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Tis the old history ;—Truth without a home, 
Despised and slain— then, rising from the tomb

— J o h n  H e n r y  N e w m a n .

Socialism and Religion.

• E are neither for nor against Socialism in this 
0rnal. We are for Freethought all the time. Con- 

®rvatives, Liberals, Radicals, Socialists, Anarchists, 
y all have their place in the world, and go their 

j. y ay, as far as we are concerned. We take no 
tht -n tbe*r controversies. We advocate something 
rp. " 18 good for all men and women of all parties, 
i ere are only two things in the world of any real 
onf°f^ance—Reason aDl̂  Humanity. The first is the 
ti  ̂ "rae guide ; the second is the only true inspira- 
e n' And when this gospel is generally accepted, 
¡ins Pf0^ 6111 tinman society will become simpler 

ea8ier,and the worst difficulties of human progress 
i* gradually disappear.

ftnd°°*ai*8m may be» ôr we know, the political 
°H i?OC*a  ̂ faRb of the future. We express no opinion 
ftn tu? 8ubJecfc- Hut we do say that Socialism—or 

. b*og else—that has to work with human material 
pr: cb *8 poisoned by superstition, and corrupted by 
eha Gra*t, d° very fittlo good for the world. A 

h 6 *n human nature is necessary to every change 
Hat Urnan society. To imagine that the old human 
n0wUl'e> under the old influences, will produce a really 

civilisation, is as absurd as to imagine thao 
confl°n an<̂  hydrogen, in certain proportions, will 

ty. ffio as something else than water. 
bro]{° Rejoiced, therefore, when Mr. Robert Blatchford 
by o6 borough the conspiracy of silence maintained 

°cialist leaders on the subject of Freethought. 
We ^°*comod his crusade against Christianity, and 
or „ GTo Pleased to see that he had the active support 
°0uld°d w ‘ 8b° 8 °f bis colleagues in the Clarion. We 
dari£, n°t help seeing, however, that there was 
that r abead. Socialism was spreading rapidly, and 
Po ê / T 7  âc  ̂ lnv°lye  ̂ a peril. Whon it was 
decid en°ugh, when it commanded votes and 
parij election8, whon it had its representatives in 
al8o , tn°ut, it would bo worth patronising. It might 
patr0 G- 'Torfb nobbling. And all sorts of people are 
^ b brl8IDB R—an<̂  ^be more astuto clergy are 
thiujji*3!’ it. In ten years time, unless the free- 
tiopg Socialists have the courage of their convic- 

Mr 'p C*ab8m will belong to the Christian Churches, 
'aent - a,nPheH’s irruption into the Socialist move- 
^Pical*8 one lnst,ance out of many, but it is a 
Qf ye °n.e> He had been a Socialist only a couple 

yif8’ *f as long as that, whon he published his 
"̂ ■beoiog'0 0(Jy: yot be boldly claimed that the New 
fthd th f uWas rebgi°u8 expression of Socialism, 
the Socialism was the economical expression of 
®hrittirjW- ^boology. In his more recent book on
teally and the Social Order he explains that he 
driven ° ° 8 not mean that all unbelievers should bo 
Very Ren'^ ^he Socialist movement. It sounds 
how the oourse ; but such generosity shows
c f̂anv Wln<̂  ia blowing.
, °oialiRf^eoP*e n°t know that there 
a8t ‘ n England in the first half of

IdOi Ury’ an  ̂ that it died right out, and was

was a strong

succeeded by Chartism. Why did it die out ? The 
answer is simple. It was killed by religion. Chris
tians got hold of it and strangled it. On the one 
hand, they declared that Socialism would only do 
good and prosper by becoming Christian Socialism. 
On the other hand, the Socialist leaders who were also 
bold Freethinkers—such as Southwell, Holyoake, 
Paterson, and Matilda Roalfe—were cleared out of 
the way by means of “ blasphemy ” prosecutions. 
Holyoake, in 1842, lecturing on behalf of the fund 
for the defence of Southwell, spoke as a Socialist 
missionary, and this was his complaint. “  During 
the last two years,” he said, “ the wet blanket of 
orthodoxy has been drawn round the shoulders of 
Socialism, and it seems to have stood shivering 
between Christianity and Infidelity, with too much 
honesty to adopt the one, and too much expediency 
to own the other.” Two years later, Matilda Roalfe, 
fresh from Calton Jail, declared that “ Socialist 
leaders had proved the very best enemies of Social
ism.” They had “ set about Beligionising them
selves,” and talked nonsense about the red-hot 
Republicanism of Moses and the whole-hog Social
ism of Jesus Christ. And what was the result? 
“  Socialism,” she said, “  is practically defunct—con
sidered as an element of political progress, it is 
nothing.” And the event proved that she was 
right.

The Socialism of to-day is encountering the peril 
which overwhelmed the Socialism of last century. 
And the worst of it is that even the Clarion is begin
ning to show signals of distress. Mr. Blatchford 
himself wrote as follows a few months ago:—

“ Some Socialists regard Socialism a s -a  political 
creed, and would keop their religious ideas apart from 
it. But to me Socialism is a part of a great humane 
religion ; and I cannot sacrifice the wholo to a part. 
With us of the Clarion, Socialism is part of a religion. 
Wo are, as I have told you, religious men and women.”

In that same article Mr. Blatchford denied that ho 
was an Atheist. Yet he is obviously as much an 
Atheist as Bradlaugh and Ingersol! were; and his 
anxiety to clear himself of the odium of the term is 
not reassuring.

Mr. A. M. Thompson went further than that in 
last week’s Clarion :—

“  To us, whose Socialism is also based upon religion, 
the evidences of its spread amongst religious people is
not at all surprising....... Wo of the Clarion believe and
contend that the scientific light of the last fifty years 
has nocessitatod the readjustment of religion to a newer 
theory of life ; but yot wo remain infinitoly nearer in 
attitude to tho Christian or Buddhist whose religion 
means the succor of tho fallen and suffering than to 
tho sceptic whose irreligion merely means licence to 
self-indulgence.”

This is the very twang of the tabernacle. Mr. 
Thompson has caught it to perfection. “ Irreligion ” 
—“ lioenoe”—“ self-indulgenoe.” How familiar it 
all sounds 1 And what cant it is ! Mr. Thompson is 
not inside the church yet, but he wears a reverential 
faoe on tho doorstep, and flings stones at his fellow 
Freethinkers who pass by. We tell him plainly that 
“  the sceptio whose irreligiou merely means licence 
to self-indulgence ” is a creature of the pious imagi
nation. And what about Determinism ? Can men 
believe as they would, or do they believe as they 
must ? Tho idea of a man being “  a sceptic ” for any 
other reason than because his intelligence turns that
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way by the weight of evidence, is worthy of two 
places—a gospel-shop and Bedlam.

Mr. Thompson had something more to say on the 
same subject:—

“ Religion is the basis of our Socialism as it is of the 
great majority of those middle-class people who have 
been converted to Socialism by the Clarion. It is the 
religion of Humanity which has brought together in our 
Fellowship those who have become Socialists by suffer
ing and those who have become Socialists by sympathy. 
And whatever our differences of opinion as to the details 
of our beliefs, religion may well draw into one common 
Fellowship those Christians as well as those Agnostics 
who sincerely believe.”

What on earth is Mr. Thompson driving at ? If he 
means this seriously his mind is in a sad state of 
confusion. What resemblance is there between the 
“ religion” of Humanity and the “ religion” of 
believing that a child was born without a father and 
that a man worked miracles and rose from the dead? 
Monmouth and Macedon both begin with an M, and 
comets and peacocks both have tails. In the same 
way, Humanists and Christians both have a “ re 
ligion.” But in no other way. And we daresay the 
Christians are sagacious enough to see it. They are 
not offering toasted-cbeese to Mr. Thompson ; he is 
offering it to them. Neither are they likely to nibble 
at the bait. But he had better take care that he 
does not make a mistake some fine evening and walk 
into his own trap.

We hope the Clarion men will pull up in time and 
cease talking about their “ religion.” There are 
enough Socialist leaders already playing that foolish 
and not too honest game. A cause can be given 
away in spite of its growth in numbers and influence. 
There is such a thing as too rapid expansion. You 
may win over the mob only to find in the end that 
the mob has won over you. And where are you
then? G. W. Foote.

Psychology and Christianity.
— »—

Psychology is a comparatively new scienco. Until 
recently the study of mental phenomena was regarded 
as a department of metaphysics. It was held that 
the human mind differed, not only in degree, but 
absolutely and generically from mind in the lower 
animals. But with the advent of the theory of evo
lution there sprang up an entirely new method of 
examining psychical processes, whether conscious or 
sub-conscious; and the pursuit of this scientific 
method soon made it clear that the highest psychical 
action in the most highly-developed man may be 
traced back to its crude beginning in a simple 
response to the stimulus of the environment. As 
Professor W. H. Hudson well says, “ the business of 
scientific psychology is to follow the process of pro
gressive integration and differentiation, step by step, 
from reflex action, through sensation, instinct, 
memory, reason, the feelings, and the will, relating 
their progressive changes at every point with cor
responding changes in the nervous system.” Then 
the Professor emphasises the following important 
point:—

“  But more than th is: the principle of continuity 
further warns us against any attempt to fix a barrier 
between physiological and psychological phenomena. 
The manifestations of physical and mental activity have 
also their unity of composition, for the life of the body 
and mental life are species, of which life, properly so 
called, is the genus.”

Now, the Rev. W. R. Inge, M.A., D.D., Lady Mar
garet Professor of Divinity at Cambridge, claims 
psychology as an invaluable ally of Christianity. It 
was to that effect that ho addressed the last Church 
Congress ; and the views he then expressed are still 
further popularised in that epoch-making thesaurus, 
the Daily Mail Year Book of the Churches. Psychology, 
the Professor informs us, tries to “ discover the 
natural history of the religious consciousness as it

manifests itself in the life of the individual.” But 
he warns us against expecting too much from it 
first. “ The psychology of religion,” he admits, “ 18 
a very young science, which is only feeling its way 
to important results. We must not ask impatiently 
what it has proved, or to what practical use it can 
be put, but rather what light it promises to throw 
upon Christian life and Christian belief.” The sub
title of the paper is “ Psychology as an Aid to Chris
tianity.” Up to the present, however, the aid is ye" 
to come ; it is merely a thing of promise, not o£ 
actual fulfilment. And Christians must learn to 
wait patiently for the honoring of this promissory- 
note, in as full a belief as is possible that solid cash 
awaits them in the not very distant future. Such i8 
the assurance which Professor Inge ventures to glV0 
them.

And yet it must not be inferred that psychology 
has hitherto rendered Christianity no service at all- 
For one thing “ it has once for all put out of date a 
manner of thinking and speaking about relig10“ 
which was common enough from the seventeenth to 
the nineteenth century.” As examples of tba 
manner, Dr. Inge quotes from Hobbes, Gibbon, and 
Shelley, the quotation from Hobbes being as follows • 
“ Religion is superstition sanctioned by the State. 
Of course, the Professor is careful not to tell us tba 
the purpose of Hobbes was very largely political' 
but, allowing that to pass, is the habit of callic? 
religion “ superstition” out of date? Is not the 
number of those who so regard it larger now than 
ever it was before ? Furthermore, Hobbes framed a 
definition of religion that has never been surpassed- 

Fear of power invisible, feigned by the mind o 
imagined from tales publicly allowed, RELIGION; n° 
allowed, SUPEHSTITION ” (Leviathan,* p. 84). Is tba 
definition out of date ? Has psychology made any 
discovery that affects it in the slightest degree ? 1

the “  tribunal before w hich  religious be lie f must b0 
brought up for accep tan ce  or r e je c t io n ? ”  There 18
sense, we know, in which the work done by the Fr00 
thinkers of the past was so completely success!
¡hat the arguments which they employed are noW
entirely out of date; but that is fully accounted f? 
by the fact that the Christian apologists of *

drthless the
evidences, or proofs, of Christianity on which the 
fathers so confidently relied. Dr. Inge is 
aware of this, for he says that “ the older generat10̂  
of scientists had not much difficulty in meeting , . 
arguments of the evidential school,” a school wh> ’

that the
or , 

date 19

he admits, is now out of date. But to say 
eighteenth-century attitude to Christianity: 

common sense rationalism,” is now out of - - -  
to be guilty of a mischievous misrepresentation- 
' is particular question psychology is absolutely s^en 

Evidently Professor Inge belongs to the 
school of Apologists, whose one appeal is to 
testimony of religious experience. He °ka, ¡0g

the older generation of scientists ” with brus ^
this aside with “ lofty disdain." Well, what ^  
does psychology offer to Christianity with rasp ? 
to the experiences to which belief in it gives r 
Dr. Inge cannot tell us. All he can say is tba ^  
young science treats them “ seriously and r f̂ j -y 
fully.” But when ho affirms that “ the psych0 ,

integ1 
efiof religion has shown that religion is an aii 

and normal part of human nature,” he cornu11 0 
unpardonable scientific blunder. It is quit0 .0  
that psychology examines religious experience .jj 
due seriousness and respect, but it is not true ,0. 
makes the smallest contribution to religi°u9. js 
getics. It certainly does not deolare that re 

an integral and normal part of human nj\
The psychological study of religion has broug0 jefg 
prominence the undoubted truth that relig*°a9 t 0 0  
are essential to religious experiences, and t b y
character of the latter is invariably doterm10 r0,

perfectlythat of the former. Both bem ay uo ^
but their sincerity has nothing whatever to ( ôW' 
the objective truth of religion. On one di8'
ever, the testimony of psychology is direct 11
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hnct. Ifc has learned that in the absence of re- 
j’gious belief there is no religious experience, and 
hat the former is always absent unless mechanically 

instilled into the mind. Consequently, religion is not 
. an integral and normal part of human nature” ; it 
is not even an excrescence, but rather a foreign graft 
Artificially inserted in the stock of humanity. Dr. 
fnge admits that there are psychologists who “  try 
l° explain all intense religious feelings as morbid 
symptom8, connected with derangement of the 
nervous system.” How on earth, then, can he 
° psychology as “  an aid to Christianity ” ? 
f inus*i hear in mind that Dr. Inge is a Professor 

Divinity, and that, as such, he is naturally preju
diced against all psychologists who treat religion as 
? P8ychological illusion. To him, Feuerbach, Lom- 

1*080, and Max Nordau are hopelessly eccentric, 
simply because they brand religion and all forms of 
genius with that stigma. But there are other psycho
logists, such as Deuba and Ribot, to whom the re
gions sentiment is merely a fact which they are 
calledupon to “ analyse and follow in its transforma- 
lons,” but the “ objective value or legitimateness” of 

Jnich they are not competent, as psychologists, to 
18CUSS. The strange thing in this connection is, 
nat Professor Inge is bound to concede the justice 
i this limitation as applied to the psychological 
reatment of religion. Take the following charac- 

•¡eristic passage:—
“ The object of psychology is to determine the 

genuine character of each religious experience, in and 
for itself, putting aside any interpretation of it im
ported from other sources, The psychologist, when 
he confines himself strictly to his own sphere, must do 
justice to the conviction of a transcendent world of 
spiritual reality, but must abstain from passing any 
judgment as to the objective truth of the conviction. 
He would be passing beyond the limits of his special 
subject if he were to discuss the bearing of religious 
experience on ultimate truth. That is an inquiry 
which lies altogether outsido his province. Psychology 
endeavors to determine the laws which regulate the 
growth or decay of the roligious life, but it makes no 
pretence to hold the keys of the great mysteries which 
lie behind psychical experience.”

we hold that, even on Dr. Inge’s own showing, 
lQ ristianity derives no aid whatever from psycho- 

§?• Freethinkers are prepared to acquiesce in the 
utement that roligious beliefs may be honestly

j.. and that religious experiences are often
¡IJ0ron8hly sincere; but they are also convinced that 

such a statement there is not oven the bhadow of 
c °°f that the beliefs and the experiences have any 
jj rr®8P°nding realities behind thorn. Whatever 

and Ribot may or may not say on this point, 
r ]. Maintain, on purely psychological grounds, that 
b ’^IOn is not “ a normal state of the healthy mind,” 
(¡̂  ,râ fior an abnormal state of a mind diseased, and 
Hie ^ *8 n°k a 8Pontaneous growth except when 
a ohu'* baa beon laboriously prepared for it. Leave 
Th' ■ and it will never booomo religious.

18 is a statement capable of the fullest and most ̂ O U M jU U I J I W U U  U H j J f c l U l W  U 1  L U C  1 U 1 1 U H U  U U U  LI 1 U U  u

Uiak b*V0 v°rtfication. Indeed, we are impelled to 
rtatQ assertion that if religion tuere a normal 
0Ve 6 ° ^ k °  healthy mind, a spontaneous growth in 
pre y normal heart, such a fact would be a strong 
AUcb^^^^6 ov*̂ enco of its objective truth. That
able 18 n°k Mie case has been established by innumer- 

.^.'nstances that cannot possibly bo controverted, 
to 0 nave now seen that Dr. Inge has wholly failed 
Cooy'1 .fy his thesis. Even the most remarkable 
Wit êraion8 psychology can satisfactorily explain 
hatu i an  ̂ reference whatsoever to any super- 
l°Q<jl a agency. “  Account for these changed lives,” 
aCcouy aeroands the revivalist. We can, and do, 
0̂Qve° • ° f Miem in a thoroughly natural way. 

explj r8‘on is psychologically a most naturally 
relleioabl? event. But on the assumption that 
to n 18 objectively true, we boldly deolare that 
ovetwCj°u.Irt for the unchanged lives, which are so 
the P o i iD.8ly in ,the majority, is a task beyond 

wers of the wisest revivalist in Christendom.
J. T. Lloyd.

Science and the Church Congress.—II.
— •—

(Continued from p. 323.)
The undeniable fact—and it is one that by itself 
effectually disposes of Christian claims—is that not 
only did Christianity not add to the existing store 
of knowledge, but it so discountenanced and fought 
against it that it sank out of men’s minds, almost 
ceasing to exist even as a memory. No one who has 
an adequate conception of the state of scientific 
knowledge as it existed six or seven hundred years 
after the establishment of Christianity will deny that 
it was in every respect lower than before the Chris
tian religion assumed power. Literally the scientific 
knowledge of antiquity had to be rediscovered, much 
as the palmntologist unearths the extinct forms of 
animal life, and reconstructs for us the fauna of a 
bygone epoch. And it is only stating the plainest of 
historic facts to say that the impetus towards a 
saner study of nature than that permitted by the 
Church owed absolutely nothing to Christianity 
either for its spirit or on the score of assistance. 
The impact of Mohammedan civilisation, which, 
because it was beyond Christian influences, had kept 
alive much of the spirit and results of ancient science, 
and the direct effect of Pagan learning at the period 
of renaissance, served to reawaken a spirit of 
healthful inquiry which the Church, powerfully as it 
fought, was never able to again crush. Left to the 
influences of Christianity alone, it is impossible to 
see how or when Europe would have emerged from 
the night of the Dark Ages.

This last consideration is one to which sufficient 
attention is not often paid. The historical knowledge 
of the average person is so slight, and wrong con
clusions on the subject are so carefully fostered, that 
because the revival of learning occurred in Chris
tendom it is taken to have been, in part at least, a 
product of Christian influences. A closer acquaint
ance with the period, however, proves that the 
Renaissance was essentially a revival of the old 
Pagan learning in both knowledge and spirit. In 
art, in literature, in the desire for civio freedom and 
dignity, as well as in the wish to acquire a more exact 
knowledge of nature, the best and most admirable 
features of the Renaissance were frankly Pagan. 
The Christianity of the intervening centuries repre
sented largely a break in the development of tho 
human intellect; a period to which no one looked for 
information, and in which no one sought for inspira
tion.

Mr. Tennant, as wo have seen, does not deny the 
evil influence of Christianity on scientific thought, 
although he does put in some sort of an apology for 
it. Some portion of this apology is so misleading as 
to almost involve positive falsehood. What, for 
example, is one to make of the following ?—

“  The superstitions which Christianity owed to their 
pagan culture, with regard to demoniacal agencies, 
charms, and magic, doubtless would retard the progress 
of sound views as to tha treatment of disease if viows 
of this kind were ever voiced. But such an attitude in 
Christian men cannot bo attributed to their Christianity.”

The last sentence is simply astounding; and to 
make it Mr. Tennant must possess a quite pheno
menal faith in the ignorance or credulity of his 
roaders. The doubt whether sound views as to the 
nature of disease “  were ever voiced ” evinces a 
strange lack of acquaintance with tho state of know
ledge existing in antiquity. Five hundred years 
before the Christian era Hippocrates had asserted 
that all madness was due to disease of the brain. 
Galen and others carried on the same teaching, and 
elaborated its application. Lucretius definitely 
ascribed all disease to natural causes. And what is 
more striking still, the development of medical and 
surgical science continued among the Mohammedans, 
while among the Christians it gave place to exorcism 
and miraole-cure. This last fact is really decisive. 
The Mohammedans actually built their medical 
science—from whom Europe gained a fresh start at
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a later period—upon the remains of the Pagan 
medical knowledge preserved at Alexandria. Chris
tians also had the same knowledge at their disposal, 
and the result was seen in its complete suppression, 
and the establishment of views that for centuries 
made plague and pestilence periodical visitors, and 
manufactured a dozen lunatics for every one for 
whom it provided shelter.

The attitude of Christian men towards disease, 
says Mr. Tennant, cannot he attributed to their 
Christianity. To what, then, are we to attribute 
their views ? Let it be granted for the moment that 
sound views on disease and general science did not 
exist among the ancients. The claim is that Chris
tianity effected a vast improvement in the world’s 
welfare. But if we consider all that is involved in 
such things as hygiene, the proper understanding of 
disease, and the general application of scientific 
knowledge to life, and as, admittedly, Christianity 
was altogether deficient in sound views on these 
matters, but, on the contrary, established and main
tained quite erroneous opinions, the impossibility of 
it having effected any improvement in the world’s 
affairs becomes manifest. For the whole truth is, 
as Buckle long since pointed out, that civilisation 
develops not so much by increased moral aspiration 
as by the growth of knowledge and its application 
to life.

It is difficult to believe that Mr. Tennant 
does not know that the attitude of the early 
Christians towards disease was directly based upon 
scriptural example and precept. From one end of 
the Bible to the other disease is universally regarded 
as of supernatural origin, to be treated by super
natural methods. The New Testament thoroughly 
enforces the same lesson. Among the most promi
nent works of the gospel Jesus is the healing of 
disease by a touch or by a word, the casting-out of 
devils from lunatics and epileptics. The cure of 
disease “  in my name ” was one of the special 
powers conferred upon the disciples by Jesus ; the 
explicit teaching is that “ the prayer of faith shall 
save the sick,” and last, but by no means least, Mr. 
Tennant belongs to a church which confers upon 
him at his ordination the power of curing the sick 
by supernatural methods. When, therefore, Origen 
said “ It is demons which produce famine, unfruitful
ness, corruptions of the air, and pestilences,” when 
Augustine said that “  All diseases of Christians are 
to be ascribed to demons,” when Tertullian de
nounced surgery because it desecrated the temple 
of the Holy Ghost, and when other Christian 
writers denounced the sinfulness of resorting to 
medicine to cure disease, they possessed the highest 
possible authority—for a Christian—for all they 
said and did. When, too, one finds a Christian 
clergyman, before an assemblage of clergymen, and 
in defiance of both historic and Christian teaching, 
making statements such as the one criticised, one 
need feel little surprise that the average person 
should be ill-informed on such matters. In other 
walks of life such wild statements would disqualify 
a man from taking any further part in public affairs. 
Here, the long-established practice of distorting the 
truth in the interests of Christianity supplies such 
people with a Bill of Indemnity.

There is only one other remark of Mr. Tennant’s 
that calls for observation. This, not so much 
because of what is said as on account of all that it 
implies. As we have seen, Mr. Tennant admits that 
in purely scientific matters Christianity, as such, 
had nothing to teach the world, but endorsed 
opinions that were already partly outgrown. It 
would also bo an easy task to prove that in the 
matter of morality teaching as good and as effective 
as anything in Christianity was current among non- 
Christian writings. But at least one would imagine 
that on the nature of the Bible and of religion 
Christianity would have been able to give the world 
reliable and useful information. How little it taught 
the world that was reliable, even in its own depart
ment, may be seen in the admission that “ the 
acquisition of a scientific knowledge of nature has

forced upon theology the recognition of the nn- 
tenability of her traditional view as to the authority 
of Scripture.” It is also conceded that science has 
rendered many other services to religion.

The position is really almost amusing. Here is & 
religion on behalf of which the most extravagant 
claims have been, and are, made. In its service are 
many thousands of professional speakers and writers 
who, in virtue of their office, have pronounced more 
or less dogmatically on social and scientific matters. 
Yet all the time more accurate views of the Bible 
and of religion have emanated not from those wbo 
stood forward as our teachers, but from those whose 
mind and studies have often enough been of a non- 
Christian, if not anti-Christian, character. And 
these more correct views have been “  forced ” upon 
the Christian Churches, not adopted by them, as the 
result of a healthy readiness to embrace troth. 
What, then, has been the use in maintaining for 60 
long a religious organisation that even in its own 
department has been incapable of giving the world 
anything worth having. If the more correct views 
of the Bible, of man, of the world, are the product of 
non-Christian criticism and research, is it not plftlIJ 
that theology represents a useless expenditure 
time and energy ? Nay, worse than useless, since to 
the fact that sounder views than the churches taught 
have been forced upon Christians we have to add the 
loss of time and ability, even of life, that has resulted 
from thinkers having to fight roligious obstruction 
every step of the way. All that the clergy, all that 
Christian organisations, even at their best and i° 
their most chastened moments, have ever been able 
to do is to follow in the rear of scientific workers» 
re-echoing teachings that have been “  forced ” upon 
them by a handful of brave, earnest workers. 
justify the expenditure of all the time, energy, add 
money that religious organisations involve, to justify 
the maintenance of an army of men 50,000 strong» 
these men and these organisations should be at leas 
the repositories of truths that could not be acquired 

their absence. Do any suoh truths exist ? 1 
there a single valuable element in modern life tba 
we owe to theology or to theological organisations 
I know of none. All along Christianity has play®“ 
the part of a parasite upon civilised society, demand 
ing nutriment, giving nothing in return, and securing 
the degradation of the organism on which it lives.

(To be concluded.) C’ CoIIEN‘

Notes on Tour.—I.

My last notes wore written from Sydney, and I b [ 
to record a severe drought over a great part 
Australia, and days of humiliation and prayer 
rain. Now weather conditions have swung roun1 
the other extreme, and devastating floods are ^  
rule over nearly the whole of the eastern coa? v0 
Queensland and N.S.W. Indeed, the floods n ^  
wrought quite as much havoc among the settlers ^  
did the drought. So clearly is everything seen. alia 
the handiwork of the Great Architect—in Anstr 
as elsewhere. Since these untoward happen1̂  
Jehovah has received reinforcements. Sir H 
Rawson, the gonial Governor of N.S.W., has, a teJ.pj 
request of the citizens, been granted a further ^  
of office, and he declares that it will bo his ai ^  
promote the glory of God in the State. . fw -  
Omnipotence cannot complain of any lack of g, 
rackers,” if I may use an Australian classical e*r
sion- . fftte °fSeveral well-known missionaries are in a sta 0
great perturbation. A few weeks ago, a subscriP ^  
list was opened in favor of our leading. orlC0Opie> 
Montague Noble. As we are a great sporting P £jje 
the money for this fund has simply rolled in, aDver»l 
soul-savers are asking where they come in. & foe 
of them have written long, whining letters 
Herald, pointing out that thousands can eas 
collected for a great cricketer, whilst it 18
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difficult to provide a modest £84 a year to send a 
Missionary to the poor heathen in New Guinea or 
the South Sea Islands. Though I admit that sporting 
°f every kind is overdone here, I am glad to say the 
great majority of Australians are much more con
cerned about the result of the test matches than 
Jout the destination of either their own souls or 
those of the “ little brown man." The young Aus
tralian’s answer to the missionary’s appeal is, 
‘ Bowled out!”

Even in far-off Australia a good deal of interest 
has been taken in the recent Boulter case, and 
numerous articles on Blasphemy have appeared in 
the Sydney papers—most of them betraying the 
nsual press ignorance both of blasphemy prosecutions 
n̂d of the law on this subject. The Daily Telegraph 

devotes two columns to a general discussion of blas
phemy, and an account of trials for that heinous 
crime. But no mention is made of the trial of 
Eorando Jones in Sydney in 1871. This man, whom 
t knew well, belonged to Parramatta, and was sen
tenced to twelve months’ imprisonment for saying 
cue Sunday afternoon in the local park that “ the 
t̂ °d of the Old Testament was a cruel, bloodthirsty 
Honster.” Owing to the efforts of David Buchanan, 
a member of the Legislative Assembly, Jones was 
released after serving one month. Nor is any refer
ence made in the Telegraph to the fact that the 
Criminal Law Amendment Act deals with blasphemy, 
enacting that nothing said in the way of bona-fide 
argument Bhall be deemed an offence. What the 

elegraph man doesn’t know about blasphemy amounts 
0 something considerable.

Coming to Victoria, I find the pious Argus—the 
typical “ granny” of Australian journalism—com- 
Pffiining bitterly of the small attendances at church 
°n the Sawbath, and calling upon the spiritual guides 
n ‘‘ bestir themselves and realise the gravity of the 

^nation.” Well, the Victorians cannot “ bestir 
hetnselves ” much further in the way of legislation, 
dr Sunday in Melbourne is already as close a day as 
he law can make it—hardly equalled in this respect, 

®° the much-travelled say, by the Puritanic States of 
merica, or Presbyterian Caledonia. The Bendigo 
vcrtiser takes a brutally commercial view of the 

pheity- of worshipers at “ divine service.” This 
durnal says that the fare provided is probably not 

th°f Pr‘ ce demanded, and another paper asserts 
f tffie average pulpit elocution in Australia would 

’I to gain a prize in any competition organised by a 
fair Society- Bat rea* explanation of the 
fa *n church attendance is to be found in the
CQ 6 advocates of Sabbatarianism do not
ghatitate anything like the majority that they think. 

°w ia it( t,hon, that they are able to dominate so 
^Pletely ? Simply because they are well organised, 

Co m opponents are not organised at all. I
j  h not help thinking, when I was in the city where 
of ii ®ymes worked so strenuously for our cause, 
Er ^0 way the veteran castigated the “ kid-glove 
joi^^Bfimrs,” a8 he called them, who would never 
bif< (.an  ̂organisation or assist in any fight against 

yffiry and intolerance.
Httf1 Adelaide, “  the oity of churches,” I heard very 
oc 6 worth recording; but here again a recent 
or„ r ênote shows the inestimable advantage of 
Iffic u ' ? 11, An Freethinker left £11,000 to 

Adelaide Branch of the Seoular Society—a 
u0w _' at one time vigorous and flourishing, but 
th0u a*m08t, if not quite, non-existent. It was 
ffiad . 8°me that the old members could have 
bq̂  0 a Ught for the money with chances of success; 
the j*etl lb was ascertained that, the will failing, 
decicj08} 6 Would go to two grandchildren, it was 
pe,.̂  0(1 not to contest the case. This course will 
the J ?  « « ¡ t  with general approval; but suppose 
Whĝ  0r.nAtive had been an escheat to the Crown, 
haVn a “ ^appointment and loss to our cause would

^“ resulted I
port^  -'n Berth, West Australia, the last Australian 
Sati0n18ltH  there never was any Freethought organi- 
Athei Van<̂   ̂ believe such a thing as a real live 

would indeed bo a rara avis in this part of

the world. This State, however, has been far from 
fortunate in its soul-savers. Quite recently a very 
prominent Methodist parson—an ex-President of the 
Conference—committed suicide, declaring that he 
had been persecuted to death. Another clergyman 
here acted similarly some months ago. I should not 
mention these matters were it not for the fact that 
several times lately the clergy and their hireling 
press have asserted that increase in suicides is due 
to the “ gloom which must be expected to follow a 
weakening of religions ties.” A D M c L a r e n .

Acid Drops.

Framjois Coppee, the French poet just dead, was a fighting 
Freethinker in the days of his strength. When his powers 
weakened, after a bad illness, he went back to Catholicism. 
It was simply a case of pathology.

Rev. Edward Floyer Noel Smith, of St. Mary’s Vicarage, 
Tottenham, left £7,395. Rather a sprat than a whale in the 
ocean of clerical wealth, but a bloated millionaire in com
parison with the preacher of the Sermon on the Mount. We 
are afraid that the deceased gentleman had to take the 
wrong turning.

Rev. Thomas Beaumont, of Oakley Lodge, Leamington, 
left £217,010. Not a sprat this, but a regular whale. How 
his blubber will burn in hell I We beg pardon— in Hades ! 
That is to say, if Christianity be true. But it isn’t, you 
know. And the clergy are well aware of the fact. Would 
they act as they do if they believed what they preach ?

Christian leaders have been misrepresenting Mr. Camp
bell’s view of “  sin ” — and “  even darker charges have been 
made against my personal character.” But that is “ a small 
matter.”  The terrible thing is misrepresenting his teaching 
about “  sin and as this has just been done for (say) the 
three-millionth time by the Bishop of Hull (not Hell, mind), 
Mr. Campbell says “  it is surely time that the lie was nailed 
to the counter.” The lie I Well, if it is a lie, let it bo called 
a lie. We have no objection whatever. But what a row the 
Christians have made from time to time when we have had 
occasion to use the same word I Hugh Price Hughes, for 
instance, crawled out of the awkward position into which 
we had placed him by exposing his Atheist Shoemaker 
story, on the ground that he couldn’t possibly discuss with 
a vulgar Atheist who used such a dreadful word as a “ lie.” 
His dear friend—and colleague in that business—George 
Jacob Holyoake, backed up the reverend gentleman’s 
objection. And the sweet Christites rolled their eyes 
piously up to heaven at the thought of our awful behavior. 
It is shocking wickedness to use the word “  lie ”  about a 
man of God; and only Atheists used such abominable 
language at all. So they pretended. But the word was in 
common use by themselves. We noted case after case in 
the Freethinker at the time. Yet it was no use. Christians 
might stoal a sheep, whilo Freethinkers might not look over 
a hedge. And the same thing went on when wo called 
Torrey a liar for deliberately slandering the characters of 
Thomas Paine and Colonel Ingersoll. That ho had lied 
could hardly bo disputed, but to call him a liar was so 
vulgar! Yes, becauso the liar was a Christian, and his 
accuser was an Atheist. Here we have Mr. Campbell using 
the word “  lie ” against a follow Christian—or, as he might 
prefer to call him, a Christian fellow ; aud nobody will take 
him to task or call him a 11 vulgar disputant.”  It is just the 
same, by the way, in regard to “ blasphemy.” Freethinkers, 
and Freethinkers only, are punishable for violating “ the 
decencies of controversy.” Christians may violato thorn as 
freely as they please. In other words—for that is what it 
comes to —the Christians aro the biggest hypocrites on 
earth.

Lord Hugh Cecil spoke at the annual meeting of the 
Christian Evidence Society. His subject was sin. It was 
entirely appropriate to the audience and the occasion.

Good old L iverpool! By a majority of 66 to 28 the City 
Council has decided against Sunday music in the parks. 
One of the speakers against it, Dr. Utting, lot the cat out of 
the bag— tail and all. “  The found in Liverpool,” he said, 
“ the clergymen of the Church of England and other denomi
nations were strongly opposed to Sunday music in the parks, 
feeling that it would have a prejudicial effect upon the 
attendance of children at Sunday-school.”  Professional 
interest— naked and unashamed !



342 THE FREETHINKER May 31. 1908

The late earthquakes around Mount Etna destroyed or 
severely injured nearly every dwelling-house within an area 
of six square miles. They also destroyed the boundary 
walls of the vineyards, while the crops were overwhelmed 
by débris from the fiery craters. To show its impartiality, 
“ Providence ”  allowed the big church at Ammalati to fall 
in, and several other sanctuaries to totter.

More “  Providence.”  A tornado that swept across West 
Louisiana laid the town of Gilliam in ruins. The whole oil 
region was devastated. Over a hundred people were killed 
and nearly a thousand injured. “ He doeth all things well.”

The train that was wrecked in Belgium last week, with 
such a shocking list of killed and injured, was carrying 
pilgrims. “  Providence ” again !

The Bible League is still in existence, and has just held 
its annual meetings. Composed of blind believers, its utter
ances are bound to be irrational. Giving modern knowledge 
the go-by, stifling the voice of reason, and despising the 
dictates of common sense, it glories in its ability to be still 
loyal to the ancient orthodoxy. The Bible Leaguers are the 
only Christians now left in England, all others who call 
themselves such being falsifiers of the truth and wicked 
blasphemers. Our only comfort is that, although there is a 
live Dean among them, they are intellectually so out of court 
as to be incapable of any real mischief.

, Even on his own showing the Rev. Dr. Wardlaw-Tbomp- 
: son’s plea for foreign mission defeats itself. In his address 
from the Chair of the Congregational Union, he made two 
fatal admissions. In the first place, he contended that the 
heathen will not burn for ever in hell even if they do not 
get the Gospel of Christ. In the second place, he conceded 
that it cannot truthfully be said that the Pagan world >3 
morally in a much, if any, worse plight than Christendom. 
Then, in the name of common sense, why send men out to 
reform foreign countries when our own country is confessedly 
not one whit better than they, if in some respects as good •

With those significant admissions from the Chairman of 
the Congregational Union in mind, one can see the force ot 
Professor George Adam Smith’s pathetic appeal, in h’S 
sermon on behalf of the Colonial Missionary Society, not to 
hamper the efforts of missionaries by allowing reports ot 
how badly Christianity is doing its work at home to reach 
the heathen. But such reports, being true, cannot be with
held. Besides, Japan, China, and India are beginning to 
find out for themselves that Christian civilisation is by no 
means the fine, ideal product they have been taught to 
regard it.

Mr. W. W. Astor's new residential hotel—the Apthorpe-j" 
in New York consists of magnificent suits of flats. Accord
ing to the newspapers, the hotel is to be barred against 
Jews. Yet we understand that Mr. Astor worships a dean 
Jew as a God.

The Rev. Dr. Ambrose Shepherd, of Glasgow, has just 
presented the world with a brand new definition of Atheism, 
a definition calculated to revolutionise the whole thinking of 
the immediate future on the subject. Preaching the annual 
sermon of the London Missionary Society in the City 
Temple, he said: “  Atheism, which means inhumanity.” 
This definition will surely commend itself to British Secu
larists as etymologically the correctest, ethically the sanest, 
and religiously the most charitable ever framed. They will 
glory in this charming new name— Inhumanists. This is 
what we are, Dr. Shepherd says so, and a man of God is 
always right, and let us not forget i t ; Atheists =  Inhumanists.

Speaking seriously, we challenge this Glasgow sky-pilot to 
justify his definition. We earnestly call upon him to mention 
one community of Atheists in which inhumanity flourished 
unchecked from within. There is at least one society of 
pure Atheists in his own c ity ; has he the audacity to say 
that that society is characterised by its inhumanity ? Does 
not Dr. Shepherd know that if you scratch almost any 
criminal, in or out of prison, you will find a Theist and, 
most likely, a Christian ? Tho reverend gentleman has more 
than once declined to meet a representative Atheist in 
debate; and yet he did not hositato to lie about Athoism 
from the Coward’s Castle. We ask him, as an honest man, 
either to produce the verifying facts, or to withdraw this 
wicked definition.

The Rev. S. Chadwick is a 11 whole-hogger.” The Bible 
alone is enough for him, and naturally ho thinks it should 
also be enough for others. “  There is,” he says, “  no 
problem of any condition of life, or anything, the 
solution of which will not be found in the principles laid 
down in this Book— questions of money, questions of work 
and wages, questions of manual labor, questions of social 
and political economy.” Now, this is what ono may call a 
believer. We notice that the Times is offering to supply an 
elaborate edition of the Bible on the instalment Bystem. 
Perhaps Mr. Chadwick has been interviewing Mr. Hooper, 
and the Times intends the Bible to take the place of the 
Encyclopedia Britannica.

Christians deplore the fact that churches and chapels are 
being abandoned by the mass of the people. London 
sanctuaries, which were crowded to the doors loss than 
twenty years ago, are less than half-filled to-day. Tho 
explanation is to be found in the fact that intelligent folk 
are getting unutterably sick and tired of the sheer nonsense 
served out to them from the pulpit. The other Sunday 
evening, the minister of a large and beautiful Nonconformist 
chapel, situated in a populous district, discoursed to a very 
small congregation on Isaiah x x x v .; and when boiled down, 
all he said amounted to th is : “  Human experience without 
God in it is a cold, dry, barren wilderness; human experi
ence with God at it is centre is a mirage converted into a 
pool, a desert rejoicing and blossoming as the rose.”  That 
sermon had not the remotest connection with the tex t; and 
it was palpably false from start to finish. Is it any wonder 
that the chapel was not even two-thirds full ?

Margaret M'Caffery, a Birkenhead cook, and a religi®uS 
maniac, was found fatally injured on the Wirral Railway. 
The jury found that there was not evidence enough to show 
how she fell out of the train. In a letter found upon bet 
she wrote : “  There must be more devotion to our Bless®0 
Lady ” — meaning the Virgin Mary. Margaret M’Caffery 3 
own devotion to that personage does not seem to have dou® 
her much good.

How well informed Christian critics are ! A writer in the 
Methodist Times says that the writers who have taught an° 
who still propagate Socialism, are mainly Agnostics, Infidel?’ 
and Atheists. This may be true, but the proof offered i 
peculiar. The names cited are Paine, Voltaire, RousseaUi 
Bradlaugh, Ingersoll, and Blatchford. The first three wer 
Deists, and the last only is a Socialist. Christian proof, h» 
Christian truth, is something peculiar to itself.

Mr. R. J. Campbell says, “  It rests with tho Churches ot 
this land to say what the future civilisation is going to ® ' 
Is it to be Christian or is it not ? ”  It rests with * 
Churches 1 We rather fancy Mr. Campbell has omitted tn 
Chinese themselves. It is just possible they may have 
word to say on the subject. _

Presuming the conversation to bo genuine, someone h 
been “  taking a rise ” out of Professor George Adam Son • 
Preaching in the City Temple the other day, this gentlem3  ̂
narrated a conversation he had had with a Mohammed 
official. Professor Smith remarked that “  tho finest (o*oi^  
justice is not to oppress other religions, and not to slay 0 
persecute a man because God has not yet given him 5° ,g 
faith.”  With this the Mohammedan agreed, and addod, ‘ * 
a lesson hard to learn, and to be true at tho same time ^°^°o0 
own religion. You Christians seem to bo tho only people ^  
earth that have learnt it.”  The Mohammodan must 
been a bit of a wag, and Professor Smith must be '] 
impervious to satire. As a matter of fact, religmn 
religion, and with equal opportunities for persecu r 
Mohammedanism has been far more tolerant than 
Christianity has been. Spain under the Crescent and 
under the Cross, is a good case in point. Christians . 
liavo ceased to persecute while the opportunity for Pcr^joD- 
tion offered itself, and have not ceased oven to-day. j0 
conformists, of whom Professor Smith is one, never cea 
cry out about the persecuting policy of tho E stab1 
Church in this country, and of the Roman Church elseW 
And the attitude of Christians generally toward® , 
Christians usually displays as much persecution as c*rjjav® 
stances permit. The follower of the Prophet mus* Qi 
indulged in a broad smile after the sober Scotch l ’r0 ofga. 
had gone his way. Assuming, of course, that the c<??Vrabl® 
tion really took place. But we must confess to coosm g " 
suspicion about the larger number of these “ experie jS -0 
served from the pulpit. Tho amount of truth tbere^ ^jg 
them when they concern Freethinkers, we know, 
knowledge doos not encourago faith in the rest. Aiergo®3 
pulpit is a place in which men’s ideal of truth uu 
a wonderful transformation.
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Professor Smith also credited Christianity with having 
secured perfect freedom in India for all religions. We 
should much like to know in what way Christianity is 
responsible for this. Those who know the history of our 
relations with India know that the bigotry of Christians in 
India has always been one of the most dangerous factors in 
ĥe situation. Christian bigotry played no small part instirrin.g up the Mutiny, and it was only against severe 

Pressure from organised Christian bodies that the government 
India instituted and carried out its policy of freedom 

towards religions of all descriptions, and patronage to none.

Rev, R, F. Horton, like other men in his profession, lets 
ft truth out now and then. In his sermon last Sunday on 
the Corrosive Press ”  he said that “  signs of corrosion were 
eepmg into r30 pages 0f 80tne 0f the established newspapers, 

“eluding some of the so-called religious journals.”  But why 
^so-called” ? Dr. Horton also said that “ an enormous 

tuber of people were fed on lies.”  That is because they 
ere brought up on lies—in their childhood, by Christian 

teachers.

The “  corrosive press ”  is unfaltering in the support it 
8Ives to Christianity. It steadily boycotts Freethought and 
8 steadily advertises Christianity. It knows the kind of 

People that Christianity develops, it knows the type of mind 
. at luxuriates in Church and Chapel, and it rails in, and 

the name of Jesus, grabs the profits. And surely Dr. 
orton, who desires to see Freethinkers shut out of human 

th°f ou§Rt to feel a little gratitude for those journals 
Unb p°{ carefully keeP their readers from contact with

. Horton says that some of these papers actually organise 
“Ugelistic missions, import “  boy preachers ”  and “  girl 

to n.<rors'"  and arrange that half the collections shall be given 
either the agency or the preachers. This may be true 

Coll • ’ ^  ** k° no êR that Hi*s can only be done in
¡n U8lon with church or chapel, and that the religious papers 

ariably writo up Buck missions, and print glowing 
0f 0Unts of the “  wonderful results ”  that accrue. All lies, 
co C3nrse> but all part of the religious machinery of the 
half - Consider how the religious world “  worked "  poor, 
iuf 1D8ano Evan Roberts. Consider how it wroto up the 

atnous Torroy. Now it is admitted that those missions 
Puhr la s t ly  failures ; but tho religious press, too, knows its 
bor fC’ Hs Bourbon habit of neither learning wisdom 
aoj orsak'nf? folly. Dr. Horton cannot both have his cake 
and °a" ^  ko wishes people to be intelligently truthful
be ru n.oly moral he must bo prepared for their ceasing to 
Serv tL8^ an‘ H Re will have them Christian, if he will 
fhe'° ^leni UP mythology for history, and place obstacles in 
eQ Way of getting an intelligent view of life, if ho will 
of Ura.e° them to seek tho montally stupefying dissipation 
pt: 'B8lon service and prayer-meeting, he must not bo sur- 
t0 0 ‘ f they becomo tho dupeB of any charlatan that cares 
P t o d f 8 ° on *kem. The public, such as it is, is largely a 
¿fig Uc* °f Christian influences; and if wo are to have a 
On if6nt Public wo must modify tho influences that operato 
sJta t "  corrosive press ” is not a disease, but a
ScrirPt0tn ’ antf *f the Amalgamated Press retorted with a 
<  °f articles on “  The Corrosive Creed " it could provide 
Wh0° Very lively reading. Only, in that case, the Christians 

bow buy would ceaso to purchase.

tho ft 7 ° V' Moyer, writing in that curious production, 
of the ^ Maif Year Book o f  the Churches, pays the Savior 
trottCrW?rM a strango complimont. This reverend globe- 
bos8 3ruits tho prosont serious arrost of tho saving busi- 
butii g D<1 ^cploros i t ; but tho Churches must wait patiently 
the jj. 1110 Spurgeon or Wesloy or Dale turns up, and becomos 
'lesuf, p,ns. °f spiritual revival and quickening. What prico 
P°Wer j lr. 'a n d  tho Holy Ghost ? Tho former said that all 
and yet" luayen and on earth had been, imparted to him ; 
''Vork iH’ 'Jbabipotont and all-loving though ho be, tho glorious 
any § at a standstill, and worse, because thero is no longer 
and eve"80011 ° r Wo8,0y or Dale * Ha*1 Moyer is hero, there, 
^ “sley ryvTbcre —won’t ho do as well as any Spurgeon, 
***#,«. or Hale ? In any case, tho Divino soul-saver 

°ur sincerost p ity !

>P8ndil!Pa 'bust ho won for Christ, at whatever cost, and as 
rjlt whv n P088*blo,” cry tho Churches with a loud voice. 
,, a*l the nti °P®aking for tho Licensing Bill, at tho Albert 
. Great bor day, the editor of the Methodist Times 
tu*‘b will1* , n mu8t come up to tho levol of China.” 

out—occasionally.

Awd.

said
The

on o ry writes another letter from Tokio to the 
Tbo Character of the Japanese.”  After pointing

out how the Japanese are rapidly correcting certain faults 
of theirs, of which they had become conscious, the Bishop 
says that “  we English need to learn something of the 
peculiar virtues of Japan, and unlees we do learn them the 
result to the British Empire may be disastrous, and that 
quickly.” Individual selfishness, for instance, must not 
stand against national interest. It is this sense of social 
discipline which makes Japan so powerful in peace and so 
formidable in war. “  The Japanese have still,”  the Bishop 
says, “  those excellent qualities in which they startled us by 
being manifestly superior to ourselves, and they are making 
rapid progress in those in which they are our pupils.”  What 
a confession for a Christian Bishop to make, with respect to 
a Heathen nation, nearly two thousand years after the birth 
of Christianity !

“  The Spirit always answers the prayers which he himself 
prompts,” says a man of God. Then the Spirit must be a 
wretchedly poor prompter. The reverend gentleman con
tinues : “  Sisera's chariots may number 900, but Jehovah's 
chariots are 20,000, and wo know where the victory lies.” 
So do we; we learn it from history. And yet ministers will 
deliver themselves of such unutterable twaddle. It is all 
they have.

How many Christians have raised their eyes in holy 
horror at the title of Mr. Foote’s pamphlet, Was Jesus 
Insane ? Mr. Foote’s offence, however, was Bimply being in 
advance of his time. Some men get up early, and others 
wait till the world is well warmed. Intellectually speaking, 
Mr. Foote belongs to the former class. That explains all the 
ostracism and persecution he has suffered. But he will have 
his revenge, living or dead, and what does it matter which ? 
His question about the sanity of Jesus— that is, the Jesus 
of the four Gospels— is being asked now by others. We 
see from our Paris contemporary, La Raison, that Dr. Binet- 
SaDgle, professor at the School of Psychology, has written 
“  a remarkable work ”  on La Folie de Jesus. The author 
treats Jesus as a physical and mental degenerate. So much 
we see from the notice in La Raison. We shall see more in 
the book itself as soon as we are able to obtain it from Paris.

Wo really don't see why “  blasphemy ” prosecutions should 
bo confined to Freethinkers. Somoof the clergy are sadly in 
need of a castigation. Take the Rev. S. Chadwick, for 
instance. This gentleman preached to the Mayor and Cor
poration of Southampton recently in tho East-street Wesleyan 
Church, and we have been favored with tho report of his 
sermon in the Southern Daily Echo. Mr. Chadwick said, 
“  Creation groans, the saints groan, God groans.”  It was a 
groaning business altogether, and the roverend gentleman 
certainly took his share in the doleful concert. But he 
wound up in this blasphemous fashion :—

“ I used to wonder why the millennium was so long 
coming. If the evangelisation of the world had been com
mitted to a syndicate of smart business men it would have 
been done much quicker. Why does God not hurry up and 
get it done? For tho simple reason that the Omnipotent 
cannot move one step faster than the Church is prepared 
to go.”

We quite agree with tho preacher on one point. A smart 
syndicate of business men, having at command the im
mense incomo of all the various Christian bodies, would 
make much quicker progress with tho ovangolisation of the 
world. With all that money, indeed, thoy would soon per- 
suado most people— who, as Carlyle said, are fools— to 
believe in Mother Hnbbard, Bluebeard, or Jack-and-the-Bean- 
stalk— which are all as credible as tho Rosurrccted Christ. 
What wo havo to complain of is Mr. Chadwick’s “  blas
phemy ”  against tho Almighty. Fancy this groaning little 
pulpit-banger giving God tho tip to hurry up 1 Fancy his 
counter-stating that the Church sets the paco to the 
Omnipotent 1 The Lord God Almighty can’t go any faster 
than Chadwick and Co. choose to lot him 1 Why, the 
Bonlter "b lasphem y”  was nothing to this. Mr. Justice 
Phillimore ought to make tho Southampton “  blasphomer " 
givo an undertaking not to repeat his offence.

If tho clergy go on in this way we shall seriously think of 
retiring on an old-age pension. They will bo able to run the 
Freethinker so much better than wo can. There would be 
more “  blasphemy ”  in it in ono week, undor their manage
ment, than under ours in twolvo months. Perhaps they 
might givo us a job as sub-editor, to tone down their 
“  blasphemy ”  a bit, for tho sako of the woaker brethren, 
such as Infidels and Atheists.

With his usual disregard of accuracy, tho Rev. F. C 
Spurr, speaking at the annual meeting of the Christian 
Evidence Society, declared that “  science itself is on the side 
of Theism.” We ask, which science ? Lord Kelvin admitted



344 THE FREETHINKER Mat 31, 19°8

that physical science knows nothing of God. He was him
self a physicist. But being also a Theist, he maintained 
that the science of biology pointed to the existence of God. 
Then a whole host of biologists came forth and affirmed that 
their science took no note of a deity. Will Mr. Spurr tell 
us, in specific terms, which science is on the side of Theism, 
and give us his authorities in that particular science ?

But Mr. Spurr was quite right when he said that “ the 
great battle of the immediate future will rage over the science 
of comparative religion.”  This science proves that there 
are thousands of Christs, and that they are all wonderfully 
like one another. Virgin Births and Besurrections are as 
common as blackberries at the end of summer. To prove 
the Divinity of the Christ of Christendom, and leave all the 
others in the lurch, is now a natural impossibility. It is a 
miracle which not all the Christian Evidence lecturers in 
the world are able to perform. They have already tried 
their hands at it, and ignominiously failed.

After all, the fate of the Franco-British Exhibition as 
regards Sunday opening is not yet decided. Mr. Kiralfy 
stated recently that if there were an adequate expression of 
public opinion in its favor the directors would do their best 
to give it effect. So far, good. The difficulty lies in getting 
a proper expression of opinion from those who are in favor 
of the opening. Church and Chapel have an easy means of 
securing a vote in one direction, whereas those who would 
vote in the other can only express their opinion individually. 
If the directors could only be induced to look at the matter 
from a reasonable point of view, we fancy they would find 
that the British public— to say nothing of our French 
visitors—would show their approval by visiting the exhibi
tion in sufficient numbers to justify the experiment.

Of course, letters against the opening of the exhibition 
still continue to appear. Most of these writers profess to be 
gravely concerned over the effect such an opening would 
have on English morals. As English morality appears to be 
so delicate a thing, we would suggest to Mr. Kiralfy a way 
out of the difficulty. A notice might be prominently dis
played at all the entrances to the effect that the exhibition 
was only opened for such as possessed a moral character 
strong enough to stand the strain of listening to a baud, 
walking in the grounds, or visiting an art collection on 
Sunday. Then Christians would bo fully warned of the 
risk they were running and could stay away.

the collection plate as an evil to be avoided if possible- 
This is too bad. When the collection fails the Church 1 
indeed on its last legs. And buttons won’t do.

A scholarly-looking man, of shabby genteel appearance' 
was charged before a London magistrate the other day W1 
peddling without a certificate. He had been trying to se 
text cards from door to door, and he imagined that he wa 
free to do this in a Christian country, but the magistrate ha 
to remind him that the chief thing here was the la ' 
Prisoner claimed to be the composer of the Queen’s favor' 
hymn tune, “  Peace, perfect peace,”  but he was “  financial I 
defunct.” He asked for some assistance from the poor bo > 
but he was told to ask at the proper tim e; whereupon 
remarked that the Bible said “  Give in season and out o 
season.” But it didn’t come off. This is not a Cbristia 
country, after all.

Queen’s College students, Belfast, are supposed to be 
Christians, and we daresay they are, for they act as sue • 
They attacked a Christian Science meeting in the Exhibn 
tion Hall the other day, pouring volleys of stones throng  ̂
the windows, and “  raising hell ”  generally. How curious i 
is, by the way, that the students of Christian Colleges al
so rowdy ! At Edinburgh, for instance, the medical studen • 
are a riotous lot, but when the very worst rows happen tu 
inhabitants (and the police) always know it is the divin* j 
students. They take the cake.

Rev. Dr. Aked, the sentimental semi-Socialist preacher 
who went over from Liverpool to New York to take charg 
of a millionaires’ Church at a big salary, has just be 
appealing to John D. Rockefeller, who is a member of b 
congregation. “ Everything has progressed,”  he 8®J ' 
“  except Christianity.” Well, that's true. And how <*o 
the reverend gentleman propose to alter it?  Why, in “ 
good old way. “ Give us money,”  he cries. Millionair 
must provide the funds to make Christianity a succo. • 
No matter how they get i t ! There’s no tainted mouei 
where religion is concerned. Yes, but will money 
everything? Will it overcomo “ the stupidity of " j 
clergy ”— which Mr. Aked indicates as another cause 
failure? We doubt it. You can give a fool a big baB̂  
account, but you can’t make him wise. Mr. Aked 1* . 
case in point. Ho is worse than ever since he took * 
well-paid job in New York.

The Dean of Canterbury deeply regrets that one of the 
papers issued by the Pan-Anglican Congress contains the 
following sentence :—

“ There is a growing disposition to recognise that geology 
and other sciences compel us to a theory of our planet and 
of the whole universe which is at variance with the descrip
tion of creation given in the first chapter of Genesis.”

That there should only bo a "  growing disposition ”  to 
recognise as true that which every schoolboy ought to be 
well acquainted with is sufficiently deplorable ; but that tho 
statement quoted should shock an eminent churchman is 
enough to disgust one with English public opinion— or it 
would be if one did not realise what intellectual fossils the 
mass of our spiritual leaders are.

Some yoars ago we doalt with the case of Mr. H- 
Reade, who published a romantic story of his own conv 
sion from “ infidelity ”  to Christianity. This romantic st® 
has been faked up afresh from time to time, and it u. r 
contains some astonishing “ facts ” concerning the S e e n , 
party in the early eighties. It states, for instance,
“  half of tho members of tho Secular Society, led by * 
Besant and Dr. Aveling, renounced their anti-Chris 
crusade and joined the Socialists.” There is not a par .¡. 
of truth in this statement. Mrs. Bosant was a? a Bd 
Christian nearly all the time that she was a Social18®’ ^ 
she only parted from the N. S. S. aftor Bradlaugb’s d ° ^  
in the early ninoties. Dr. Avoling was a pronounced 
active Athoist to the last day of his life.

“  We preachers cannot fill tho churches now,”  sighs the 
Rev. W. J. Stobart, vicar of Carisbrooke, Isle of Wight. He 
recommends a “  dash of pepper ”  in the sermons “  to wake 
up the listeners.”  So that those who do go to church find 
it difficult to keep awake.

The Bishop of London is not a wit, but he is a comical 
figure, all the same. He raises laughter— at his own expense. 
The other day, at the annual conference of the Mothers’ 
Union, he stated that he was one of a family of boys, three 
of whom were ordained, and “  those who had not been 
ordained were the more religious.”  Of course the mothers 
present laughed at this unhappy revelation, which seems to 
bear out tho old proverb, “  The nearer the church the farther 
from God.”

“  It seems difficult,”  the Daily Telegraph says, "  to get 
young men to volunteer for the mission field, more especially 
if the climate of the particular station does not possess the 
best of reputations.”  Missionaries want a good job, and a 
lasting one. Speedy emigration to heaven is not an alluring 
prospect. The Glory Song is all very well, hut no one wants 
to start it too soon.

According to the Rev. L. D. Evans, vicar of St. Aidan’s, 
South Shields, “  Too many people have come to look upon

Rev. Charles Price, pastor of the Strict Baptist ^  
munity, Dunmow, Essex, having sought tho Lord’s a ^  
on the matter, summoned his wife for assault, “ h® ^
knocked him over and called him an old devil; , ajec*
him very much, for he was not a devil, though ho P1® ft0(3, 
guilty to being soventy. Mrs. Price, on tho other ^  
stated that her husband had kept her without f°01- ¡¡¡y
money, and that she would have starved but for the c 
of neighbors. The Bench found that an assault was ^ 
mitted. and bound her over to keep tho peace for six n*° fijje 
which she will not find so difficult, as she doclaros tn ^ e 
won’t live with him again. Pious people quarrel jus 
the unregonerato.

pli/abs^
Mabel Truelovo, who threw a cup of vitriol over r“  . oiCb 

Robertson, tho matron of Reading Gaol, selected j1 0 of 
for the performance. Such is tho sanctifying influx 
religion 1

Bolt®11
Mr. George Harwood, M.P., has been tolling a jyfr. 

audience that “  twenty yoars ago he used to spea» ^  ¿lie 
Bradlaugh’s Hall of Science, and met tho sceptici«111 encS- 
time.”  Used to speak! The expression implies r̂ec\  ̂ {&• 
'We were well acquainted with tho Hall of Science, a,jjeCtip£l 
quently lectured there ourselves, but we have no / t o e > i0, 
of Mr. Harwood. Perhaps someono will ask him *°
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements,

June 7, N. S. S. Conference, Manchester.

To Correspondents.

Gohen’s L ecture E ngagements.—May 31, a. and e., Parlia- 
ment Hill.—Address : 241 High-road, Leyton.
• Roleffs.—Yes, we quite understand that Stones, the Protes
t'd missionary, who has to pay that five shillings a week for 

S1*teen years, is the man who used to disturb Freethought 
? eetings in Liverpool, and who was a colleague of the Rev. 
George Wise.
Gechmere.—Thanks for cuttings.

°Mr 1>atters° n.—Who is the man who goes about Glasgow 
oiling the public that “ Mr. Foote deserted his wife and co- 
abited with another woman ”  7 Hasn’t he a name ? Why 
on t you give it? And why don’t you ask him for particulars? 
o should like to have them. Please obtain them, and send 

nem on. And if the man can’ t give them, tell him plainly 
that he is -a  Christian.
• R raufield —We quite agree with you that Freethinkers 

ould rnaae more use of the press in ventilating their opinions,
n<i are glad to see that your pressure on the journal mentioned 

^ au the effect of shaming it into a little fairness.
• /acob.-—Asking “  what we are here for ” postulates a certain 

^  onclusion in the form of a question.
' W- Anderson-—(1) The only difference that we are able to see 

ween Atheism and Agnosticism is a difference of tempera- 
„ eid. Some people are bolder than others. That is all.

°th the Atheist and the Agnostic are “ without God in the 
^orld." To have a God is to be a Theist. (2) Robert Burns 
, 15 not a Christian in any honest sense of the word. We 

j  ave never said that he was an Atheist.
® President’ s H onorarium F und: Previously acknowledged, 

j, onations, £105: Annual Subscriptions, £182 IDs. Gd. 
received since.—G. L. B., 5s.; W. P. Murray, 2s. Od. ; H. M. W|dgway, £ i.
• Gregory.—Pleased to have your letter. The suggestion shall

Kbe remembered.
ft p 1Ieniiem o n .— See paragraphs. Thanks

■Win— Pleased to see Reynolds' standing so firmly for Secular
Education.V. p

yx, QE-—It will be the best course.
» • D „ ._ 8orry.

atil°IAVICK'—Thanks for your trouble, but he is not worth ^swerm g.
q j  AI,I*i-s.—Seo “  Acid Drops.”  Thanks.

Thanks for your encouraging letter. Glad to know 
*ectu/°U’ aS We"  as y°ur '1U8I)anlI. “  greatly enjoy ”  our 

A. A. p Q
q ' See “  Acid Drops." We hope it will prove grateful. 

you"'?'ANN.—We don’ t suppose you will have an answer, but if 
atten'!0 ,We ®RaR be glad to see it. Sorry you were unable to 

ty ^ d the N. S. S. Social. Better luck, perhaps, next time.
—Enclosure handed to shop manager. We dealt 

few „ . caBe °f H. M. Reade some years ago. Thoro aro a 
Ait0f a.1.na °f fact to a bushel of fancy in his account of himself, 
to Ch ■ ’ ,)vliat does it matter if he did come •* From Atheism 
the ,ern‘f  "  ̂ Thousands of Freethinkers, including nearly all

w,

w. 1 'ead 
P.B,

firs, have come from Christ to Atheism.
ftn,XT — Thanks again for cuttings.

dnim - A- '!• Waldron’s opinions on any subject are utterly 
Chfjgj^adt. Whether he settles the Christadelphian, or the 

A. jj ac*filphian settles him, is a matter of indifference to us.
la* -'~Thanks for the reference.

Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 
^8* ^ ”8don-atreet, E.C.

Rkcui.ar Society’s office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 
bsTTsag 8don-streot, E.C.

2 Gie Editor of the Freethinker Bhould be addressed
^CaBGe-stroet, FarringdoD-street, E.C.

8tr6f„  NoticebF n---- ' muat reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
'^fitted by first post Tuesday, or they will not be 

' 4i*NDs yy],
r, Parkin,, send us newspapers would enhance the favor by

r*Rs f Pas8afi08 to which they wish us to call attention. 
*‘8hiD„°5, *‘ teraturo should be sent to the Freethought Pub- 

p 9tteet p °mPany, Limited, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
^ f̂iNs'fg ' . '  antI not the Editor.

1, afind6;,111;^ '08 I°r literature by stamps are specially requested
84 R r e e t r enny ,tamP‘ -
l ? Ce’ be forwarded direct from the publishing

ft 8a-Cd.. , free, at the following rates, prepaid:—One year, 
ttJt °r A * year. 5s. 3d. j three months, 2s. 8d.
46*Jiag t„aVltRTI8B“ KNTs: Thirty words, Is. Gd.; every suc- 
tn • v, 1Tor<f8' 6d. Displayed Advertisements :—One inch, 
ettt>s foe . 1 °°lnmn, £1 2s. Gd. ; column, £2 5s. Special

r8Petitions.

Sugar Plums.

The National Secular Society’s Annual Conference takes 
place next Sunday (Whit-Sunday) in the Secular Hall, 
Rusholme-road, All Saints, Manchester. There will be two 
business sittings, at 10.30 and 2.30, and a public meeting at 
7, which will be addressed by Messrs. Foote, Cohen, Lloyd, 
Davies, etc.

Delegates or individual members who are going to the 
Conference, and who require accommodation at hotels or 
otherwise, should lose no time in communicating with the 
Branch Secretary, Mrs. E. M. Pegg, 15 Mytton-street, Hulme, 
Manchester.

The tickets for the luncheon at the Merchant's Hotel, 
Oldham-street, Piccadilly, between the morning and after
noon sittings of the Conference, are 2s. each; and, as the 
number of Beats at the tables is limited, early application 
should be made, by those who would not like to be disap
pointed, to the General Secretary, Miss E. M. Vance, 2 New
castle-street, London, E.C.

The Manchester Branch is arranging au outing for the 
Monday for the benefit of delegates and visitors. There is 
to be a Circular Drive to Knutsford, in Cheshire, and back, 
through as fine a country as any in England. Tickets for 
the drive are 2s. 6d. each. Hot lunch at Knntsford another 2s. 
In this case, too, the number is limited, and early application 
should be made to Mrs. Pegg.

Our appeal last week on behalf of the Fund which is being 
raised for the benefit of the aged widow and daughters 
of the late Gerald Massey, has brought us the following 
subscriptions:— Major John C. Harris, R.E., £ 5 ; J. W. de 
Caux, 10s. 6d .; H. M. Ridgway, £ 1 ; G. W. Foote, £1 Is.

Mr. Bernard Shaw took to praising the late Samuel Butler, 
and especially his W ay o f  All Flesh. Mr. Shaw wrote as if 
he were the “  discoverer ” of Butler. But he wasn’t. We 
were before him in the Freethinker, having given extracts 
in our columns from the Way o f  All Flesh when it was first 
published in 1903. It is a very remarkable book and full of 
Freethought, containing remorseless studies of religious 
temperament and character. We are glad to see it forming 
the first volume of Mr. Fifiold’s new and cheaper edition of 
Butler’s writings. We wonder if The Fair Haven will be 
included.

“  The report of his work in Kansas City, Mo., by Dr. J. E. 
Roberts of the Church of This World is encouraging. The 
eleventh year of the meetings, which close on the second 
Sunday in May, has been one of exceptional prosperity, says 
a paragraph in Dr. Roberts’s magazine, Here and Now. Two 
lectures havo been delivered each month since October, 1907, 
and on every occasion tho Shubert Theatre, which Beats 
eighteen hundred, has been crowded to the doors. An effort 
will now bo made to raise sufficient funds to warrant the 
holding of mootings every Sunday next season.” — Truth- 
seeker (New York).

Mr. M. M. Mangasariau sends us with “  greetings ”  the 
Program of the Independent Religious Society’s servico on 
April 19. The “  Opening Selection,” after tho organ recital, 
was the following :—

“  I hear through the ages the marching footsteps of the 
great army of Progress. I salute the nameless, indomitable 
rank and file, and I how with reverence before tho named 
and mightv leaders who planned and dared, and made the 
world brighter by their genius and grander by their heroism. 
—G. W. F oote. ”

The “  Closing Selection”  was from Voltaire : “ I have done 
a little good— and it is by far the best of my works.”

Mr. W. W. Collins's new paper, tho Examiner, published 
monthly, at threepence, is just half the size of the Free
thinker; but, of course, prices range higher generally in 
New Zealand. We see that our gallant contemporary has 
weathered all tho troubles of its first year, and hopes to 
“  become a power in tho land.”. In the April number, the 
last arrived, wo note a reference to tho late “  blasphemy ” 
prosecution, and some extracts from Mr. Foote's Flowers 
o f  Freethought. Mr. Collins, we see, talks of nothing but 
Rationalism now, but apparently he means exactly what he 
used to mean when he talked of Secularism.

Lord Weardalo has accepted the Presidency of the Secular 
Education League.
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The Sayings of Jesus__IX.

(Continued from p. 331.)
The Gospel Jesus, though claiming to have come 
direct from heaven, was, as we have seen, unable to 
give any description of that mysterious place beyond 
three or four random statements found in the Jewish 
“  holy books.” One of the evangelists, apparently 
perceiving this, represents his fictitious Jesus as 
making an excuse for not having done so.

“  If I told you earthly things and ye believed not, 
how shall ye believe, if I tell you heavenly things ?” 
(John iii. 12).

It would be interesting to know what “  earthly 
things” Jesus had told the Jews which they did not 
believe. He certainly gave them no explanation of 
anything relating to the Universe or natural phe
nomena, nor any useful information whatever. In 
vain one searches the Gospels for a single instructive 
fact or an exposition of anything “ earthly ” which 
the scribes and Pharisees of that day did not already 
know. The Gospel Jesus knew only what the Gospel 
writers knew—no more and no less. The early 
Christians believed all the errors and superstitions 
of the age in which they lived; the Gospel Jesus 
necessarily did the same. Hence the latter was 
represented as healing diseases by casting out 
imaginary evil spirits.

But it does not at all follow that because the 
Jews might have disbelieved some “ earthly things” 
which appeared contrary to their preconceived ideas, 
they would therefore have disbelieved when told of 
“  heavenly things ” of which they had no knowledge 
whatever. The Jews of the first century gave cre
dence to the most absurd theories, especially with 
regard to angels, demons, the heavenly bodies, and 
natural phenomena. The words put in the mouth of 
Jesus in the passage quoted would seem, however, to 
have reference not to the believing “ heavenly things,” 
but understanding them, as stated in the following 
passage which suggested the Gospel saying :—

2 Esd. iv. 10-11. “ Thine own things that are grown 
up with thee, canst thou not know ; how then can thy 
vessel comprehend the way of the Most High ? and how 
can he that is worn out with the corrupted world under
stand the way of the incorruptible ?"

There is at least a trifle more sense in this state
ment than in that placed in the mouth of Jesus ; the 
latter is simply idiotic.

The only example I can discover in the Gospels of 
Jesus attempting to impart to the Jews a knowledge 
of “  earthly things ” is the following :—

“  Verily, verily, I say unto you, Except a grain of 
wheat fall into the earth and die, it abidoth by itself 
alone; but i f  it die, it beareth much fruit.”

This statement cannot, however, be called an original 
one; for long before the compilation of the Fourth 
Gospel the apostle Paul had written (1 Cor. xv. 86):—

“  Thou foolish one, that which thou thyself sowest is 
not quickened, except it die."

Assuming that Jesus uttered the words here ascribed 
to him, those words are untrue. The seed which 
“ beareth much fruit” is not dead; it retains its 
vitality for years. A grain of wheat, put in the 
ground, does not die before bearing fruit. Were 
such the case, the farmer might as well sow coarse 
gravel or anything similar that came handy. From 
this saying we can form some idea of the value to 
be attached to the words “ Verily, verily, I say unto 
you.” These words, more often than not, appear to 
be the forerunner of a big, bouncing lie.

The reason assigned by Jesus for not speaking to 
the Jews of “ heavenly things” could not apply to 
the disoiples. These benighted individuals were 
ready to believe anything. Yet, strange to say, Jesus 
appears never to have said a single word to them on 
that important subject. Stranger still, the disciples 
themselves appear never to have thought of asking 
their Lord and Master for any information respecting 
the promised land in which they hoped to pass

eternity. One would imagine that the delights o 
this heavenly country would be their one subject ® 
conversation, to the exclusion of almost every other, 
and that by persistent questioning they wo® 
endeavor to learn from their Master everything 
about the country and its inmates which it was pos
sible to know. But these twelve nonentities, living 
in daily communion with Jesus who professed 
come from “ the better land,” are not recorded 
have once asked their Lord anything about tba 
celestial country; and he never once refers to t 
subject, save in an enigmatical way, and then wit 
out giving any information. It does not requir  ̂
much penetration to see that the Gospel Jesus is 
purely fictitious person, or that the disciple8 ar 
simply dummies—mere names—of whom n o th in g  
was known, inserted to give some appearance of hi 
toricity to the narratives. .

With regard to “  earthly things ” Jesus is equal) 
reticent. He tells the disciples nothing new con̂  
cerning mundane affairs. On two occasions, i* 
true, he is represented as saying something they d1 
not know respecting himself and the Hebrew scrip 
tures; but these statements were misleading aD 
not in harmony with fact. Witness the following-

Luke xviii. 31-33. “  Behold we go up to Jerusale®jj 
and all the things that are written by the prophets sj' 
be accomplished unto the Son o f  man. For he sbal 
delivered up unto the Gentiles, and shall be 10 
and shamefully entreated, and spit upon : and they 811 
scourge and kill him : and the third day he shall r

to 
tfas25, 44. “  O fools, and slow of heart

ilC
0°

again.
Luke xxiv.

believe, after all that the prophets have spoken 1 
it not needful fo r  the Christ to suffer these things*
to enter into his glory....... All things must needs .
fulfilled which are written in the Law of Moses, a 
the Prophets, and the Psalms concerning me."

It is scarcely necessary to say that there is not 
single sentence in the Hebrew scriptures that 
any reference to Jesus. We have, then, in the i° 
going statements an incontestable proof of the fal0 ,g 
of the Christian religion. If Jesus uttered the wor 
recorded, he was either a wilful deceiver or 
ignorant fanatic; if he did not—and there 18 
evidence that he ever said anything recorded i» r 
Gospels—then the primitive Gospel-makers, eit 
intentionally or through stupidity, were the aU®7pjje 
of the biggest fraud the world has ever seen. g0.
latter, there can be little doubt, was really the g 
for we find that all the early Christian wr‘ ^  
(Barnabas and Justin are good examples) read ^  
books of the Old Testament solely with the vie 
discovering passages which they might twist 
predictions relative to Jesus. . e<j

The last sayings quoted were not, of course, <3°rlj-]£0 
from the “ holy books ” ; they were made nP> ^ e 
many others, to suit the fictitious narratives, 
alleged fact that Jesus explained “  mysteries ” . 
disciples in private would seem to be an except1 ’

Jesus to the Apostles : “ Unto The Most High t0 
you it is given to know the “ These things have I not tt,ee> 
mysteries of the kingdom of unto all men, but un .
heaven, but to them it is not and a few like thee 1 
given ”  (Matt. xiii. 11). viii. 62). _ g
The only “ mysteries ” communicated to the dlsCf^)j0 
were the very obvious interpretations of some o 
easier parables, such as the Sower and the

Returning to the manufactured sayings put 1 be 
mouth of Jesus in the Gospels, the following 111 b̂® 
cited as fresh examples from the Sermon 0 
Mount:—

Gospel Savings.
Matt. v. 28. “ Every one that 

looketh on a woman to lust after 
her, hath committed adultery 
with her already in his heart.”

Matt. v. 34-37. “  Swear not 
at a ll; neither by the heaven, 
for it is the throne of God ; nor 
by the earth, for it is the foot
stool of his feet...... But let your
speech be, Yea, yea; Nay, nay.”

OLDEB WBITIN®8- Mf
Prov.vi.25. “  Lust not

her beauty in thine hea>*' ti9 a 
Talmud : “  He who 1 hinteV' 

woman with an imp11. vver0' 
tion has already, a® 
committed adultery. „gtoi”

AcC Ting<Ecclcus. xxin 9.
not thy mouth t° B' 
__li.1-------- ih -%racs\ f to t*̂neither use thyself to 
of the Holy One. 

Talmud : nrLet y°ur yea- 
nay ; let your^ _vi-
(See'Epistle of Jn,me8~
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Gospel S avings.
Matt. v. 39. “ But I say unto 

you, Resist not him that is evil.”

Matt. v. 39. “  But whosoever 
tetli thee on thy right cheek, 

torn to him the other also.”

Matt. v. 40. “  And if any man 
Would go to law with thee, and 
l&ke away thy coat, let him have 
My cloak also.”

¡Wketlfiv/ 42' “  ® 've to him that hftee, and from him that
thou-~°rr°w Miee, turn nofc

Matt. v. 44-45. “  Love your 
enemies, and pray for them that 
Persecute you. that ye may he 

sons of your Father which 
19 in heaven.”

PerjW*'- V‘ ‘ ‘ He ye therefore 
i9 perfga® ,̂ our heavenly Fathtr

_Matt.
1 world..’

of nffy v; 14. “  Ye are the light

Matt. vi. 0. “  But when thou 
fruyest, enter into thine inner 
c amber, and having shut thy 
0or. pray to the Father,” etc.
Matt. vi. 8. “  Be not ye there- 

0re like unto them."

t Matt. vi. 20. “  Lay up for 
(y^ P es treasurex in heaven, 
j Ste neither moth nor ruBt
ioth corrupt.”

Older W ritings.
Prov. xx. 22 ; xxiv. 29. “ Say 

not thou, I will recompense evil.
...... Say not, I will do so to him
as he hath done to me.”

Bom. xii. 17-19. “  Render to 
no man evil for evil,”  etc.

Lam. iii. 27-30. “  It is good 
for man that he bear the yoke
in his youth...... Let him give his
cheek to him that smiteth him.”

1 Cor. vi. 7. “  Nay, already 
it is altogether a defect in you, 
that ye have lawsuits one with 
another. Why not rather take 
wrong ? Why not rather be de
frauded ?”

Ecclcus. xxix. 2. “  Give to 
thy neighbor in time of his 
need.”

Deut. xv. 8. “ Thou shalt 
surely open thine hand unto 
him. and shalt surely lend him 
sufficient for his need.”

Prov. xxv. 21. “  But if thine 
enemy hunger, feed him ; if he 
thirst, give him to drink.”  
(Rom. xii. 20.)

Rom. xii. 14. “ Bless them that 
persecute you; bless and curse 
not.”

Deut. xviii. 13. "  Ihou shalt 
be perfect with the Lord thy 
God.”  (See also Lev. xi. 44 )

Phil. ii. 15. “ ------among
whom ye are Been as lights of 
the world.'

2 Kings iv. 33. ‘‘ He went in 
therefore, and shut the door 
upon them twain, and prayed 
unto the Lord.’

2 Esd. xvi. 51. “  Therefore 
be ye not like unto them, nor to 
the works thereof.”

Ecclcus. xxix. 11. “ Lay up 
thy treasure according to the 
commands of the Most Uigh, 
and it shall profit thee more 
than gold.”

2 Esd. vii. 77. “ Thou hast 
laid up for thee in store a trea
sure of good works with the Most 
High.

fore 1ief>ard to some of tho source passages in the 
the p°ln  ̂ exampfes, it should be borne in mind that 
Mon an^nG Epistles, as well as the Book of Revela- 
of tv'Vere written and in circulation long before any 
®Vth ^O8P0f8 are known to have been in existence, 
the tlermore> neither the writer of the Epistles nor 
he^^hor of the Revelation appears ever to have 

q °t any sayings ascribed to Jesus. 
the i\/r the best-known sayings in the Sermon on
Vi, g is tho so-called “ Lord’s Prayer’’ (Matt. 

*”)> whioh reads as follows :—
, .-^ftor this manner therefore pray y o : Our Father 

ki art heaven, Hallowed bo thy name. Thy 
ea h °m cotne' Thy will bo done, as in heaven, so on 
Us ®’ vo us this day our daily bread. And forgive 
. o u r  dobts, as we also have forgiven our debtors. And 
evil U8 no  ̂ *nt° temptation, but deliver us from tho 
th( °,ne' ^or thine iB the kingdom, and the power, and 

Ih; 8‘ory, for over. Amen.”'‘•Qlg y.
tQ j  Prayer, like all the important sayings ascribed 
he s’ ^ as derived from the “  holy books,” as will 

”y the words italicised in the following

Our ^pr° D xx*x> 10-11. “  Blessed ho thou, O Lord 
Sreatn fo r  ever and ever. Thine, O Lord, isis the
kin*1?1688’ ani  ̂ power and the glory....... thine is the

vj owb O Lord.”
ex uX‘ ' x- 6. “  Blessed he thy glorious name, which is 

00 above all blessing and praise.”
Uji i n‘ ly. !14-35. “  His dominion is an everlasting do- 
tion °n’ an<̂  fri* kingdom is from generation to genera
te ‘ ......He doeth according to hit will in  tho army of

p en" and among the inhabitants of the earth." 
f0t '.,Xxx• ”  Feed me with the food that is needful

that0̂ 0? 8, xxv*h- 2. “  Forgive thy neighbor the hurt 
for„z 6 hath done unto thee : so shall thy sins also he 

3lven when thou prayest.”

Rev. iii. 10. “  Because thou didst keep the word of 
my patience, I  also will keep thee from  the hour of 
temptation which is to come upon the whole world.” 

Psalm, cxl. 1. “ Deliver me, O Lord, from  the evil 
man.”

There are, as everyone knows, two versions of the 
“ Lord’s Prayer ”—the one above, recorded by 
Matthew, and a shorter one given by Luke (xi. 1-4). 
The Prayer, according to Matthew, was delivered at 
the beginning of Christ’s ministry to the whole mul
titude who listened to the Sermon on the Mount. 
The Prayer, according to Luke, was given to the 
disciples in private, at a much later period, and then 
only in answer to a request of one of them—“ Lord, 
teach us to pray, even as John [the Baptist] also 
taught his disciples ”—from whioh it is evident that 
the disciples had never heard it before, though they 
are stated to have been present on the earlier 
occasion (Matt. v. 1). Abracadabra.

(To he continued.)

Shelley Letters— Y.
— • —

Letters from Percy Bysshe Shelley to Elizabeth Hitchener. 
Now first published. With an Introduction and Notes by 
Bertram Dobell. London : B. Dobell, 77 Charing Cross
road, W.C.

W e have already said that the views of a young man 
under twenty on practical life cannot be of great 
importance. Shelley’s views on sex and marriage 
must be considered in the light of this psychological 
truth. We have already noted that he thought 
marriage “ an evil”—an “ immense and extensive” 
evil. Yet he was married himself, and quite happy 
then with his wife. He was simply stating an 
opinion that he had derived from Godwin. His mind 
was in a chaotic condition on the whole subject. In 
the nineteenth letter to Miss Hitchener, after a 
reference to Godwin’s writings, he speaks of the 
“  detestable distinctions ” of sex and hopes they 
“  will be abolished in a future state of being.” In 
the twenty-fourth letter he alludes to a Tale he was 
writing to explain the failure of the French Revolu
tion. “ Some of the leading passions of the human 
mind,” he says, “  will of course have a place in its 
fabric. I design to exclude the sexual passion ; and 
think the keenest satire on its intemperance will 
be complete silence on the subject.” Truly a won
derful philosophy I It was not the voice of the real 
Shelley; it was the voice of Shelley the pupil of 
Godwin—a man of much intellectual power, and a 
large ignorance of the passionate and tender sides 
of human nature.

Shelley was a Republican and a social reformer in 
those early days, but even then ho understood the 
futility of violence and the demoralisation of revenge. 
“  Popular insurrections and revolutions,” he says, “ I 
look upon with discountenance. I f  such things must 
be, I will take the side of the people; but my roasoning 
shall endeavor to ward it from the hearts of the 
rulers of the earth, deeply as I detest them." 
Reporting a conversation of his with Southey, he 
says:—

“  Southey says Expediency ought to [bo] mado the 
ground of politics, but not of morals. I urged that the 
most fatal error that ever happenod in the world was 
the separation of political and ethical science; that the 
former onght to be entirely regulated by the latter, as 
whatever was a right criterion of action for an indi
vidual must be so for a society, which was but an 
assemblage of individuals ; ‘ that politics woro morals 
comprehensively enforced.’ "

“ What can be worse,” he asks, “  than the present 
aristocratical system" of England, with its ten 
million inhabitants, only 500,000 of whom “  live in 
a state of ease ” while “  the rest earn their liveli
hood with toil and care ” ? As a disoiple of Godwin, 
he advocates a system of equality :—

“  Were I a moral legislator, I would propose to my 
followers that they should arrive at the perfection of 
morality. Equality is natural; at least, many evils 
totally inconsistent with a state which symbolises with
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Nature prevail in every system of inequality. I  will 
assume this point. Therefore, even although it be your 
opinion, or my opinion, that equality is unattainable 
except by a parcel of peas, or beans, still political 
virtue is to be estimated in proportion as it approxi
mates to this ideal point of perfection, however un
attainable.”

Shelley had begun to recognise the difficulty of 
reducing theories to practice. He was always 
inclined to trust more to mental and moral reform 
than to direct State action. But he never aban
doned his early dream of equality. There was such 
a thing as “  natural justice,” and had the politician 
“ a right to infringe upon that which itself con
stitutes all right and wrong ” ? Shelley had not yet 
arrived at Shakespeare’s—

“  right and wrong,
Between whose endless jar justice resides.”

But his aspiration was sound, as it always was ; and, 
although he lived long enough to perceive that a vast 
interval must ever exist between present practice 
and the loftiest ideals, he still sang of the “  Eldest 
of things, divine Equality.”

One of Harriet’s letters throws light upon Shelley’s 
vegetarianism. Writing to Miss Hitchener on March 
14, 1812, from Dublin, she says:—

“  You do not know that we have forsworn meat, and 
adopted the Pythagorean system. About a fortnight 
has elapsed since the change, and we do not find our
selves any the worse for it. What do you think of it ? 
Many say it is a very bad plan : but, as facts go before 
arguments, we shall see whether the general opinion is 
true or false. We are delighted with it, and think it 
the best thing in the world.”

Harriet concludes by referring to a matter which, 
we may be sure, gave no sort of concern to Shelley, 
who could be satisfied with bread and water. “ As 
yet,” she says, “  there is but little change of vege
tables ; but the time of year is coming on when 
there will be no deficiency.”

We now come to the subject of religion. There 
are many passages relating to it in this correspon
dence. We will begin with some curious references 
to Shelley’s conversations with Southey. Here is a 
striking one:—

“ Southey calls himself a Christian; but he does not 
believe that the Evangelists were inspired; he rejects 
the Trinity, and thinks that Jesus Christ stood precisely 
in the same relation to God as himself. Yet he calls 
himself a Christian.”

So that the New Theology is older than the Rev. 
R. J. Campbell fancies it to be. In a subsequent 
letter Shelley returns to the question whether 
Southey could honestly profess Christianity. The 
passage in which he does this is very interesting:—

“  I have lately had some conversation with Southey 
which has elicited my true opinions of God. Ho says 
I ought not to call myself an atheist, since in reality I 
believe that the Universe is God. I tell him I believe 
that ‘ G od ’ is another signification for ‘ the Universe.’
I then explain :— I think reason and analogy seem to 
countenance the opinion that life is infinite ; that, as 
the soul which now animates this frame was once the 
vivifying principle of the infinitely lowest link in the 
chain of existence so it is ultimately destined to attain 
the highest; that everything is animation (as explained 
in my last letter) ; and in consequence, being infinite, 
we can never arrive at its termination. How, on this 
hypothesis, are we to arrive at a First Cause ?— Southey 
admits and believes this. Can ho be a Christian ? Can 
God be three ? Southey agrees in my idea of Deity,— 
the mass of infinite intelligence. I, you, and he are 
constituent parts of this immeasurable whole. What 
is now to be thought of Jesus Christ’s divinity ? To 
me it appears clear as day that it is the falsehood of 
human-kind.”

No douDt the word “ the ” should be italicised. The 
deity of Christ is the falsehood of the world. Shelley 
never wavered in that opinion. Witness the refer
ence to “ the Galilean serpent ” in the great Ode to
Liberty.

Let it be noticed that, in the foregoing extract, 
Shelley writes “ God ”—putting the term between 
inverted commas to show that it is not his own. 
Let it also be remembered that Harriet stated how

frightened she was at learning that he was 9 
Atheist. Shelley was expelled from Oxford 1° 
writing a defence of Atheism ; he called bi®se 
an Atheist while living with Harriet; he oftl}e 
himself an Atheist in the visitors’-book at an Alp|D 
hotel, after reading the fatuous piety of a t r a v e lW e  
clergyman on the same page; and, as Trelawny 
sists, he called himself an Atheist to the very 
He never admitted the existence of a Personal God"̂  
and no other conception is entitled to the nam0 
Theism. “ Truth is my God,” he wrote to 
Hitchener in the very first of these letters, 
never had any other deity.

Shelley tells Miss Hitchener in the next let  ̂
that he has “ no objection on the score of feelmg 
to the belief in Deity. “  I would as gladly,” sâ  
“ perhaps with greater pleasure, admit than don 
his existence. I now do neither: I have not 
shadow of a doubt.” It is impossible to go fartij ’ 
but his next sentence confirms the step alre9 i 
taken:—

“  My wish to convince you of his non-existence 
two-fold : first, on the score of truth ; secondly,
I conceive it to be the most summary way of eradic» 
Christianity.”

Miss Hitchener is advised not to be frightened by 
verbal bugbears. “ Atheism,” Shelley tells 
“ appears a terrific monster at a distance. jts
examine it, look at its companions—it loses ball ^ 
terrors.” He presses her again on the question 
D e i t y b

“ What, then, is a ‘ G od ’ ? It is a name w 'jD 
expresses the unknown cause, the suppositious o e 
of all existence. When we speak of the soul of 
we mean that unknown cause which produces 
observable effect evinced by his intelligence and 
animation, which are in their nature conjoined, ^ 
(as we suppose, as wo observe) inseparable. The 
God, then, in the sense which you take it, analo0^e 
with the universe as the soul of man to his body ; 9  ̂
vegetative power to vegetables; the stony P°werf 
stones. Yet, were each of those adjuncts taken ® j 
what would be the remainder ? What is man W1 ¡th
ins soul? Ho is not man. What are vegetables j 
out their vegetative power? stones without their s 0) 
Each of these as much constitutes the essence of ¡̂> 
stones, etc., as much make it what it is, as your 
does the universe. In this sense I acknowledge 9 -g).
but merely as a synonym for the existing power oj 
ence.”

Nothing could be clearer or more decisive. a
With respect to Christianity, there has b0  ̂ 0f 

general misuse of the term since the adv00^ ^  
modern criticism. Shelley tells Miss Hitcheo0r ij, 
the faith which she held is not Christianity fl ^0 
“  A Christian,” he reminds her, “ is a follower 0 ^
religion which has constantly gone by the na gt 
Christianity." This is perfectly true, and should  ̂
he forgotten. The new Christianity, commonly 0;
the New Theology, is Christianity in the last 6 
of dissolution. It cannot be stated in term8 ^  
clearly differentiate it from (say) Mohammed“1 ^  
Shelley sagaciously remarks that both a Cb* 3ed> 
and a Mohammedan “ ceases to belong to 111 0
which either word means, when they .urf ol 
doctrine of their own, irreconcileablo with 
either religion except in a few instances m  ̂¡ts 
common and self-evident morality coincides '' 
tenets. It is then morality, virtue, which t '  ^ 0 
up as the criterion of their actions, and ^  
exclusive dootrine preached by the founder 0gt,
religion.” “  Your religion,” he tells Miss D 1 of 
“ agrees as much with Bramah, Zororas ^g 
Mahomet, as with Christ.” She had *°v,eoilrd0d 
but “ not the God of Christianity—a God 01 0l 
and revenge, whose will could change the 0 p0c 
the universe.” Shelley, for his own p 1 ae 
doubt Christianity ; he was perfectly satis 10 5 ” b0 
its falsity. “ I cannot conceive in my va„ $biS 
says, “ even the possibility of its genuineness- ffl  ̂
was Shelley’s opinion to the very end. . ¡w 
weeks before his death, he wrote of Christi“ b 
“  no man of sense could think it true,’’ an 
differed from Moore in thinking it useful-
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Shelley leans, however, in this correspondence to 
? doc_trine which is far older than Christianity. He 
“ agines that the soul does not perish, but in a future 
exi8tence “ will lose all consciousness of having lived 
e sewhere ” and “  begin life anew, possibly under a 
soape of which we have no idea.” But the only 
rgament he advances is feeling. “ Reason tells me,” 
8 says, “ that death is the boundary of the life of 
an : yefc j  feg^ j  believe, the direct contrary.” “ I 

annot submit,” he exclaims, “  to perish like the 
ower of the field.” Such was his attitude at that 
n husiastic age. When his mind ripened he admitted 
at the desire for immortality was the only, and not 

hery powerful, argument in its favor. From the first 
6 had not believed in the continuance of personal 

^nscionsness after death. Finally, as he told Tre- 
he was satisfied to know no more on the 

âbject than Plato and Bacon. And if the language 
Adonais be urged against this view, we should 
y that, allowing for the exigencies of metaphor, 

u.e.r® is no more expressed than the conception, 
,lch Shelley started with, of the individual soul 
urning to the soul of the universe from which it

Dust to the dust! but the pure spirit shall flow 
Back to the burning fountain whence it came,
A portion of the Eternal, which must glow 
Through time and change, unquenchably the same.”

’s real religion, if the word must be used— 
we are far from conceding—was something 

ry different from what usually passes under the
^hich

Pisa with 
the organ, he

--'•mw 1J.V/U1 l* u uuuunj /̂wuuv.
£ . Standing in the cathedral of 
r Hint, listening to the music of tl 
ho a °n what a religion there might be if 
lQ̂ nity, instead of superstition, were its object. 
(¡0 ^  same spirit he writes in one of these letters 
p hss Hitchener, that his Address to the Irish 

°Ple would soon be out, and that—
, “  It will be instantly followed by another, with down- 

**ght proposals for instituting associations for bettering 
be condition of human-kind. I—even I, weak, young, 

Poor as I am— will attempt to organise them, the society 
oi peace and lovo. Oh that I may bo a successful 
aPostle of this true religion, the religion of Philan-tbropy

jj6 Glley was not built to organise human society, 
tnjBuia8 built to illuminate and inspire it. We 

f a P̂̂ y bi™ nearly every line of the magnifi- 
iHQj.j.^bty-second and forty-third stanzas of his im- 
8Pirit *brenody on the death of Keats. His beautiful 
ti0l) ’ speaking through his glorious poetry to gonera- 
dom af’ier generation of the dedicated soldiers of free- 

humanity, boars a Btrong resemblance to 
Power
Which wields the world with never wearied love, 
Sustains it from beneath, and kindles it above.”

6iCe 8 Modern thirst for biography is becoming 
that T  ^0 privacy is respected. It is forgotten 
then f bhc men have private residences, and that 
the w * gonius have a life of their own with which 
t**Hes i ^as no legitimate concern. One is some- 
sPeare’ ^  ttoat it is impossible to spy into Shake- 
be q 8 bouse through doors and windows. It may 
PitcbqNt’one<i whether Shelley’s letters to Miss 
they should over have been published. But
tativ0 r^° ^rawn upon by Dr. Dowden in his authori
se^  Shelley, and after such a partial use of
a°Ce88ihl WaS Web ^ a t  they should be completely 
foal Mr. Dobell has, therefore, rendered a• Bftv. • UrtO, IUD1DIUIC, lUUUDICU Ul
[bg, we fi?e nH Shelleyans. As one of long stand- 

^bieh^wo^ oomplete collection of Shelley’s letters

i O) f-1 KJUOliüjrUí-LlD. ¿ y  O  UUD U1 lUUg auiiuu-

k *hav ba°b bim for his labor of love ; and we hope 
8etterf ti?010 bo able to edit (no one could do it 
ĥiVk̂  lbat comnlfifn n.nllonfinn nf RholloT7’a lof.f.ora

We have said is bo desirable. G. W . F o o t e .

« C  tu°ther “ an has not the right to think, you have not 
rigbt to think that he thinks wrong.— Ingersoll.

true refreshment can restore thee,
&ave what from thine own soul spontaneous breaks.

— Qoethe.

N. S. S. Social Gathering.

A most enjoyable evening was spent at Anderton’s Hotel on 
Thursday, May 21. Prominent members of the N. S. S. from 
all London Branches, members of the Society from several 
provincial towns, and a number of strangers assembled to 
meet the President and the Executive. A musical program 
was also provided. Violin selections were charmingly given 
by Miss M. Taylor; Miss Annie Wilson sang very sweetly 
songs were also given by Mr. Theakstone. Mrs. Van Raalta 
and Mr. Madden, jun., presided at the pianoforte. Miss Helen 
Foote played with taste and brilliancy. The feature of the 
evening was the debu t of Miss Florence Foote as a promising 
elocutionist in Tennyson’s The First Quarrel. Those of the 
audience who had experienced the pleasure of hearing the 
President’s dramatic rendering of Shakesperian scenes were 
delighted to find that his daughter shows such promise of 
sustaining the family reputation. She possesses a charmingly 
modulated voice of great depth and power of expression.

Altogether the Executive may congratulate themselves on 
the success of their new departure, and it certainly will not 
be long before this extremely pleasant experiment in socia
bility is repeated. E . M  V ance, Secretary.

A Fact.

O ne bright, sunny morning, when walking down a Devon
shire lane, I  thought I would call on a poor woman who 
lives in one of the Almshouses in our village—Mrs. Jones, 
aged sixty-seven. She has her little home free, and is 
allowed one shilling and sixpence weekly. This is her sole 
income ; this is the condition of one who devoted her life to 
nursing the sick. On entering her room, I greeted her with 
a smile and a good morning, Mrs. Jones, I find you in good 
luck to-day 1 I saw the lady of the Manor leaving your 
house to-day, and I see good things on your table.

“  Lady of the Manor, did you say ? Her gave me that 
T ract! The tea and sugar you see was given me by Mr. 
Goodman. They say he be a Nostic and Infidel I I do not 
know what he be; I only know he be good to we poor 
folks.”

I took up the Tract, and brought it away with me. I will 
give a summary of its contents. I found it was against 
Martha and in favor of Mary. Martha received Christ into 
house, bustled about getting food ready, and attending to 
the wants of her guest. Mary sat and listened to our Lord’s 
word. Martha, hurrying to and fro attending to a variety of 
things, thought Mary neglectful for sitting there listening 
when she was hard at work. Martha was to be blamed, for 
the Lord himself blamed her. Mary chose the better part. 
This is the subject of the Tract given to the poor old woman 
who had all her life worked for tho good of her fellow 
creatures! There is, on the first page, a picture. Martha 
comes in with bread and fru it; Christ puts out his hand 
with “  take it away ” ; with the other hand ho points to 
Mary Bitting at his feet. This, then, is tho teaching of tho 
Christian Church I Martha was to bo blamed, for the Lord 
himself blamed her I What unthinkable evil such teachings 
have caused, and will cause 1 u  Q

PRAYER.
If the naked are clothed, man must clothe them ; if tho 

hungry are fed, man must food them. I prefer to rely on 
human endeavor, upon human intelligence, upon the hoart 
and brain of man. Thoro is no evidence that God has 
ever interfered in the affairs of man. Tho hand of earth is 
stretched uselessly towards heaven. From the clouds there 
comes no help. In vain the shipwrecked cry to God. In 
vain the imprisoned ask for liberty and light—the world 
movos on, and the heavens are deaf and dumb and blind. 
The frost freezes, the fire burns, slander smites, the wrong 
triumphs, the good suffer, and prayer dies upon the lips 
of faith.— Ingersoll. _________

DICKENS’S RELIGION.
Charles Dickens was not orthodox in his religious beliefs. 

He always had a very strong aversion to dogma, and 
described himself as “ morally wide asunder from R om e” ; 
whilst of Puritanism he was an uncompromising opponent. 
During 1843, while living at Devonshire-terrace, he took 
sittings at Little Portland-street Unitarian Chapel. Of 
mission work, it is interesting to learn that it did not find 
favor with him, as evidenced by his writing in 1865 : “  So 
Exeter Hall holds us in mortal submission to missionaries, 
who (Livingstone always excepted) are perfect nuisances, 
and leave every place worse than they found it.”
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc. DEFENCE OF FREE SPEECH
Notices ol Lectures, etc., must reach ua by first post on Tuesday 

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

LONDON.

BY

G. W. FOOTE.
Outdoor,

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

Camberwell B ranch N. S. S .: Station-road, 11.30, W. J. 
Kamsey. Brockwell Park, 3.15, W. J. Kamsey; 6.15, F. A. 
Davies.

K ingsland B ranch N. S. S. : Corner of Ridley-road, 11.30, 
F. A. Davies, “  The Sublime Character of Jesus Christ.”

N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. : Parliament Hill, 3.30 and
6.30, C. Cohen, ‘ ‘ The Salvation Army.”

W est H am B ranch N. S. S .: Outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford, 7, J. W. Marshall, a Lecture.

W est L ondon B ranch N. 8. 8 . : Hyde Park (near Marble Arch),
11.30, a Lecture.

W oolwich B ranch N. S. S. : Beresford-square, 11.30, C. Cohen, 
a Lecture.

C O U N T R Y.
E dinburgh Branch N. S. S. (Rationalists’ Club, 12 Hill-square): 

Social meeting, Thursdays, at 8.15.
W est Stanley B ranch N. S. S. (I. L. P. Institute) : 3, Annual 

Meeting—Election of Officers, etc.

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. Post free FIYEPENCE-

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E-C'

A NEW PROPAGANDIST PAMPHLET.

Christianity and Social Ethics-
By C. COHEN.

Outdoor.
E dinburgh B ranch N. S. 8. : The Meadows, 3, a Lecture ; 

The Mound, 6.30, meets for Discussion; The foot of Leith-walk,
6.30, “  The Mistakes of Jesus.”

H. S. W ishart’s L ectures.
L iverpool : Shiel Park Gates (Shiel-road and Boaler-street) 3, 

‘ ‘ Belief in God Unreasonable and Immoral 6.45, ‘ ‘ Christism, 
Socialism, Secularism.”

B uhy : Monday. June 1, Fair Ground, at 7.30, “  The Develop
ment of an Atheist.”

B olton: Tuesday, June 2, Town Hall Square, at 7.30, “ If 
Christ be not risen, your faith is vain.”

W igan : Wednesday. June 3, Market Steps, at 7.30, “ From 
Christism to Atheism.”

R ochdale : Thursday, June 4, Town Hall Square, at 7.30, “ The 
Satisfaction of Atheism.”

L eeds : Friday, June 5, Town Hall Square, at 7.30, “ Belief 
in God Unreasonable and Immoral.”

S IX T E E N  PAGES. O NE PENNY.
(Postage One Halfpenny.)

T he Pioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street , £.C-

A NEW (THE THIRD) EDITION
OF

FROM FICTION TO FACT-
By F. BONTE.

[Issued by the Secular Society, Limited )

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

18, I E2LIXV1,
T H E  BEST BOOK

ON THIS BUBJIOT.
8uperfi.ne Large-paper Edition, 176 pages, with Portrait and Auto

graph, bound in cloth, gilt-lettered, post free Is. a copy.

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

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

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

Holmes's pamphlet.......is an almost nnexoeptional statement
of the Neo-Malthusianism theory and praotioe.......and through
out appeals to moral feeling.......The speoial value of Mr.
Holmes's service to the Neo-Malthnsian cause and to human 
well-being generally is jnst his oombination in his pamphlet 
of a plain statement of the physical and moral need for family 
limitation, with a plain aooonnt of the means by wbiob it oan be 
secared, and an offer to all oonoerned of the requisites at the 
lowest possible prioes.”

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

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

BEAUTIFUL HOLIDAY CENTRE (Deao Forest,
Severn and Wye Valleys).—Spacious house, pretty grounds 

(altitude 600ft.) ; excellent piano, billiard-room, bath, tennis; 
good roads, magnificent scenery. Congenial Freethought company. 
Vegetarians accommodated. Boarders 27s. week.—Photos, par
ticulars, H allam, Littledeau House, Ncwnham, Gloucestershire.

”T^WO SECULAR BURIAL SERVICES By
X Annie B-sant and Austin Ilolyoake. Large type, good 

paper. Price by post l$d., from the N. 8. 8. Secbetary, 2 New- 
castle-Btreet, E.C.

W ANTED for Office, Complete Set of the Free
thinker.—State condition and price to E. M. V ance 

N. 8. S. Secretary, 2 Newcastle-street, E.C.

REVISED AND ENLARGED. 
SHOULD BE SCATTERED BROADCAST'

SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.
PRICE ONE PENNY.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newfiaatle-street, Farringdon-street £ .0'

THE

MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA!
OR, THE

DEATH OF THE CLASSICAL WOB̂ P'

An Address delivered at Chicago by

M. M. MANGASARIAN-

Will be forwarded, post free, for

THREE HALFPENCE.
The P ioneer P ress. 2 Newcastle-street,

Colonel Ingersoll’s Last Lecture»

W HAT IS RELIGION '■
Bcligio°s

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

Price Twopence.

Farringdon-ß‘ reet'
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee.
neutered  Office— 'i NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, B.C. 

Chairman of Board of Dircctovs— Mr. G. W. FOOTE, 
Secretary— B, M. VANCE (Misa),

n
, *8 Ooo,»'y wua termed In 1898 lo afford legal seourliy to Ihe

Th ur0n an  ̂application ol tundB for Secular purposes. 
qi,™ Memorandum of Association sots forth that the Society’s 
<ho^i8 are •—To promote the principle that human oonduot 
4.j “ be baaed upon natural knowledge, and not upon euper- 
atJ,Qr®1 belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
~ of an thought and aotion. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
0,P'°mote universal Secular Education. To promote the oom- 
Uwf polarisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such 
hold things no are oonduoive to suoh objeots. Also to have, 
or b reoe*Te> and rotain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
..pqueathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 

Purposes of the Society.
Jĥ o  liability of members is limited to 21, in case the Society 
linKoi 6V6r bs wound up and the assets wore insufficient to cover 

oilitiea—a most unlikely oontingenoy. 
f pmbers pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 

“rly subscription of five shillings.
I Society has a considerable number of membera, but a muob 

fp r number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
I* n<Sl̂  nmongst those who read this announcement. All who join 
¡ Participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
¡I t05ouroes. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Assooia- 
then 1** no me™ber, as suoh, shall derive any sort of profit from 
4n ”°°l8ty, either by way of dividend, banns, or interest, or in 

2 Way whatever.
Society's affairs are managedr\ ^be 

Dir,t , P tote, consisting of not 
Te members, one-third of

by an elected Board of 
less than five and not more than 
whom retire (by ballot) eaoh year,

but are oapable of re-election. An Annual General Meeting of 
members must be held in London, to receive the Report, elect 
new Directors, and transact any other business that may arist.

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, Limited, 
oan receive donations and bequestB 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 oourse of 
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised in 
connection with any of the wills by which the Society has 
already been benefited.

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

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

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

Under the Ban
THE

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

[Revised and Enlarged)
OF

“ BIBLE ROMANCES
BY

G. W.  F O O T E
W ith  a P o rtra it  o f th e  Author

«Xc News paper says:— “  Mr. G W, Foote, chairman of the Secular Socioty, is well known ae a man of
eul°^ 'ona* ability. His Bible Romance• have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, revised, and 
9(.f ar̂ Q(l edition, at the price of 6d., haB now been published by the Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastlo-sjtreot, Farringdon- 
of n *-‘°ndon, the Secular Society. Thus, within the reach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of the loaders 

“iodern opinion are boing placod from day to day."

144 Large Double-Column Pages, Good Print, Good Paper
S I X P E N C E  — N E T

(Post Free, 8d)

PIONEEB PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE 8TBEET, FAEBINGDON 8TBEET, LONDON, E.C.

THE NEW  TESTAMENT MANUSCRIPTS;
OB,

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

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

A New Edition. Price THREE PENCE.
Post free, T H R E E  PENCE HA LFPEN N Y.

iiO N E E R  PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.
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WORKS BY G. W . FOOTE.
ATHEISM AND MORALITY 2d., post Jd.
BIBLE HANDBOOK FOR FREETHINKERS AND IN

QUIRING CHRISTIANS. A new edition, revised and 
handsomely printed. Cheap edition, paper cover, Is. 6d. ; 
cloth 2s. 6d., post 2Jd,

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

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

CHRISTIANITY AND SECULARISM. Four Nights’ Public 
Debate with the Rev. Dr. James McCann. Paper, 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 FANTASIA8. 8d., post Id.
DARWIN ON GOD. Containing all the passages in the works 

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

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

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

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

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

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

INFIDEL DEATH-BEDS. Second edition, much enlarged. 
8d., post la. Superfine paper in cloth, Is. 3d., post l}d .

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' Con

verted Atheist. Id., post id.
MRS. BESANT’B THEOSOPHY. A Candid Criticism. 

2d., post id.

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

PECULIAR PEOPLE. An Open Letter to Mr. Justice 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 Id-
ROYAL PAUPERS. Showing what Royalty does for the 

People and what the People do for Royalty. 2d., post id.
SA L V A T IO N  SYRUP; or, Light on Darkest England. A 

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

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

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

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

THE BIBLE GOD. 2d., post id.
THE ATHEIST SHOEMAKER and the Rev. Hugh Pr'ce 

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 of &*' 

Wilson Barret’s Play. 6d., post lid .
THE DYING ATHEIST. A Story. Id., post id.
THEISM OR ATHEISM? Pnblio Debate between G. 

Foote and the Rev. W. T. Lee. Verbatim Report, revis 
by both Disputants. Well printed and neatly boon 
Is., post lid .

THE NEW CAGLIOSTRO. An Open Letter to U a i^ e 
Blavatsky. 2d., post id.

THE JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the Sepher To\W 
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 
First Messiah. 2d., post id. .

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

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

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

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

brilliant of Colonel Ingersoll’s pamphlets. 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 

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

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

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

of Church and Sunday-school. Id.
LAST WORDS ON SUICIDE.
LECTURES. Popular Edition.
LIVE TOPICS. Id., post id.
MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE, 

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.

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE

2d., post id.
Paper covers, 6d., post Id.

An Agnostic's View. 2d.

Biography by tbe
late

3d»
REPLY TO GLADSTONE. With 

J. M. Wheeler. 4d., post Id.
ROME OR REASON ? A Reply to Cardinal Manning- 

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»Pele 

cloth 2s. 6d., post 3d. ; paper Is., post lid . Only c0.n̂ ting 
edition in England. Accurate as Colenso and as fa00 
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.

COMING CIVILISATION. 3d., post id.
DEVIL. 6d., post Id.
DYING CREED. 2d., post id.
GHOSTS. Superior Edition, 3d., post id 
HOLY BIBLE. 6d., post Id.
HOUSEHOLD OF FAITH. 2d., post id.
LIMITS OF TOLERATION. A Discussion 

Hon. F. D. Coudert and Gov. S. L. Woodford. 2d-. P 
THE THREE PHILANTHROPISTS. 2d., post 14d*
WHAT IS RELIGION? Colonel Ingersoll’s Last 

2d., post id. ,
WHAT MUST WE DO TO BE SAVED? 2d., P°st 

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