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Among all the fooleries which men have combined in 
"*jr ideas of a deity, can there be a greater than that 

and mortals have a separate sense of right and 
^ong ?— W a l t e r  S a v a g e  L a n d o r .

The Great Detective.
P  R "Nr t1N I was a little boy—never mind how many

ago—I was taught that the eye of God was 
Abô 8 *0°king at me. I believed then in the One 
0ptjVe’ and frequently thought of him as a great 
that °°ktng down at me (and other people too, for 
eye fatter) from the heavens. It was a lidless 
day a Wa.ys gazing and never tired ; never closing 
iyeU °.r n>ght, and seeing everything I did, just as 
B0lit ln the darkness as in the daylight. It was a 
offnary eye. It had no companion, as either of my 
a e ês bad ; neither was it connected with a nose, 
anat°Û ’ a ^ead, or any other part of the human 

j °tny. It was the eye of the Great Detective. 
bettCann° fc say a^ '8eeing eye made me any
v6r ?• It used to frighten me, but when I wanted 
OjyJ baGjy to do anything forbidden I used to cheat 
Se0\ k tancy*ng that the One Above would not 
"the -t * was doing on that occasion. There was 

• it, .wdl to believe ” this within me, and I believed 
eaoi  ̂ bave lived long enough, and observed
the , an  ̂ reflected enough, to be satisfied that
Q0(j a8t majority of grown-up people who believe in 
îhQ c" eat themselves just as easily and conveniently. 
cr|f: flyaat eye is winking, or looking away, at the 
oq foment. Even if it does see what is going 
p0gs.7®re is another way out of the difficulty ; it is 
c°<irt- to repent and purge one’s contempt of 
acco ’ 0r> as Molière put it, there are always 

go^^datums with Heaven. 
ea8je deception is not an arduous task. It is really 
tnan *• deceive oneself than to deceive others. No 
ke ben.a thorough-going liar, as Carlyle said, until
AdeJ *dVGs own lie ; then he becomes a fervid 
d«rfn?nary and often propogates his lie with won- 

Succoss- Few of us, if any, realise that very 
OQfg !°nable wish of Robert Burns’s about seeing 
of c„ Ves as others see us—which in a vast number 
Sotjj',8.03 would be humiliating and distressing, and 
nn lQles positively disgusting. Nature leads usall
hopg11 with what philosophers call the illusion of 
Paddi She also surrounds us with a comfortable 
a ^  °f self-deception which breaks the force of 
<3nar°asand shooks to our pride and vanity. To 
r®0tlv 38 fluarre  ̂ w*̂ b what is appa-
ê 8te 0ne fondamental conditions of human
6ary f Ce‘ A. certain measure of self-respect is neces- 
Critjjj 0 fbe continuous life of even the greatest 
SeWe8 a 8' This is why they generally consider them- 

Ilo H 8 more sinned against than sinning.
'vhicb ain^Gr will ever be astonished at the way in 

0360 and women—and perhaps men more than 
the On~~T'ay tbeir little game of hide-and-seek with 
ttse a n °i^ 0ve‘ To believe one thing, and to prac- 
decepi.°tbor’ is one of the commonest forms of self- 
Hiej, '?n- People who never indulge in self-criticism, 
h°nesj. Is °ne of the rarest of luxuries, are quite 
'' Sir ” ln. this contradiction between faith and fact. 

X̂ ’l 58aid Dr. Johnson, “ two contradictions cannot

both be true, but they may both inhere in the same 
individual.” B oth! Why, man—and certainly 
woman—is capable of far more than that simple 
achievement. He (and she) is a bundle of contra
dictions. As we sometimes find gladly—when, if 
the gentleman turns out a cad, the blackguard turns 
out a hero.

But if these contradictions inhere in human 
nature, it is well to thin them down, as we do weeds, 
lest they overrun the field. And if self-criticism is 
the rarest of luxuries, the world would be all the 
better if it were more common. That it will ever be 
too common is an idle apprehension. The very dice 
of nature are loaded against that contingency.

The large majority of the people of England—that 
is, the professing Christians—believe in the Great 
Detective, as I have called their Deity. They believe 
that his eye beholds all that goes on in this world, 
not to mention others; that the One Above is aware 
of every vice as well as every virtue, and sees every 
crime as well as every good deed. Yet they never 
think of asking why he does not assist the police— 
why ho allows society to be cursed with the presence 
of undetected murderers, who may actually be sit
ting next to any one of us at a theatre, a concert, or 
a restaurant—in an omnibus, a tramcar, or a train. 
Why the One Above does not prevent murders and 
othor heinous crimes is a further question, with 
which we are not at present concerned.

Just at this moment the whole of England is 
agitated by the Sevenoaks murder. Who was it 
that shot the poor lady in such a mysterious and 
tragic manner ? The police are at their wits’ end. 
Not one of their clues has led to anything. Scotland 
Yard and the County Police are both baffled. The 
murderer seems to have covered his traces most 
effectually. It is a splendid opportunity for the 
Great Detective. He knows all about the murder; 
ho saw it committed; he can spot the murderer at 
any moment. Why does he not do so ?

Theologians will say anything. They will give all 
sorts of answers to this question. They will reply 
that God looks after his own business and leaves us 
to look after ours,—which, if there be a God, certainly 
looks a good deal like the truth ; that he does not 
interfere with the established order of nature, or at 
least not frequently; that if ho managed all our 
business for us we should become poor helpless 
oreatures; and that, after all, the murder of Mrs. 
Guard was a commonplace crime, best left in the 
hands’ of ordinary detectives. All those replies, 
however, and others of the same character, are 
practically a denial of the truth of miracles and the 
efficacy of prayer.

It is easy to call the Sevenoaks murder a common
place crime, but can the same be said of the two 
awful murders of little girls at Islington and Liver
pool ? Here you have two criminal madmen at large, 
with an insane taste for outraging and murdering 
female children. They may be luring other victims 
to their doom at this very moment. And what a 
doom! Imagine the terrible feelings of the poor 
little things as the kind gentleman discloses himself 
in his true colors! Surely it would not be asking too 
much of God that he should interfere to protect such 
helpless innocents. Any human father would do so, 
and why not “  our Father which art in heaven ” ?

G. W. F o o t e .
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Good and Evil.

“  L e t  us pray for the poor Devil,” once suggested a 
sympathetic soul at a prayer meeting, after the 
usual topics had been exhausted. It is not recorded 
how the suggestion was received, or whether it was 
ever acted on, but it was a noteworthy thought all 
the same. It suggested that the worse one is the 
more need for help, and that no one is bad enough 
to be beyond aid. It also suggested the reflection 
that we owe a duty to the unfortunate ones of the 
earth, and that the good fortune of the one and the 
bad fortune of another may not be quite so uncon
nected as appears at first sight. If all things serve 
a useful purpose, the had people must render a 
service to the world as real, if not as obvious, as 
that rendered by the good ones.

Why should not Christians pray for the Devil ? 
Whether he be a symbol or an actual reality, he is 
the real cause of the Christian plan of salvation. 
And the world’s obligation to him is exactly that of 
its obligation to Christianity. It is true that— 
speaking theologically—it would never have done for 
our first parents to have remained in the state of 
innocence in which they were placed originally. (In 
that case, in fact, they would never have been first 
parents at all.) They might have remained in the 
Garden of Eden physically, but then, also, would 
they have remained there mentally and morally ? 
Knowledge comes from repeated efforts to overcome 
obstacles; character is, say the theologians, purified 
by suffering, and suffering is the result of sin. The 
temptation to eat of the tree of knowledge was the 
beginning of the story of civilisation. All hail, then, 
to the Devil! the first real progressive in the (theo
logical) history of the world. Let us pray for him, 
or, if we do not pray, let us feel thankful to him.

If orthodox theology be accepted, the Devil has 
undoubtedly been the cause of much good in the 
world. Yet no one has ever suggested a monument 
to him ; nor would an appeal for funds for that 
purpose be likely to meet with any very hearty 
response. True, in one sense, all the churches and 
chapels are so many monuments to him and his 
doings. Without him they would never have existed. 
It was his power and his name that really inspired 
the saints of old, and the rich men who paid heavy 
premiums to the Church in order to purchase a fire 
insurance policy. Much as the churches may to-day 
disown the Devil, the historic fact remains. Heine 
suggested that the cause of Jewish tribulation was 
that God could not forgive the Jews reminding him, 
in their weekly prayers, that he was only the Deity 
of a small tribe. And one may suspect that if the 
Devil ever gets hold of these liberalising Christians 
he will give them an extra warm corner because of 
their ingratitude to him for past services. It is little 
short of a scandal that in the whole of Christendom 
there is not a single monument or building honestly 
erected to his greatness. The nearest the clergy 
have come to this is to assert that every undesirable 
character is a testimony to his power.

In a way, the clergy, in their treatment of the 
Devil, reflect a characteristic of human nature in 
general. For the truth is, that we are all ill-appre
ciative of the goodness or the utility of bad people 
and bad things in this world. We derive pleasure 
and benefit from them, and are slow to make ack
nowledgment. Consider what a tame place the world 
would be if everything were as some people think things 
ought to be, or as they would have others think they 
believe things ought to be. It is not that there 
would be nothing to do—people can get along with 
doing very little—it is that there would be lacking 
the satisfaction derived from the contemplation of 
other people’s deficiences. Of course, everybody, or 
nearly everybody, will disown any such satisfaction, 
yet it is there all the time. The strong, healthy 
man usually feels all the stronger and shows a 
keener appreciation of his own strength when he 
contemplates the weakness of other people. The 
man with a good pair of lungs will draw deep breaths

of satisfaction while listening to the hacking cough 0 
the consumptive. He is not, of course, glad *itia 
they are as they are; but their being as they are, 
makes him feel the more pleased for being as he is. 

The pride of intellect is notorious. The keeu
man feels elated at his own mental streng >

ciousiywitted
but how much of this satisfaction is, sub-cons^U U lJ  L IU  VY LL1U U i i  UJL l U l l b  b t l t l O I f c l U U l U U  I D ,

perhaps, due to his clear perception of the folly 
other people. One’s pleasure of solving a 
problem may be greatly intensified by the knowle g 
that others have tackled it in vain. The . 
some is the background that throws into relief 
wisdom of others. The half-pitying expression 11 H° , 
simple some folks are! ’’ is very often only one aspe 
of “ How clever, mentally, I am ! ” .

In morals, this principle is still more fflanl’ es,' 
With many adults, half the pleasure of feeling g°° 
is derived from the feeling that others are wors  ̂
Listen to the average religious person dwelling °P 
the evil of human nature, and one cannot help t 
suspicion that there is a latent feeling of thank 
ness that things are so, if only because it se^L°.u 
his own superior morality in a stronger light. Yri 
many religious moralists, while the existence of 6 
is explicitly condemned, it is dwelt upon with sU 
constancy and so great zest, that one feels prf i 
confident that considerable satisfaction is deriv 
from its existence. The evil in other people for ’ 
too, an almost endless topic of conversation a 
interest to a certain class. Not only an interesting 
topic, but a convenient one. The grocer who n 
strengthened his sense of the supremacy of  ̂
moral law by denouncing the surreptitious use 
cardboard in boots, may, with a much clearer co 
science, place sand in his sugar. The judge on 
bench, after lecturing a poor offender on the or* 
of stealing a shoulder of mutton or a few shilim» ’ 
feels his own moral character strengthened there y< 
and may with an easier conscience commit °^eD̂ er 
that are as much beyond the reach of the oneo  ̂
he has just sentenced as the offender’s faults are
moved from his own circle of temptations. In tb®LUV » VU JLl W 111 U1U V »1 JJ -- ’ P, nQ ‘
political world, each party is busy with the 
tion of its own virtues, qualities that have bar 
any other basis than the faults of the party to wfl  ̂
it is opposed. Were it not for the contemplation 
other people’s faults, our own might appear to u8 
more striking perspective. Let us, therefore, he <* 
thankful that other people are worse than we are, 
at least, that we think they are. And let us 
grudge them the satisfaction of reversing the P°s 
tions in the moral scale. 0

In yet another way one may illustrate the tr 
that vice has its virtue a8 virtues have tbeir v 
What is it, or who is it, that causes the bulk of -8 
trouble in the world ? Not the rogues, surely- i  0( 
cannot be, for the simple reason that the majority 
people are not rogues, but good, simple, blunJ®1̂  
people, who are far more dangerous. The thief, y 
murderer, the dangerous brute, these represent 6 y 
specimens of humankind. And from such 8' 
specimens society may be easily protected. Not  ̂
is more absurd than to listen to a judge lecturi 
criminal as though the stoppage of burglary 
pocket-picking was one of the most important ta^y 
before the community. One might suppress e'a(l. 
offence of this kind and still leave the greatest 
touched. The trouble is really caused by the P0̂ at 
who are so impressed by their own goodness 
the desire to fashion all in the same mould beo°
a perfect obsession. TUey interfere nere, ,. ejr 
legislate there ; their energy is so great, and a. 
knowledge of affairs so limited, that their very 8 
ness becomes a greater source of evil than the a° 
of any criminal who is marched from the dock 
a judge’s denunciations ringing in his ears. gS 
great historic evils of the world, the enduring w \̂e 
to mankind, have been perpetrated by “  good P 
out of the very quality of their goodness. Goo c0 
kept the Inquisition alive; good men kept in e3̂ ,Sflgiisb
Kn**ninrf tit itoVi/ipo ft. • rrnml m an ni-nn tori l.he ,ntoburning for witchcraft; good men created the 
Sunday, than which no single thing has don°J? g 
demoralise the people ; good men opposed wit
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»entific discoveries and philosophic speculations; 
6°°d men have hurried us into ill-advised legislation 

at has often inflicted more harm than it has re- 
ved. Heaven preserve us from the “  good ” 

People; the bad ones we can safely take our chances

The world is not short.of “  good ” people ; it never 
defir ~e D̂’ an  ̂ ^ *8 never likely to be, It is not

~uD W0I
*jas been,
bepCl6n̂  moral counsel, either. There has always 

n a plethora of this article. If a man with the
tons 

1

The>-- 6 *8 âvore  ̂ with, life would be intolerable.

toothache took all the remedies suggested by solich 
tons friends, he would probably be dea raoral 

if a man carried out—or tried to—all the madvi,
ere is only one thing that makes the capacity of

”ULUe people to give moral advice bearable, and that 
13 the capacity of other people for ignoring it. The 
ôrld is in far greater need of intelligent perception 

j humanity’s problems than it is of moral fervor. 
,,Q(1 if we were all quite honest, we should admit 

at the character with a smack of evil about it is 
he most attractive. Not too much, of course, but 

en°ugh to give it variety. It takes all sorts to make 
^ 0rh3, as the shrewd Scotchman observed, and let 

8 not forget that in the make-up of the “ all sortŝ  
sort has its value. That there may be evil in 

things good, as well as good in all things evil, 
two aspects of the same thing, although it is 

rQth that is often overlooked. q CoilEN.

The Desperate Hunt for God.

jj0J are all aware that man is by nature a hunter. 
{o i / an rarely sit down in an easy-chair and, with 
¡¡q ea arms, thoroughly enjoy himself. Possession 
L n Palls upon his senses, unless he is ever kept 
thr/ a<̂ ing to the pile. His happiest moments are 
ac 8® spent in hot pursuit of the exhilarating art of 
alw l8l̂ on- As the poet says, man never is, but 
amhv k°Pes to be, blessed. He lives alone by 
gVe'̂ loa> he it “ the pitiful ambition of possessing 
tion°r six thousand more acres,” or the nobler ambi- 
t0 i, °i augmenting his intellectual and moral worth 

^community. The outstanding fact about him 
is constitutionally unable to feel satisfiedX at.he

aQ(j present acquirements, however numerous 
by valuable they may be, but is irresistibly driven 
life’ n *nward impulse to attempt fresh conquests on 
Hr«8 battlefield. There is within him a subtle, 
f0r a.u°os restlessness, which renders it impossible 
fQr ,Ina to rest on his oars even for a second, except 
v‘?or 6 PurP08e °f renewing his strength for more 
War(j° U8 pulling. His one motto is Onwards, up-

QPonW’ *8 ^ is  ambitious, restless nature of man
the wbich the theologians have played, throughout 
th6va®f.8’ with such enormous success, and to which 

stjU make their supreme appeal. This restless- 
desj " these struggling aims,” these unfulfilled 
Wb e?> they argue, prove the existence of God, in 
Sevp alone rest and satisfaction can be obtained. 
that ra Browning’s characters are made to adopt 
th« r r̂Soment. The lover in “ Pauline,” addressing 

r>eity, says
> “ Even from myself
j aee<i thee, and I feel thee, and I love thee;

do not plead my rapture in thy works 
Xyy 'ove thee—or that I feel as one
.h o  cannot die—but there is that in me 

hich turns to thee, which loves, or which should love.”

Satue lover had already exclaimed :—
Apd what is that I hunger for but God ?
Jyy God, my God! let me for once look on thee 

j As tho’ nought else existed: we alone.”

qtiQ(. ^ e.ra,ble times have those passionate lines been 
8taten lQ kb0 pulpit in illustration and proof of the 
Until fcbat the human soul cannot find peace
lUotat- fl.nd8 G°d» who is its peace. Another 
^°Sust°n ’ *n b*gb favor in the pulpit is from St.

1D0’b Confessions : “  Thou hast created us

This

unto thyself, and our heart finds no rest until it 
rests in thee.” This idea finds its best expression, 
perhaps, in Psalm xlii. 1, 2: “ As the hart panteth 
after the water brooks, so panteth my soul after 
thee, O God. My soul thirsteth for God, for the 
living God. When shall I come and appear before 
God ?” But the argument involves a misinterpreta
tion of a fact of human nature, which fact is capable 
of a satisfactory explanation, without any reference 
whatever to supernatural considerations. Unsatisfied 
desires, or unrealised ambitions, are but so many in
centives to wholesome and joy-giving exertion. 
Hunger is a challenge to action, without which 
there can be neither health nor happiness. Ambition 
is a stimulant to prevent or cure torpidity. Restless
ness is an essential condition of enjoyment. Life is 
a form of motion, and dissatisfaction is the indispen
sable motive-power. So far from being an argument 
for the existence of a supernatural Being and a future 
life, man’s craving for what he has not is only a law 
of his life here and now. The theological diagnosis 
of it is fundamentally erroneous, because it treats it 
as pathological, whereas it is simply a natural stimulus. 
It may be true that “ diagnosis is an essential part of 
the cure,” but then the divines take as a disease 
what is in reality but one of the symptoms of health.

To find in God and immortality the satisfying 
solution of all earth’s problems is to introduce into 
human life distracting and enfeebling elements, 
whose only influence is to retard all true progress. 
Supernatural solutions of natural problems do but 
complicate them all the more. As the Book of Job 
abundantly shows us, the thought of God only lands 
us in deeper mystery and much greater difficul
ties. Instead of endeavoring to understand what 
human life and its laws really are, theologians waste 
their time in the effort to discover how to relate 
them to their idea of a Supreme Being, or, rather, 
how to relate a God of love and justice, in whom 
they believe, to the facts of life. Their everlasting 
hunt is for a conception of Deity which can he recon
ciled with the existing state of things, and which 
justifies the hope for improvement in some other 
sphere. But all this is so much labor lost, because 
the God searched for is not findable. You remember 
Job’s heart-broken cry, “ O that I knew where I 
might find him, that I might come even to his seat.” 
Then he started on a long and painful quest, and his 
report of it is most interesting: —
“  Behold I go foward, but he is not there ;

And backward, but I cannot perceive him ;
On the left hand, when he doth work, but I cannot behold him :
lie hidetli himself on the right hand, that I cannot see him.”

In the fine drama, Job believed that he was every
where, east and west, north and south, but frankly 
confessed that he had failed to see him anywhere. 
We are told that “ the reader who has absorbed the 
Book of Job is so much nearer the cross of Christ ” ; 
but in what sense or way ? He who has not succee
ded in coming across God in his own life, is not 
likely to meet with him in a heathen cross made 
Christian. To say that Christ “ came to deal with 
the last facts and the last analysis of human life,” is 
to utter a falsehood, because with the problem of 
suffering, as such, Jesus did not attempt to deal at 
all, either directly or indirectly, while his Cross only 
shows how the world usually treats its unpopular 
iconoclasts. The Cross was much older than Jesus, 
and it is still the symbol of the doom meted out to 
the heretic. In any other sense, the Cross is the 
creation of the theologians ; and it signifies different 
things to different schools of divinity.

God is always speaking, we are told. He is perpet
ually giving clues to himself. He never ceases to 
unravel his thoughts. History is the gradual un- 
foldment of his mind. In reality, however, this turns 
out to be the baseless fabric of a dream. Taking the 
Jesus of the Pour Gospels and the Epistles as our 
guide, we learn that God chose the Church as the 
place of his abode and his organ of speech to the 
world. The Church has been, and is, the custodian 
of his mind and the exponent of his will. Whatever 
she says he says, and whatever she does he does.
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Such is the Biblical and only orthodox conception of 
the Church, and such is the claim made on her 
behalf bv an overwhelming majority of Christians 
to-day. Readers of this journal need not he told 
how completely it has been falsified by the facts of 
history. But the Rev. E. Shillito, writing in the 
British Congregationalist for August 27, ranks Galilpo, 
Newton, and Columbus with God’s spokesmen. He 
says that these men were thinkers who regarded 
“  the obstinate Fact as a Divine Signal.” To them 
“ it [the obstinate Fact?] was a call to a new plane, 
It was a Divine clue. Tt was a Word of God to 
them.”  Well, take Galileo, and you find that his 
message was in direct antagonism to the message of 
God through the Church. Thus you have two God’s 
spokesmen contradicting each other, and the stronger 
of the two punishing the weaker, and characterising 
his utterance as a Devil’s Word. Now, Galileo was a 
patient student of Nature, who made scientific 
observations and experiments, and who, in conse
quence, stumbled upon a great truth. He did not 
even pretend to speak in God’s name, but only in that 
of Science; and the Spirit-led and guided Church 
condemned him as a dangerous heretic. We know 
that the “ body of Christ,”  the “ Temple of the Holy 
Ghost,” and God’s official spokesmen, was in hopeless 
error, and that Galileo, the natural philosopher, 
exposed many fallacies which the former fondly 
cherished. We claim, then, that “ God’s Word ” is, 
in both cases, an exploded myth, that the Church 
taught falsehoods through sheer ignorance, and that 
Galileo and others like him discovered truths as the 
reward of patient and laborious investigation, God, 
in both instances, being conspicuous only by his 
absence.

We maintain, therefore, that the hunt for God, in 
all generations, should have written across it, in 
large letters, the one word, FAILURE. Mr. Shillito 
gives expression to an important truth when he says 
that “ the wilderness of Agnosticism may, perhaps, 
bo sometimes nearer the Promised Land of Truth 
than the dull and lifeless land of tradition.” As Mr. 
Shillito himself knows, it is the Church, God’s official 
spokesman, that has always dwelt in “ the dull and 
lifeless land of tradition,” while “ the wilderness of 
Agnosticism ” has been inhabited by tho arduous 
workers whose reverence for the “ obstinate Fact ’ ’ 
is notorious, and whoso grand reward has been 
partial admission into the Kingdom of Truth. It is 
the honest, persistent study of Nature alone, not 
alleged Divine guidance, that leads into the know
ledge of the facts. Whatever troths the Church 
possesses she has received from Science, and what
ever errors she has renounced she has been compelled 
to surrender at the bidding of her enemy. Further
more, whatever moral virtues she champions are 
thousands of years older than herself, and were 
originally expounded, not as Divinely revealed and 
supernatural verities, but as indispensable elements 
of character in society. There is nothing super
human attaching to them, nor can they be described 
as any other than essential conditions of social wel
fare, discovered to be such by long observation and 
experience.

With the solutions of the problems of human life 
we are not now concerned. We will only state that, 
after nineteen hundred years of the Christian Church, 
they are still unsolved. Mr. Shillito admits that, as yet, 
they are not even “  finally stated ” ; and we venture 
to add that, on theological lines, they never will, or 
can be “  finally stated,” much less finally solved. 
Our only hope lies in the spread of scientific know
ledge, and the consequent abandonment of super
natural beliefs. Mr. Shillito differs from us because 
he is a supernatural believer and a seeker for a 
“ Divine meaning in the enlarged vision of the world 
given to our generation” ; but we beg to remind him 
that “ the restatement of old problems in new terms,” 
to which he looks, is being made possible, not by 
ecclesiastics and theologians, but by the people who 
mostly dwell in “  the wilderness of Agnosticism.”

the

to-

these
was

J. T . L l o y d .

The Foreknowledge of Jesus.—HI-

(Continued from p. 550.)
The second coming of Jesus Christ to judge 
world was to take place, according to the Goep^j 
“ immediately after the tribulation of those days 
that is to say, “ immediately after ” the destroy 
of Jerusalem in A.D. 70. That Savior and 
having failed to appear, his words had to he explain 
away. This was not by any means an easy tas • 
but it had to be done—somehow. First, we are ° 
that the two predictions—the destruction of Jer 
salem and the second coming—are “  blended 
gether.” Next, we are told that “  immediate y 
does not mean “  immediately.” Neither of 
apologetic representations being found, as 
fondly hoped, incontrovertible, a third had to 
excogitated. _ *

According to this third method of reconcile^® ^ 
we are asked to interpret “ the tribulation of » 
days" as extending from the siege of Jernsafl | 
through all the ages, down to the present Jay> 
eluding all future time to the end of the world ; 
words to be taken as referring to the persecn 
and humiliation of the Jewish people as long as 
people remain a separate race. This explanati • 
though apparently seriously offered, will not s â e 
examination for a single momont; for Jesus (or 
Gospel writer) has, in the same chapter, made 8° 
an interpretation untenable. . . j»

After predicting his second coming with his 
angels to judge the world, the Gospel Savior s y 
(Matt. xxiv. 84-35):— gt

“ Verily I say unto you, This generation sha 
pass away till all these things he accomplished. rle , 
and earth shall pass away, but my words shall not V

aWay” . .u ondotThat generation “  passed away ”  before the tu
tho first century, and the last survivor 000 dtuaij
have lived far into the second; yet more g(jS
eighteen centuries have elapsed, and neither J ,g
nor his promised judgment has appeared.
sacred “ words,”  therefore, have “ passed away
that is, so far as truth is concerned—and bis ^
repeated formula, “  Verily I say unto you,” is . 0.
to be an introduction to a silly and gratuitous 1 ^
hood. As a simple matter of fact, the sayiDi>
the Gospel Jesus are of a more unreliable ckara
than those of any other historical personage ko
to US. j.jj0

Of course, now that time has demonstrated
last statement quoted to be false, the words of
ascribed to Jesus must either be explained a^  , i 0r
the falsehood admitted. Needless to say, the *°rit0g
is the course adopted by all Christian advoC' ^
and commentators. The following is a samPie
how this is done :—

“ It seems to have been sufficiently proved tea ĝ 
word here translated * generation ’ is used at h “1 j 
signify a race or people : wo may therefore W* ‘  gt 
our Lord’s words as meaning that the Jewish ra ^  
people would not pass away till the end. Tbei 
was to bo destroyed, their power broken doWDi 
themselves scattered into all lands. This has c0 
pass: yet they remain a distinct and separate race •

Thus, what Jesus did not prediot—that tho Be g 
nation should be “ scattered into all lands j<j 
come to pass. What he did predict—that be f >’
come with his angels as a judge “ immediately aeO0)- 
the destruction of Jerusalem and before that S 
ation had passed away—has not come to Paway—has not come ^  * jp- 
Furthermore, it is interesting to notice the < P00lJ 
getic words employed : “  It seems to have f 
sufficiently proved”—“ is used at times to 8'6 „ /^reek, 

The meaning of the word “ generation \eaJiiy 
genea) in the First Gospel, will be most r 0 Oo 
perceived by its plain and obvious sign1 g&vae 
in the following passages, written by the 
e v a n g e l i s t , ter0us 

Matt. xii. 89, 41, 42, 45. “ An evil and acl£ jnev0b
generation seeketh after a sign....... The men ot *  ̂ ¡to1'
shall stand up in judgment with this genera
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shall condemn it.......The queen of the South shall rise
DP in the judgment with this generation, and shall
condemn it.......Even so shall it be also unto this evil
generation."

Matt. i. 17. “ So all the generations from Abraham 
unto David are fourteen generations; and from David 
unto the carrying away to Babylon fourteen genera- 
wns; and from the carrying away to Babylon unto 

p Christ fourteen generations."
r°m the foregoing examples it will be seen that the 

¡jOm “ generation ” means one succession of people 
patural descent, or the period during which the 
Jority of any succession lived ; say forty or fifty years. _ l fc is only by a wilful and unscrupulous 

Carv®rs ôn of language that the word “ generation ” 
ai,n 80 Made to signify the whole race or nation for 

succeeding generations.
j ° PQt the question, however, beyond all possible 
the We have but to turn to another passage in 
a .8atne Gospel, in which the “ second coming” is 
t in predicted. In Matt. xvi. 27-28, Jesus is 
Presented as saying:—

“ Bor the Son of Man shall come in the glory of his 
ather with his angels ; and then shall he render unto 

e^ery man according to his deeds. Verily I say unto 
ycu, there be some o f them that stand here, which shall 
1Q np wise taBte of death, till they see the Son of Man 

jj Cotuing in his kingdom.”
¡> 8re Plainly stated, in other words, that that 
Co erâ °n should not pass away until Jesus had 
Ce ,e. judge the nations. There can be no un
to D,ln^  as *be meaning of this passage, nor as 
y0 ,,e unveracity of the words “ Verily I say unto 
m ’ But, as might be expected, this Gospel state
ly  being unquestionably at variance with fact, 
tro ,*? be explained away like the others. I will not 
hietl 8 rea,der by giving Christian commentators’ 
4S °U8 of doing this: enough, that they all do it. 
of 8*tnple matter of fact, the exposition of many 
00t, e sayings attributed to Jesus in the Gospels is 
ijjv lQ8 less than a task of misrepresentation and 
jeJ nB°n. The following alleged utterances of
c0mls- which either assert or imply that his second 

*°g would he before that generation had passed 
’. are all in a similar manner apologetically 

J0i  aiQed away : Mark viii. 88—ix. 1 ; Matt. x. 23 ; 
alSo y- 25-29; i. 50-51; xvi. 28, 16. In these cases, 
ahgn’ ^  w°ul<3 be sheer waste of time to notice the 

AlU exPlanaGons offered.
aQ(j '’be early Christians—those of the first century, 
Co^^uy who lived to about the middle of the second 
J08 Ury—firmly believed that the second advent of 
W6r 8’ aQd the final judgment and end of the world, 
hJoqj °^°8e at hand, and might be expected at any 
failer .  But as the years rolled on, and Jesus 
q0tl , ^  appear, excuses had to be made for the 
exatou">lment of the Savior’s promises. As an 

p ’ a 8econ<  ̂ century teacher, whose epistle 
to ^ terwards ascribed to the apostle Peter, says 
iii 9 e dispirited Christians of his day (2 Peter 

' *> 8-10, 14)
j, should remember the words spoken before by 

® holy prophets, and the commandment of the Lord
do** ^av*or through your apostles....... that in the last
. °ys mockers shall come with mockery, walking after 

own lusts, and saying, Where is the ■promise o f  his 
alut” 3 ' *or’ r̂om ^be days that the fathers fell asleep, 

things contjnue as they were from the beginning of
tli°,Creati°n...... But forget not this one thing, beloved,
a one day is with the Lord as a thousand years, and 

Uousand years as one day. The Lord is not slack 
lo Cern’’,n9 his promise, as some count slackness ; but is 

Ug suffering to you-ward, not wishing that any should
!8u.......But the Lord will come as a thief; in the

0je‘cu the heavens shall pass away with a great noise,
.......Wherefore, beloved, seeing that ye look fo r  these
l/JS< give diligence that ye may bo found in peace, 

Jjj bout spot and blameless in his sight.”
b°th ««going passage, if it stood alone, is evidence 
of ^be promise of a speedy coming of Jesus, and 
Cbris.W that promise had been understood by the 
8o-ea]]lan8 up to the time of the writing of the 
Peri0(j eb ‘ ‘ Second Epistle of Peter.” At that 
^ere 1 . Ghurch contained many doubters, who

c°ntinually worrying the more credulous
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believers by asking, Of what value were the promises 
of Jesus? seeing that he had not kept the most im
portant of all—the one relating to his second coming 
to judge the world. The only answer to this ques
tion which believers could think of was that Jesus 
would certainly keep his promise; but that days, 
months, and years were as nothing to him. Did not 
the inspired writer of Psalm xc. say that a thousand 
years in God’s sight “ are but as yesterday ” or “  as a 
watch in the night ” ? Besides, “ the Lord ” had a 
good reason for not coming too soon : he was of 
great mercy, and desired to save as many people as 
possible, and the longer he delayed the more there 
would be to save.

This specious style of reasoning might perhaps he 
convincing in the second century; but it will not do 
now. The same pertinent question may be asked 
with far more force and reason to-day. What, then, 
are the promises of the Gospel Jesus worth ? The 
answer is, of course, “ Nothing—absolutely nothing.” 
By whomsoever the promises were originally made, 
they are every one of them false : and the wonder is 
that there are still thousands upon thousands, not to 
say millions, of ignorant and uncritical Christians 
who continue to repose faith in all the absurd and 
misleading Gospel utterances. a b r a c a d a b r a .

(To be concluded)

The Church Times for August 28 devotes its second lead
ing article to a discussion and condemnation of “ Salvation 
Army Methods.” This is a highly-encouraging sign. 
Hitherto the religious press, especially of late years, has 
been lavishing fulsome praise on General Booth and his 
Army. Having referred to Mr. MaDson’s now famous book, 
the Church Times speaks boldly out thus :—

“  Let these chapters be circulated as they deserve, and 
General Booth’s ostrich-like policy will be possible no longer. 
Either he must provide a full and adequate answer, or his 
organisation must stand hopelessly discredited in the eyes of 
every reasonable man And by a full and adequate answer 
we mean something vastly different from those airy utter
ances which the officials have thought sufficient to meet 
criticism.”

Such scathing terms, issuing from such a quarter, ought to 
open people’s eyes to the true character of this gigantic 
autonomy.

The Rov. G. A. Johnston Ross, of Cambridge, declares 
that it is rude, vulgar, and unmannerly not to give Christ “ a 
reverent hearing,” and that “ behind the rudeness there is a 
coarser grain than mere boorishness betokens.” Will Mr. 
Ross kindly tell us where Christ can bo heard ? If in the 
pulpit, to which of the multitudinous Christs that are 
alleged to be speaking there are we to listen? If in the 
Gospels, which of the many conflicting commentaries on 
those documents are we to follow ? In view of the impos
sibility of getting at the real Christ, even on the assumption 
that he exists, is it not vulgar, and rudo, and unmannerly on 
Mr. Ross’s part to denounce those who cannot accept his 
Christ, in the coarse language herein quoted ?

Furthermore, how can unbelievers in Christ conscien
tiously give him “ a reverent hearing ”  ? It is absurd to 
expect them to do such a thing. It is flatly impossible to 
revere that in which one does not believe. Nothing is 
clearer than that Mr. Ross forgets his manners when he 
charges those who will not listen to Christ with “  baseness 
of soul,” and asserts that it is “  self-indulgence that makes 
men rude to God.” Atheists cannot be rude to G od; such a 
thing-is a natural impossibility, only Mr. Ross seems to be 
so totally blinded by prejudice that ho cannot see it. This 
man of God evidently ignores one of the most important 
texts in his own Bible, namely, “  Judge not, that ye be not 
judged; for with what judgment ye judge, ye shall be 
judged.” ____

In the Pastoral Address of the Wesleyan Conference it is 
stated that “ the world is hungering for Christ,”  and that 
“ it has begun to discern in him the holper who nover fails, 
the Savior whose grace sustains in all trials.”  Does not 
President Scott-Lidgett see that such a statement is com
plimentary neither to Christ nor to the world ? Indeed, to 
Christ, whom the Wesleyan Church adores as almighty to 
save and to help, it is positively dishonoring and insulting— 
a virtual confession that he is not, and never has been, what 
his followers have always declared him to be.
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Acid Drops.

We do not know enough of the dispute between the police 
and the Salvationists at Dartford to be able to express a 
certain opinion on the matter; but we know quite enough 
of the impudence of the Salvationists in inflicting them
selves upon the long-suffering British public, with street 
meetings altogether out of proportion to their numbers, and 
in absolute disregard of the convenience or comfort of other 
people— to satisfy us that they ought to be moved on a great 
deal more frequently than they are. At any rate, it is sheer 
clap-trap on the part of the Dartford Salvationists, when one 
of their number has to do seven days’ “  hard ” as the alter
native of non-payment of a fine, to bring out a banner with 
“  Seven days for preaching Christ ” upon it. They are not 
molested for preaching Christ, but for “  obstruction ” by 
holding meetings at a spot which the police say is unsuit
able. The dispute has no more to do with Christ than it has 
with Krishna. But these Blood-and-Fire fanatics never lose 
an opportunity of “  blaspheming.” They, and other Chris
tians, only object to “  blasphemy ” when a Freethinker 
infringes their monopoly.

The Catholic Church is stirring up the working men 
belonging to its fold to protest against the principle of 
Secular Education being incorporated in the program of 
Trade Unionism, in accordance with the overwhelming 
vote of Trade Union Congresses. The Catholic Times 
pretends that Trade Unionism is “ identifying itself with 
secularist aims.” But it is doing nothing of the kind. The 
Trade Union Congress has not declared against religious 
education, but only against religious education in State 
elementary schools, which are paid for by men of all 
religious denominations, and men of none. We venture to 
think that the Trade Union Congress vote will stand.

It is a curious thing that the followers of the Prince of 
Peace are the champion fighters of this planet, while the 
followers of the “  heathen ”  Confucius are the most peace
able of mankind. Mr. Li Sum Ling, managing editor of the 
Chinese Mail, of Hong Kong, being on a visit to London, 
and interviewed by the Daily Chronicle, was asked, What 
about the foreign politics of China ? “ Well,” he replied,
“  you must remember we are a peace-loving and law-abiding 
nation— there is not a policeman in all the interior of China.” 
Fancy ! Policemen are only required in China at exterior 
points where the Chinese come in contact with Europeans. 
Could anything more conclusively show how absurd are the 
regulation Christian boasts of moral superiority over the 
“  heathen ” ?

Mr. Li Sum Ling had some interesting) things to say 
about English literature in China. The average English
man—bless his pious thick skull!—knows nothing of what 
the Chinese think and feel now, or of what they ever thought 
and felt in the past. The English language is being taught 
in Chinese schools “  right away to the interior.” “ In my 
newspaper,” this gentleman said, “ we print daily an instal
ment of some serial story by a well-known English author. 
Sherlock Holmes is a great favorite, and at the present time 
I am translating East Lynne for my readers. There is no 
need for me to do the same for Scott, Dickens, Carlyle, 
Ituskin, and your standard histories and essays, as they are 
already published in Chinese.” Just think of it 1 All that 
trouble taken by the “  poor heathen ” to read the best 
writers in the English language, while the average English
man doesn’t so much as know that China has any writers at 
all 1 And we, and not the Chinese, are the go-ahead people 1

The Catholic Bishops of Lombardy have issued a joint 
pastoral to the clergy and people of their various dioceses 
against the “  bad press ” in Italy. The “ bad press ”  in
cludes, of course, all periodicals that say anything against 
the Faith. Priests may be trusted to know what is “ bad ” 
— for them. Nature has endowed all animals with the 
instinct of self-preBervation.

For a wonder, the British Weekly for August 20, in the 
leading article, entitled “ John Morley— Viscount Morley of 
Blackburn,”  candidly admits that this great writer “  was in 
his day one of the fiercest assailants of Christianity.”  Of 
course, Dr. Robertson Nicoll could not refrain from indulging 
in this impertinent aside : “  We confess that to us Mr. Morley 
has never seemed to understand Christianity.”  In the esti
mation of its professional champions, no opponent ever does 
understand it. Dr. Nicoll falls into another error when .he 
observes that he acknowledges “  deep religious elements in 
Mr. Morley’s mind.” On examination, we find that the 
“  deep religious elements ” specified are not “  religious ” at

all, in the Christian sense, but purely ethical. 
Morley, being admittedly a good man as well as a 
distinction, must be claimed as, in some vital sense, a 
Christian.

But Lord 
writer o* 

true

God.
The Christian World comes to the conclusion tba  ̂

though omnipotent, is not independent of human co F ^  
tion in the government of the world. That is to say, ^  
omnipotence is limited and conditioned. He can? ° gsist- 
according to his will unless man gives his consent and -g ¡g 
ance. In the long run, it will be seen by all that ^  
equivalent to a denial of the Divine Existence. ¡.
temporary refers to Mr. Bernard Shaw’s “ brilliant eX ,̂jtb 
tion of this modern doctrine ; but all who are famiha 
Mr. Shaw’s deliverances on the subject know that, tro 
Christian point of view, they are distinctly atheistic. 
the Christian World, on this occasion, has assumed a 
atheistical attitude.

niste1
• a In b'3at Castleford, is of a commercial turn of minci. gjn]j 

opening sermon he told his people that he is resolved

The Bev. J. W. Tuffley, the new Congregational mi

~r ----- o -  -------  — — --------- .  - a ------- ,. a01ple
some capital in their midst, in the hope of gettin„ „ 
returns. His capital is God, of whom he is going to “ 
more and more “ in human life.” We wonderw ho _r 
appropriate the profits, the congregation or the mimste 
is it a profit-sharing concern ?

The Bev. Dr. Campbell Morgan says that “ tlio^80̂  
ideals of Jesus are recognised in all their grandeur. j 
rub our eyes in amazement, and ask, where, and by w jg) 
The social ideals of Jesus, as embodied in the F °ur ,, „o0d 
have never yet been put into practice, and that for tmM5
reason that they are essentially impracticable, 
himself and his great congregation, while enthusiast“^ '  
singing their praises in church, leave them severely . g
in f.Koi*« íloiNr lifo ir» ti,«, mn*l/i Their “  grandeur ' isain their daily life in the world 
of words.

, TggO3
The Bev. W. A. Cooke, M.A., informs us that r.

“ distinctly resisted evil on occasion, and with^equa jj0
ness instructed his disciples to do the same." -*• vjj(" 
either disobeyed his own commandment, “  Besist no g of 
or was insincere when he laid it down as one of the .j h 
his kingdom. Mr. Cooke tells us that “ Resist no  ̂
was only intended to be taken as a paradox, in whic 
it is utterly worthless as a rule of conduct. In auy ^ g e  
the words of Jesus possess no moral value oven °.D̂ nite 
who profess to follow him in everything. What an ,g , 
sham the profession of faith in, and imitation of Chri

The Rev. J. H. Jowett maintains that Christ ¡je
disciples, which implies that there are some w  ̂^ 0ge 
rejects. Fancy the Redeemer of the world se! ' ? w o f  ‘ be 
whom he wiU save ! And, judging by the nutnbt ^
“  saved ” in any age, we must conclude that hell 18 rejgfl 
fully crowded place. And yet we are told thattho ° °  
of the Universe is a loving Father I

1 The letter,0^Here is a gem of the purest water: y tUu
Bible is judged by its spirit rather than the spirit ^ o0]j 
letter." How on earth can you get at the spirit of a ¡r;t 
except by means of its letters? The Bible has ,n° xactly 
whatever apart from its letter, and its spirit is just e- afi 
what the letter expresses. This is perfectly clear  ̂^ ejr 
except blind Bible-worshipers, who have taken leave 
reason.

The Church Times, in reviewing Mr. R. H. Benson 8 ^  it 
book, St. Thomas o f  Canterbury, falls foul of the » ArClr 
contains “  at the obscurity which envelops a modem 
bishop of Canterbury.” But surely our contemporary 
be aware that the “ obscurity” is a well-establis 10 ^ ei of 
Except officially, on State occasions, and in the w» ĝg of 
salary, his Grace counts for less than nothing in the 
the people of England.

The Pope had a cold. The doctors ordered ^ 'f^ jik e  a 
God’s vicegerent on earth has to take medical order 
sick woman. ____

The Rev. J. P. Perkins is a bit of an Atheist, 
his ordination vows. He makes high fun of tl 0wn
about “  God doing his own work, and doing it )Brie8g, air
way.”  Without his people, God is absolutely jesu3,
Perkins assures us. The old saying ascribe j aj6i tbe 
“  Without me ye can do nothing,” is now out °^jjejr Lord> 
modern maxim being addressed by Christians to contet1' 
“ Without us Thou canst do nothing.”  Mr. Per u „ rogreS' 
tion is fully borne out by the facts. The Churc
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sing' Her Lord God is already in the background, invisible 
a°d quiescent. By-and-bye she will drop him altogether, 
and openly rely exclusively on her own resources. She is 

slowly evolving into a Secular Society, and when that 
consummation has-been reached Freethought shall have 
come into its own. ____

Mrs. Howard, the wife of a Woodford baker, belongs, 
her husband, to the Christian Israelites—which sounds 

Very much like Gentile Jews. She also, on her own account, 
^solved to “ make Abraham’s sacrifice ” —that is, to live 
w'th her husband as his sister. This did not suit the views 
0 Daniel Howard, and the trouble eventuated in his appear- 
ance at the Stratford Police-court on a charge of assault, 

at as he was only bound over to keep the peace, he is 
iely to appear before the 11 beak ”  again—unless the Lord 

1Dspires him to accept “  Abraham’s sacrifice ” too.

civ' " w*cked Frenchman ”  theory dies hard, but it is 
an<̂  ' n *̂me the very silliest of Christian apologists 

cease to talk of the “  immorality of infidel France.” 
hi n  *S ^J0 Dev. W. Kingscote Greenland, editor of the 
jn"l y 'respectable and pious Young Man, writing as follows 

he September number of that magazine :—
11 wish that people, especially men, would cease to speak 
Paris as the capital of sensual vice. Man for man, the 

'''PSiishman is more immoral than the Frenchman, and the 
Wickedest city on earth, without a doubt, is London. For 
Pleasure, for wastefulness, for contempt for humanity, for 
sensual sin, and for selfishness and individualism, no city 
can compete with our Metropolis. No man need cross the 
«traits of Dover to break God’s laws. There is no city that 
2,:ers more facilities for breaking them than the city on the 
J-names.”

over10 *S D°Dring in Paris like Piccadilly at night. Moro- 
- r- a large part of the vice of Paris is due to visitors from
Ecglaudaw” Scotland, aud other Christian countries, who break 
tli ^  r̂om home restraints when they go to a place where 
l i /^ r e  not known, and indulge in what they call 11 seeing 

6 "-which is, after all, only seeing the way to death.

storUnday'Scho°l scD°lars are iu a woeful plight to-day, the 
bei  ̂ Ding Saul’s suicide, as related in 1 Sam. xxxi., 
ihis^ • r' ck Dire P'ously Wished out to them. Aware that 
Oj ..P^bion of God’s Word “ does not make a very suitable 
te lVe *ot a Sunday-school Lesson/’ the New Theologians 
Wi?1? 111601! the teachors to draw freely upon 2 Sam. i., 
ho\y c:"Dains David’s Lament over Saul. Unfortunately, 
*htp°Ver' D'e critics assure us that this elegy is a “ late 
g6n tP°^ati°n,” and that it is not possible to establish its 
(j0 ?1Deness. Of two things there can be no manner of 
the 4 ’ Ding David could not have composed the poem, and 
But a? ^ or the poem could not have been King David. 
Sch i this the rising generation represented at Sunday- 

0ols will hear nothing to-day.

bere°W EnarvcHously the Word of God Contradicts itself just 
fell ' 1 Sam xxxi. we read, “  Saul took his sword aud
Arn |*̂ 0.n *t,”  while in 2 Sam. i. 10 we are told that an 
15 il .to “  stood beside him, and slow him.” In 2 Sam i. 
lQen faV'd ’ 8 rePresented as commanding one of his young 
ije ,.to kill the messenger who brought the nows of Saul’s 
and ' j k.ut ’n iv. 10 ho is reported to have taken hold of him 
*Qstr a'U himself. And yet the young people will bo 
Go(11̂ d  to believe that this book is the inspired Word of

be 'shness is absolutely inescapable. Why is honesty the 
the S°^cy ? Becauso it pays best. “  What is that,” asks 
6elfi | ev. F. It. Swan, “ but the lowest motive of undiluted 
coiiS- , ess Then the rovorend gentleman gives what he 
Je '« « s  the true rule of conduct: ‘“ Be ye perfect,’ said 
i, Why ? ‘ Because your Father is perfect.’ ”  “ What
hesa o V  Wo ask> “  hut the lowest motive of undiluted selfish
l y  Every man pleases himself, after his hind, but the 

■ban only in working for the welfare of society.

V y  , understand the whole thing. The mystery has 
that fi ’ ^he Rev. W. Pierce, of Northampton, tells us 
th°u’ j a°ugh “  Christ thought men worth dying for,” and 

^ ross expresses his expectation of their ro- 
iecon , that in an evil or weak moment “ he left the 
8it0pl at‘ 0n *ho wor^  to Hod *n the hands of a few 
part |° ap d. ""lettered men.”  How very remiss on Christ’s 
G0(j '« i s  explains the non-reconciliation of tho world to 
had V i ^ sh°ws both God and Christ in an exceptionally 
°ught ^ r- fierce is evidently in the know, but ho

n°t to have split on his employers.

0 Dev. J. jj. Jowett agrees with the prophet Malachi.

He does not believe in a tender-hearted, loving God, who 
treats all men as his children, but in a stern, cruel, relent
less tyrant, who will make his enemies, his own children 
who do not believe in and worship him, “ contemptible and 
base before all the people.” No, the spirit of persecution is 
not dead. Intolerance is still as fierce as ever, only it lacks 
the power to express itself in the ancient effective way. 
What a pity that we are living in the twentieth century !

Another man of God says there is no “  beautiful savage 
life,”  that savages are sunk in “ beastiality, rapine, and 
murder.” Of course, when savages become Christians, 
their life is full of beauty and charm. The reverend gentle
man does not know what he is talking about. We have 
known so-called “  raw ” savages who lived truly beautiful, 
charming lives, in spite of their lack of the varnish of civili
sation, and who would have shamed many of our civilised 
Christians.

The Rev. T. Rhondda Williams has written to the Chris
tian Commonwealth concerning his alleged references to Mr. 
Blatchford’s conversion. He denies having said that Mr. 
Blatchford had “ recanted,” or that he had “ renounced his 
Agnosticism.” He adds that he never used the words, nor 
did he intend to convey their meaning. So far, the matter 
is satisfactory ; and it now rests between Mr. Williams and 
his reporter, the Rev. Dr. Warschauer. The rest of Mr. 
Williams’ communication is not so satisfactory. He says:
“ I refused to judge Mr. Blatchford entirely by the articles 
on religion in the ‘ Clarion.’ ’* But why not ? The articles 
on religion in the Clarion were deliberately written with a 
view to putting the writer’s opinions before his public. 
These opinions were stated, not in a paragraph or two 
dashed off in a hasty moment, but in a series of articles 
that gave time for the fullest reflection. It is surely little 
short of insulting for anyone to say that he refuses to take 
them as data upon which to base a judgment of the writer. 
Had a man jumped up in a meeting and expressed his con
version to Christianity, Mr. Williams, we presume, would 
readily have accepted his testimony as conclusive. When a 
man, after long reflection, states his opinions soberly in print, 
Mr. Williams plays the superior person and refuses to accept 
these opinions as a true statement of the writer’s position. 
Such is the Christian conception of intellectual fairness and 
charity. ____

Mr. Williams’ apologia is more than foolish—it borders 
upou impertinence. He does not accept the Clarion articles, 
he explains, as properly representing the writer’s position, 
because he read, from the same pen, a review of the “  Little 
Flowers of St. Francis,”  than which he had “  never read 
anything more beautiful.”  He also says : “ Mr. Blatchford s 
love for little children reminded me of Jesus Christ.” 
Fiually, Mr. Blatchford spoke somewhere of “ the Father’s 
gifts to his children.” So Mr. Williams concludes : “ There 
is a richer and deeper Blatchford than the man who wrote 
1 God aud My Neighbor.’ ”  Now this is simply apologising 
for an alleged misstatement with impertinence. Either Mr. 
Williams means that a Freethinker, as a Freethinker, cannot 
appreciate the human side of one of the “  saints,”  and cannot 
properly love little children, or his expressions are quite 
without meaning. One is thus driven to write down Mr, 
Williams’ apology as consisting of either folly or impudence. 
Curiously, too, the letter appears in the same journal that 
complained of our folly in taking a statement concerning 
“ materialists” as reflecting upon the character of Free
thinkers. The writer also, it may be noted, belongs to the 
same school as those who complained of our note upon tho 
subject. The offensiveness is continued in the remark that 
there is a “  richer and deeper Blatchford ”  than the one who 
attacked Christianity. In only less objectionable language 
we have the old Christian notion that the unbeliever is, of 
necessity, an inferior moral being to tho Christian, and that 
his rejection of Christianity proceeds from a more or less 
warped moral nature. How the idea is expressed matters 
little— in fact, we prefer of the two the old, straightforward 
way of stating the position. It was religious blackguardism, 
but it was, at least, straight blackguardism. To say to a 
Freethinker, in effect, “  You are really a good fellow, and 
only attack Christianity when your moral perceptions be
come temporarily blunted or obscured," is to prove that the 
old spirit is still alive even though the old courage and 
straightforwardness are lacking. Once more we repeat that 
Old and New Theologians are, so far as their essential 
religious relations to the world are concerned, indistinguish
able, and we thank tho Rev. Rhondda Williams for the proof 
he has all unconsciously furnishod.

Tho Rev. F. B. Meyer has been encouraging the people of 
South Africa on the commercial depression they are now 
experiencing. His conclusion was that God was grinding
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down the South Africans in order that they might serve an 
apprenticeship to hard work, and that the boys would 
become strong men. “  My father,”  said Mr. Meyer, “  once 
rich, lost all, but it was then that God made me a man.” 
One or two things seem to be overlooked by Mr. Meyer. In 
the first place, it is not clear that rich South Africans will 
become poor so that their sons may benefit. The probab
ility is that it will be the people who always work hard who 
will suffer most, and who will experience short-commons 
while the depression lasts. And in the next place, it is just 
probable that “ God ”  will not pay the same attention to 
everybody else that he paid to Mr. Meyer. Evidently God 
does not make a man of all people, and if he paid this 
special attention to Mr. Meyer it must have been because 
the recipient of this favor was far, far above ordinary 
mortals. And it must be pleasing to “  God ” to know that 
Mr. Meyer thinks the special care devoted to making him a 
man was not labor thrown away.

Someone has been good enough to send us a small volume 
of lectures— one might say with equal correctness, a volume 
of small lectures— by a Mr. Yallance Cook. The lectures 
are directed against “  Modern Scepticism,” and the produc
tion is now in its third edition, so that Heine’s opinion that 
Englishmen, even the most intelligent, are always stupid in 
matters of religion, still retains its point. We have glanced 
through the volume, but the arresting and illuminating 
sentence is in the Prefaco. This is a quotation endorsed by 
Mr. Cook, to the effect that unbelief in general and the New 
Theology in particular might do very well for certain people, 
“  but it would not be safe for people of weak ethical 
instincts.” We trust that Christians will appreciate the 
quality of this defence. It must be gratifying to Christians 
to learn that the great argument for the defence of the faith 
is the “ weak ethical instincts of believers.”

“  What sort of sermons do lawyers like ?” was a question 
discussed at a Boston Baptist Meeting. We suspect they 
have a weakness for preparations marked “ Brief.”

Mr. Philip Thomas has sent us a published lecture of his 
delivered in Epping Forest on Sunday, July 12, on “ Shake
speare and Ethicalism,” copies of which can bo obtained 
from the author (price 2d.) at Rusham-gate, Balham, 
London, S.W. The lecture was worth printing, but we 
have one fault to find with it. Mr. Thomas remarks that 
orthodoxy— by which, we presume, he means Christianity— 
makes “  ordinary human birth a sin and a stigma,”  but he 
rejoices that “  Ethical Religion comes to annul that curse 
and remove the ban.”  Indeed ! Wo thought the annulling 
of that curse and the removing of that ban had been going 
on for generations—we might say centuries— before Ethical 
Religion was heard of. We really wish the Ethical Re
ligionists would take themselves a little less seriously. A 
sense of humor would be a valuable adjunct to their mental 
outfit. But perhaps, if they had it, they would not call 
themselves Ethical Religionists at all. For it is plain 
enough to any intelligence clarified by a sense of humor 
that Ethics is one thing and Religion is another.

Socialist and Christianity being practically Socialism- ^  
Gott sold this pamphlet outside the hall where the S. R- • 
was holding its Conference. He was ordered to desist, a 
refused, whereupon he was expelled. Mr. Bax calls 
tyrannical. For our part, we do not care to express ^  
opinion, as the matter really lies between the S. D. *- 
its own members. We wish to point out, however, t • 
incidentally, this case shows the truth of wbat we  ̂
been saying in the Freethinker that, within the ranKs 
Socialism, as elsewhere, the Christians claim . unlmn 
right to chatter about Christ, and at the same time c 
upon Freethinkers to be silent on that subject.

“  Education without religion,” says a lady novelist, „ 
rear its Christ-less human brutes of the next genera 1 
Need we say that the lady novelist is Marie Corelli, w  ̂
new romance, Holy Orders, suggests to us that she m ” 
herself adorn a pulpit ? She has the necessary (lssurj)0Uti 
and flow of words, and her capacity for glibly lymg.j1 ^g 
“  infidels ”  is proved by her last Christmas article wi 
imaginary account of one of Mr. Foote’s meetings m 
Birmingham Town Hall.

In an account of the late Ira David Sankey, the 
evangelist, in the People's Journal, it is said that 
years ago he was stricken with blindness, and aU0.j-nC, 
sorrow came later when his eldest son went mad, rai 
at religion as a fraud and at professors of relig1 0 0 ,g 
impostors.” If that was the only sign of the 8 ^  
“  madness,”  he was probably the sanest member o 
family.

wlm m tb  L  ; ? ! Dated “  §reat ”  fo r m e d  any doubters 
Sunday °thatb1f t) ^  c.°“ 8regation at St Paul’s th e otherSunday, that if they wished to know that Jesus is God al• ofSunday, that if they wished to know that Jesus is ^  
they had to do was to “ read the Scriptures in the hg“ * 
Christ's countenance.”  That is to say, whatever a , 
wants to find in the Bible he must put there himselji 
then believe it was there before, only he had no eyes 
it. It is in this way that every school of theology P18 . ,ĝ 
itself from the Scriptures. There are ever bo many Cnr ,g 
and each of them with a countenance of his own, and 
Book is differently read in the light of each.

of
A well-known preacher talks glibly about “  the v‘810̂ vc( 

the conquering Christ.” He even waxes eloquent 
“ the radiance of a vision of the Lord Jesus as sup 
conqueror over the powers of evil.”  The world has .j 
hearing about that vision for nineteen hundred years, a  ̂
is nothing more than a vision still. And as one reads 
listens to glowing descriptions of its transcendent glory> 
cannot help exclaiming in Shakespeare’s word,—

“  The baseless fabric of this vision 1”

Baby His “ Burden of Sin.”

Mr. Charles McEvoy’s new comedy, When the Devil was 
III, is to be played next week at the Gaiety Theatro, Man
chester. It must have been a good while ago that the Devil 
was in that condition. We understand that he has been 
dead a long while. It must be seventy or eighty years since 
Beranger sang “  Lo Diable est Mort ” — and we never heard 
of his resurrection.

We read in the August Review o f  Reviews of a supernormal 
or subliminal constable, of whom the writer says

“ I know an officer in our police force who has told me 
many times when off duty and on his way home in the 
evening, there comes to him such a vivid and vital realisa
tion of his oneness with this Infinite Power, and this Spirit 
of Peace so takes hold of him that it seems as though his 
feet could hardly keep to the pavement, so buoyant and so 
exhilarated does he become by reason of this inflowing tide.”  

Of course this constable is a thoroughly sober citizen, but 
the gentleman who writes about him uses painfully sugges
tive language. When these curious experiences havo to 
wait until the officer is off duty, when he becomes so ele
vated by the inflowing tide that he can hardly keep his feet 
to the pavement, one would suspect, if one did not know 
otherwise, that his walk home in the evening took him past 
a good many licensed premises.

Mr. Belfort Bax raises a protest in Justice against the 
expulsion of “  comrade Gott ” from the Social Democratic 
Party for selling a pamphlet by Mr. Wishart criticising Mr. 
Philip Snowden’s utterances about Jesus Christ being a

An extraordinary incident occurred last night <̂urlf1,” c0r- 
progress of a mission meeting in Chicago, says a 
respondent. . zeal

A certain preacher had been known for years for hi ¡¡¡gbt 
in relieving the poor and in making converts. Last 
he stood before an immense congregation and cx 1 0f 
sinners to come forward, and “  to lay down their bur 
sin " in order that they might bo forgiven. a.cbet

Among the penitents was a young woman. The pre u( 
did not notice her until he heard her exclaim, “  Here » J 
little burden of sin.” As she spoke she placed a bun 
his feet. He gazed at her in terror as from the bundle, 
the pathetic wail of an infant. “ Here is your chi* < g0p. 
woman said ; “  you would not support it, and I cauno 
port it auy longer.”  ijbe

Indescribable confusion overcame the meeting- e<J 
women present raised the baby, to whose clothes v?as I 0f 
the following n ote :—“ The father of this infant 18 
the leading men in your work. I lovo my baby bett ^ gr 
life itself and have tried to keep it, but cannot. j0i.
refuses to help me. What can I do ?”  A signatu 
lowed. . „„ared-disapP^pjjgWhile the note was being read the mother
The preacher turned to the dispersing congregation- B j 
woman tempted me,” he quoted, “ and I fell. I bave ^  
backslider, but am whole again, and have returno ^itD 
Christian life.” But the congregation streamed o jjad 
nothing but looks of scorn for the man to whom 
listened so devoutly a short while before. .

—Bristol Evening
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Ur. Foote’s Engagements.

smhy, September G, Queen’s (Minor) Hall, Langham-place, 
London, W., at 7 30, “  Bradlaugh’s Recantation.”

September 13, 20, 27, Queen’s (Minor) Hall.
October 4, Glasgow ; 11, Leicester ; 18, Manchester ; 25, Stanley 

Hall, London.

To Correspondents.
Tr d? President' s H onorarium F und : Previously acknowledged, 

nnual Subscriptions, £221 10s. Received since.—David 
Watt, 5s.

R eader (Penartb).—Tbanks for tbe cutting. H. B. 
Cobbs’ letter is a good one. Freethinkers should make more 
,Use °t the press than they do, and the latest lie about Brad- 
angh should be nailed down in letters to the local newspapers, 
•ithout such a correction, the lie will circulate throughout the 

country, and probably for years, as gospel truth.
Elky.—Write to the secretary of the Birmingham N. S. S. 

Branch—Mr. J. Partridge, 183 Vauxhall-road. Glad you liked 
0Ur “  splendid exposure of the humbug of the Nonconformist 
 ̂stalwart, Dr. Clifford.”
• U. Cornett.—Our readers do not cause us “ inconvenience” 

y writing to us or sending us newspaper cuttings. Quite the 
contrary.
^ cbful.—The silliest part of Parson Weller’s lie about 

radlaugh was his statement that the great Atheist “  dared”  
Cot accept his challenge. What a hopeless fool the man must 
e who could look at Bradlaugh’s face, even in a photograph, 

and assume he was deficient in daring. 
aR.TDca B ra dlaugh F ee.—You are quite right. Bradlaugh never 

n his life said “  There is no God.” You will have seen, by 
°Ur last week’s “  Acid Drops,”  that the Rev. J. Weller had, 

his own showing, simply found a mare’s nest.
H. Wignall.—The matter of the badge is in the secretary's 

. aads—not in ours. An announcement will doubtless be made 
^ lri due course, by authorisation of the executive.

■ W. R obinson.—Pleased to hear you have read the Freethinker 
‘°r some years and still find it “ very instructive and of great 

wh(V ’ toyou.
• O ckham.—The ordinary newspapers jump at any story that 
hey think will damage Freetliought. and when they find a 
ecful lie they don’t mind dressing it up a bit themselves for 

j  ”6 public (orthodox) taste.
w!ln —Thanks for good wishes. Proof in due course,
pra v W<! 6 ^le Part‘ culars of the reverend gentleman’ s sharp

jj' Henderson.— Pleased to get your cuttings.
*\id Watt.—Mere education is little. The man bshind it is 

^ 16 main thing. We value your appreciation.
^chard McLean.—See paragraph. Thanks.

• Foote is anxious to hear from the Freethinker in the 
ugineering business who spoke to him about his son at the 
. Annual Dinner at the Holborn Restaurant. A note to 

, , la.effect appeared in our columns a fortnight ago, but the 
saint ”  referred to might have been holidaying then, and the 

^  °te is repeated in the hope that it will catch his eye now. 
j, ’ Hall.—Thanks for valued cuttings.
t •' In our next.
J'j-W U IT E .-It
j  ad to have your warm appreciation.

avNE.-—We don’t suppose you will receive a reply, but you 
CL 8ht let us know if you do.

B 'ord Williams.—Yes, the President is “ fit for the winter
A°ampaign.”

th" u — ^ 0U would expect those who lie about great Free- 
^ 'inkers to be cowardly as well as malicious.

cnii Hoyston.—Pleased to have your good wishes in what you 
W j, our “  noble fight.”
C ' Dawson.—See paragraph. Thanks.

\v«Mus— Mr- Foote is keeping well. We did not know there 
shi8 a *etter (or letters) of Voltaire’s at Hagley Hall, Worcester- 

Q r,re' It lends distinction to the place.
, Radfleld.—We dealt with it in last week’s issue, which you 

H. t ' G Seen B'nce writing to us.
on ilKer— No doubt you were glad to see our “  Acid Drops ”

J. a, ,he aubiect.
■n t ! 'IN— Pleased to see your letter on the Bradlaugh matter

v, Sunderland Echo.
s0 a tV ';G'ad to ll0ar tlie Freothought meetings are keeping up 
In«,, Nelson. Let us know directly you find a hall suitable for 

W. u ea by Mr. Foote.
Thnn?lE“ — Wo dealt with it in last week’s “  Acid Drops. 

G. ^ anka. all the same.
WilUIiKN- ~ 8orry to hear of Mr- Roleffs’ illness, and hope he 
]®ctm°0n recover. We note that the Liverpool Branch has no 

■La* y t0S to"day, hut goes on picnic to West Kirby. 
t W ? 0^ 48 8 o c ie t y , L im it e d , office is at 2 Newcastle-Btreet,

ringdon-street, E.C.

is an old game—lying for the glory of God.

T he N ational Secular S ociety' s office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 
Farringdon-street, E.C.

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

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

F riends who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by 
marking the passages to which they wish us to call attention.

O rders for literature should be sent to the Manager of the 
Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon street, E.C., 
and not to the Editor.

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

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

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

Sugar Plums.

This evening (Sept. 6) at the Queen’s (Minor) Hall the 
first of a special course of Sunday Freethought lectures will 
be delivered by Mr. Foote. These lectures are under the 
auspices of the Secular Society, Limited, and it is hoped 
that the London “  saints ” will do their utmost to secure 
large audiences. They can do this by circulating small 
printed announcements, which can be obtained of Miss 
Vance, or by advertising the lectures by word of mouth 
amoDgst their friends and acquaintances. Mr. Foote’s sub
jects are all up to date. They will be found in an advertise
ment on the last page of this week’s Freethinker. It must 
be understood, however, that they will be subject to change, 
if anything should occur to make it advisable, but in that 
case due notice will be given through this journal and the 
weekly newspapers in which the Society's lecture-notices 
are inserted. ____

Mr. Foote’s first Queen's Hall lecture is on “ Bradlaugh's 
Recantation.” The matter has assumed a fresh develop
ment since our last week’s paragraphs were written, and 
Mr. Foote will deal with it thoroughly, besides explaining 
(and defending) Bradlaugh's Atheism.

Mr. A. E. Fletcher, reviewing the Rev. R. J. Campbell's 
new volume of Sermons in last week's Clarion, quoted a 
stroDg passage about the orthodox God, and remarked that— 

“  For writing in a similar strain to this, Mr. Foote, a few 
years ago. was convicted on a charge of blasphemy, and sent 
to prison. The new theologians are rather shabby in their 
reticence with regard to their indebtedness to the old 
‘ atheists.’ Shelley, Carlile, Owen, Holyoake. Bradlaugh, 
Watts. Foote, and other militant Agnostics paved the way 
along which Mr. Campbell and his friends now travel in 
safety."

This is quite true, and somebody outside the Freethinker 
stall ought to say it. Mr. Fletcher has said it, and we 
thank him on behalf of the dead Freethinkers in his list, as 
well as on our own behalf.

Something more may have to bo said on this subject before 
very long. The New Theologians, so far from acknowledg
ing their indebtedness to the Freethought pioneers—some of 
whose thunder they have stolen— are showing a disposition 
to let the cause of Secular Education suffer rather than 
co-operate publicly with a well-known Atheist. They 
bitterly resented Mr. Foote’s speaking— and what is worse, 
being enthusiastically applauded—at the Memorial Hall 
demonstration in favor of Secular Education last November; 
and they appear to be much of the same mind still—for the 
Secular Education League, so far as we know, has never 
held a public meeting since.

Some time ago we exposed a very dirty trick of the Chris
tian Evidence Society’s lecturers in London. They went 
about declaring that the Secularists had a hymn in praise 
of whiskey. We got to the bottom of this falseLood, and 
were able to turn the tables in the most complete manner 
upon the Christian slanderers. Our exposuro, with slight 
additions, has been printed by the National Secular Society 
as a four-page tract, and is being freely distributed at open- 
air meetings. Copies can be obtained of the secretary, Miss 
E. M. Vance, at the rate of 4s. per 1,000. Address, 2 New
castle-street, E.C.

The Liverpool Branch has another excursion to-day 
(Sept. 6) to West Kirby, on the invitation of Mr. F. Bonte. 
The party leaves Wayside Ferry at 11 a.m. Mr. Bonte has
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provided everything, including a drive, -which we hope will 
be favored by fine weather. _

In view of the great difficulties under which the 
Birmingham N. S. S. Branch labors, the Secular Society, 
Ltd., has decided to take the full financial responsibility 
of the four courses of Sunday lectures arranged for in the 
great Town Hall during the winter. The Directors, at their 
last meeting, also voted a generous assistance to the Liver
pool N. S. S. Branch, which also has great difficulties to 
encounter.

The Manchester N. S. S. Branch has written to us asking 
for a financial appeal to be made on its behalf in our 
columns. We appreciate the effort the Branch has made 
to keep open the Secular Hall, but we do not think an 
appeal in our columns is the best way to deal with the 
present emergency. We have advised the secretary (Mrs. 
Pegg) to make an application to the Secular Society, Ltd. 
No doubt such an application would be carefully and even 
generou«ly considered.

The Blackburn Times of Augurt 22 contained some 
interesting matter under the heading of “ Clergyman v. 
Freethinker.” It appears that the Rev. Roderick Kedward, 
of London, was conducting mission services on Sunday, 
August 16, in the “  Palace.” After the afternoon service 
Mr. Kedward passed a crowd in the Market-place, “ where 
a Freethinker was attempting to make converts.” A little 
discussion ensued, and it was arranged that a set debate 
should take place there after the evening service. The 
Palace crowd, estimated at 3,000 people, gathered round the 
two speakers, and listened to their debate on the deity of 
Jesus Christ. Both speakers had sympathisers. The Times 
adds that “  the Freethinker was perfectly fair in arguments, 
and more than once he appealed to the crowd to give his 
opponent a fair hearing.”  But the Times does not give the 
Freethinker’s name— which is curious. We understand it 
was Mr. Joseph McClellan.

Mr. Foote will have something special to say next week 
about the future of the Freethinker. Meanwhile, he wishes 
to say that he is being personally taxed to meet expenses at 
the office; and as he can only do this by means of the 
President’s Honorarium Fund, he begs those who intend to 
subscribe to do so at once. Too heavy a burden ought not 
to rest on one man’s back.

The Missionary Boom.—II.
------ ♦------

(Concluded from p. 556.)
But the imposition of clothes has not only ruined 
the health of the natives ; it has ruined their morals. 
As this is not generally known, and the discussion of 
such a subject is tabooed by our canting, pharisaic 
press, we shall treat the subject in some detail.

To cover any part with special care is to draw 
special attention to it, and what parts may bo exposed 
and what covered is purely a matter of habit and 
custom. The British matron is horrified at the 
nudity of the savage. The Japanese are disgusted 
by the same ladies’ low-necked dresses in an English 
ballroom. The Breton fisher-girl exposes her limbs 
with perfect unconcern, but if her hair escapes from 
its covering and falls down she is covered with 
shame. A Mohammedan woman on the banks of the 
Nile or the Euphrates, if surprised by a man in a 
state of nudity, will hasten to cover her face, heed
less of whatever else remains exposed.* Wester- 
marck, whose great work on Human Marriage is 
recognised as the great authority on the subject, 
contains many other examples of similar customs 
and habits. Clothes were first adopted, not from a 
sense of shame, but for warmth and ornament. As 
Westermarek points out, “ It is not the feeling of 
shame that has provoked the covering, but the 
covering has provoked the feeling of shame ” (p. 208). 
“ Young men erroneously suppose,” writes Mr. Win- 
wood Reade, “ that there is something voluptuous in 
the excessive deshabille of an Equatorial girl. On the 
contrary, nothing is so moral and repulsive as naked
ness. Dress must have been the invention of some

* See a valuable article on “  Shame and Modesty,” by R. 
Bruce Boswell, in the Free Review, July, 1895, to which we make 
acknowledgments.

clever woman to ensnare the passions of men. 
Professor Alfred R. Wallace, in his Travels on 
Amazon (p. 296) declares: “  There is far more ^  
modesty in the transparent and flesh-colored g 
ments of our stage-dancers than in the perfect nu 1 y 
of these daughters of the desert.” There is not i 
indecent in naked statuary and painting if ^ ea e 
with due delicacy, except to those whose minds 
already in a diseased and unhealthy condition. 
Westermarck truly observes :—

“  True modesty lies in the entire absence of 
upon the subject. Among medical students and a .¿[ 
the nude causes no extraordinary emotion; in  ̂ ^  
Flaxman asserted that the students in entering^.^^ 
academy seemed to hang up their passions along 
their hats.” f

Familiarity breeds apathy as well as conte®P j 
Winwood Reade declares; “ I can say, what w  ̂
astonish a good many, that during the whole i ^  
which I passed in Africa, I never saw so much as o  ̂
indecent gesture pass between a man and a woman. + 

It is an absolute fact, acknowledged by all c° 
potent authorities, and by those who have 1 
among wild tribes, that the less clothes they w  ̂
the more virtuous they are. To clothe the na ^  
savage is to degrade and vitiate him. Pr°te 
Ratzel, the anthropologist, observes :—

“  It has been correctly said that among negro®® ^  
elsewhere morality seems to stand in inverse ra 
the quantity of clothing; so that those tribes wh>c . Q 
naked are, so long as they remain untouched by j ° . 
influence, the most chaste ; those who are best clo 
the least so.” §

Major Austin emphatically declares that: Africa
‘ ‘ After travelling many thousand miles m ^ 

I have come to the conclusion that absolute nM< 1 a 
a true indication o f  the purity and innocence J ^ 
tribe. Where these conditions prevail, the mora 1 y 
the women could never be questioned."||

Mr. Winston Churchill, in his account of his reCg 0 
travels in Africa, supplies similar evidence, 
observes:— ^

“ The Kavirondo are nakod and unashamed. ,̂ .ye 
sexes are accustomed to walk about in the Prj 0 
simplicity of nature. Their nudity is based not 
mere ignorance, but reasoned policy. They have * ^ jcb 
strong prejudice against the wearing of clothes, ' i0 
they declare lead to immorality; and no f ' aVi((UOus 
woman can attire herself even in the most exiD .j  
raiment without sullying her reputation. They arC 
to be the most moral of all the tribes dwelling °n 
lake shore.” 11 ^

We m ay note in passing that the Annual ReP 
on the East Africa Protectorate, 1905-6 (P- 
observes of this race :— t

“ As civilisation progresses the required indue , jy 
for more exertion on the part of the native will Pr0 geDt 
bo found in a desire for cotton goods, but at P ^gt 
there are certain prejudices to be overcome.Africa,

rued,prefer to go nakod, and, curiously enough: 
clothing, so far as their women are concerned ^  
immorality. Here time and the advance of tra 
civilisation will work their own results.”  ^

Doubtless they will ; and the results will be 
and degradation. The Juggernaut car .?,°cl.U8b 
expansion, loaded with Manchester goods, wii 
the poor Kavirondo ; they are a doomed race. 
the simplicity of the writer’s “ curiously cno
He is quite surprised that they connect clothing

• “ A tci.’Savage Africa, p. 54C. Mr. Julian Thomas says^ jo0K 
veller in the Pacific, however, soon becomes accustome gucb

U®"
prurient suggestions in these brown figures, naxeu oftr---------  — ---------  ... ------- „ „ — ii undresS f
ashamed, as in a crowded ballroom amongst the run u a<.ji o1
modern society,” and adds, they “ often reminded me s Qgnvirfs' 
apes, I wished they would wear clothes "  (Cannibals a’1 tQpeg,n
1887 ; pp. 336-7). lie also notices that wearing of m0ng 
clothes “  has been a fruitful source of consumption a 
islanders of New Caledonia (p. 97). 

f Human Marriage, p. 194.
) Savage Africa, p. 546.
§ History of Mankind. 1897, vol. 2, p. 325. „2 . p. Si
ll Among Swamps and Giants in Equatorial Africa, 1- ’
• Strand Magazine, June, 1908.
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Immorality, and that they should constitute a 
r®£ord race ” without being clothed.
"hese are the men the Government employ to 

govern our colonies! This official is evidently one 
0 those people referred to by Professor Haddon :—

“ Very many good people confused clothing with 
morality. But the experience of all travellers was that 
there was absolutely no connection between the quantity 
°f clothes and the degree of virtue. If we wanted to 
extend the markets for our cotton goods let us do so 
honestly, and not under pretence of advancing religion 
mad morality. The adoption of European clothing by 
savage peoples often brought grave, physical, as well as
moral, evils in its train.......To try and make lower
races conform to our usages was simply attended with 
the result of degrading and exterminating them.”

Jhe foregoing quotation is taken from a speech 
slivered to the Anthropological Section of the 
ritish Association meeting at Ipswich, 1895, during 
discussion on “ Interference with the Civilisation 

? Other Races ”—“ The discussion being confined 
0 those who had had actual personal experience of 
^civilised countries from which we learn that 
6 facts we have cited are not peculiar to Africa. 

g f- 2- 0. Forbes, the naturalist, testified that “ The 
artorial environment of those of the New Guinea 
,es with which he was acquainted was of the most 

Xlguou8 description, yet there was even less immo- 
a 'ty than clothing amongst them.” Mr. Ling Roth 
6clared that “ in Australia the missionaries really 
ade energetic efforts to civilise the aboriginals, but 

neutralised their efforts by insisting upon the 
g iVes wearing clothes.” Mr. im Thurm, who has 
Pent eighteen years in British Guiana, observed 

t Wag absurd to take our higher morality and sud-
n r  ro  f.ViOf fn rn o  if; o n  n n o o n ln  o »-» «-» I r» nm  x

plany graft, or rather force, it on a people on a lower 
ie. While not under-rating or despising mis- 

onary effort, he thought in very many cases it was 
18guide(j,” and advised the missionaries to wait for 
6 third or fourth generation “ before striving to 

 ̂ ake religious proselytes of them.” This may be 
rmed “ damning with faint praise." However, we 

, 6 not in this article dealing with the character of 
j j 8 missionaries, but with the result of their work.

r- Flinders Petrie—who has done so much to reveal 
1 .®l8nt Egypt—presided over the discussion, and 
 ̂ d it down that “ the civilisation of any race is not 
Astern that can be changed at will it is “ the 

| owing product of a very complex set of conditions.” 
6 goes on to say :—

. “  And if the imposition of a foreign system is 
■njurious, how miserablo is the forcing of such a 
system as ours, which is the most complex, unnatural, 
and artificial that has been known; a system developed 
ln a cold country, amid one of the hardest, least sympa
thetic, and most self-denying and calculating of all the 
Peoples of tho world. The result is death; we make a 
ekarnel-kouse and call it civilisation. Scarcely a single 
race can bear tho contact and the burden. And then 
We talk complacently about the mysterious decay of 
savages before white men.”

®ven the Egyptian, who has a far higher standard 
comfort and morality than tho Negro or the 

aori, cannot stand the burden.
“  The Europeanised Egyptian is in most cases the 

mere blotting-paper of civilisation absorbing what is 
most superficial and undersirablo. Yet some will say 
why not plant all we can ? What can be the harm of 
raising the intellect in some cases if we cannot do it in 
ah ? The harm is that you manufacture idiots. Some 

the peasantry are taught to read and write, and the 
result of this burden which their fathers bore not is 
that thoy become fools. I cannot say this too plainly ; 
an Egyptian who has had reading and writing thrust on 
him is, in every case that I have met with, half-witted, 
8illy, or incapable of taking caro of himsolf. His intel
lect and his health have been undermined and crippled 
hy the force of education."*

can2  the Egyptian cannot support the burden, how 
the Negro, the Bushman, and the Maori be

expected to ? Clothing ruins their health and their 
morals; education makes them imbeciles.

As to the quality of the converts made, Sir Richard 
Burton said that “ The first thing an African convert 
does is to claim, like the modern English convict, a 
life of utter sloth.” *

Sir H. H. Johnston says that, with a few very rare 
exceptions,

“ those native African pastors, teachers, and catechists 
whom I have met have been all, more or less, bad men. 
They attempted to veil an unbridled morality with an 
unblushing hypocrisy and a profane display of mouth- 
religion which, to an honest mind, seemed even more
disgusting than the immorality itself....... the spirit of
sturdy manliness which was present in their savage 
forefathers found no place in their false, cowardly 
natures.” !

This is borne out by Sir Richard Burton, who 
declared : “ I have heard convert-women on the coast 
declare that their native catechists are holy men; 
that to offend with them is not the same as to sin 
with the laity.”

Mr. Joseph Thompson, the African explorer, who 
writes “ as one having the interests of Christianity 
deeply at heart,” speaking of East Central Africa, 
noticed “ a sort of veneer of Christianity, which 
made a good show and looked satisfactory only when 
described in a missionary magazine.” !

The missionary, when confronted with these facts, 
lays all the blame on the white traders who intro
duce gin and rum into the country. It is certainly a 
great evil, and the trade should be put down ; but, 
as Sir Gilbert Carter— Governor of Lagos—points 
out, even if the traffic could be discontinued, the 
natives would manufacture intoxicants for them
selves “ quite equal in potency to the reviled gin.” 
Mr. Joseph Thompson, who draws a lurid picture of 
the effect of the gin trade in Africa, declares that 
the only cure for it is Mohammedanism, which has 
spread over large parts of Africa “ with a vigorous 
grip of the soil which nothing can destroy. The 
same cannot be said of Christian seed : it has ever 
been a delicate exotic, difficult to plant, more 
difficult to rear, and ever requiring outside support 
and watering.” !; The same writer says “ We stupify 
him with unthinkable dogmas about the Trinity and 
kindred topics,” and then “ groan over the hardness 
of heart and the ascendancy of the devil in the 
Negro, when in reality the fault is in ourselves and 
in our methods of procedure,” and roundly declares:—

“ I cannot help saying, better a good Muslim than a. 
skin-deep Christian—a mere jackdaw tricked out in 
peacock’s feathers. In reaching the sphere of European 
influence, Mohammedanism not only throws down its 
gage to Christianity, it also declares war upon our chief 
contribution to West Africa—the gin trade.”  ||

Sir Gilbert Carter accuses Bishop Tugwell of 
exaggeration on the subject of the gin traffic, and 
says:—

“  I have visited all the large towns in tho Yoruba 
country, and do not hesitato to say that there is far less 
drunkenness amongst the general population than exists
in the large manufacturing towns of this country.......
Missionaries are, I fear, too apt to attribute to gin and 
its allied compounds their failure to impress the tenets 
of Christianity with sufficient force upon tho natives of 
West Africa, forgetting the difficulties and drawbacks of 
the Christian religion itself from an African point of 
view. It is not surprising that the negro fails to com 
prehend ; the phenomena of the Trinity ; many culti
vated Europeans admit the same difficulty.”

He agrees with Joseph Thomson as to the remedy:—
“ In spite of persistent effort, both by example and 

precept on the part of Christian missionaries, to impress 
upon the native mind the virtues of sobriety, the result 
is not encouraging. On the other hand tho Moham
medan is naturally sober, it is part of his religion, and 
no one can fail to be struck with the difference this 
habit of sobriety makes in the man ; there is a dignity * * * §

* Thh on » i°  £®Port of tho speeches made at the “ British Associa- 
 ̂Professor Uaddon, Dr. Forbes, Mr. Ding Roth, Mr. im 

êhibr.- Mr. Flinders Petrie is taken from the Timet, Sep- 
°er 13, 1895.

* Mistion to Gelele, vol. i., p. 125.
t Nineteenth Century, November, 1887.
1 Contemporary Review, December, 188G.
§ Contemporary Review, March, 1890.
|| Contemporary Review, December, 1880.
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and self-respect about the Mohammedan negro which is 
looked for in vain in his Christian brother. Compare 
his neat turban and decent flowing robes with the stove
pipe hat and broad cloth of the semi-educated town 
native, labelled ‘ Christian ’ all over; and a very objec
tionable person this sp-called Christian usually is.

It cannot be denied that Christianity and drink 
usually go together, and yet it is feared that the agents 
of the Church Missionary Society in West Africa would 
prefer to see Mohammedanism extinguished rather than 
the abolition of the traffic in spirits.” (The Times, 
June 6, 1895.)

As for the polygamy of Mohammedanism, Sir 
Gilbert caustically observes :—

“  We are able to contemplate with equanimity the 
midnight horrors of Piccadilly, but hold up our hands 
in pious dread at the thought of a system which gives 
every woman a protector, and has more successfully 
exorcised the demon of drink than any other human 
agency.”

Sir Richard Burton takes the same view. He says 
Mohammedanism has improved the African; it is a 
congenial civilisation, and not like the Christian one, 
“  imported from 1,500 miles of latitude, and sitting 
grotesquely upon the black mind, as the accom
panying vestments upon the sable body” ; and 
observes: “ Were it not for the southward progress 
of El Islam, the slow and silent, but sure advance 
of the Perfect Cure, the future of negro Africa 
would not be bright.” "

Miss Mary Kingsley, in her account of her Travels 
in West Africa—which produced such a chorus of 
praise upon its publication in 1897—had the courage 
to tell the truth about the African Missions. She 
says :—

“  The missionary-made man is the curse of the Coast, 
and you find him in European clothes and without, all 
the way down from Sierra Leone to Loanda. The 
pagans despise him, the whites hate him ; still he thinks
enough of himself to keep him comfortable........ Highly
disgusted and pained at his pupils’ goings-on, but abso
lutely convinced of the excellence of his own methods of 
instruction, and the spiritual equality, irrespective of 
color, of Christians; the missionary rises up, and says 
things one can understand him saying about the bad 
influence of the white traders; stating that they lure 
the pupils from the fold to destruction. These things 
are nevertheless not true. Then the white trader hears 
them and gets his back up and says things about the 
effect of missionary training on the African, which are 
true, but harsh, because it is not the missionaries’ intent 
to turn forgers, and unmitigated liars, although they 
practically do so.” f

Miss Kingsley points out that the drink tralfio has 
been denounced “ in an unjustifiable way by the mis
sionary party, because they know the cry against 
alcohol is at present a popular one in England, and 
it has also the advantage of making the subscribers 
at home regard the African as an innocent creature 
who is led away by bad white men, and therefore 
still more interesting and more worthy, and in more 
need of subscriptions than ever.” Miss Kingsley 
says she would rather “  like to see the African lady 
or gentleman who could be * led away ’—all the 
leading I have seen on the Coast has been the other 
way about.” And she emphatically declares :—

“  I have no hesitation in saying that in the whole of 
West Africa, in one week, there is not one-quarter the 
amount of drunkenness you can see any Saturday night 
you choose in a couple of hours in the Vauxhall-road, and 
you will not find in a whole year’s investigation on the 
Coast one seventieth part of the evil, degradation, and 
premature decay you can see any afternoon you choose 
to take a walk in the more densely-populated parts of 
any of our own tow ns”  (p. 493-4),

And the most shameful part of the whole business 
is that, as Dr. Knighton remarked twenty years 
ago:—

“  We spend millions of pounds in the vain endeavor 
to Christianise remote savages of all kinds, human

* Mission to Gelele, vol. ii., p. 192-210.
f Travels in U'est Africa, 1897 (second edition), pp. 490-1. Miss

Kingsley’s comparison with the “ Suburban Agnostic” we pass 
over, it is not our battle. Probably it was inserted to show that 
she herself had no sympathy with "the  infidels.”  As she was 
not opposed to Christianity her opinion should carry all the more 
weight with Christians.

beings to whom the elements of Christianity are incom
prehensible. We have millions of people in Europe in 
want of the necessaries of life, of education, and of al 
that makes life endurable.” *

Canon Farrar says that Professor Huxley once 
described an East-end parish in which he spent some 
of his earliest years, and over which might bâ e 
been written Dante’s inscription over hell, “ All hope 
abandon, ye who enter here.”

“  After speaking of its physical misery, its super" 
natural and perfectly astonishing deadness, he says tba 
he embarked on a voyage round the world, and had the 
opportunity of seeing savage life in all conceivable con
ditions of savage degradation, and he assures us that he 
found ‘ nothing worse, nothing more degrading, nothing 
so hopeless, nothing nearly so intolerably dull and 
miserable as the life I had left behind me in the East- 
end of London.’ He says that, were the alternative 
presented to him, he would deliberately prefer the In® 
of the savage to that of those people in Christian 
London.” !

million and a half pounds is 
Foreign Missions, which not 
positively do a great deal ot 

“ «***"» >'"“ o «• ici.fco part of our own peoplo are 
sunk in the uttermost depths of misery and degrada- 
tion to a degree quite unknown to any savage tribe 
on the face of the earth, requires the ferocious satire 
of a Swift to do it justice. Remember Voltaire® 
battle-cry, “  Crush the Infamous I”  ^  MANN.

The fact that one 
spent every year on 
only do no good, but 
harm, while a large

Bishop Neligan and Paganism-

By SIR ROBERT STOUT.
(Formerly Attorney-General and Minister o f  Education 

New Zealand.)

in

ied
I have been asked for my opinion on the criticisms 8UPi,0t„rrl 
to have been made by Bishop Neligan on our secular sy® 
of education and the religious condition of our back b r 
settlers. I suppose the fact that for the past 44 y®‘ ^
have been connected with education, as primary ^  
secondary school teacher, University lecturor, mom  ̂
school committees, High School Board, and Colloge ^ ?Û ejug 
and University Senate may have led to this request
made. „mark®

The only report I have seen of Bishop Neligan s re j 
appears iu the Herald's special correspondent’s letu • 
have looked through some Loudon newspapers, including^ ^  
Weekly Times, and I have been unablo to find auy re.^ jjere 
the sermon. In the report published in the Heralc ^  
are three statements to which exception may be ‘ ¡¿|, 
First : “  Thero was,” the Bishop is reported to ^aV,^0t,ice 
“  real danger of the countryman becoming pagan.” 1 jjfl 
the phrase, not the townsman.) Socond : The Bishop
of “ the countryman in danger of relapsing into Pa&T- any 
Third : It is reported, ho said, “  Why should thero ^ Tee 
danger of relapsing into paganism? There wore ^  
reasons. The chief— and mark it well—was a State ®ŷ  ^0 
of secular education. O, my God, if you could only a 
heathenism which is the result of secularism.. 
could only live in the Dominion and see what I have -

It is these assertions to which exception has been ^0 
With almost all the other statements of the Bishop ac0ioDial 
growth of New Zealand, and the formation of , l f l ° WDid 
typo, etc., overy thoughtful person will agree.  ̂ pablrc 
Bishop make theso three assertions ? I think t 
might wait for some further proof. The reporter m y 
misunderstood him, and for those reasons. I’ isliop

First: They are a grave reflection on the late ’ tD° 
Auckland and on tho Auckland Diocesan Synod- of
late Bishop know of heathenism, which was * ,i|yb»?e 
secular education? If ho did ho would most tissuvc^J^jgoi 
brought the matter before his Synod, and if tho h® ^  ^uck" 
exists, the able men who are well acquainted wit aV0 b®00 
land district, and are members of the Synod, must ) DoH0 
aware of the “  heathenism ” ; aud, so far as I a r u "Lism-” ■, 
of them have ever called attention to such “ keat !Cce6e, 

Second : If the heathenism does exist in the l° o0 tbe 
amongst Anglicans, tho gravest reflection i® cas , <jiiuicl1 
Anglican Church and its overseers. What lias 1 1 effort® 
done to cope with tho evil? Aud how is it tha jS u»' 
have failed ? Can it bo that an Episcopal Cliu 
suited for our Dominion ? — "7"

p. i3.
’  Dr. William Knighton, Struggles for Life, i88‘J-
t Canon Farrar, Contemporary Ilevieic, Septem ’
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ha ^  WM be noted that the Bishop is reported to
paJe . a^bed about the back blocks settler “  relapsing into 
¡s »a?18m.” This means that he has been pagan once, and 
thi bacb paganism again. Unless the Bishop means
sh u ----->'“ “ 8 is an inaccurate word to use. This also

?n a make us doubt the correctness of the report.
8 it not, therefore, better to believe that the Bishop has 

^ en misreported ? Of course, two out of the three state- 
ents are predictions. The Bishop, in making them— if he 

are *bem—was clad in the prophet’s mantle. They
the D°* Statements of fact. The Bishop sees real danger in 
saidCB°ntry becomiDS pagan. Well, Oliver Wendell Holmes 
Cal • • *be inhabitants of one valley in Georgia were all 
Phv 'ni^ S’ because they suffered from disordered liver. The 
or ysi°a state of a person has much to do with his pessimism 
the i< an^ wb ° knows but a London fog may not be
ban h°nS 6* °™y° ”  tb® Bishop’s pagan outlook. Or per-
eve t 6 and b̂e Di00688,11 Synod may not have been seeing 
ino ° 6^e ,on 80me ecclesiastical matters. And remember- 
{„g i)a?i disappointments, and coming to London in damp, 
Bish February- after the bright sunshine of Auckland, the 
Conf° P ^ ay have become exceedingly pessimistic when he 
an(j Ja,ted the roadless North with the streets of Paddington 

. sblms of London. We must excuse pessimism under
^ circum stances.
vam erf-  *3’ however, a direct statement, though it is of a 
due 6 m i Our State system of secular education pro- 

,8 ’ heathenism.” I say it is vague, for I do not know 
an b̂e ,®i8hop means by “  heathenism.” It may be only 
mor°ePf obi0«8 epithet, and no doubt it is often nothing 
" n ™ ! 16 mouths of some ecclesiastics. Does it mean 
and q br*8*Ian ”  ? Would it be correct to say that Huxley 
alarm^nCer were “ heathens” ? If so, people need not be 
were ^  a  ̂ b̂e word “  heathenism.” Huxley and Spencer 
Were V6r  ̂ men> and if all our back blocks settlers 
And l *  ®ood as they were we might well feel gratified. 
Yet w, suPP08e Socrates and Plato were also “ heathens.” 
eqngii l8'*’ Possessor of the Chair of St. Augustine ever 
I knQ6 f U°k " heathens”  ? So far as I know, and I think 
tbero ^  , PeoPfe °f the Dominion as well as the Bishop,
Under n° " beafhenism ” in New Zealand such as is usually 
We jr • ° °d by that term. When we mention *' heathenism ” 
Africa1D̂  *be doings °f uncivilised men in Darkest 
Padst” k bave’ no doubt, criminality and vice in our 
than ’ i sbatistics show that we have less of these evils 
Bond a most any country in Europe, less certainly than in 
Wher°n’ *ess certainly than in those States of Europe 
C'huM ePucat'on is entirely under the control of a Christian 
ism ” J ,^Vbat, then, does the Bishop mean by “ heathen- 
®Xam' i 6 on*y illustration he gives is that after he had 
them',1101* forty-three children he found that only five of 
nor J Dew b̂e herd’s Prayer. He has not stated their ages 
the a et,6 they w®re educated, nor whether they attended 
^bure/ 1 1 Can Church. If they did attend an Anglican 
hot r 1 ^ eY mu8t have had poor memories if thoy could 
at least ! u ber tbe Prayer, as it is repeated at some services 

~ 8 three times in less than an hour.
the

most on having Church 
more porsons in our prisons and in our 

institutions than those Churches which are 
tho non-donominational school. To such 

may say, “  Daughters

pUrlj fhree times in less than an hour.
Christ'1Gr’ ^  ‘ s a âc*i that relatively to population 
Schon/aii Churches that insist

c°HtenfCbureli ' Vl b̂  "u u  u u u -u u u u u iiu a o u u i
of Jeru1CS] b̂c non'denominationalists 
y°ur m u a ’ wceP not for us, but weep for yourselves and 
educati1 dren>”  What does the Stato school system of 
The c,°p teach that can possibly load to “ heathenism” ? 
G°od b',1 .n aro taught order, morality, and literature. 
8°holar ’ av' or connt8 for much in our Stato schools. The 
What; \  wholo reading and tuition are moral. I am in
I got 8 °rmod a back block district— namely, Wliangaroa. 
Jonrnj omo °f tho school books thov use and tho School
II heath' -Dd 1 X f athonism ”

fouad Cato

Anglican, called them “ bodies,” “  associations,” but did 
not use the term “  Churches.” And has not the Roman 
Archbishop contemptuously called the Nonconformist 
churches “  conventicles ? ”  The Bishop may mean “  heathen ” 
as a word not meaning more than non-Anglican, and if so, 
what does it matter ? But even if this is so, I do not think 
that the State secular schools make “ Anglican ” children 
“  Nonconformists.” To prove the Bishop’s assertion, if he 
made the statement, I would like to see a list of the children 
in our State secular schools that have become “  heathens.” 
Let us have their names, ages, and their residences. And if 
there are any in New Zealand who think the Bishop is right, 
let a list be at once published, so that the statement can be 
tested.

New Zealand is, considering the population, less criminal 
to-day than it was forty years ago. The general conduct of 
the people is no worse. I think it is much better than it 
was then. There is less alcoholic drinking, less brawls, and 
more consideration shown for our neighbors. I believe to 
our secular system this progress is due, and I know our 
children are better trained than they were under the deno
minational system, and I have been a teacher in a school 
where the Bible was read and a Church catechism was 
taught

One word more. Reading the report of the sermon it 
would be gathered that the aim of the Bishop was either to 
get a good collection for home mission work among the back 
block settlers, or to rouse Churchmen to oppose the Imperial 
Government education proposals. If the report is correct 
we must allow for the excitement occasioned by his efforts. 
His calling upon the Deity shows his excitement. It is a 
pity that tbe Auckland Anglican Church is so poor that it 
has to seek aid from London. London has many social 
evils, and these surely need some missionary effort, but 
Paddington may be a wealthy district. As to the attack on 
the Imperial Government’s educational efforts the sermon 
may be an aid in bringing about the secular system in 
England, for it is opposed to the proposed Government com
promise. If this is so, all persons who desire to see England 
better educated should rejoice.

I have assumed in my comments that the report is correct.
I hope, however, it will yet appear that it is much exagge
rated. Perhaps the unconscious bias of a reporter may 
account for the “ paganism ” and “  heathenism ” to be found 
in the sermon as reported.

Correspondence.

i,“ beathen'

tho school books they use and 
have road them all to bo certain that no 

is inculcated. I could find none. It is truo 
8 11 Soliloquy on Eternity,”  and ho was a 

I supposo, according to some ecclesiastics’ 
but the version is Addison’s, and tho children

•................ If there is a Power above,
(And that there is all Nature cries aloud 
Through all her works). He must delight in virtue,

£ And that which Ho delights in must be happy, 
is, ariS .tbera is heathenism, lot it bo plainly stated what it 

wa<1 then wo may be able to know what tho term moans.
>t melat’ thon- can the Bishop mean by “ heathenism ? 
ŷslrn ? f!.meroly non-Anglicanism, then it is a mero ua > 

term, and, as Sheridan said when Mr. Rose
*cmia 18 
JBho

■ t "%  ” No»=.nIor».t.¿
Churchmen. Tho Primóte, lo ' ? le™ 8 *° 

Churches that aro neither Roman Catholic nor

THE GROWTH OF CHRISTENDOM.
TO TUB EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,— May I point out that in the “ Acid Drop ” relating 
to the number of converts to Christianity, on p. 535 of your 
issue of August 23, tho writer’s conclusion that since “ during 
the nineteenth century the world population increased by
500.000. 000, the Christian population only by 300,000,000,”
therefore “ the increase of Christians....... failed to keep pace
with the growth of population by 200,000,000.”  is scarcely a 
correct one ?

According to the figures quoted, in 1800, out of a world 
population of 1,000,000,000, there wore 200,000,000 Chris
tians—i.e., one-fifth of the world’s population were Chris
tians ; whereas in 1896, out of a world population of
1.500.000. 000, there wore 500,000,000 Christians— i.e., one- 
third were Christians. Or, looking at the matter in another 
way, three-fifth* of the increase in population during the 
nineteenth century were Christians.

Assuming the correctness of the figures quoted, there 
would thus seem to bo an increase in the percentage of 
Christians in the world.

Whether this is better for the world is quite another 
matter. j_ a., Tankins.

, ’ ■"**«) u.n — ---
Sm ?n “ William Pitt.” “ A Rose by any other name 

' °P8 do aS sweek ”  Wo know that some Anglican 
leaJand   ,n° i consider the persons, who are in New

ICONOCLASTS’ CRICKET CLUB ELEVENTH MATCH 
V. KENSINGTON PALACE CLUB.

Result: Iconoclasts lost by 18 runs. Scores : I. C. C., 85 ; 
Kensington Palace, 103. Wo were most unfortunate in 
losing this match, as we wero really tho stronger team. A 
shower came on while our opponents wore batting, in con
sequence of which we had to bowl with a wet ball—a great 
disadvantage. Bad umpiring, too, also helped us to lose. 
Travis took 8 wickets for 37—a fine performance. Our 
batting was not up to the mark. Voigt made top score—23 ; 
but otherwise Minnett was the only other batsman to run 
into double figures. H , E . Voiot, Captain I. C. C.



674 THE FREETHINKER September 6, 10°8

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc

Notices of Lectures, etc., mast reaoh as by first post on Tuesday 
and be marked “  Lecture Notice,” if not sent on postcard,

LONDON.
Outdoor.

Queen’ s (Minor) H il l , Langham-place, London, W. : G. W. 
Foote, 7.30, “  Bradlaugh’s Recantation.”

B ethnal G reen B ranch N. S. S. : Victoria Park (near the 
Fountain), G. A. Aldred, 3.15, “ The World’s Saviors” ; 6. 
“  Questions for God’s Elect.”

Camberwell B ranch. N. S. S .: Station-road, 11.30, a Lecture. 
Brockwell Park, 3 and 6, C. Cohen.

K inosland B ranch N. S. S .: Kidley-road, 11.30, F. A. Davies, 
“  Religion and Society.”

N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. : Parliament Hill, 3.30, W. J. 
Ramsey, a Lecture.

W est H am B ranch N. S. S .: Outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford, 7, F. A. Davies, “  God and Woman.”

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

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

E dinburgh B ranch N. S. S. (Rationalists’ Club, 12 Hill-square): 
Tuesdays and Thursdays, at 8, Bible Classes.

Outdoor.
B lackburn : 3 and 7. Mr. McClellan, Lectures.
B oston : Bargate Green (near the Cannons), 2.45, Joseph 

Bates, “  Forty Years’ Imposture : a Review of the Salvation 
Army and its Methods.”

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

L eeds : Town Hall Square, Friday, September 4, at 7.30, Geo. 
Weir, “ Eating God.”  Woedhouse Moor, Sunday, September 6, 
at 3. M. Collet, a Lecture.

H. S. W ishart’ s L ectures.
L eeds : Saturday, September 5, Town Hall Square, at 7.30, 

“ Christism, Socialism, Secularism.”
W igan : Sunday, September 6, Market Steps, at 11, “ Fatalism, 

Determinism, and Rev. Dr. Warschauer’s Ignorance Leigh 
Market, at 3, “ The Fraud of the Salvation Army” ; Lamber- 
head Green, Pemberton, at 6.30, “ Why be a Christian?”  
Wednesday, September 9, Market, at 7.30, “ Was St. Paul a 
Christian ?”

B olton: Monday, September 7, at 7.30, “ The Arrogant 
Ignorance of New Theology.”

Leigh: Tuesday, September 8, Market, at 7.30, “ Conclusion 
of Salvation Army.”

B irstall : Thursday. September 10, at 7.30, “  The Uselessness 
of Christ.”

TRUE MORALITY;
Of, The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism,

IS, I BELIEVI,

THE BEST BOOK
ON THIS BUBJIGT.

Superfine Large-paper Edition, 176 pages, with Portrait and Auto
graph, hound in cloth, gilt-lettered, poet free It .  a copy.

In order that it may have a large oiroulatlon, 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 oopies, for dis

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

Holmes's pamphlet.......1b an almost unezoeptional statement
of the Neo-Malthusianism theory and praotlce.......and through
out appeals to moral feeling......The speoial value of Mr.
Holmes's service to the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human 
well-being generally is just his combination in his pamphlet 
of a plain statement of the physical and moral need for family 
limitation, with a plain account of the means by whioh it can be 
secured, and an offer to all concerned of the requisites at the 
lowest possible prices.”

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

Ordert should be sent to the author,
J. R. HOLMES, EAST HANNEY, WANTAGE.
”T W O  SECULAR BURIAL SERVICES. By
JL Annie Besant and Austin Holyoake. Large type, good 

paper. Price by post l£d ., from the N. S. S. Secretary, 2 New
castle-street, E.C.

H. S. WISHART, Freethought Advocate,
Lectures, Debates, or Missions on behalf of Mental 

Freedom and Social Happiness.
For dates, etc., write.—22 Sandhurst-avenue, Harehill, Leeds.W ANTED, in an accessible part of London,

Apartments, with Board, in a Freethought and Vege 
tarian Family; moderate terms.—X., c/o Secretary, 2 New- 
castle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

A NEW (THE THIRD) EDITION
OF

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
By F. BONTE.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited.)

REVISED AND ENLARGED. 
SHOULD BE S C A T T E R E D  BROADCAST.

SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.
PRICE ONE PENNY.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcaatle-street, Farringdon-street,

THE

MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA;
OR, THE

DEATH OF THE CLASSICAL WORLD.

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

Will be forwarded, post free, for

THREE HALFPENCE,
g Q,

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

PAMPHLETS by C. COHEN.
Foreign Missions, their Dangers and 

Delusions ...
Full of facts and figures.

An Outline of Evolutionary Ethics
Principles of ethics, based on the doctrine of Evolution.

Evolution and Christianity ... 
Socialism, Atheism, and Christianity- 
Christianity and Social Ethics 
Pain and Providence ...

9d-

6d.

2d.
Id-

Id.
Id.

ßC-T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street,

DEFENCE OF FREE SPEECH
BY

G. W. FOOTE.
Being a Three Hours’ Address to the Jury before the L°r 

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 * I

'~PHE NATURAL GENESIS, by Gerald
I  2 vols., imp. 8vo. ; London, 1883 ; Williams & °cSl3l\Q' 

Good condition. Price 15s.—Secretary N . S. S., 2 Ne 
street, Farringdon-steeet, E.C.
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The Churches & Modern Thought.
By PHILIP VIVIAN.

One of the Most Remarkable Books Recently Published
can now be obtained at the “ Freethinker ” office.

^Hce 3s. 6d. net, by post 4d. extra.
Cheap Edition, Is. net— same postage.

Mr. A. W. Benn, author of The History o f  English Rationalism in the Nineteenth Century, says :—“ Happening 
0 dip into the first page, I found myself insensibly drawn along, and so continued, devoting to it the few half- 
°urs at my disposal for recreative reading, without missing a word, until I had reached, with regret, the last page.”
 ̂ Pr<!-ci* of the contents and a selection of over 100 Press opinions will be supplied on receipt of a half-penny stamp to cover postage.WORKS BY G. W. FOOTE. *

T h e is m  AND MORALITY 2d., post Jd.
BlBLE HANDBOOK FOR FREETHINKERS AND IN

W IRIN G CHRISTIANS. A new edition, revised and 
handsomely printed. Cheap edition, paper cover, Is. 6d. ; 
ol°th 2s. 6d., post 2Jd.

^BfiE ROMANCES. Popular edition, with Portrait, paper 
®d., post 2Jd. Superior edition (160 pages), cloth 2s., 
Post 2Jd.

CSRI8TIANITY AND PROGRESS. Second and cheaper 
odition. Recommended by Mr. Robert Blatchford in God 
and My Neighbor. Id., post Jd.

WlUSTlANITY AND SECULARISM. Four Nights' Publio 
Debate with the Rev. Dr. James McCann. Paper, Is. ; 
o'oth Is. 6d., post 2d.

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

C°M lo SERMONS AND OTHER FANTASIAS. 8d., post Id.
■̂B\VlN ON GOD. Containing all the passages in the works 
°* Darwin bearing on the subject of religion. 6d., post Id.

DEt’ENCE OF FREE SPEECH. Three hours’ Address to the 
Jnry before Lord Coleridge. With Special Preface and 
many Footnotes. 4d., post Id.

Bo ppin g  THE D E V IL : and Other Free Churoh Per- 
formances. 2d., post Jd.

J0WERS OF FREETHOUGHT. First Series, cloth, 2s. 6d., 
Post 3d. Second Series, cloth 2s. 6d., post 3d.

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

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

BlDEL DEATH-BEDS. Second edition, much enlarged.8d. post la. Superfine paper in cloth, Is. 3d., post ljd .' I 'vu* J-w. juj;oiuuo m  ■

TERVIEW WITH THE DEVIL. 2d., post Jd. 
SOCIALISM SOUND? Four Nights’ Publio Debate with 

IN ann'e Besant. Is., post ljd . ; cloth, 2s., post 2Jd.
OERSOLLISM DEFENDED AGAINST ARCHDEACON 

J0Hn,A? RAR' 2d., post Jd.
^ 1IN MORLEY AS A FREETHINKER. 2d., post id. 
LejTTeRS TO THE CLERGY. (128 pp.). Is., post 2d. 
r 'TrERS TO JESUS CHRIST. 4d„ post id.
die iN FIVE CHAPTERS; or. Hugh Price Hughes’ Con

verted Atheist. Id., post Jd.
MB8. BESANT’S THEOSOPHY 

2<L, post Jd.
A Candid Criticism.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.
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SPECI AL F R E E T H O U G H T  LECTURES
BY

Mr. G. W. FOOTE
AT

QUEEN’S (MINOR) HALL.
( Under the Auspices of the Secular Society, Ltd.)

SUNDAY, SEPTEMBER 6 —
“ BRADLAUGH’S RECANTATION.”

SUNDAY, SEPTEMBER 13— I
“ GENERAL BOOTH ON THE WOMAN QUESTION”

SUNDAY, SEPTEMBER 2 0 —
“ THE PRESENT POSITION OF GOD.”

SUNDAY, SEPTEMBER 2 7 —
“ THE ATHEISM OF SHELLEY.”

(With special reference to Francis Thompson’s criticism in the Catholic Dublin Bevrew-)

Doprs open at 7 p.m. Chair taken at 7.30. p.m.
Front Seats Is. Second Seats 6d. A few Free Seats at the back.

^  TH E BOOK OF TH E HOUR. ^

THE SALVATION ARMY
AND

THE PUBLIC.
BY

I O H N  M A N S O N .

Second Edition (Augmented).

OVER TWO HUNDRED PAGES-HANDSOMELY GOT-Up'
PRICE SIXPENCE.

Freethinkers should buy, read, and circulate this searching criticism of the Salvation Army. 
is one of the most thorough pieces of work done in our day. The author calls it “ a religl0*?H 
social, and financial study.” He leaves no section of “ the Army’s ” territory unexplored, 
turns his powerful searchlight on every department of William Booth’s gigantic undertaki g* 
And the result is a startling exposure of the extraordinary methods of the greatest rehg10 , 
enterprise the world has seen since the establishment of Mormonism. Mr. Manson has earn 
the gratitude of all sane and honest reformers. His book cannot be negleoted by anyoo

who is interested in human freedom and progress.

Single Copies, Post Free, Eightpence.
Special Terms to N. S. S. Branches on Application-

Order Direct from c
THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, L O N D O N ^ J ^ ,

Printed and Published by the P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, London, E.C.


