name like that of Darwin was not secured
amsng the mass of his countrymen by an apprecia-
tion of the value of his work, but by the religious
controversy his theory evoked. The tuft-hunter, the
social toady, or the man who wishes to see his name
prominently before the public, has every possible
inducement to proclaim his belief in Christianity, if
it exists; while tho man who is not combative by
nature, and who wishes to remain unmolested in his
scientific investigations, has every inducement to
remain silent. There is, therefore, a significance
about the silence of these “hundreds ” of scientific
men that Professor Hull either cannot or will not
see. His conviction that there are some who are
“not far from the kingdom of God,” is a piece of
mere pulpit cant, and like much religious cant, not
devoid of insolence.

Quite in the style of a Christian Evidence Lecturer,
Professor Hull gives two lists of names in support
of his thesis. One is concerned with scientists who
are dead, the other with those who are still living.
Of the former, two observations may be made. The
first is that to those who know some of the names
would have been best left uncited. Tho name of
Faraday, for example, who deliberately said that if
he trusted himself to reason about Christianity he
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should cease to believe in it, is anything but convin-
cing testimony. The second observation is, that to
qguote such names as Hugh Miller, or Professor
Sedgwick, with others of the same class, is to almost
convince one of the writer’s lack of capacity o
straightforwardness. For the theories by means
of which these men harmonised their scientific
knowledge with their religion are now repudiated by
every reputable thinker in the kingdom. 1 do not
believe for one moment that Professor Hull accepts
these theories. Why, then, does he parade the
beliefs based upon these theories as reasons for
convincingi_others_?_ o

Of the list of living scientists, one need only ask
one question. How many of them are Christians in
any genuine sense of the word ? Sir Oliver Lodge is
cited. But Sir Oliver Lodge is no more a Christian
than is Professor Haeckel. Mere profession of belie!
in a kind-of-a-sort-of-a-something that he chooses to
call God, does not make him a Christian. To be a
Christian, in any honest sense of the word, is t°
have belief in those doctrines that are laid down
official confessions of faith or that make up what if
historically known as Christianity. How many
living scientists believe this ? How many honestl
believe in miracles, in inspiration, in special creati?é
in a special providence, in a miraculous birth, in
divinity of Jesus, in the miracles of Jesus, in ths
resurrection of Jesus, or in heaven or hell ? | do not
believe that Professor Hull would find in the wbol0
of the kingdom, half-a-dozen scientific workers wh°
would say they believe these things without tbe'
making a number of distinctions, explanations, an
reservations that quite destroy all the Christian °r
religions value of such doctrines. Why, the clergl
themselves are 'getting ashamed of them, let
men of science.

Professor Hull has a third list of names o
scientists whom he admits are “often regarded 3
unbelievers,” but he says that “even amongst tbe®
there has been a germ of belief in Revelation—ab*
may have ultimately developed and ripened Kl
Christian faith.” Amongst these are cited Huxley®
on the strength of his statement that a man
get literary culture from the Bible ; Sir Charles LyeJ
whose heresy, Alexander Bain tells us was 1®
out of him at the dinner-table and in the drawioj
room ; and Professor Tyndall, who deliberately ch»k
lenged the Christian world on the question of
and whose famous Belfast Address sent tho Christ
world nearly crazy. It is really difficult to deal »
such special pleading in temperate Ian?uage
can only congratulate oneself with the reflection XL jj
not even the sectarian ingenuity of Professor &
can hide the fact that the princes of modern sci° 9
frem m%sm eRvlard, fHeee Wile Newe marked ou
course along which others have been compeiled
travel, have been Freethinkers.

I have loft myself but little space to deal witb »
Ballard’s contribution ; but as | have only
eluded a criticism of this gentleman’s abilities, .9
is the less to be regretted. His contribute0 *
interesting chiefly on account of the admission
tho extent to which Christianity is losing its bo g
the people. There is, he points out, an increa *
absence of the adult population from ohurch,
religion of the upper classes is a mere conven
attachment to the Established Church, wh”0
middle and poorer classes are so affected oj
'modern atmosphere” as to lose a great
interest in religious subjects. There is also aa" O,
paralleled multiplication of literature of all &0
ignoring religion altogether.” Other influence”u|
cited; the analysis winding up with the ri“ete
admission that “ During the coming century g0
appears to be every reason for believing tha ~jt
anti-Christian influences will bo increased . id
than diminished.” The outlook for the relig100
therefore, not of the brightest. L.

Mr. Ballard also remarks that “the militan~"gb
larism represented thirty years ago by Mr. A smo®r
has passed into a more quiescent stage....e cfot*3
dering fire of bitter antagonism to everything /
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lan has been maintained by the National Secular
“ociety.” He also adds that the Society has
scarcely any respectable buildings available for its
Purposes.” Now it may be true that Secularism, at
ecularism, does not play such a large part in the
conscious interest of the public as when Charles
raalaugh was waging both an historic political
gnt and a theological fight at the same time, and
A on, moreover, Freethought itself was a much
greater novelty than it is to-day. But Bradlaughs
re not every-day figures, and the combination of the
P°ifcical and theological interest is not always
Present. Moreover, the novelty of Secularism has
°rn off. The mere fact of a man disowning Chris-
lanity no longer attracts attention; the reverse is
aher the case. But all this means that Secu-
rism has entered on a new phase of its history,
nch of the old method is not now necessary
ccause much of the old form of Christian belief is
discredited and dead. Thirty years ago, Chris-
ans were ready, on public platforms, to defend
ij.eir faith. Who will do sonow? Even Mr. Ballard
rinself lacks the courage to do so against a qualified
Pponent of Christianity. Secularism has all along
if rfue™ its fight against supernaturalism, changing
t/ ifchcs 0Qly as Christianity altered its front. The
ini kaB) B at secularising forces of life are
densely more powerful than they were thirty
arsago. The number of non-believers has enor-
aQuBly increased, while Christianity is apologetic
persuasive where it was arrogant and domi-
I €Ing-  The truth of this is practically admitted
to ¢ Mallard, who says, immediately after referring
fadularism as “quiescent,” that “it cannot be
Ch'ed that religious doubt and definite opposition to
Jtian faith have grown rather more than less
disn th-6 passing of the nineteenth century,” thus
tir?2vnBin one sentence what he has stated as
ae m another.
Ah' 1?7 Udeniable truth—and the only one with
°n Christians and Freethinkers are really con-
that Christianity is weaker to-day than it
.aver been before, while Freethought forces were
® active. Whether the Secular Society owns
bu” nk8 or not is a matter of little import-
8ece’ although as a matter of fact the halls in which
thov ar meetings are held are now much finer than
ta/t 'Vero thirty years a%o. But this is a mere
thi86r  trance ; and although one may allow that
der asPG't is likely to appeal strongly to the average
Al “yman, students of the progress of thought
kO greatly affected thereby. Mr. Ballard
8ecy j vy believes that the Churches ought to appoint
men to grapple with the forces of Free-
st, 1?7,  Well, the Methodist Church has appointed
kR dlaHard, and one would like to ask, What has
How many Freethinkers has Mr.
<. k ho Christianity. Ono can safely
theL Pn0, He may have prevented ono here and
he Ca r°m leaving the fold. That is the most that
; this 1s the most that can be done by
tiou- G When people move it is in the one direc-
> and that is towards Freethought.
C. Coiien.

% Jesus a Divine Man and Nothing Less?

o€ ar° three main views of the person of Jesus
Chri&ifrovalent in Christendom. The majority of
elernalanB re8ard bim “as none other than the
the Tr. onlg-begotten Son of God become man,
-Ipa- prd made jlesh.”  According to— €M view,
ripae '0'08 a cfa88 by himself. Ho is absolutely
A°1I8G d  °nly being “of the kind in the universe,
fyled ;jJaade or becamie man, and is thealogically
°d Qor e Cod-man. In other words, he is neither
Wo, man, but an inconceivable mixture of the
Aeanth8  erudfa0 Dr. Shodd used to Bay, he is a
4 tio,, I°Pic, or divine-human person, a now being
N QhorOny fa°m the virgin birth at Bethlehem,

oonception pf the person of Jesus is that it
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was purely human, but yet unique in that sinlessness
and Idealism were attributes of it. Jesus was born
without the taint of original sin, and he lived an
absolutely sinless life; and being sinless and ideal,
he was also Divine. Therefore, those who thus
regard him call him the Divine Man. According to
another view to be met with in out-of-the-way
corners of the Church, Jesus was only an ordinary
man chosen of God to be the world’s Supreme
Teacher. He was a man who saw into the central
deeps of the Divine Nature, and who, in consequence,
became the agent of a new religion. Or, as Nico-
demus put it, he was “ a teacher come from God.”

Now, there is all the difference in the world
between a God-man and an Ideal Man. The two are
different in kind, and not merely in degrees. The
God-man, we are told, “was essentially what other
men are not,” while the Ideal Man was what all other
men are potentially and may become. The God-man
may be dismissed as an impossible chimera, as an
absurd creation of metaphysical dreamers, as a being
who never was on land or sea. A being essentially
different from ourselves ought to be unthinkable by
us. Indeed, the present tendency in theology is to
deny that there is any essential distinction between
the Supreme Being and mankind. And we hold that
the conception of a Divine or Ideal Man is equally
grotesque. An ideal man is a being who exists only
in thought, while a divine man is a contradiction in
terms.

The Rev. Richard Morris, M.A.,, B.D., of Dolgelly,
in the current number of the Hilbert Journal,
discusses the question, “ Was Jesus a ‘Divine Man’
and Nothing More?” As an orthodox divine, his
answer is bound to be in the negative. If Jesus is
Ideal Man, he argues, he is of necessity infinitely
more. Does not Mr. Morris perceive that if Jesus is
more than Ideal Man he cannot be Ideal Man? To
call him who “was essentially what other men are
not,” ldeal Man, is to talk sheer nonsense. Mr.
Morris is quite right in saying that the view that
Jesus was a Divine Man only substitutes one group
of difficulties for another; but he is utterly wrong
when he imagines that a God-man can also be an
Ideal Man. The one of necessity excludes the other.

Now, what are the difficulties involved in the sup-
position that Jesus was Ideal Man? We cannot
follow Mr. Morris into all the silly statements he
makes about sin and God’s relation to it, about the
impossibility of arresting the progress of sin, after it
had once come into existence, by a Divine fiat, and
about God in Christ at last arresting it by an infinite
aot of self-sacrifice. Suffice it to say that the
reverend gentleman’s doctrine of sin contradiots all
the principles of psychology, and is untrue to the
facts of daily life. The sin of which Mr. Morris treats
is an invention of theology, and the students of the
evolution of the race only laugh at it. The awful
sense of guilt which is said to be inherent in all
mankind ever since the fall in Eden is one of the
products of a now decadent Calvinism, but which
once held sway over such vast areas. There is no
El)_roof whatever that such a thing as sin exists at all.

hat it is human to err, that no man is perfect, is
true enough ; and it is also true that a genuine sense
of guilt only accompanies personal wrong-doing.
No man was ever born guilty or sinful, in the theo-
logical sense. Now, to say that Jesus had no sense
of sin is not in itself equivalent to claiming that he
was fundamentally different from other men. It
only means that he was not a modern theologian, or
that he lived an died before the Pauline Epistles were
written. It only means that he was more nearly
normal than most of his followers have ever been.
What the New Testament says of his sinlessness
could with equal truth be declared concerning the
lives of myriads of men and women to-day who call
themselves “ miserable sinners.” Jesus did not call
himself *“a miserable sinner,” and in fact he had
amazingly little to say about sin at all.

Even assuming the full historicity of the Gospels,
there is not even the shadow of evidence that Jesus
was ethically superior to his contemporaries. Taking
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his teaching as it stands, it never once rises, even at
its best, above the level already reached by the greater
prophets of the Old Testament. * But he left us
perfect example,” it is claimed. Where is that per
feet example to be found ? More than once he spoke
disrespectfully to his mother. On one occasion he
refused to see her when she specially asked to speak
to him. He was evidently not on good terms with
his brothers and sisters. He was never married
never became a father, never interested himself in
politics, never tackled social and economic problems
The first thirty years of his life were spent in com
plete obscurity; and of the short period of his public
ministry, apart from the teaching and the wonder-
working, we know next to nothing. Where, then, is
the perfect example ? Where does the Ideal Man
show himself? Mr. Campbell asserts that “in our
day, most people are agreed that in Jesus we have
the most perfect life ever exhibited to humanity
but where, pray, is that “ most perfect life ” on exhi
bition ? Certainly not in the Gospels. What we see
there is a worker of strange, incredible miracles, and
a teacher of impracticable ethics. But where is the
perfect example ? Once he told his disciples, after
washing their feet, that he had given them an
examﬁle, and Peter tells his readers that, in suffering
for them, Jesus had left them an example that
they should follow his steps ; but, again, where
is the example of that “most perfect life ” to be
seen ?

We may be referred to his death as the splendid
culmination of his career, and as summing up the
example of his life; but his death, apart from the
theological interpretations put upon it, and these are
so various and so conflicting, differs in no essential
particular from the death of Socrates, or from that
of any other martyr. Indeed, according to orthodoxy,
his death was not an example at all, but furnished,
or became, the objective ground on which alone God
could justly redeem a lost world. Mr. Morris takes
for granted that Jesus was the Ideal Man, and states
the difficulties in the way of his being such unless
he was infinitely more. If Jesus had been the Ideal
Man, we frankly admit that his appearance in the
middle of the process of evolution, instead of at its
close, would have been an insoluble mystery. In
reality, Mr. Morris explains the appearance of the
Ideal Man by bringing in the God-man as a substi-
tute. That is to say, he explains the Ideal Man by
annihilating him. Instead of taking the ldeal Man
for granted, we abk for historical proofs of his advent,
and, finding none, conclude that he never came. *“A
Divine Man,” says Mr. Morris, “ would have served
only to reveal the world’s misery: the God-man
revioves it. A Divine Man would have driven all
other men in terror from himself: the God-man
draws men unto himself.” We do not know what a
Divine Man would or would not have done, had he
arrived ; but we do know that this imaginary God-
man has not removed the world’s misery, has not
drawn all men unto himself.

In the light of the history of the last nineteen
hundred years, we pronounce that God-man a pure
myth, and in the light of the knowledge that comes
from Science we declare that the Ideal Man is yet to
come. The Churches are sadly at variance with one
another as to who and what Jesus of Nazareth really
was. Some of them are still hugging the old dogma
of his proper Deity, singing his praises as “ very God
of very God.” Others cling to him as the highest
and noblest and most beautiful among the sons of
men. All alike are working with all their might to
establish his supremacy, in the one sense or the
other, and to crown him Lord of all in the hearts of
mankind; and with what result ? During this month
of May, nearly all the Churches are forced to make
the humiliating confession that for some time now
they have been steadily losing ground, and that the
eople will have neither their all-powerful and all-
oving Savior, nor their perfect Example. The world
is gradually turning its back upon them. A well-
known Congregational minister, the Rev. J. D. Jones,
of Bournemouth, whose orthodox Evangelicalism is
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beyond doubt, addressed the Baptist Union, recently)
in the following lugubrious tone:—

“Things are not well with us just now. Tlie
decrease of membership is an ominous sign. True
that statistics are not altogether safe guides, and some
are busy explaining them away. But it is no time for
cheap and easy explanations to salve our consciences.
We must face them honestly. Our churches, somehow
or other, have lost their grip.”

Mr. Jones declared that “there has been a great
moving of landmarks and great unrest in the theo-
logical world. The scientific movement, with it3
doctrine of evolution, and the critical undercurrent,
have largely affected our young men. We are hesi-
tant and undecided ; we don’t know where we are.

That is the true explanation of the present growing
impotence of the Churches. The belief in Cbhn8
tianity, in all its forms, is dying out. Men’s mind8
are widening and eagerlﬁ welcoming the new knoff"
ledge which is choking the old faith. The Christian
God-man is coming down and taking his légitimat®
rank among the innumerable God-men of Pagfi0
mythology, and the Ideal Man of the less orthod®
is being discovered to be a natural impossibility"9
flat contradiction of the great law of evolution
And in this we rejoice, because truth is bettor than
superstition, and knowledge a grander and
guide than faith. Christ goes, but Man comes.

J. T. LLOTD

The Sayings of Jesus.—YII.

(Continued from p. 299.)

Much importance has been ascribed to the fact tb8
the Golden Rule—"* Whatsoever ye would that e,
should do unto you, even so do ye also unto them
(Matt. vii. 12)—was enjoined by Confucius ba»
millennium before the time of Christ; that "
injunction to “Lay up for yourselves treasures
heaven,” etc. (Matt. vii. 19-21), had been utter ~
centuries before the birth of Jesus by Gota
Buddha; that to recompense injury with kindo®
(Matt. v. 48-48) was one of the precepts of
ancient ﬁhiloso her Tao-teh, still preserved a®0lg j
the teachings of Taoism ; that a portion of the Go&
narrative describing the Last Judgment (Matt-x
81-46) is somewhat analogous to a Judgment @"0
contained in the ancient Egyptian “ Book of
Dead.” But these, and one or two other
precepts from the same sources, do not affect *
groat body of sayings ascribed in the Gospel® »
Jesus. For the origin of the latter wo most s”r
amongst Jewish literature. The Golden Rg® .
instance, is said to have been enunoiated by Hul®
a maxim well known in bis day—" Do not unto ot
what you would not have others do to you ” ("a”jtb
The Gospel writers would thus be acquainted = ~
this and many other precepts without taking 1
from any particular source. T3
Many of the sayings put in the mouth 0|]decﬁg
again, were simply proverbs or maxims @t
amongst the Jews of the first century, AmMOY
these may be cited the Mote and beam in the ~"e

the Camel and the eye of a needle, the parable 0g jj
House built u(ioo_n sand and rook, the Giving a tj.el§
secret, the Judging one’s neighbor, and several 0 gg
which are still preserved in the Talmud.
the proverbial sayings were such as the fol*°
the blind leading the blind; the straining out aJfO®
and swallowing a camel; the casting pearls Q0
Bwine ; the laborer being worthy of his hire ; a. ¢b0
tree bringing forth good fruit, and the reverse,
having ears to hear, etc.

A large number of sayings of this character
be known to the Nazarenos, as well as to .
of other sects, the source or originators be'opqa
known. Setting aside, then, all those of the ™ d®
mentioned, we find that nearly the Whol_e.f.%tlgl?l
sayings attributed to Jesus in the S?/noptics der
the fictitious stories called parables) were

AN
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r°ra, or suggested by, passages in the Hebrew sacred
writings—the new sayings containing not only the
Object-matter of the source passages, but in many
7ases_the phraseology also, or at least sufficient to

identify them.

For a reason which will be presently apparent, I
take, first, some examples from the Old Testament

Apocrypha:—

Gospel Savings.
Matt, vi, 7, mANd inpraying,
teath°” rePettont as the

Matt. vi. 14-15. “ For if ye
rgivemen their trespasses your
_eavenly Father will also”for-
jLeyou. But if ye forgive not
»nD their _trespasses, neither
your Father forgive your
trespasses.
jire'tt-xviii. 15. “if thy brother
li ag&>ust thee, go, shew him
mtault between thee and him
Jdiemh be hear thee, thou
st gained thy brother.’

ni'fite v. 32 ; xviii. 13. “1 am

but (ire t° call the righteous

Pe Slnners to repentance...... Gol
merciful to me a sinner.”

Matt. xiii. 43. “ Then shall

«ariSieous shine forth as the

p ,,In the kingdom of their
her.

aotnke Xviii’ 78, “ And Sﬁ 1
_avenge his elect, whic
0him day and night, and he

82/n’l offering over them? |

tlu Ura® y°u that he u'tU avenge

nspeedily.”

xxiii. 37-38 ; Luke Xxiii.

Hn* " ® Jerusalem, Jeru-

>which killeth the prophets,

1«t Jone*h them that are sent
We 6r' Mow often_would |

9tli 'Pdllered thy children to-

hern.even as a hen gathcreth

ge " ilckens under her wings, and

hould not. Behold your
e 8left unto you desolate."

j

OldernWritings.
Ecclcus. vii. 14. “ Make not

vain repetitions when thou pray-

Ecclcus. xxviii. 2. “Forgive
thy neighbor the hurt that he
hath done unto thee ; so shall
thy sins also be forgiven when
thou prayest.”

Ecclcus. xix. 13. “ Admonish
a friend ; it may be he hath not
done it; and if he have done it,
that he do it no more.”

Prayer of Manasses. “ Thou,
therefore, O Lord......hast not
appointed repentance to_the just
...... but thou has appointed re-
pentance unto me that am a
sinner."

2 Esdras vii. 97. “ Their face
shall shine as the sun, and they
shall be made like unto the light
of the stars, henceforth no more
to return to corruption.”

ho%dE t?\der:iﬁ(r\{c')caer?t’ and %%'htegﬁs
blood crieth unto me, and the
souls of”the rlghltleouslcry out
continually. | trill surely av-
them, sait¥1 the Lord.)./....Fn(%e
how great a time hath the Most
High ™ been long suffering over
them that dwell on the earth.”

2 Esd. i. 28-33. “ Thus saith
the Lord God Almighty......1
gathered you together, as’a hen
gathereth her chickens under her
wings......| sent unto you my
servants the prophets, wh
have taken and slain...... Thus
saith the Lord Almlﬁzhty_, Your
house is desolate, and T will cast
you out as the wind doth
stubble."

the foregoing examples it will be noticed that,
pj 1" from the many verbal coincidences, which
in th iodicate the source, there is not a single idea
fo  «Wor"8 ascribed to Jesus which is not also
Q@ in the pre existing sayings. The Gospel Jesus
°n™ what the Gospel writers knew, and the
fhe6? kQew nothing beyond what they had read in
dOwish scriptures. ~ It goes, of course, without
sho ~i~t 8U0h a dOar case of plagiarism as that

Pass %]%)" 0 examPl0 could not bo allowed to
i) , hallonged. Orthodox critics now contend

I10 Second book of Esdras was written long
"110 Gospels, so that the author of that remark-
b0 Qw°rk must have seen the Christian writings and
& °'Wved from them. Samuel Sharpe, for instance,
ge 8 bis Hebrew Nation and its Literature : “ The
tfie Book of Esdras, which also finds a placo in
deat"P°Crypha, is a Latin work, written after the
tyag °f the Roman Emperor Caracalla” (the latter
thaj. a88a8sinated A.D. 217). It is also pointed out
vii 2neS B Christ is named and referred to in 2 Esd.
bnjThe Ilatter statement is perfectly true ;
im_ ' 1Bea8y 110800 that the passage is a Christian
Reltltlon. It reads:—

or my son Jesus shall bo rovoalod with those that
j WM him, and shall rejoice them that remain four
hured years. Aftor thoso years shall my son Christ

Th' 6 ax* ~at ™avo tb° breath of lifo.”

ai0"a"80rd interpolation is placed in the middle of
and ®Prediction with which it has nothing fo do,
2{j8-Vea chscures the sense. It is quite true that
bn”,raa has come down to usin a Latin translation ;
stc  8reare other versions extant—Syriac, .Ethiopic,

"derived, like the Latin, from the original Greek,
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which our English Revisers have collated to correct
the Latin version.

There remains to be considered the question of
date. The first witness I shall call upon this point
is Clement of Alexandria (about AD. 198), who in
one of his works (Strom, iii. xvi.) refers to the writer
of the apocryphal 2 Esdras, and calls him a
“ prophet.”

The next witness is Irenteus (about AD. 180).
Speaking of the Greek Septuagint having been trans-
lated from the Hebrew by seventy elders who, working
separately and independently, “all read out their
translations in the very same words,”” he says (Heresies
iii. xxi. 2) —

“ And there was nothing astonishing in God having
done this,—He who...... in the time of Artaxerxes, king
of the Persians, inspired Esdras the priest, of the tribe
of Levi, to recall and re-write all the words of the former
prophets, and to re-establish with the people the Mosaic
legislation.”

The book of 2 Esdras professes to have been written
by “the prophet Esdras, the son of Saraias...... of
the tribe of Levi, who was captive in the land of the
Medes, in the reign of Artaxerxes, king of the
Persians” (2 Esd. 1. 1-3). This statement Irenccus
no doubt firmly believed; the book was therefore
ancient in his days. The account of the books of
the Law having been re-written by Esdras and five
scribes, under the inspiration of God, is found in
2 Esd. xiv. 19-48.

The last witness which 1 think it necessary to call
is Luke, the compiler of the Third Gospel, who has
quoted from the “ Hen and chickens ” paragraph in
Esdras. The paragraph in the latter book reads —

Esd. i. 28 33. “ Thus saith the Lord Almighty : Have
I not prayed you as a father his sonR, as a mother her
daughters, and a nurse her young babes, that ye would
be my people and | should be your father ? 1 gathered
you together, as a hen gathereth her chickens under her
wings : but now, what shall I do unto you? I will cast
you out from my presence....... | sent unto you my ser-
vants the prophets, whom ye have taken and slain, and
torn their bodies in pieces, whose blood | will require
of your hands, saith the Lord....... Your house ,s desolate,
1 will cast you out as the wind doth stubble.”

After having read this paragraph Luke made Jesus
say (xi. 47-50):—

“Woo unto you lawyers | for ye build the tombs of
the prophets, and your fathers killed them. So ye boar
witness and consent unto the works of your fathers......
For this reason, also, the wisdom of God said, | will
send unto them prophets and apostles; and of them they
shall kill and persecute ; that the blood of all the
prophets, shed from the foundation of the world, may
be required of this generation."

Luke, it will be seen, has taken the liberty of altering
a statement of fact into a prediction, besides adding
“and apostles,” and making the words apply to
* this generation  but there can be no doubt as to
his representin? Jesus as quoting from Esdras, whose
pretended revelations be calls * the wisdom of God.”
It will also be seen that the “Hen and chickens”
passage is in complete harmony with the rest of the
paragraph in Esdras, and proporly belongs to it. It
was not, then, the author of 2 Esdras who borrowed
from the Gospels, but the early Christian Gospel-
maker who borrowed from 2 Esdras.

Furthermore, tho writer of the Fourth Gospel
appears also to have been acquainted with the
writings of Esdras; for ho makes his Jesus 3ay
(xvii. 12) —

“Holy Fathor....... I kept thorn in thy name whtm
thou hast given me; and | guarded them, and not one
of them perished, but tho son of perdition, that the
scripture might bo fulfilled.”

This is a clear reference to tho following alleged
command of the “ Lord Almighty ” to Esdras:—

2 Esd. ii. 26. “ As for tho servants whom | have given
thee, there shall not one of them perish ; for I will require
them from among thy number."

The writer of the Fourth Gospel interpreted this
passage as referring to Jesus and his disciples, and
In the words quoted above represented that reputed
Savior as telling his *“ Holy Father” that he had
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obeyed his command as far as was possible. None
of the disciples had fallen from the faith save Judas
the traitor, and the lapse of this apostle (having
been foreordained in Psalm xli. 9 was inevitable
“that the scripture might be fulfilled.” In no other
“scripture ” but 2 Esdras is a mandate of such

nature recorded. Abracadabra.

(To be continued.)

Acid Drops.

Rev. F. C. Spurr, in the Christian World, laments the
growth of Atheism in France. A great Church difficulty, he
says, is “ the presence of undisguised and militant Atheism
amongst the working men. It is not simply inoffensive
Agnosticism, or sheer indifference, but brutal Atheism. God
is categorically denied, and the Bible, without the least dis-
crimination, held up to public scorn. The number of prints
in Paris devoted to the propagation of Atheism is astonish-
ing.” Mr. Spurr means by “brutal Atheism,” apparently,
no more than plain-spoken Atheism. We quite understand
his preference for “inoffensive Agnosticism.”

Mr. Spnrr bought a “ sheaf ” of Atheistic prints and found
their tone to be “ very low,” one of them being “ unspeak-
ably vile.” He does not condescend to inform us wherein
the unspeakable vileness consisted. The charges he actually
brings against French Atheism, even if true, would not prove
it to be either “brutal” or “unspeakably vile.” There is
nothing “brutal ” or “ unspeakably vile” in confounding
Catholicism with Christianity, in mistaking “the crimes of
the priests for the ethics of the Gospel,” or in having “ for a
fundamental axiom the absurdity that Science alone
represents truth, and faith represents imbecility.” If this
were a correct representation of it, which largely it is not,
it would not justify its being called the worst names in the
vocabulary. French Atheism may have its defects, but, as a
whole, it is neither “ brutal ” nor “unspeakably vile.” But
most assuredly it is a “brutal ” and “unspeakably vile ”
action to deliberately misrepresent it.

Mr. Spurr refers to an exhibition held in the Place de la
Nation on Easter Sunday as “so utterly vile and loathsome
that even an advertisement describing it wonld not be per-
mitted in England.” We are rather curious to know what
this exhibition could have been. Mr. Spurr does not say,
and the tone of the article scarcely gives a reader confidence
in the sanity of his taste or the honesty of his judgment.
This description, again, may be no more than another illus-
tration of ProtestaDt pruriency and Christian scurrility.

The cheerful side of Mr. Spurr’ article—cheerful, that is,
to Freethinkers—is tho recognition of the hopelessness of
Protestantism capturing the French people. Thoy are
giving up Catholicism, and their immediate destination is
Freethought; which means that the French people are
freer from the social cant and humbug that rule in Eng-
land, and that mental and moral cowardice does not flourish
with them so freely as with us. Mr. Spurr says that there
is, among the French, “an absence of the church-going
instinct. In England, amongst a certain class of people, it
is regarded as a mark of respectability to attend, with more
or less regularity, a place of worship. That feeling does not
exist among the corresponding class in France. There it is
the church-goer, not the absentee, that is marked." Which
endorses what has been said as regards the relative hypo-
crisy of the two peoples. Mr. Spurr also remarks that the
work of evangelisation is greatly hampered by the fact that
theatres and places of amusement are open on Sunday.
Doubtless; but these are not likely to be closed so that
people may be driven from sheer weariness into church.
And, when all is said and done, the French way of spending
Sunday makes far more for mental, physical, and moral
health than our own so-called “ day of rest.”

Apropos of the above. The Evening News is paying the
expenses round Europe of a party of young ladies selected
by the readers of that paper. On leaving Paris, one of the
ladies, a Miss Wagon, remarked: “1 think the men make
better husbands than the English.” The rest laughed, and
then Miss Wagon explained. “ Wherever we went in Paris,”
she said, “the whole family—the husband, wife, and chil-
dren—were enjoying themselves together. You don't find
that in England.” We commend this observation to Mr.
Spurr—and others.
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Considering the desperate efforts being made in some
quarters to convince the public that Socialists are in the
main believers in Christianity, and that Christianity and
Socialism are essentially harmonious, it is worth while noting
the opinion of the Rev. T. Waugh as given in a religious con-
temporary. He points out that of the three million enrolled
Socialists of Germany, nearly all the leaders and a big
majority of the men are “ Infidels and Atheists,” and this is
“largely true of the million and a half in America, and the
two millions in France and Italy.” He also points out that
the vast mass of English Socialists, “ like Mr. Blatchford
himself, are sworn foes of the Church of God.” Those who
know what Socialism is out of England will be aware that
Mr. Waugh has hit the nail on the head. And in England
the truth of the statement only admits of question because
a handful of Christian Socialists do the shouting, and the
majority remain silent for fear of offending English relig'OJS
opinion.

Rev. C. M. Sheldon, author of perhaps the most trumpery
pious novel ever written, has done a tract on “ The Kansas
Prohibitory Law and its Results ” for the United Kingdom
Alliance. In the course of this leaflet the reverend gentle-
man says that—" In very many towns the church members
hold the balance of political power at elections, and elect a
the city officials.” How gratifying | But we should libo
know how this nice arrangement works out in other dire®
tions. What is the state of the human intellect in Kansas
How does free inquiry and discussion go on ? Judging from
the number of people who swear by such a commonpla®
person as Mr. Sheldon, we should imagine that Kansas 9
still susceptible of a good deal of improvement.

War is being declared against the old Confession of Faitb
in Scotland. Dr. Templeton has just written a long letter
against it in the Glasgow Herald, pointing out its gtO.
defects in the light of present-day knowledge and sentt
ment,-and.declaring that few people of any education j&®
intelligence really believe it, although they ‘are supposed
Dr.__Templeton’s letter is lar endorsed in a Hergl
editorial, which suggests the drawing up of a new creed-
that will, of course, be just as true and inspired as the
one. This new creed should set forth “those truths W
which Christian men live, and for which they would even _
prepared to die.” On this basis it would probably be
thinnest creed that over was invented.

Side by side with that article on the Confession of Ifll. J
the Glasgow Herald had another on tho Biblo and Engl®
Literature. Tho article is a ploa for tho retention of “
Bible in public education, and it abounds in marvehO
statements about tho Protostant fetish. Wo will notice 0
or two of them. It is asserted that “ practically all ®DRAe
prose, and nearly all English poetry, is founded on
Bible.” Now, on the face of it, this is extremely ridio*!®
There is only one great English book founded on the 1“
and that is tho Pilgrim’s Progress. Milton’s epic is.
founded on the Biblo at all from a literary point of V1 g
all the power and boauty of it comes from two sources™ #
nativo genius and his classical culturo. What ho owe
the Bible was its impossible subject, which becomes m *
and more fatal to it as tho years roll by. Shakospear0’YO
course, is out of the question altogether. His subjects *
purely human, and his stylo is in kooping with them-  ¢f
plays and poems, as litoraturo, aro quite independon
Biblical influence. Much is mado of the few I*?oX
allusions in his plays, but if tho wholo of thorn worecu  *
it would not affect the value of Shakespeare’s total Pr°vore
tion. Besides, it must bo romomborod that his piny®,
nearly all written before the Biblo, in tho form 0
Authorised Version, was made available to the general
of the English people. That was in 1611. And, cu*10”"
enough Shakespeare’s last threo plays—Cymbeline,
Winter’s Tale, and The Tempest—wero all as far away
Christianity and tho Biblo as could possibly bol Nis
they wero all absolutely pagan. It is worth noting, 11 fit
connection, that Mr. Benson intended to play Cymbell 0
the recent anniversary celebration in tho Stratiord-oll ,t
theatre, but was prevented from doing so by the vehO
objections of the Rev. Mr. Arbuthnot, vicar of the par19

A

N

Our Scottish contemporary traces a fanciful stre®t0
literary development in England from the Elizabot *e
tho Victorian ago, under tho controlling influence ?
Biblo. Nothing could bo more fantastic. The truth 1~ jg
the Biblo stands quite apart from English literature-

something entirely unique. It is couched in an  ®ple
that never was written or spoken by the English Jiio
We defy the Herald writer to produco any facts ~ 00
contrary. One has only to read tho English jserS

1Authorised Version, and tho English of tho



May 17 isos

edication and introduction, to see what poles asunder
ere the two languages. The English of the Bible was
special form of English; it grew up through several
generations of translators; it was dedicated to the Holy
enptures, and was never used for anything else. This is
conclusion which is absolutely demonstrable. No doubt

it could exist in the mind of anyone who had faced and
endied the facts.

Here is another pious maggot from the Herald writer’s
tkrmgin' “it js hardly too much to say, he declares, “that
o d_ri;eason why France has not a Milton, a Burns, or a
*0rdsworth, is simply that the French people never took

e Bible to their hearts as the British have done.” What
Profound criticism ! Nothing is allowed for the different
louses of different nations. Scotland has a Burns, and
j ance has a Béranger ; and the difference between the two

mainly a difference in national characteristics. The Bible

essentially as much to do with it as the man in the
ex’’n ™ 's’yue that France has no Milton. Who would
., 7e0* But Italy has Dante; which again is quite

Ural, for Franco and Italy, though both called “ Latin,”

P ssess very different temperaments.

but6 QUM Point out more absurdities in the Herald article,

we must conclude, and we will do so with a hint to the
be e.' ~ le seriousness and the sense of mystery, which
tatli 133 'n English poetry, are due to natural conditions,
Iti'T ~ant° translation of certain Hebrew writings.
@ 8largely due to our climate, and still more largely to our
pt rness to the sea. We cannot stay to work this out at
bimu’ bko Herald writer may try to work it out for
gati  * ~ wiHbe an exercise for him in scientific investi-
, On; which is so much better, after all, than the reveries
0 SPerstition.

Dawson has been compelled to resign the
Haptist Church at Maldon, because he does
Wb ?.eve bhat Jehovah sent two bears to devour the forty-
aterth ren w”° mockinglk//I cried “ Baldhead ! Baldhead !”
o Prepbet Elisha. r. Dawson is now without hope
Sy y farther employment as a Christian minister in con-
Wpre?ce °f using his common sense in dealing with an old
found in the Bible!

Past)16 ~ eV’
Pat

*  Campbell’s latest printed sermon is on “ The Lamb’s
ge. °£Hife.” Wo see no mention in it of mint sauce and
peas. This is a sad oversight.

aot Campbell really ought not to have wound up his

Itivigi© with a quotation from George Eliot’s “ Choir

het g O” George Eliot was a Freethinker, and one of

the ebhioal aspirations should not be tacked on to

Com.8??“ of God business, as though she had some sort of
action with it herself.

i5 tho 9amPboll regardshimsolf as the “best hated man
Ibis  ““bish pulpit." Ho regards this as a compliment,
btoyj ay bo so; it is also some littlo cvidonce of the

beligj y ovo dovolopod among other preachers by Christian

Wonrg Theology peoplo have startod a Loaguo of

"yl !Slis “bought and Social Service. How dolightfully

"proD. .uf bhoro is no roforonco to Christianity, which is
» essmg ” backwards, and will soon bo “ outside.”

bhe Warschauor records his belief that tho story of
t Wio?* °~ Lazarus is " without any foundation in fact.”
bRk of 3 bl it tako him to loam thaf tho same is probably
\e’ple wn whole Gospel narrative ? Honest, plain-minded
“ewje! bnd it very difficult to bolievo any part of tho
'ush up (,atnont on tho authority of nameless writers who
crammers ” with tho utmost circumstantiality.

78 £].ro. s* leaderettes on tho front page of last
“Pfiic, Miris®an Commonwealth; tho first on the Liquor
U Wb ®cond on Government Concessions, the third
.h°p\yQkoffe° Election, tho fourth on Legislation for
>fn On Rors>tho fifth on Old-Ago Pensions, and tho
> first ; ey°nd tbo Grave. The sixth topic used to bo
WIIl hr, ,n.,ItnPortanco ; it is now tho last; by-and-byo

6 lefbout altogether.

million and a half more men than women in
btatos- Yet two-thirds of the Church membors
OlQan™" ag;zﬂpld only one-third men. Tho “ priest and the

th
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Dr. Washington Gladden says there is something wrong
about this state of affairs. We agree with him. It is wrong
that so many women should remain in the churches after so
many men have left. Still, we have no doubt that this will
be rectified in time. When other avenues of occupation are
freely opened to women, they will act precisely as the men
have, in the main, acted. The best will leave, the more
sheepish will remain. The Church of the future will be
very much a congregation of sheep headed by asses.

What capacity some people have for overlooking facts!
Mr. J. Allanson Picton, for instance, writes to the Christian
Commonwealth pointing out a certain unfairness in the
round-table proposal for settling the Education question.
The idea is that representatives of the various Christian
Churches should meet together, discuss the situation, and
come to an agreement, which the Government would be
ordered to carry out. But the Christian Churches are not
everybody. There are others. Mr. Picton says that the
Ethical Societies and the Rationalist Press Association
ought not to be ignored. Not a word from this gentleman
about the Secularists. Has he never heard of them ?
Well, other peeple have. The Secularists have done all
the fighting for the Ethicists and Rationalists, and they
will have to do all the fighting that still remains to be
done. We may conclude by reminding Ethicists and
Rationalists (they are the same people) that what they
do not choose to see does not, therefore, cease to exist.

John Morley nagged at Bradlaugh over his Oaths Act.
But he has been very glad to avail himself of it since. He
has gone up (or down) to the House of Peers as Viscount
Morley of Blackburn, and in the ceremony of admission he
made affirmation instead of taking the oath. We are glad
to hear it. But he couldnt have done that without
Bradlaugh’s Act.

Revivalism is practically dead. It may have a kick or
two left in it, like a dying jackass, but it is substantially
done for. Even one of the Christian papers last week
referred to “ tho Welsh fiasco ” and “ the notorious failure of
tfie late Torrey-Alexander mission.” Wo may add, because
the Christian papers won*, although they know it, that the
mission was settled by the action of that dreadful man, the
editor of the Freethinker, who so thoroughly exposed
Torrey’s infamous libels on Paine and Ingersoll. It was
Mr. Foote’s action that gave Mr. Stead his opportunity. We
do not mean by this that Mr. Stead deserves small credit
for what he did. On the contrary, ho deserves immense
credit. Ho was tho only Christian journalist, so far as we
know, who had the courage to tell Torrey the truth. All
tho others were dumb dogs—though they were well aware
of tho facts.

A church is hardly tho place, and during the sorvice is
hardly the time, to shout “ There is no God.” A Socialist
writer, called Hoimann, found this out to his cost. Ho
went through that performance during tho May Day service
in the Church of St. Michael, Vienna; and tho congregation
nearly tore him to pieces. They acted like brutes, which is
not surprising when wo remember their faith. Wo cannot
say, howovor, that wo havo any sympathy for their victim.
Ho ought to havo known better.

Tho other Sunday ovoning, Dr. Clifford wont to hoar Dr.
Saloeby locturo on “Horodity.” Dr, Clifford's comment on
the discourse was that “ as far as could be judged from the
lecture he [Dr. Salooby] was not awaro that there was such
a book as tho Bible.” Dr. Clifford seems hardly awaro that
thero is any other book than the Bible.

The Rev. Dr. Frank Ballard, the Wesleyan Christian
Evidonco lecturer, says that “four-fifths of the adult popu-
lation ” aro practically non-Christian. Ho admits that the
modern atmosphere is by no moans friendly to tho faith.
Speaking at the annual meeting of tho Homo Mission Society,
ho roforrod to those who said that the present anti-Christian
sentimont was “but a passing wave, and would soon fizzle
out, but ho would have them tako care that it was not a wave
that was fizzling in.” Dr. Ballard evidently understands tho
signs of the times, and is not confident that homo mis-
sionaries and Christian Evidence lecturers will succeed in
stemming the ominously rising tide of Froothought.

Home Words for May has an article on the coming Pan-
Anglican Congress. Wo road that Bishop Tucker is going to
tell the story of Uganda, the African country which “in the
course of thirty years has emerged from barbarism to Chris-
tianity "—as if the two things were always so far apart from
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each other. On the other hand, the Bishop of Calcutta will
have a different tale to tell. * One great task of the Church
in India,” it appears, “ is to deal with cultivated races, who
either still profess the old religions, or else, having lost their
faith in superstitious rites and ceremonies, have drifted into
blank atheism.” Yes, cultivated people, with a tendency
towards Atheism, are a very tough problem for Christian
Missions.

Tornadoes in the Southern States (U.S. A) have killed
500 persons, injured 4,000, and destroyed DI,400,000 worth
=t property. “For his tender mercies are over all his
works.”

“In God we trust” is apparently to be put back on the
American coinage. They trust in God over there. But we
must not forget their addendum : “ Everybody else—cash I’

Raisuli, the Morocco brigand, is described in Answers, by
the manager of the band performing at the London Hippo-
drome, as “a good, a holy, a deeply-religious man.” And
why not? We put the question to Christians. David was
a good, holy, and deeply-religious man; and he was a
bandit too.

The Bev. Dr. Horton is at it again. Preaching the annual
sermon of the Wesleyan Methodist Missionary Society the
other day, he drew such a glowing picture of the recent
conquests of Christianity in heathen parts as would lead
the ignorant among his hearers to imagine that the whole
world was rapidly turning to Christ. Take the following
extravagant sentence: “ The whole of Indian life and
thought are penetrated by the germinal powers of the
Gospel of Christ.” This will be news to “the traveller in
India”; but then we must bear in mind that it is not
“the traveller in India,” but “ the student of missions ” at
Hampstead, who is qualified to judge. Fifty years ago a
careless British sailor dropped his Bible over the bulwark
of a warship in Nagasaki Bay, and a Japanese General on
parole in the harbor picked it up, and he and his family
were converted. Then followed this amazing statement:
“Is it possible that only half a century has passed since
that seed was dropped in Japan, and now that little seed
has brought Japan into the comity of the Western nations?”
Why, Japan is a distinctly Christian country. Everybody
who is anybody there Is a disciple of Jesus. *“ The
peculiarity of Japanese Christianity is that the Generals
of tho Army, the Admirals of the Fleet, the Members of
Parliament, and the leaders of thought are amongst the
members of the native Christian Church.”

Is it not absolutely undeniable that such statements are
monstrously false and misleading ? Every fairly intelligent
person cannot but know that neither India nor Japan has
the slightest desire to become Christian. And the samo
thing is true of China. How many converts are there in
India after a whole century of missionising ? Only three
millions in a population of three hundred millions. All tho
Protestant Missionary Societies represented in China can
only boast of 180,000 native Christians in a population of
400.000,000. A couple of years ago, Dr. Horton himself
pronounced Foreign Missions a dismal failure, and their
present marvellous triumphs exist only in his own fortile
imagination.

Tho Rev. J. D. Jones, of Bournemouth, told tho Baptist
Union that “the world cares more to hear of Jesus as a
Redeemer than as a Teacher.” Naturally, because tho
world is lazy aDd wants to have everything done for it by
another. As Savior, Jesus only says, “ Believe and bo
saved,” but as Teacher, ho says, “ Do these words of mine
and live 7 ; and it is ever so much easier to believe than to
do. But what does Mr. Jones mean by the world ? As a
matter of fact, the world is finding out that it does not waut
to hear of Jesus in any capacity whatever; and as his own
pessimistic address abundantly testified, even tho Churches
are getting out of touch with him, tho dominant note
within them being, not faith, but interrogation. " Our
churches,” ho said, “somehow or other, have lost their

grP-"

We are promised—or threatened—a visit from tho “ Wall-
street evangelist,” tho Rev. W. Wilkinson. This gentleman
addresses American stockbrokers every day on spiritual
matters, and is said to be recognised as a friend by all tho
financiers. The purifying influence of Mr. Wilkinson on
American finance may be gauged by revelations one sees in
the newspapers from time to time. Now he is going to try
his band in this country, and we have no doubt that the
results will be equally striking.
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C. M. Alexander, the Christy Minstrel evangelist, is coming
over to England again in June. But not with Torrey. His
preaching partner this time is Dr. Wilbur Chapman-
Whether the new combination will “save England” remains
to be seen.

The Wesleyan Home Mission Committee are arranging iot
the regular visitation by Wesleyan clergymen of all inmates
of lunatic asylums belonging to their sect. A “ wesleyan
Minister ” writes to the Methodist Times protesting against
this arrangement as being “ extremely undesirable.” He
points out that “ religious depression and melancholy are too
often the cause of their being where they are,” and thinks
that the visit of the Wesleyan minister would only tend to
exasperate their disease. There is a mixture of truth ana
common sense about this opinion that is quite refreshing-
And it loses none of its piquancy by appearing in the
Methodist Times.

“ A report of crimes committed in the Dominion 0
Canada, published in the Family Herald, gives thess
interesting figures: 1The position occupied by the prD
cipal religious denominations in relation to crime was »3
follows: Roman Catholics, 39-7; Methodists, 10 0; Presby-
terians, 85; Baptists, 3T. According to the last census
the position held by the above-mentioned denominations to
the last ten years in regard to crime is told in the followl0»
figures : Roman Catholics, 41 50 ; Methodists, 17'07 ; He®
byterians, 15-68 ; Baptists, 5-90.” Are Freethinkers ignore
in this list because they have no religion, or because they
have committed no crimes ?— Truthseeker (New York).

Mr. R. J. Campbell may be a very advanced person—sB>
the general run of Christian preachers as a standard 0
he has still a deal to learn. In a recent sermon he said tn
it seems curious to read that tho primitive Christians “wo
accused of Atheism and immorality......the fact was tn
they stood for a purer religion and a higher morality tn
that from which men’s thoughts were turning away.”
statement that the primitive Christians stood for a hig*1*
morality is a familiar story, but there is not a shadow
foundation in fact for it. Morality, as such, was tho 3
thing the early Christians troubled themselves about.
Paul’s opinion that if there were no resurrection from
dead there was nothing for it but to oat, drink, and be mer J

evidence of how much value was placed upon m
morality. We can safely invite Mr. Campbell for any aut »
ritative reference proving that the early Christians pla°cqgy
any value upon morality, as morality. And certainly it
not the higher morality of tho Christians that impressed
better class of Pagans. Men like Hadrian and Mar
Aurelius saw nothing in their teachings superior to 1/
furnished by Pagan moralists, and those who aro confer8 g
with tho facts know that a far saner and healthier ethm
taught in the Pagan world than was over held by Christl

The idea of the early Christians standing for a
morality is perfectly laughable in face of tho facts
(1) the Christians accused each other of all kindso *
morality, (2) we know as a historic fact that tho wildo« *
tho most unethical opinions and practices flourished atn
Christians at a very early period of their liistoryi a0_ g
morals underwent a very marked deterioration unuel (;
dominance of Christian influence. Tho sober truth 18" ey
much as modern Christians find fault with oach other, |j
are ethically much superior to thoso of tho earliest agcS’ Qjje
Mr. Campbell, in placo of such absurd statements as 41
%uot_ed_, will set himself tho task of discovering in "vdUc|jji)of

hristian moral teaching was superior to Pagan tea *
where it was that Christians made a stand for 1110 ally
per se, and when it was that Christianity effect0 jOr
actual improvement in conduct, he may discover “V ™y in
himself and enlighton others at tho same time. *'H tb*9
the mouth of a parson is always a curious thing; anti o)
respect there seems little to differentiate the new
logians from the old ones.

The Rev. H. H. Carlisle, now minister of Baiba“l?fg
gregational Church, told tho congregation, in hi* w!
sermon, that Christ “sleeps in tho soul of every “py
What a queer thing for the all-loving Savior to ~°(Qjpg t°
does he sleep and neglect his work ? Fancy a naan g
hell with Christ the Lord asleep in his soul 1 Nothl# ig ”
silly for a man of God to utter as long as the word *
is in it.

Rev. Edward Mitford Woigall, of Frodingham, Hi°c™' t®
.£37,220. Another good man gone wrong. What 1 i(

Scripture says ? “ And in hell he lifted up ca0’
that doesn’t stop tho clergy from making a pile Ht J
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Ur. Foote’s Engagements.

mure 7, N. S. S. Conference, Manchester.

To Correspondents.

¢ Cohen's Lecture Engagements—May 17. a. and e.. Parlia-
ment Hill; 24, a. and e., Victoria Hark; 31, a. and e., Par-
liament Hill.—Address; 241 High-road, Leyton.
IE President’s Honorarium Fund: Previously acknowledged.
mm-Donations, £1G5:  Annual  Subscriptions, £179 16s.
Received since.—T. Hopkins. £1 ; F. Whatcott, 2s. 6d. ; A
Waymark, 2s. &d. ; J. D. Brazell, £1 ;
« « Londoner—What does it matter what Christian Evidence
blackguards say about us? They act after their kind. = To
slander Freethinkers is as natural” to them as it is to a pig to
grunt. Let them rave. We are not so foolish as to take legal
action against them. They have too many friends on benches
and in jur¥-boxes. As a” matter of fact, since you ask, every
Penny of the Blasphemy Defence Fund went through the
mm8.h. bank account; the balance was paid out of the N. S. S.
runds ; and proper receipts for all the expenditure are in the
Secretary’s hands, and have probably by this been through the
auditor’s hands too.
* G- Houston—We are always glad to send the Freethinker for
8x consecutive weeks, ?_ratunously, to the address of any
Person who is considered Tikely to become a regular subscriber,
thanks for your good wishes.
" acleol’, writing from Cape Colonty, says: “I heard of
be Freethinker for the first time about six months ago, and
unmediately wrote for it, and | may say that it quite exceeded
expectations.” This correspondent asks whether Freethought
Wbrks can be obtained in Dutch. We advise him to apply to
A be editor or publisher of De Dageraad, Amsterdam.
q' Bair—Many thanks for cuttings.
jj“ N adk—-Bee paragraph.
B. D,rton—Pleased to hear from you. We note your

corroboration of our statement that the old Oracle of Reason.
A ith which Holyoake was connected, was indeed “ warm.”

*V Tupring—We shall have to refer to the Harriet matter in
. °ur next article, so we do not answer your question in this
j column.

D—Places of religious worship are exempted from local
ates. but they must be used for no other purposes. This

_ generally works out as meaning no other purposes that bring
i Your previous letter does not nppear to have reached us.

7 i LpIN— no reaaon why Freethought propaganda.should
°tLBe revivet?e%t Sur.%%erlan(}{ '_Fﬁe Wi%]epd? tr?ct mightube
orked next winter, with the nBsistanco of the N. 8. 8. head-

1 arters, which would be forthcoming if the local “ saints”
A'Vuld do their share.

¢« Corrice—o0f course the strongest motive proves itself so
self 8 action— just ub the strongest man does in a contest,
th ’ftPart' from motives, is a fiction ; the motives constitute
laterR " w to exPa'n *be whole subject a little

Fr*hCKKoi.D—The person referred to is a wilful disturber of

adv . 'oul»ht meetings, and a vulgar slanderer of Freethought
ocates. Why should he be honored bv “ replies " in this

0 y* Ao lato for this week.

li j ' ®AL—Will refer to it in our next.
Hj "IN—Will be ready in a fortnight or so.
T.Jj K»bERsON—Your cuttings are useful.

ProfKINS—” our lottor from “ Hades ” is remarkably cheerful,
_in,, I'SBor Mivart must have been right.  Mr. Foote"is keeping
j  bbod fettle. He thoroughly enjoyed his Welsh visit.

. BW*CD1ab Society, Limited, office is at 2 Nowcastle-street,
in8 nga°n-Bleet, E.C.
Pftii~TIO,Ali Becurar Society’s offioe is at "2 Newcastle-street,

to2n ”Pn't%r%i%rcof the Freethinker should bo addressed
6W0aBtle-B“ *«“. Farringdon-street, E.O.

street* ~OTIOIAl must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-

inserty" 'E” PO8t Tuesday, or they will not be

ANy
thatkin - sex® ua newngpers would enhance the favor by
Bat)glifi ~ tlle PaBBitges to which they wish ua to call attention.

*shinu°fi *toraturo should be sent to the Froethought Pub-
street v JmPany. Limitod, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon
Pi”ojjs' an<*noi to t'le Editor.
to eendrilmii*'n®or Iiteriature by stamps are specially requested

T.,S naVpcnny ttampi.
°®0Bep,i'ili:er ki fo][vyfirded direot from .the publishin
1°8 4% ost free, at the following rates, prepaid :—One year,
L half year, 6s. 3d. ; three months, 2s. 8d.
iN0 | dvertisementh : Thirty words, Is. 6d.; every sue-
Is. 60 words, 6d. Displayed Advertisements:—Oné inch,
t®ms  hal* column, £1 2Zs. 'Gd.; column, £2 5s. Special

or repetitions.
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Sugar Plums.

South Wales was well represented at Mr. Foote’s meetings
on Sunday at Aberdare. Friends came from all parts, and
some from long distances; one veteran travelling nearly
sixty miles by rail, and actually walking twelve miles to
get the train. Pembroke, Carmarthen, Swansea, Cardiff,
Porth, Merthyr, Mountain Ash, and a heap of other places,
whose names were stated to Mr. Foote, but which he
cannot remember, helped to swell the fine gatherings in the
New Theatre. And the reception given to the N. S. S
President and editor of the Freethinker was strikingly
enthusiastic.  Aberdare was nearly the centre of the
“Welsh revival,” and the Freethinkers displayed plenty
of Welsh fervor without the drawback of Welsh super-
stition. Questions were asked after the lectures, and the
little opposition there was had a few encouraging cheers ;
but the great bulk of the large audiences were thoroughly
sympathetic with the lecturer; they laughed and cheered
with untiring zest. One very gratifying feature of the
meetings was the presence of many young men and a
considerable number of ladies. It is evident that Free-
thought is a growing power in South Wales. The “revival ”
has caused a decided reaction there, and the Freethinker has
found hundreds of fresh readers in consequence. Next
winter the N. S. S. must work South Wales thoroughly.
In the meanwhile there will be some open-air propaganda,
which will keep the ball rolling.

The National Secular Society’s Annnal Conference takes
place on Whbit-Suuday in the Secular Hall, Manchester.
The full business Agenda will appear in next week’s
Freethinker. Meanwhile we once more express a hope that
there will be a first-rate attendance of Branch delegates and
individual members from all parts of the country. Not
only Eugland, but Scotland and Wales ought to be well
represented. It is probable that the President will have
some good news in the Annual Report. Wo may add
that the usual lunch has been arranged for between the
morning and afternoon sittings of the Conference, and as the
number of seats at the tables is limited those who want
to secure tickets should make early application to the
General Secretary, Miss E. M. Yance, 2 Nowcastle-street,
London, E.C. The price is 2s. each, and the repast is sure
to be a very good one this time ; the “saints ” may take
our guarantee for that. There is also a Whit-Monday trip
for the delegates and other visitors being organised by the
Manchester Branch. Of course there will be the usual
public meeting on the Sunday evening in the Secular Hall,
and speeches will bo delivered by Messrs. Foote, Cohen,
Lloyd, Davies, etc.

With respect to the social gathering at Andortou’s Hotel,
Fleet-street, which was announced in our last issuo, London
friends will please to note that the date is changed from
Wednesday, May 20, to Thursday, May 21. There are
reasons why the Thursday evening is more likely to suit the
convenience of those who would attend. Members of the
N. S. S. are free to introduce a friend, and non-members who
would like to be present should apply to Miss Vance, 2 New-
castle-street, E.C., for tickots. There will be a littlo music
and much opportunity for conversation. Mr. Foote will
attend as President, and will bo supported by several col-
leagues, including Messrs. Cohen and Lloyd. There is no
charge for admission.

Mr. F. J. Gould, as wo previously announced, has resigned
his position as secretary and organiser to the Leicester
Secular Society, and is now acting on behalf of the Posi-
tivists. The parting took place with perfect friendliness on
both sides. The Secular Society entertained Mr. Gould at a
farewell tea on April 26. Ho begins his Positivist work on
May 24. But ho hopes to lecture occasionally on the Secular
platform, for lie has not abandoned his Secularism, but, as
ho believes, has gone on with it a littlo further.

“ Salvation Army Sweating ” is the heading of a handbill
calling a "public meeting of protost ” at Caxton Hall, West-
minster, on Wednesday evening, May 27, at 8 o’clock, under
the auspices of the London District Committee of the
Amalgamated Society of Carpenters and Joiners. Mr. Pete
Curran, M.P,, is to preside, and several leading Trade
Unionists aro to speak. Some of our readers will probably
attend.

Mr. Wisbart’s open-air lectures at Liverpool on Sunday
drow good audiences, but towards the end the rowdy element
began to assert itsolf. We hope the local “ saints ” will rally
round tho Branch platform and assist in keeping order.
Mr. Wishart has also been lecturing at Rochdale, Wigan,
and Bury.



814

For Christ’s Sake.

“ A careful study of the Evangelists some time after this
(my own) imprisonment, satisfied me that the religion of
Jesus involves persecution."—G. J. Holyoakk, The Last
Trial for Atheism (1878) ; p. 116.

“The flames of hell are only the flashings of the extermi-
nating, vindictive glance which faith casts on unbelievers.”

“Faith has within it a malignant principle.  Christian
faith, and nothing else, is the ultimate ground of Christian
persecution and destruction of heretics.”—¢ euerbach, Essence
of Christianity (1831) ; pp. 255-369.

“The Gospel had brought with it its old credentials. It
had divided nation against nation, house against house, child
against father. It had brought ‘not peace, but a sword,’ the

event long before foretold and long before experienced.”—

J. A Fkoude, History of England, vol. iii., p. 369
“The Vedas and the Shastas—the writings of the Bud-
dhists and those_ of the Parsees and the Chinese—contain
nowhere such a justification of wholesale murder as do the
Scriptures of thé Jews and of the Christian. From these
have been drawn the power to persecute, and, if possible, to
exterminate those who worship God in a different fashion to
those in power.”—Dr. Thomas |nman, Ancient Faiths and
Modern, p. 62.
Aftee the imprisonment of Adams, Holyoake, and
others for Atheism, it was urged—by some of the
more discerning Christians, who conld see that,
instead of crushing the Preethought movement, it
only advertised the cause and reflected discredit on
their own creed—that this persecution was not to be
attributed to Christianity. But as Maltus Questell
Ryall justly pointed out, “ Christians set a watch
upon them—Christians informed against them—
Christians prejudiced the public against them: by
Christian pay were hireling lawyers retained—by
Christian witnesses confronted—by the Christian
press misrepresented—by Christian juries found
guilty—by Christian judges condemned.” Mr. Holy-
oake, who endorsed this view of the case, added, “ It
is necessary to put the argument in this cumulative
form to satisfy some understandings.”

To-day, when we point to the monstrous crimes
committed by Christians for the sake of their re-
ligion—the Holy Wars, the Inquisition, the persecu-
tion of Jews and heretics—we are again told that
these things were not a consequence of Christianity,
but were done in opﬁosition to the teachings of that
religion, which teaches us that we are to love even
our enemies. Mr. Loring Brace, who most Chris-
tians think has given them a complete vindication
of their religion in his apology, Gesta Christi, a work
which will not stand the slightest critical pressure,
uses the stereotyped formula as follows: “ The
history of the Christian Church has been a history
of opposition to her Master in the matter of hate
and persecution of opposing beliefs. The vestures
of the historical Church are stained deep with the
blood of the innocent, shed for ideas which they
believed true ” (p. 442). The Atheists and un-
believers who protested against these atrocities
were merely, according to Mr. Brace, *those
nominally outside of Christianity who had felt its
influence through denying the name.” In other
words, although the unbelievers opposed Chris-
tianity as an incredible superstition, and fought
against its cruelties and oppressions, yet, neverthe-
less, they were Christians all the time without
knowing it I This is adding?1 insult to injury with a
vengeance ; not content with giving the Freethinker
hell on earth while he is alive, they mean to label
him Christian after he is dead.

In answer to this travesty of truth and justice,
we cannot do better than quote the uncompromising
reply of Holyoake to a similar suggestion, especially
in view of the fact that an attempt is being made to
slur over and ignore his Atheism and Freethought.
Holyoake observes:—It will not do to say that Chris-
tians have not been wise enough to see, nor good
enough to act up to, the divine gentleness of Christ.
The Christian Churches have been presided over by
pastors of penetration enough to see whatever there
was to be seen, and purity enough to act up to it.
He continues:—

“If Christ be the symbol of love and gentleness to all
who believe in his name, how is it that in every part of
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the world the Freethinker should fear to fall into the
hands of the Christian? How is it that he must set a
watch upon his words in every town and hamlet in cur
land, lest the free expression of his deepest convictions
should cost him his position, his employment, and h'S
character ? Branded, outcast, and friendless, the Chris-
tian’s door is the last at which he would knock—the
Christian’s fireside is the last at which he would find a
welcome—and the average Christian pastor, who in
knowledge, duty, ana example most nearly resembles
the Christ whom he preaches, is the last man whose
path the Freethinker would wish to cross, or into
whose ear he would venture to pour the tale of bis
expatriations ” (Last Trial for Atheism, pp. 116-7).

Holyoake wrote this man(I}/ and indignant repudia-
tion before he had allowed himself to be patronised
by the sickly and sentimental ministers who fawned
upon him towards the latter end of his career.

Let us examine the question a little more closely-
Why is it that a religion, which its professors are
never tired of recommending as the religion of love,
should have shed more innocent blood and caused
more suffering than any religion the world has ever
seen ?

Undoubtedly the doctrine of Salvation by Faith, as
the historians Buckle, Lecky, and Lea have con-
clusively shown, was the main cause; for if it ®
necessary for the people to believe certain doctrines
in order that they may escape spending eternity 1
hell, then, argued the Church, it is necessary to pre-
vent men, by force if necessary, from bringing these
beliefs and doctrines into disbelief.

What the historians have omitted to mention,
however, is the fact that Jesus Christ himself ®
responsible for this doctrine, for he roundly declared
“he that believeth not shall be damned ” (Mark xvi-
16). The late Charles Haddon Spurgeon—who, by
the way, did Christ the honor of believing he meant
what he said—declared that he could not “conceive
any punishment too severe for final unbelief,” and
founds his opinion on the very text we have quoted-
He observes.—

“The other day an inquiror said to me, ‘I cannot
believe ”; and 1 gave him no answer but this—*then
you must bo damned.” Had I nothing else to say'
No, nothing else; | had no comforts to offer, no hope*
to present to an unbeliever. 1He that belioveth and
baptised shall bo saved, but ho that boliovoth not shah
bo damned.” There is an honest intolerance about
these words of our Lord; ho does not stammer and
hositato and say, 11 fear ill may occur to you,” but be
says outright that you will bo damned.” *

Mr. Spurgeon here clearly recognises the intolerance
of Christ which modern apologists so violently deny-
In another sermon he roundly declares :—

“As the black cloud is the mother of many rain-
drops, so dark unbelief is the parent of many crimes-
And what if I should say that unbeliof concentrates th®
vice of ages into a momont, and gathers up tho virus °
all tho offences of tho race in one transgression ?
should not be far from tho mark.”!

Now if Mr. Spurgeon sincerely believed what b
preached, and we have no doubt that he did do 80>
then it was his logical duty to persecute unbelieve
to the utmost extent of his power. But as to
F_ovyer of the clergy to persecute has become ve J
imited in these degenerate days, he takes the ne
next step to it; ho cuts off all communication wi
them. In a sermon with tho elegant title, “ Drivi &
away the Vultures from tho Sacrifice ” (No. 1993), *
which he says that he regards unbelievers “ as tvor
than carrion-crows,” he continues :(—

“1t is not for us to speak sweetly of those who
scurvily with Christ. If they be enemies of Christ,
Sacrifice, they cannot be frionds of ours. Wo shako
dust from our feet against thoso who reject tho d°c®
of a crucified Savior, slain in tho sinner’s stead, t
are no brethren of ours who reject the Lamip of G°0’
which takoth away the sin of tho world.” .

Mr. Spurgeon merely carried into practice
teaching of Jesus, who tells his disciples tbat”
* Sermon (No. 1027), “ A Solemn Impeachment o fin

believers.” ]
| “ The Danger of Doubting.”
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the event of any city rejecting their teaching, they
are to wipe off the ver%/ dust from their feet against
them, and “it shall be more tolerable in that day
tor Sodom than for that city ” (Luke x. 10-12).
That is to say, that those who rejected his teach-
es were worse than those who committed un-
mentionable crimes!

“Oh but,” objects some Christian, “how can you
Accuse Jesus of persecution when he not only com-
manded us to love one another, but even taught the
the duty of loving our enemies.” Yes, he told other
Heople to love their enemies, but he declined to love

IS °wn, for he sa?/s: “\Whosoever shall deny me
before men, him will | also deny before my Father
~hich is in heaven ” (Matt. x. 83). And again, “ He
hat believeth not the Son shall not see life; but
he wrath of God abideth on him ” (John iii. 86). If
any doubt is left as to how he would treat those who
Injected his rule, the following murderous instruc-
Pna to his disciples will dispose of it: “ But those
mine enemies, which would not that I should reign
over them, bring hither, and slay them before me”
Urke xix. 27). And yet Matthew Arnold, with
hose things staring him in the face, could put that
Phrase into circulation, “ The sweet reasonableness

Jesus ! Suppose Confucius or Buddha had given
®Ph devilish advice to their disciples, how Chris-
‘ans would have seized on it as an example of the
o™olerance of the heathen religions !

Ihe disciples were as intolerant as their Master.

°hn, “ the beloved disciple,” says :—

“If there come any unto you, and bring not this
doctrine, receive him not into your house, neither
hid him God speed: For he that biddeth him God speed
is partaker of his evil deeds ” (2 John 10, 11).

aul declares if anyone preached any other gospel
;\pa? ,“e one he patronised “let him be accursed "
ah 1. 89), And again, “ If any man love not the
lip ~08UB Christ, let him be anathema maranatha ”
' ~0r-xvi. 22). He also speaks of “an evil heart of
Abelief” (Hebrews iii. 12). And we find in the
(°°k of Revelation that unbelievers are classed with
murderers and whoremongers ” (xxi. 8), who “ shall
anl6 Part *n ~ho lako which burnoth with fire
Cflir kmmstone.” We should be quite justified in
a *ng the Bible the Persecutors’ Handbook; and,
cont ' ~uBn8"ne remarked, “ If the New Testament
fo taiQed no examples of the apostles employing
Gai this was simply because, in their time, no
je had embraced Christianity.”* It is time
8 °ple began to see the true inwardness of this
r°hgion of love."

Pou®ri °no nndorstood this religion better, or ex-
keha more clearly, than Ludwig Feuerbach;
the | himself been a fervent Christian and studied
&od ~ho university of Heidelberg; ho had
thG/ez” from within and knew the structure from
&{ a8Gmont to the summit; he emancipated him-
mapa?” has since emancipated thousands by the
“hri t-° B f°rce aQd_ olearnoss of his analysis, of
a”;stlanity as contained in his Essence of Christi-
love™ oxPlain« = a sentence why the religion of

1Balso the religion of hate. He says —
i Tho Biblo curses through faith, blcssos through
fa'fu *h° only lovo it knows is a love founded on
Un i- ~hus horo alroady it is a love which curses, an
thrP.hl° love, a love which gives me no guarantee
j ?“*wilU not turn into hatrod; for if I do not acknow-
tho articlos of faith, I am out of tho sphoro of
of a a °hh<I of hell, an object of anathema, of the anger
tint, 0  whom tho oxistenco of unbelievers is a vexa-

"a thorn in tho oyo.”f

word of this can be proved with mathe-
that h, faccuracy : “ Do not | hate them, 0 Lord,
“1 bat ° theo?" exolaims tho psalmist, and declares
my 0 O fhem with a perfect hatred : | count them
W0 7 (Psalms cxxxix. 21-22). Yes, and those
~hen ; u “ know what perfect hatrod of man can do,
N “mPired by the love of God, should read how
ana punished unbelievers when they had them

Becky, llittory of Rationalism, voi. ii-, p. 22.
T Amence of Christianity, p. 265.
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at their mercy. The Protestant was as merciless as
the Catholic where be had the power.

Martin Luther, the founder of Protestantism, who
declared “the cardinal wickedness is unbelief,” saw
and explained quite truly, the apparent contradiction
between the command to love our enemies and
David’s boast that he hates the wicked, and sits not
with the ungodly. He explains as follows:—

“ For the sake of the person | should love them ; but
for the sake of the doctrine | should hate them. And
thus | must hate them or hate God, who commands and
wills that we should cleave to his word alone.”

Thus, as Luther plainly admits, it is the doctrine—
that is, the doctrine of salvation by faith—which is
the cause of this hatred. He continues—

“What | cannot love with God, | must hate ; if they
only preach something which is against God, all love
and friendship is destroyed; thereupon | hate thee, and
do thee no good. For faith must be uppermost, and
where the word of God is attacked, hate takes the place
of love....... And so David means to say: ‘I hate them,
not because they have done injury and evil to me and
led a bad and wicked life, but because they despise,
revile, blaspheme, falsify, and persecute the word of
God.””

“ Rather than God’s word should fall and heresy
stand, faith would wish all creatures to be destroyed ;
for through heresy men lose God himself.”*

And he lays it down that kings and magistrates,
where they find * scandalous errors, whereby the
honor of the Lord Christ is blasphemed and men’s
salvation hindered,” then they ought “ to apply the
sword with all force, that doctrine may bo pure and
God’s service genuine and unperverted, and also that
peace and unity may be preserved ” (p. 824).

Later on, when Calvin brought Servetus to the
stake for heresy, he assured him, when leaving his
cell only two hours’ before he was burnt—with green
wood to prolong the agony—that personally ho bore
him no ill will, *“and parted from him,” says Feuer-
bach, “with a sense of being thoroughly sustained
by the Bible ” (p. 322). Which, of course, he was.

Calvin was not a fine character; he was cold,
cruel, and malicious. Ingersoll declared that Calvin
and Knox “ fitted one another like the upper and
lower jaws of a wild boast ”; but there have been
many of the finest, purest, sweetest men and women
who ever stepped on this planet, turned into monsters
of cruelty by this devilish faith. Take tho character
of Queen Isabella, so execrated by Protestants as the
introducer of the Inquisition into Spain and the
exterminator of Jews, Moors, and heretics. Prescott,
the historian, tells us that her piety “ shone forth
from the very depths of her soul with a heavenly
radiance, which illumined her whole character,” and
“such was the decorum of her manners, that, though
encompassed by false friends and open enemies, not
the slightest reproach was breathed on her fair name
in this corrupt and calumnious court.”t Yet it was
this pious and virtuous Queen who declared: “In
tho love of Christ and his maid mothor, | have
caused great misery and have depopulated towns and
districts, fprovinces and kingdoms.”}  Prescott,
speaking of her sanction and approval of the Inqui-
sition, says: “Like a vein in some noble piece of
statuary, It givos a sinister expression to her other-
wise unblemished character ” (p. 259).

Or take the case of our Queen Mary, “bloody
Mary ” as she is called for her persecution of the
Protestants. “ Few people,” says the historian
Froude, “have been more incapable than Mary of
knowingly doing a wrong thing,”§ and of Cardinal
Pole, who shares with her the responsibility for all
the terrible suffering indicted during her reign, he
says, “ Convinced, if ever there was a sincere con-
viction in any man, that the course he was pursuing
was precisely that which God required of him, he
labored on in his dark vocation." Far from being a

* Cited in Feuerbach’s Essence of Christianity, p. 325.
t Prescott, History of Ferdinand and Isabella, p. 340.
1 Encyclopinlia Britannica, Art. “ Inquisition.”

i Froude, History of England (1862), voi. vi., p. 355,
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bad man, “His character,” says Fronde was irre-
proachable.”*

Apart from their religion, they were humane and
unselfish rulers, but their religion turned them into
devils of cruelty and hate. But the cruelty was not
in them but in the evil faith which caused them to
commit the frightful crimes for which they are
responsible. These crimes—once the pride of the
orthodox, but which they now disavow and would

ladly consign to the oblivion—we shall treat of in a
uture article. It is an unpleasant and revolting
task to explore the secret torture chambers of the
“religion of love.” It tends to send the blood to
the head with indignation. But it is the duty of
the Freethinker to show what this creed has done
and that the feeling still survives, although the
power to exercise it has almost passed away.

W. Mann.

Shelley Letters.—Il.

We will now proceed to draw upon this correspon-
dence with Miss Hitchener. There is plenty of
serious matter in it, and some unintentional fun ;
for the youthful Shelley, with his principles, and his
enthusiasm, and his plentiful ignorance of the world,
did things in the gravest manner that were calculated
to afford great amusement to ordinary people.

First, with respect to Miss Hitchener herself. We
have already 6aid that there was not a trace of
sexualit?/, at least from the phh/sical point of view,
in Shelley’s attitude towards her. Mr. Dobell lays
emphasis on this fact. “Much as Shelley admired
her mental qualities,” he says, “ it was without any
thought of her as an object of sexual affection.”
Mr. Dobell suggests that the lady would probably
have been better pleased if the young poet had rated
her mental powers less highly, and loved her at least
a little; enough, perhaps, to flatter her woman’s
pride without upsetting her equanimity or his
domestic peace. No suspicion of this possible state
of her mind suggested itself to Shelley; otherwise
he could never have written a certain passage in the
twenty-seventh letter. The lady had not yet yielded
to his passionate requests that she would join his
household. He was going over to Ireland, with
Harriet and her sister Eliza, to assist in the salva-
tion of that unhappy country. Southey and others
regretted their going, but the good Mrs. Calvert
wished them success. On this hint Shelley bursts
forth in the most unfortunate manner:—

“ We shall have success : | am perfectly confident of
the impossibility of failure. Let your pure spirit animate
our proceedings. Ob that you were with us 1 You have
said you aro not handsome: but, though the sleekness
of your skin, the symmetry of your form, might not
attract the courtiers of Dublin Castle, yet that tongue
of energy, and that eye of fire, would awe thorn into
native insignificance.”

That will do. It is perfectly decisive. Shelley
could not have had any sexual inclination to Miss
Hitchener. Had his thoughts tended that way,
nature would have told him that to address her In
such a style was a pure imbecility. No woman ever
relished a compliment to her mind at the expense of
her person. And the “tongue of energy ” and “ eye
of lire” are suggestive of a political amazon on the
warpath, if not of a domestic shrew in the heat of a
virtuous objurgation.

Throughout these letters, Shelley addresses the

lady with feverish sentimentality. And ho is so
serious about it! One cannot help laughing. Just
listen to this:—

“ My dear friend, believe that thou art the cheering
beam which gilds this wintry day of life,—perhaps ere
Ion? to be the exhaustless sun which shall gild my
millenniums of immortality.”

That was the youthful Shelley’s way of saying,

* Froude, History of England (1862), vol. vi., pp. 496-531.
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“Come and live with us.” Several letters further
on, he flames forth in this style .—

“My true and dear friend, why should we be
separated ?  When may we unite ? What might we not
do, if toglether 1 If two hearts, panting for the happl
ness and liberty of mankind, were joined by union ana
proximity, as they are by friendship and sympathy.’

Could anyone but the callow Shelley ever have
written in that fashion ? The * panting hearts ” ana
the “uniting” would have rendered another man
suspect. But this one was almost, if not entirely»
without original sin. In the very next sentence
says, “how Harriet and her sister long to see you !
—which they may have said, but could hardly have
meant. And then, in the very next paragraph, be
inquires of the lady, “ Have you any idea of marry-
in? ?” But let us proceed. Here is a passage from
a later letter .—

“ | perceive in you the embryon of a mighty intelle”
which may one day enlighten thousands. How desir-
able ought I not to be, if | conceive that the one spal*
which glimmers through mine should kindle a blaze by
which nations may rejoice 1”

This ardent wooer of the lady’s mind finally exclaim8-
“ Let us mingle our identities inseparably, and burst
upon tyrants with the accumulated impetuosity of
our acquirements and resolutions.” It is not re-
corded that the “tyrants” suffered anything 10
consequence.

Shelley was, in fact, writing to Elizabeth
Hitchener; in reality, he was writing to a creature
of his own imagination. Yet in the course of these
letters he sometimes speaks his natural sentiments»
and they always do him honor. With regard to
money, for instance, how generous he was !

unselfish!  “Have you no money?” he asks Mm8
Hitchener—"* Write and say so. If not, we cafl
easily spare some." There spoke the Shelley whoso

purse was always open to his friends. To the la8"
in spite of all deceptions, he was the most exquis™0
gentleman in this respect. “Give it to him; b8
necessity is greator than mine "—said Sir PbihP
Sidney, mortally wounded on the field of Zutphe0’
when they brought him water to drink, and a p°°r
common soldier, desperately wounded in the sa®0
battle, cried out for it as they passed. It was 0°0
of the sublimest words that ever came from the 0
of man. And it was in the spirit of this grao
utterance that Shelley lived from first to last. &
grew in wisdom with his years; no growth
possible in the nobility of his character. Becau8
of this Byron’s better nature was moved to P8
Shelloy that immortal tribute. “1 never kns
another man,” he said, “who was not a beast 1
comparison with him.” .
Let us take the following passage from an eary
letter to Miss Hitchoner, and recollect that tb
writer was only two months over nineteen:—

“ By the bye, I have something to talk to yo° u
Money. | covet it.—*What, you? you a miser!
desire gold 1 you a slave to the most contempt'b10®
ambitions!—No, | am not; but I still dosiro monef
and | desire it becauso | think | know the use 8"~
It commands labor, it givos leisuro ; and to give le's
to those who will employ it in the forwarding of tr
is the noblest present an individual can make to
whole.” s

Sincerely meant, and finely said! This was a I-dgst
anthropist without guile. What other philanthroB
—and we have many of the species nowadays, b0
amateur and professional—has had this splcb®
vision of beneficence ? Helpin? a man of geniu8
the material side is the highest form of philantbr ]
yet only those of a certain loftiness of soul
capable of it; for it presupposes an absence o
that envy and hatred of superiority which 18
shamefully common a characteristic of our P
human nature. ¢ed

Shelley’s marriage with Harriet had consume jO
the quarrel with his father. That highly respeC® rjs
gentleman was ready to provide for as many ha8 " a
as his son chose to beget—and told him so;
misalliance was an unforgivable sin. Financia
plies were cut off, with the exception of 1200 a j
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to keep the young fellow from stealing and prison—
~the angry parent stated. This was too little for
Shelley’s domestic necessities: far too little for his
reckless generositv. He wanted money badly. So
the offer of £2,000 a year was made to him if he
Jould entail the estate on his eldest son, and, in
default of issue, on his brother. He did not accept
*s He treated it with disdain. This is what he
Arote to Miss Hitchener—

“ Do they think | can be thus bribed and ground into
an act of such contemptible injustice and inutility ?
that | will forswear my principles in consideration of
i 2,000 a year ? that the good-will I could thus purchase,
or the ill-will I could thus overbear, would recompense
me for the loss of self-esteem, of conscious rectitude ?
And with what face can they make to me a proposal so
insultingly hateful ? Dare one of them propose such a
condition to my face—to the face of any virtuous man
—and not sink into nothing at his disdain ? That |
should entail £120,000 of command over labor, of power
to remit this, to employ it for beneficent purposes, on
one whom | know not—who might, instead of being the
benefactor of mankind, be its bane, or use this for the
Worst purposes, which the real delegates of my chance-
given property might convert into a most useful instru-
mentf of benevolence 1—No 1 this you will not suspect
me of.”

There is no sentimentality or flightiness here.
Matthew Arnold himself admitted its “high and
Qble ring.”

But apart from principle and generosity, this
oble youth was grotesquely inept in money matters,
writing to Miss Hitchener in January, 1812, he said
bat his uncle was going to send him £50, and he
added ;

“1 shall likewise make money in Ireland. All the
money | get shall be squeezed out of the rich. The
Poor cannot understand, and will not buy, my poems:
therefore | shall print them expensively. My meta-
physics will also be printed expensively,—the first edi-
tion, that is (I am vain enough to hope for a second).”

Writing the next month from Dublin, with a
frespe°t of £400 a year from his family, he says
will be quite enough for us all: our publications
supply the deficiency.” Our publications! He
T® to make money by poems and metaphysics!
bat a dream ! His books never sold. It does not
appear that half-a-dozen copies of even the great
r’metheus Unbound wont over the publisher’s
enter. One clever reviewer—was it not Theodore
p°°k?—said that the volume was rightly called
Jvnetheus ““ Unbound,” for who would ever think
a binding it ? Such was tho taste of the “rioh,”

“ their parasites, in that evil time,
phelley understood, however, that he was not to
,» Dt his Address to the Irish People ““expensively.”
Hit 8la® w*Hully lose money by it,” ho told Miss
a8 cbonor. He was over thére, full of tho enthusi-
tud * .Blnsions, bent on hurrying forward the Irish
ip enn*nra.  Ho seems to have thought it possible,
to kkO few really fine phrases in those letters,
ks hbr6atbh0_a BOUL*nt°® the corpse of a nation ”—or,
06 puts it in a subsequent letter, and still finely
Q°ugh loss energetically, to win “the high delight
bOar a*GrnKa noble nation from the lethargy of its
Q bage.” His Address to the Irish Nation was not a
But '~ “ocument- How. could it be at his age ?
fri , u was something unique in tho literature of
Mill  Pa’r*°ti8m, and it contained advice which is
rQi peeded in Ireland, especially on the subjects of
bQp °n and tolerance. Shelley’s methods of distri-
he g°n Were Qdd—as might be expected. “ Copies,”
sat a8 " have been sent to 60 publio-houses.” He
QOut t window  his lodging and threw copies
“re ? Persons who “looked likely." Harriet was
gray0” oi laughter,” and * Percy looks so
@Pirit" c°micality of it was lost upon his eager
* A 1 t also went upon the platform in Dublin,
E/"un fﬂ much applauded. The people welcomed the
heiJ” hmglish aristocrat who was so enthusiastic in
the jCae> But there was soon a little rift within
Wimnf Ute* “ More hate me as a freethinker,” he
> tnan love me as a votary of freedom.” It
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was an old story over again. “Prejudices,” as he
wrote, “ are so violent.” People will not be saved by
those who dissent from their religion. The mental
servitude in which they have been trained from
infancy destroys, or weakens to the last degree,
their only chance of redemption. ~ pO0TE

(To be concluded.)

Correspondence.

THE PROPOSED EDUCATIONAL CONFERENCE.
TO THE EDITOR OF “ THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,—There may exist a difference of opinion as to
whether the proposed Conference respecting tho religious
difficulty in national education should be called at all, but
if it is to be called together, there can be no doubt what-
ever that it ought to be representative of all who have
either principles to maintain or grievances to remedy. Who
are to be invited in this gathering and what precisely are
they to discuss ? Will the whole question of the advisability
of the State making itself responsible for religious teaching
be open for discussion, or is this fundamentally important
matter to be taken for granted ? If the purpose of the
Conference is merely to find the greatest common measure
of doctrinal agreement among the leaders of a few powerful
religious sects, without reference to the rights and opinions
of minorities, then whatever else it may do, it will certainly
not end the difficulty that faces us. Should the minorities
be overlooked in the invitations to attend this Conference,
it will be their duty immediately to combine in order to resist
decisions respecting which they have not been consulted.

H. Snel1, Secretary.

Secular Education League, 19 Buckingham-stroet,
London, W.C.

Primitive man, arguing from the known to the unknown,
and believing that feelings and passions like his own were
animating tho world around, obstinately insisted that
benefit and suffering followed right and wrong. The friends
of Job crudely attributed his sufferings to his sins. And yet
doubts could not be stifled. The Tower of Siloam fell on
the just and the unjust alike. If righteousness was to be
justified by its results, a longer term was necessary—hence
the heaven and hell of Christianity, and the passing of the
soul from life to life as postulated in tho East. But if we
aRk for proof of these tremendous dogmas, the only answer
is that they are necessary to vindicate tho moral government
of tho world. That world may, indeed, havo its morality ;
but its morality is something far beyond our comprehension.
What wo mean whon we talk of morality is something which
has grown up in tho social life of man aDd that changes
with tho progress of that life towards greater unity. Had
man boen differently constituted, morality would have been
different. Had no race of animals attained the social state,
it had never existed. From the human point of view, there
is only one sense in which morality can bo attributed to
nature: man’s environment was such as to allow tho social
organism to live and grow. It is only from the existence of
humanity that we can infer the beneficence—tho partial
and conditional beneficence—of nature.—H. S. Swinny,
*“ Positivist Review."

INFIDEL FRANCE.
France is the country where the people, as distinguished
from a wealthy refined class, most lives what wo call a
humane life, the life of civilised man.—Matthew Arnold.

Obituary.

With deep sorrow | have to record the death, aftor a brief
illness, of Francis Baxter, formerly Secretary of the Ball’s
Pond Branch N. S. S. For upwards of twenty years he was
my friend: a man of exemplary personal character, cloar-
thinking, modest, and unassuming, faithful unto death to
the principles which had served him as a gnide and an
inspiration throughout his life. In reverent and sorrowful
silence, as befitted bis gentle Bpirit, surrounded by his
family and friends, he was laid to rest in Dartford Cemetery
on Friday afternoon last.—E dmd. P owncebv.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, eto.

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

LONDON.

Qutdoor.

Bethnal Green Branch N.S.S.: Victoria Park (near the
Fountain), 3.15 and 6.15, Mr. Davies.

Camberwell Branch N.S.S.: Station—road, 11.30, Guy A
Aldred, “ The Conversion of General Booth  Brockwell Park,
3.15, Guy A. Aldred, “ Christ and Buddha.”

Kingstand Branch N. S.S.: Corner of Ridley-road, 11.30,
W. J. Ramsey, “ The Curse of the Cross.”

North London Branch N. S.S.: Parliament Hi”, 3.30 and
6.30, C. Cohen, “ The Benefit of Unbelief.”

West Ham Branch N. S. S.: Outside Maryland Point Station,
Stratford, 7, A. Allison, a Lecture.

West London Branch N. 8. 8.: Hyde Park (near Marble Arch),

11.30, a Lecture.
COUNTRY.

E dinburgh Branch N. S. S. (Rationalists’ Club, 12 Hill-square):
Meets every Thursday at 8.15.

Failsworth (Secular Sunday School, Pole-lane): H. P. Ward,
245, * The Gospel of Secularism”; 6.30, *“Why be Moral? A
Secularist Answer.” Hymns, etc., by the Choir.

Outdoor.
E dinburgh Branch N. S.S.: The Meadows, 3, a Lecture;
The Mound, 7, a Debate.

H. S. Wishart’s Lectures.

Liverpoot: Shiel Park (Shiel-road and Boaler-street), 3, “Is
the Resurrection True?” Birkenhead Park Gates, 7, “ Secu-
larism the Finest Faith.”

Bury : Monday, May 18, at 7.30, “ The Failure of Faith in
Christ.”  Tuesday, May 19, at 7.30, “ Christianity’s Sandy
Foundation.”

- Wic,;%n: Wednesday, May 20, at 7.30, “Is the Resurrection
rue ?

Rochdale: Thursday, May 21, Town Hall Square, at 7.30,
“ If Christ be not risen, your faith is vain.” Friday, May 22,
“ Secularism the Finest Faith.”

TRUE MORALITY!

Or, The Theory and Practice of Neo-Maithueianiem,
IS, | BILIKYI,

THE BEST BOOK

ON THIS SUBIJECT.

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

In order that it may have a large oironlation, and to bring it
within the reach of the poor, | have issued
A POPULAR EDITION IN PAPER COVERS.
A oopy of this edition post free for 2d. A dozen oopieB, for dis-
tribution, post free for one shilling.

The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, says: mMr.
Holmes’s pamphlet....... is an almost unexceptional statement
of the Neo-MalthnBianism theory and practice....... and throngh-
ont appeals to moral feeling....... The special valne of Mr.
Holmes's servioe to the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human
well-being generally is jnst his combination in bis pamphlet
of a plain statement of the physical and moral need for family
limitation, with a plain aooonnt of the means by whioh it ean be
secared, and an offer to all oonoerned of the requisites at the
lowest possible prices.”

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

Orders should be sent to the author,

J, R. HOLMES, EAST HANNEY, WANTAGE.

BEAUTIFUL HOLIDAY CENTRE (Dean Forest,
) Severn and Wye VaIIey_s).—SBaci_ous house, pretty grounds
(altitude 600ft.) ; excellent piano, billiard-room, bath, tennis;
g})od roads, magnificent sceneré. Congenial Freethought company.
/egetarians accommodated. Boarders, 27s. week.—Photos, par-
ticulars, Harram, Littledean House, Newnham, Gloucestershire.

WO SECULAR BURIAL SERVICES. By
Annie Besant and Austin Holyoake. Large type, |800d
paper. Price by post 1jd., from the N. S. 8. Secbetary, 2 Now-

castle-street, E.C.

WANTED for Office, Complete Set of the Free-
thinker—State condition and price to E. M. Vance,
N. S. S. Secretary, 2 Newcastle-street, E.C.

ORBITON.—To Let, well-arranged Villa; electrio

light throughout ; containing three bedrooms, bath (h. and

c.), two reception-rooms, kitchen, etc. Close to trains, trams,

parks, and river. Rent £28.—Apply Minett, The Owls, Glou-
cester-road, Kingston-on-Thames.
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DEFENCE OF FREE SPEECH

BY

G W, FOOTE,

Being a Three Hours’ Address to the Jury before the Lor<
Chief Justice of England, in answer to'an Indictment
for Blasphemy, on April 24, 1883.

With Special Preface and many Footnotes.

Price FOURPENCE. Postfree FIYEPENCE.

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

A NEW PROPAGANDIST PAMPHLET.

Christianity and Social Ethics.
By C. COHEN.

SIXTEEN PAGES. ONE PENNY

(Postage One Halfpenny.)

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E-C-

A NEW (THE THIRD) EDITION
OF

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
By F. BONTE.

[Issued by the Secular Society, Limited )

REVISED AND ENLARGED.
SHOULD BE SCATTERED BROADCAST-

SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.
PRICE ONE PENNY.

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street,

THE

MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA!

OR, THE
DEATH OF THE CLASSICAL WORLp>

An Address delivered at Chicago by
M. M. MANGASARIAN.

Will be forwarded, post free, for

THREE HALFPENCE.

The Pioneer Press. 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.0-
BRADLAUGH FELLOWSHIP-

HE Committee of the above have
VISIT TO MR. BRADLAUGH’S GRAVE, e
at Brookwood Cemetery, on Sunday, May 24. The ral * tlig®
is 2s. 6d., but tickets at half-price will be supplier "
applying to the undersigned, and sending Is. 3d., not &
Monday, May 18. .
The “train "leaves Waterloo Station, No. 1 Main P*a
11.15 sharp. . . .
Addresses will be delivered after the visit to the AL\,
Return trains leave Brookwood at 2.31, 5.19, 7.59, 8.4
All communications respecting the above should be a
to the Hon. Sec. of the Fellowship, >
W. J. RAMSEY, 140 Lansdowne-road, Hackney.

B),
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SOCIETY,

LIMITED)
Company Limited by Guarantee.
Begutered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, BCL
Chairman of Board of Director!'—M*. G. W. FOOTE.

Secretary—B. M.

ai“ 800,8«y was lornied in 1»»» lo afford legal security to »He

TVGiliOn an<* *PpUo«»ion ot funds for Secular {Jurposes. .

«ins Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Sooiety’B
al are'—  Pronotie ‘110 principle that human oonduot
nat* be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super-
ans  kslief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper

o of all thought and aotion. To promote freedom of inquiry.

OPromote universal Secular Education. To promote the oom-
Pcte secularisation of the State, eto., eto. And to do all such
hnls 'kings as are conducive to suoh objeots. Also to have,

reoeive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised,
bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of
'«mjrpos_es of "the "Sooiety. ]
. Are liability of members is limited to £1, In oase the Sooiety
.@bld ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to oover
pities—a most unlikely oontingenoy.

Members pay an entranoe fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent

subscription of five shillings.

Yhe Sooiety has a considerable number of members, but a much
wger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
sained amongst those who read this announoement.  All who join
*Participate In the control of its business and the trusteeship of
~sources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Assooia-
th’nH *t no membOr. as suoh, shall derive any sort of profit from

8oooiety, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in
dy way Whatever.
qj 0 Society's affairs are managed by an elected Board of
tutors, consisting of not less than five and not more than

070 members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) eaohyear,

VANCE (Miss).

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

Being a du(ljy registered body, the Secular Booiety, Limited,
oan 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 be the slightest apprehension.
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The executors
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary course of
administration. No objéction of any kind haB been raised in
oonneotion with any of the wills by whioh the Society hss
already been benefited.

The Sooiety'B solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battcook 23
Rood-lane, Fenohurob-street, London, E.O.

A Form of Bequeit—The following is a sufficient form of
bequest for insertion in the willB of testators :—" | give and
Hbequeath to the Secular Sooiety, Limited, the sum of £-----
“free from Legaoy Duty, and | direct that arecelﬂt signed by
"two members of the Board of the said Society and the Secretary
"thereof shall be a good discharge to my Exeoutors for the
" said Legaoy.”

Friends of the Sooiety wno have remembered It In their willt,
or who intend to do wo, should formally nOtlgl the Secretary of
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, who will
(if desired) treat it as striotly confidential. This is not necessary,
but it is advisable, as wills  sometimes get lost or mislaid, and
their oontents have to be established by competent testimony.

Under the Ban of the London County Council.

THE

POPULAR

EDITION

(Revised and Enlarged)

"BIBLE ROMANCES”

G. W, FOOTE

With a Portrait

of the Author

Reynold»'» Newtpaper Bays:i—“ Mr. G W. Footo, chairman of the Socular Society, is well known as a man of

Oioeptional ability. His Bible Romance» have had a largo sale in the original edition.

A popular, revised, and

biarged edition, at the price of 6d., has now been published by the Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
feet, London, for the Secular Society. Thus, within tho roach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of the leaders

Modern opinion are being placed from day to day.”

144 Large Double-Column Pages,

Good Print, Good Paper

SIXPENCE —NET

(Post Free, Sd)

the pioneer presb, 2 Newcastle

The

street,

farringdon btreet, London, e.o.

NEW TESTAMENT MANUSCRIPTS :

Christianity Comﬁfétely Undermined.

WITH
By
A New Edition.

FAC-SIMILES

JOSEPH
Price. THREE PENCE.

OF MSS.

SYMES.

Post free, THREE PENCE HALFPENNY.

iff il

B 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 HANDBOOK FOR FREETHINKERS AND IN-
QUIRING CHRISTIANS. A new edition, revised and
handsomeGIa/ printed. Cheap edition, paper oover, la. 6d.;
cloth 2s. 6d., post 2Jd.

BIBLE ROMANCES. Popular edition, with Portrait, pager
6d., post 28d.  Superior edition (160 pages), cloth 2s
post 2Jd.

CHRISTIANITY AND PROGRESS. Second and cheaper
edition. Recommended by Mr. Robert Blatchford in
and My Neighbor. 1d., post id.

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

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

COMIC SERMONS AND OTHER FANTASIAS. &d., 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 DEVIL: and Other Free Church Per-
formances. 2d., post id.

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

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

HALL OF SCIENCE LIBEL CASE, with Fu
Account of the * Leeds Orgies.” 3d., post Id.

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

INTERVIEW WITH THE DEVIL. 2d., post id.

IS SOCIALISM SOUND? Four Nights’ Publio Debate with
Annie Besant. Is., post lid. ; cloth, 2s., post 2id.

INGERSOLLISM DEFENDED AGAINST ARCHDEACON
FARRAR. 2d., post id.

JOHN MORLEY AS A FREETHINKER. 2d., post id.

LETTERS TO THE CLERGY. (128 pp.). Is., post 2d.

LETTERS TO JESUS CHRIST. 4d., post id.

LIE IN FIVE CHAPTERS; or, Hugh Price Hughes' Coe-
verted Atheist. 1d., post id.
MRS. BESANT’S THEOSOPHY.

2d., post id.

and True

A Candid Criticism.

WORKS BY COLONEL

A CHRISTIAN CATECHISM. One of the most useful and

brilliant of Colonel Ingersoll’s pamphlets. 6d., post Id.
ART AND MORALITY. 2d., post id.
A WOODEN GOD. Id., post id.
CREEDS AND SPIRITUALITY. Id., post id.

CRIMES AGAINST CRIMINALS. 3d., post id

DEFENCE OF FREETHOUGHT. Five Hours’ Address to
thethdry at the Trial for Blasphemy of C. B. Reynolds. 4d.,
post id.

DO | BLASPHEME ? 2d., post id.

ERNEST RENAN. 2d., post id.

FAITH AND FACT. Reply to Rev. Dr. Field. 2d., post id.

GOD AND THE STATE. 2d., post id.

HOUSE OF DEATH. Being Funeral Orations and Addresses
on various occasions. 1s., post 2d.

INGERSOLL’S ADVICE TO PARENTS. Keep Children out
of Cburch and Sunday-school. Id.

LAST WORDS ON SUICIDE. 2d., post id.

LECTURES. Popular Edition. Paper covers, 6d., post Id.

LIVE TOPICS. Id., post id.
MARRItA_g;E AND DIVORCE. An Agnostic's View. 2d.,
post id.

MYTH AND MIRACLE. Id., post id.
ORATION ON LINCOLN. 3d., post id.
ORATION ON THE GODS. 6d., post Id.
ORATION ON VOLTAIRE. 3d., post id.
ORATION ON WALT WHITMAN. 3d., post Id.
REAL BLASPHEMY. Id., post id.

MY RESURRECTION. A Missing Chapter from the G°&d
of Matthew. 2d., post id.

PECULIAR PEOPLE. An Open Letter to Mr. Justice Wills-
Id., post id.
PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM. 3d., post id.

REMINISCENCES OF CHARLES BRADLAUGH. 6d-
post Id.
ROME OR ATHEISM? The Great Alternative. 3d., post la-

ROYAL PAUPERS. Showing what Royalty does for the
People and what the People do for Royalty. ~2d., post i “-

SALVATION SYRUP | or, szght on Darkest England.
Reply to General Booth.  2d., post id.

SECULARISM AND THEOSOPHY. A Rejoinder to M8
Besant. 2d., post id.

THE BOOK OF GOD, in the Light of the Higher Criticis»'
With Special Reference to Dean Farrar’s Apology. P»Per’
Is.; cloth, 2s., post 2d.

THE GRAND OLD BOOK. A Reply to the Grand Old M»-
An Exhaustive Answer to the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone
Impregnable Rock of Holy Scripture. Is.; bound in clo 1
is. 6d., post lid.

THE BIBLE GOD. 2d., post id.

THE ATHEIST SHOEMAKER and the Rev. Hugh Pric®
Hughes. Id., post id.

THE IMPOSSIBLE CREED. An Open Letter to Bishop
Magee on the Sermon on the Mount.  2d., post id.

THE SIGN OF THE CROSS. A Candid Criticism
Wilson Barret’s Play. 6d., post lid.

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

THEISM OR ATHEISM?  Publio Debate between Q.
Foote and the Rev. W. T. Lee. Verbatim Report, revis
y both Disputants.  Well printed and neatly boun
Is., post lid.

THE NEW CAGLIOSTRO. An Open Letter to Mad»®9
Blavatsky. 2d., post id.

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

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

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

WHAT IS AGNOSTICISM? With Observations on H ~J
Bradlaugh, and Ingersoll, and a Replé/ to Geq[ige
Holyoake ; also a Defence of Atheism. 3d., post id-

WHO WAS THE FATHER OF JESUS? 2d., post id-

WILL CHRIST SAVE US? 6d.. post la.

A

of r'

INGERSOLL.

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

3d
ROME OR REASON ? A Reply to Cardinal Manning-

late

post Id.
SHAKESPEARE. 6d., post Id.
SKULLS. 2d., post id.

SOCIAL SALVATION. 2d., post id. eti

SOME MISTAKES OF MOSES. 136 pp.. on superfine P*£w
cloth 2s. Gd., post 3d. j paper lIs., post lid. Only 0..¢jig
edition in Enxlar]d. ccurate as_Colenso and as »9
as a novel. Abridged Edition, 16 pp. Id., post id.

SUPERSTITION. 6d., post Id.

TAKE A ROAD OF YOUR OWN. Id., post id.

THE CHRISTIAN RELIGION. 3d., post id.

THE COMING CIVILISATION. 3d., post id.

THE DEVIL. 6d.,poBtld.

THE DYING CREED. 2d., post id.

THE GHOSTS. Superior Edition, 3d., post id

THE HOLY BIBLE. 6d., post Id.

THE HOUSEHOLD OF FAITH. 2d., post id.

THE LIMITS OF TOLERATION. A Discussion
Hon. F. D. Coudert and Gov. S. L. Woodford. 2d.,F

THE THREE PHILANTHROPISTS. 2d,, post |ja-

WHAT IS RELIGION? Colonel Ingersoll’s East
2d., post id.

WHAT MUST WE DO TO BE SAVED? 2d., P°9%t4'

WHY AM | AN AGNOSTIC? 2d., post id.
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