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Few men think; but all will have opinions.
— B e r k e l e y .

The Challenge of Secularism.—II.

j - v e r y  sorry that my indisposition caused a nasty 
£eak in this series of articles, reviewing an essay 

p fo0 same title by Canon G. S. Streatiield, of 
°ventry, in the London Quarterly Review. The first 

these articles of mine appeared in the Freethinker 
° ^ehruary 7. It concluded with a quotation in 
as « reverend gentleman described Bradlaugh 

a leader still more capable ” than Holyoake, 
,0r® “ determined ” and also more “ violent.” I 

hat'^^d ^*at ^his was ^ e  Christian tradition, 
j 1 said it was grotesquely false. Brad- 
g ^ a waa anything but a “ violent ” man. 
.^r°ng, determined men are never violent. Violence 

a eharacteristio of weakness. I suppose the 
^ erend gentleman really means that Bradlaugh 
6 lQt° a fight to win, and did all that was neces- 
sh n°t dishonorable, to that end. That only
6j0 Wed his will and courage. There is an impres- 
¡n ahroad that Bradlaugh was an aggressive man 
^  sense of the word. But he was nothing of 
^heQ1- ’ ^ated violence, though he resisted it 
'nsta ^  WaS UBed again8t himself, as in the famous 
Q0 Dce °f his brutal ejection from the House of 
Stte ¿°n8’ w^en ^  took eleven picked policemen and 
t0 o an®8 to overcome the resistance he offered 
Btitï a dastardIy outrage. He had almost a super- 
of rfispect for law and order. He never tired 

-D̂ . Flow ers that everything was to be 
hi8 the limits of the law. Ho always fought
Hiog , ? battles within those limits. It was by win- 
fieree 18 aPpeal in the House of Lords, after years of 
gtegi and costly litigation, that he achieved his 
the g68 victory- Nor was his nature “ violent” in 
fy>rd °ndaxy and metaphorical meanings of the 
8ven k 6 Was ever a most scrupulous antagonist, 
île f0Q an sfcrifo was wantonly forced upon him. 
>Qcarr jp* onder the rules of the contest ; he never 
°Ue 0j **be censure of the referee. And he was 
battle to ae m° 8̂  magnanimous of men when the 

ato^a8 ° Ver‘ Ho harbored no malice, he had not 
Canon<̂  vfodiotivenes8, he forgave, and he forgot. 
th6 f  ̂ eatfleld is much fairer and more accurate 

“ H P esa g e  :—
of tjle yoak° was the apostle, before everything else, 
latistn C°'°Perat*ve movement ; consequently, his seen- 
the rafo°r economic than anti-religious. With
Vetsed ' an  ̂ afoe'8m °f Bradlaugh this order was re
la y s ' name> *n foe mind of the public, has
father r‘Rhtly, been identified with the religious
sl°xy an foe social question. Holyoake was not 
lelatioQg *eco8nlse the facts of the situation, and the 
Gained , Ween fo° two loaders became increasingly 

l<4to ' ^boir differences reached a climax in a two

days’ debate held in 1870—Holyoake defending the 
position that secularism is capable of asserting its own 
principles without directly assailing religious opinion— 
Bradlaugh, on the other hand (it must be confessed 
with more consistency), maintaining that Holyoake’s 
utilitarianism being essentially and avowedly atheistic, 
it was impossible for him, without self-stultification, to 
assume an attitude of neutrality towards the Christian 
or any other religion.”

There cannot be many persons now living who 
heard that debate between Holyoake and Bradlaugh 
in 1870. I am one of them. It was not a “ two 
days’ debate ” hut a two nights’ debate. I remember 
it well, and I think now, as I thought then, that it 
revealed the two men in all their distinctive charac
teristics. Bradlaugh was both more logical and 
more passionate. Holyoake was fond of phrases, 
rather too apt to make clever expressions do duty 
for clear thinking, calm, cynical, and a little mali
cious. Some of his references to the poverty of 
Secularism, and its want of buildings, were really 
spiteful— especially as he had not done very much 
himself to remove the reproach. Those things were 
quoted by the Christian Evidence people for a 
quarter of a century afterwards. They laid par
ticular emphasis on “ the cowshed opposite the 
lunatic asylum.” The Hall of Science was not a bit 
like a cowshed, though it had a corrugated iron roof, 
and it was not opposite the lunatic asylum ; but the 
description caught on in religious circles, where 
Christian “ charity ” was predominant. I was once 
stung into telling one of those charitable souls that 
the Hall of Science was half way between the 
church and the lunatio asylum in Old-street, so as to 
catch some of the demented people in the one place 
before they reached their hopeless destination in the 
other.

I thought a good deal over that debate, although I 
was only a youth ; and, without the fear of my elders 
and betters before my eyes, I wrote a pamphlet called 
Secularism Restated, which I have not seen for ever so 
many years; but I recollect that, with youthful in
fallibility, I undertook to set both the disputants 
right. I held with Holyoake that Secularism did 
not necessarily involve Atheism ; on the other hand, 
I held with Bradlaugh that Secularism was bound to 
oppose the theological ideas which were in conflict 
with its essential principles. For the rest, I imagine 
I should have a good laugh over that old pamphlet of 
mine, if I could see it again.

Canon Streatfield thinks that “ probably the secu
larist movement was never so Btrong in its personal 
element as when it was dominated by the command
ing personalities of Charles Bradlaugh and Annie 
Besant in the decade beginning in 1876.” He thinks 
that Mrs. Besant’s secession was “ a severe blow ” to 
the movement. It was certainly a misfortune, but I 
do not think it was more. Mrs. Besant was not 
really a leader of Secularism in the sense that Brad
laugh was. She was a brilliant advocate. It was he
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who had the commanding mind and the striking 
originality. In spite of her great eloquence, it 
appears to me that Mrs. Besant is a born disciple, 
and that this fact is the key to all the changes in her 
meteoric career.

After a long paragragh on Bradlaugh and Mrs. 
Besant, Canon Streatfield turns to a different 
aspect of the Secular movement:—

“ On the other hand, it is undeniable that the Press 
is now far more vigorous in the propagation of secular
ism than it was in the time of Bradlaugh’s greatest 
activity. And in dealing with the efforts of the Press it 
is well that we should face the fact that, while all 
forms of religion are obnoxious to the avowed secularist, 
none is so much so as Christianity, for the simple 
reason that, of all religious systems, Christianity has 
the strongest hold upon the civilised world.”

The first half of this passage is undoubtedly true. 
Freethought propaganda through the press is far 
more scientific and effective than it was from thirty 
to forty years ago. I conceive, however, that the 
second half of this passage is inaccurate. Chris
tianity is not opposed by Secularists because of its 
being the strongest in its hold upon the civilised 
world. The reason of the opposition is purely 
geographical. Christianity happens to be the re
ligion— or superstition— of our part of the world. 
No doubt this sounds very prosaic, after Canon 
Streatfield’s high rapture, hut it is the simple truth.

With regard to the spirit and object of Secularism 
the reverend gentleman writes as follows :—

“ Every symptom of a religious tendency is to be 
regarded as a noxious weed, and to be dealt with 
accordingly. The main principle of secularism is not 
simply that religion, from first to last, is a delusion, but 
a mischievous delusion, as diverting thought and interest 
from a world of reality to a world which has no exist
ence save in the imagination of those (to use their own 
words) ‘ whose intelligence is debauched by superstition.’ 
The secularist, in brief, insists upon facing the problems 
of life without religious belief of any kind. All con
siderations arising from even the hypothetical existence 
of a Supreme Being are excluded. Indeed, the hypo
thesis itself is dogmatically negatived.”

Regarding “ religion ” as synonymous with “ super
naturalism ” these sentences are true enough. But 
the final sentence is not so. Secularism does not 
“ dogmatically negative ” the hypothesis of God. I 
would also suggest to Canon Streatfield that 
“ Supreme Being” and “ God” are not identical 
expressions. Monists like Haeckel, and Bradlaugh 
before him, believe in a Supreme Being no less than 
Theists do, only their Supreme being is Nature itself, 
instead of a Personal Deity behind it.

Dealing with the journalistic and other literary 
forces of Secularism, the reverend gentleman first 
mentions Mr. Blatchford’s paper :—

“ The Clarion, with its weekly circulation of over 
eighty thousand, must, taken as a whole, be counted on 
the side of secularism. Everyone is aware of its bitter 
attack upon Christianity, some years ago, in God and 
My Neighbor. It would, however, I believe, be a 
mistake to regard this organ of socialism as altogether 
anti-religious, or pledged beyond recall against Christi
anity. Its quarrel, it seems to me, is much more with 
Christianity in the concrete, i.e., in its present form or 
forms, than with Christianity in the abstract.”

Mr. Blatchford will hardly consider these remarks 
complimentary. They seem to me a polite way of 
saying “ He dunno w’ere ’e are.” The suggestion 
that he has attacked accidental forms and not the 
essential substance of the Christian religion is really 
an insinuation that he lacks intellectual sagacity. 
On this point, at any rate, we think the reverend 
gentleman is mistaken. Mr. Blatchford attacked the 
vital conceptions of Christianity. Canon Streatfield 
must believe so himself in his heart of hearts, or he 
would not call Mr. Blatchford’s attack “ bitter.” 
Whether the editor of the Clarion has left Chris
tianity “ beyond recall ” appears to me a very idle 
question. It is a problem in prophecy— and pro
phecy, as George Eliot said, is tho most gratuitous 
form of error. G. w . FoOTE.

(To be concluded.)

Can We Leave Religion Alone ?

T h e  other day a Scotch newspaper called attention 
to the fact that in religious matters people use 
words without any sense of their precise meaning- 
This fault is not confined to religion, although it 
exists there in a larger and more obtrusive degi'e0 
than elsewhere. Moreover, in religion the circum
stance is inevitable. For most of the ideas that 
make up modern religious thought belong to tb0 
category of what Spencer called pseudo-ideas; they 
do not correspond to any objective fact, and tho 
words used do not even represent any definite stato 
of mind. When people talk about “ God,” “ crea
tion,” “  soul,” etc., etc., they are using expressions 
which answer to no corresponding mental states- 
They cannot be defined because there are no clear 
ideas behind them. And every attempt at definite? 
involves further difficulties ; until, taught by experi
ence, the up-to-date religious apologist makes it pan 
of his case that it is of the nature of his beliefs that 
they should not admit of clear definition.

In this way religion developes a cant phraseology 
of its own. And this fact received an amusing ib°8j 
tration in the course of the article from which 1 
have already quoted. As though this were the on0 
certain thing in connection with religion, it was sal 
that the disappearance of religious belief from our 
midst would mean the removal of the one force tb» 
serves to bind men together in the bonds of a com®00 
brotherhood. And this was said as though the queS" 
tion really did not admit of serious dispute. H®0’ 
then, is a magnificent illustration of the P°wer,.°e 
cant phrases. It is repeated so frequently that tb 
plainest of facts, the most repeated experience, see®  ̂
powerless against it. We are surrounded by numer° 
sects, in connection with the warfare of which tb® 
is more misrepresentation and ill-feeling displayed 1 
the course of a week than is manifested in ev 
politics in a month. Protestants assert that 0 
religious beliefs of Roman Catholics prevent tb0 
acting with justice towards their felIow-citize ’ 
and that their influence in the State constitutes 
national danger. Catholics retort that Protest» 
religious prejudice prevents their opponents »c 
justly towards them. Churchmen and None ^  
formists make substantially the same statement 
each other. It is chronicled as a remarkable tb 
that Christians belonging to different sects can ® .g 
amicably on the same public platform. History ; 
full of the ill-will generated by religious f®e 1 9j 
and yet the statement that Christianity is tho » ^  
source of human brotherhood and peace is ®.a 
though it did not admit of the slightest quest®® ^

The truth is that religion is one of the gre 
disruptive forces amongst us. This is so paten 1 frt
we are all, religious and non-religious, compel® je, 
guard against its influence. It is, for exa cq®I, 
one of the commonest of rules with literary» sgjoO0 
and political organisations that in all disons^^^er 
the subject of religion shall be excluded. ^ at 
things may be discussed ; this is the one thing 
is barred. This rule cannot be due to the

to

belief that religion is of no consequence, 
of those who uphold it would assert that 1<3 ŷjjflt 
belief is of all things the most important- .g to 
they realise is that to open the doors to rehg10 j.j0c. 
nnpn fihpm fin ill-ffifilincr. n.nrl finnllv to ¿ lSlliter»tor0’

tb0
open them to ill-feeling, and finally to 
Differences of opinion in art, science, . * 
politics, may be discussed without threaten1 ^¡oas 
well-being of an organisation ; difference in r ^icb  
belief is the one thing in connection S fr  woi'ai’ 
friendly discussion is impossible. In other ^ g0. 
religion developas a feeling of brotherhood 3 folln<J 
tively that, in order to prevent strife, i® 1 part 
absolutely essential to exclude it from a larg 
of our associated life. . 0 co®'

Now in some directions this method ® ay c0rt»llJ 
paratively beneficial. If we cannot discos3 
subjeots under perfectly open conditions, g8ory 
bo better to discuss them under the ,, pobetter to discuss them under 
restrictions than not to discuss them at a11.
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the imposition of restrictions in discussing the range 
and relationships of a selected topic can never be 
without its disadvantages. The hackneyed saw that 
the minds of many men work in watertight compart
ments may he useful as a figure of speech, but no 
competent thinker regards it as an accurate state
ment of fact. Each aspect of mental life is con
ditioned by every other aspect, and all parts of life 
8tand in the relation of an organically connected 
whole. The frame of mind that sees the hand of 
pod in the Messina earthquake may easily discern 
the intention of Deity to place Great Britain as the 
fcler of the world, and may affect conduct accord
ingly. And without even direct reference to religion, 
the religious type of mind may persist in politics 
aod sociology long after it has divested itself of 
mrmal religious beliefs. Carlyle’s deification of the 
great man, with an almost complete ignoring of all 
the conditions of which the great man was the 
?xpression, is a case in point. We cannot, then, 
'gnore religion in discussing other subjects, if we 
Wl8h our discussion to yield the greatest possible 
Profit. Religion is too widespread, and too old a 
Phenomenon, to be set on one side as though it were 
°t no more importance than the room in which the 
mscusaion is held.

Religious people, were they alive to the situation, 
Would Bee that the exclusion of religion really 
indorses all that the Freethinker has to say against 
. And those who are not religious would, if they 

Vl.®Wed things from the proper point of view, recog- 
>se how imperfect their work or their conclusions 

must be so long as the religious question is left out 
thafc^ht. *s Peculiarly true of those societies
Ma meet with a specifically sociological object.

stance, decline to allow the introduction of religion 
their meetings. I am afraid it does not mean 

*U y th is; but rather the introduction of anti- 
® Jgious speeches. Religious Socialists do introduce 

^ ’gious matters, and this is tolerated— perhaps in 
l ® Same pitying spirit that tolerates the antics of 
tat ^ tted  people in primitive u

es place. It is the man who 
ellgion

oppressed.

¡ ¡ e f c r “ 7’an, ‘

societies— but it 
does not believe 

to be a social asset of any value who is

I sympathise with the man who 
in religion, and therefore insists on intro- 

^ lng it. His attitude one can understand and 
QUeCiate‘ position is occupied by the
le .who believes he can settle social affairs while 
Uj Ing religion severely alone. This is surely a 
he “Montai piece of folly. For it must be remem- 

0 that Socialism is not, in theory, a mere matter 
h sasfJing a particular measure through Parliament. 
r6f nw°lves a complete reconstruction of society, a 
the 8 . onmg of human sentiment and belief. And 
plis]^l8^0m that pictures this as possible of accom- 
teii .Clent, while saying nothing of the value of 
°rof H?8 does n°t strike one as of the highest
tonch 6 most far-seeing description. For you cannot 
aQcl 80cial institutions unless you touch beliefs, 
dirg simply cannot interfere with beliefs in any 
is 0 , l0Q nnless you trench on religious ground. It 
UpQjj 000 mere physical portion of our environment 
euCe Which social institutions rely for their exist- 
porj.' Sorely physical conditions are of first im- 
4t w  Ce °nly in the earliest stages of civilisation. 
a.H(j . er stages, institutions become incarnated ideas, 
^t i oQ° ^f t or  their existence upon the mental con- 
tioti i ° ‘ the people. Moreover, the course of evolu- 
sociaia-8 ^oen such that the ideas proper to all our 
^ g le d ^ ^ u tio n s  have become more or less en- 
o»e w  ^tt* religious beliefs. I need only mention 
With m ^  which religion has become associated 

4 f i x a g e  and general morality to prove this.
■ 6 soei ] w^h institutions, an attempt to modify 
‘»to a a state, necessarily, therefore, resolves itself 
patter C<jniie8t with ideas and beliefs. And it is a 
hT8 s*Utie.^possibility to discuss these without at 
■P'aiur, in 1130 discussing, and to some degree deter- 
 ̂QP0> and Va ûo °t religious beliefs. Leave them 

a our survey of the situation is of necessity

incomplete, and our efforts proportionately fruitless. 
Enlarge the survey, and it will be found that re
ligious beliefs are a part of the mental environment 
that demands modification. To leave religion out of 
the discussion may be necessary in the interests of 
peace and good feeling at the moment. No Free
thinker would question th is; he fully recognises 
that there is no subject so fruitful in ill-feeling as is 
religion; still, if our work is to be complete, not to 
talk about religion is like discussing typhoid fever 
and eschewing sanitation.

The mere economic weight of religion is enough to 
entitle it to full discussion by sociologists of all 
classes. As property holders only, religious organi
sations play a large part in social life. As moulders 
of opinion, the many thousands of clergymen play a 
still larger part. And as their direction of opinion is 
in turn ordered by their peculiar beliefs, we are again 
brought to the same position by yet another road. 
If their religious beliefs are sound or valuable, their 
standing in the community should be of first-rate 
importance. If they are not, their position is a 
social imposture. But whether they are or not, 
their influence in social affairs represents a force 
that none can afford to despise. As a matter of fact, 
religion is not left on one side, for the simple reason 
that it cannot be left alone. It is at the back of the 
minds of all of us, and is implied in much of our 
action. Men’s acceptance or rejection of this or 
that particular social theory is more or less deter
mined by their religious opinions. The pretence that 
religion is not considered in such organisations as 
those I have referred to is a more or less elaborate 
hypocrisy. It is a pretence kept up in the belief 
that it will induce religious people to lend a hand 
where they would otherwise refrain. But it is a 
mistaken view. The place and value of religion in 
social life must be decided, or, if left alone, religion 
will decide the place of everything else. The policy 
of suppressing the free expression of opinion in order 
to encourage straightforwardness, is quite a mis
taken one. In the long run, nothing pays like 
facing all the facts oneself, and so offering the 
example for others to do likewise.

I have, apparently, wandered far from the point 
at which I commenced, but the departure is more 
apparent than real. For this separation of religion from 
social subjects is based upon the avowed belief that 
it will operate as a cause of disagreement and divi
sion. This is unquestionably the case, but it is in 
flagrant contradiction to the belief that religion 
operates as a bond of brotherhood. But with all the 
disruptive influences of religion, it is sheer folly to 
imagine that we can safely leave it alone. We can 
no more afford to leave religion alone than we can 
leave sanitation out of our calculation in dealing 
with an unhealthy district. Sooner or later, no 
matter what our position or theories may be, we are 
brought face to face with the necessity of dealing 
with the prevalence of the relgious type of mind. 
We may evade the question for a time, but it is 
always there, and the wisest policy is to face the 
problem at once and so influence in the right direc
tion those who look to us for counsel. In this case 
courage, honesty, and profit run in a single leash.

C. Cohen.

A House Divided Against Itself.

“  Every kingdom divided against itself is brought to deso
lation, and every city or house divided against itself shall 
not stand.” —Matt. xii. 25.

To outsiders, nothing is more genuinely amusing 
than the burning controversies from which the 
Christian Church has never been free; and these are 
so amusing because they have always been taken so 
seriously. It has never occurred to the theologians 
that their work has chiefly consisted in providing 
merriment for the nations. While they were so 
earnestly proving the unprovablo and defining the 
indefinable, and while the dominant party of them
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was ferociously demolishing all other parties, the big 
world was enjoying a wholesome laugh in its sleeve. 
Let us glance at what is called the orthodox school, 
by which is meant, either the party that was nume
rically the strongest, or the party that happened to 
be in favor at the imperial court. The claim put 
forth was that the Bible was a complete and final 
revelation of God and of the law of human conduct. 
But although the Bible was said to be or to contain 
a revelation, it was yet a concealed revelation. The 
Bible was likened to a mine in which the precious 
ore of Divine truth was buried ; and the business of 
the Church was to work the mine and bring its con
tents into the light of day. The theologians were 
not creators, but diggers, not inventors but finders. 
But the curious thing was that the diggers could 
seldom agree as to the nature of their finds, and 
their disagreement often degenerated into extremely 
unlovely strife. The whole business was ineffably 
absurd. The idea that God granted a revelation of 
himself, and then hid it in a book ; that afterwards 
he inspired the Church to dig it out of the volume, 
and make it a reality in its life, and yet that the 
members of this Divinely guided society should be 
perpetually quarreling among themselves over their 
respective discoveries in the sacred mine— is not 
this the most ridiculous idea ever heard of ? Does 
it not represent God himself as the most ludicrous 
of beings ? Does it not render belief in any of the 
Christian claims absolutely impossible ? Does it not 
even make Christianity itself a laughing-stock to 
the enlightened reason ?

Try to think of the Bible as a Divinely constructed 
mine chockful of the ore of eternal truth, and of the 
Church as the Divinely appointed agent to dig for 
the priceless treasure. Then think of the contro
versy between Arius and Athanasius about the 
“ ineffable relations of the Godhead before the 
remotest beginning of time.” Arius argued that 
the terms “ Father” and “ Son” imply that the 
Father must have existed prior to the Son. This, of 
course, related to eternity, before time was created. 
Of the Son, therefore, Arius said : “ There was when 
he was not.” Athanasius held, with an air of 
absolute infallibility, that in the Trinity Father and 
Son were the same age. Not only was the Son never 
without the Father, but also the Father was never 
without the Son. Both men had numerous fol
lowers, and each party abused the other in the 
forcible Billingsgate of the day. “ So violent were 
the discussions,” says Dean Stanley, “ that they were 
parodied in the Pagan theatres, and the Emperor’s 
statues were broken in the public squares in the 
conflicts which took place.” The nickname by which 
the Arians were called was “ maniacs.” Sailors, 
millers, and travellers were constantly coming into 
collision over “ generated and ungenerated being.” 
The streets, the market-places, the drapers, the 
money-changers, the victuallers, all places and all 
people were full of the dispute. Gregory of Nyssa 
says: “ Ask a man, ‘ How many oboli ?’ he answers 
by dogmatising on the distinction between the 
Father and the Son. Inquire the price of bread, and 
you are told, ‘ The Son is subordinate to the Father.’ 
Ask if the bath is ready, and you are told, ‘ The 
Son arose out of nothing.’ ” It was chiefly to settle 
this dispute that the Council of Nicaca was convened 
by Constantine. Here Athanasius was victorious, 
and poor Arius was sent into exile to the accompani
ment of bitter invectives against him uttered by the 
Emperor himself. Athanasius carried the day, not 
by the interposition of the Holy Ghost, but by the 
personal influence of Constantine. What about the 
treasured revelation in the Bible mine, and the 
Divinely inspired digger to fetch it out ? The answer 
is that in history there has never been any trace of 
either.

At Nicsea the Holy Ghost was conspicuous only by 
his absence. It was the Emperor who was supreme 
there. It was to Constantine that Athanasius 
was indebted for his triumph, and Arius for his 
disgrace. It was Constantine, not the risen Christ, 
who ruled the Church. And Constantine was a man

of moods and passions and many crimes; and his 
guilty conscience occasioned him many a bad hour. 
After a few years Arius and his friends were restored 
to favor, while Athanasius had to be removed from 
the fury of his enemies. It was the Emperor’s 
decree that Arius was to be received in triumph at 
Constantinople, and welcomed back into the bosom 
of the Church. At this stage, as the Athanasians 
declared, Heaven did step in and prevent the public 
discomfiture of the orthodox Trinitarians by merci
fully putting Arius to death, a Divine intervention 
for which they returned fervent thanks in their 
churches. But the controversy went on as fiercely 
as before for many years, and the fortunes of the 
parties were every now and then reversed, until 
the rise of Catholicism, which adopted the Nicene 
dootrine as the authoritative teaching of the 
Church.

Catholicism, from the time of Theodosius the 
Great downward, has been sufficiently united and 
strong to prevent any heretical views from gaining 
influence and power. All who dared to think f°r 
themselves were summarily dealt with, which con
tinues to be the case to our own day. But in the 
Protestant Churches the old battles are still being 
fought, though under different circumstances and 
with somewhat altered weapons. Jesus Christ >8 
still the bone of contention. Instead of two hostile 
factions, we have now many dozens, and each of 
them claims to be the one accurate, if not infallible» 
interpreter of the Christ of God. The old Trini' 
tarian orthodoxy is still with us, with certain un
avoidable modifications ; but there is also what call8 
itself the New Theology, which is only of yesterday» 
and yet already split up into ever so many differ00! 
schools. There is bitter war between the Old and

of
an

the New, and also between the different sections 
the New. Dr. YVarschauer has now taken up 
attitude of opposition to Mr. Campbell, and seems to 
be a firm believer in a supernatural Jesus. At a®? 
rate, he identifies the Christ of the Churches wi"® 
the Jesus of the Gospels. And now at last we ha?0 
amongst us the strangest of all religious phenom0Da’ 
a Christian minister of the Congregational order wb 
not only distinguishes between Jesus and Christ, bn 
also in most emphatic terms denies the historicity 0 
the latter. Whether the Rev. R. Roberts, of Bra 
ford, believes in the personality of Christ or not i 
not quite clear, though it might be a fair deductm 
from some of his words that he does not. Both 1 
his article in the current number of the 
Journal, and in his controversy with Dr. Warsobau 
in the columns of the Christian World, what 
maintains with much vigor is that the wrlt0to 
of the New Testament Epistles do not appear ¡g 
have been aware that the Jesus of the 
had ever lived. Neither directly nor indir00 J, 
do they mention his career, or quote his toaob1  ̂
on any disputed point. When he comes to “ 
with the Gospel Jesus himself, he is in praoti .̂1S Be

a]ist8agreement with the majority of Freethinkers 
contends, as we do, that whatever the Evang0  ̂
themselves may have thought of him, the Jesus ^ 
portray is in no respect superior to the average y 
of the period, but is subject to all the ° ra*reat 
limitations of his contemporaries. He makes 8 ftg 
fun of the evangelical divines who speak of b* ,, 
the “ fulness of the God-head bodily expresse » 5
us “ Very God of Very God,” or as the “ CroWO^0
PRRPnOP n f  T T n m o n i f u  f.Vto Qorrir»*« f.VlP w orld»essence of Humanity, the Savior of the woi»“> ^¡g 
by the loftiness of his teaching, the beauty °  jg 
character, the sufficiency of his atoning s.aor,tLe to 
able to save to the uttermost all who will com, in
him and trust in him.” Such expressions aPP*^g 0f 
the Gospel Jesus, he says, “ crack the sin0 , m 
language, and reduce the sequences of sPe

secb to

incoherences of thought.”
Admitting that the “ silence of non.Cbri0 

than
,tia0

literature as to Jesus has more significance “ to 
usually assigned to it,” Mr. Roberts proce 
weigh his ethical teaching in the balance ooin^f 
cism, and finds it seriously wanting. After p 
out how mistaken were his views on m&vy
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8°oh as the origin of disease and the end of the 
World, he criticises his teaching as to divorce thus:—

“ There is no recognition of adultery on the part of 
the husband as a ground for divorce which the wife 
might urge, while the right of the husband to decide 
these matters himself without reference to any con
stituted law courts, strikes the modern mind as callous 
and iniquitous to the last degree. The teaching is 
governed throughout by an admission of the iniquitous 
principles of sex-inferiority as against woman, and let 
it be remembered this principle has inflicted infinite 
suffering on half of the human race.”

Thus we see that the house of the Church is radi- 
pally divided against itself, and it is already becom- 
Mg more and more evident that it shall not stand. 
The Church has never known what theological peace 
Means, except a forced peace under the tyrannical 
Mle of the Papacy. And now that the day of know- 
}e<3ge is dawning, the day of patient endurance of 
the yoke of bondage to the mutually destructive 
vagaries of metaphysical speculators and hair- 
pplitters is necessarily waning. Such a debate as 

closed between Mr. Roberts and Dr. 
will open many eyes and emancipate 

Many an intellect. The reign of the Churches is 
doomed, and shall soon be substituted by the reason- 
ahle sovereignty of fully awakened intelligence.

J. T. Lloyd,

fpo one just 
"arschauer

Omar Khayyam.

March 31 will fall the centenary of Edward 
itzgerald, the most brilliant translator of Omar

f-hayyam’s 
8D-called

quatrains. On like celebrations the 
8 — “ Literary” journals usually find ample
K^ 6 f°r gosh, headed, as a rule, “ Shelleyana,” 

ornsiana,” or “ Miltoniana,” as the case may be. 
m 6 Mysterious and somewhat idiotic protraction of 
. name gives people the impression that they are 

rea^ some newly-discovered anecdotes or 
e ®rary gems of the departed one. Generally, how- 
iq F’ âk*Dg T. P .’s Weekly as an example, it consists 
d6fa ^“ Yelling string of scrappy apologies for the 

JMct one’s religious or political opinions. 
tf .e writer is awaiting with no small amount of 
ev Nation the near approach of March 31. What- 
0 ®r twaddle may be written about Omar on that 
Ml, 8l°n’ ono thing at least is certain ”— that it 
reg d^eavor to clothe his words with a grundyish 

Pectability, and to give an air of religious signifi- 
his verses. It is to be hoped that students 

the •tDar n°t  allow themselves to be misled by 
to parSon of pedantry. Mons.'Nicholas attempted 

? Ceal Omar’s militant attitude towards estab- 
0v6r, rehgion, but was very successfully bowled 
0c0tI 7 Fitzgerald. He interpreted the frequently 
a q ^ /^ g  word “ wine” as “ Dieu,” and carefully 
d o t t e d  his translation accordingly, thus intro- 

as a profound mystic, devoutly and 
of tr tJ ^ ly  shadowing the Deity under the figure
0 ^iue.’•bar’ "  ^-his, of oourse, is absurd; for in one of 
die ^ 8 quatrains he expresses the wish: “ When I 
the v- My body with wine, and from the wood of 
*it * e  make the planks of my coffin ”— which 

raM has beautifully converted thus :—
Mi ! with the vine my fading life provide,
And wash my body whence the life has died,
And lay me shrouded in the vine-leaf wrapt,

!t|jj some not unfrequented garden side.”

tMre Mate^'^j.8P°ses “ mysMo” theory; it is

r cont°n ^ wen  ̂ to church twice, “ not,” as one of 
N  fjjj^'Poraries tells us, “ because of his devo- 
aô ever rather by accident.” Omar’s own words, 

> Are more interesting and explicit still: -  
** Tfwent into a mosque the other day,

But by great Allah I it was not to pray, 
j 0: but to steal a prayer-mat—now ’tis worn,
1 go to filch another mat away.”

There is a magnificent depth of satire in that. 
His contempt for the average servant of the 
“ Most H igh" is expressed in the following biting 
quatrain:—

“  A parson spied a harlot, and quoth be,
‘ You seem a slave to drink and lechery 
And she made answer, ‘ What X seem I am ;
But, parson, are you all you seem to be?”

And later he hursts indignantly forth:—
“  These fools, by dint of ignorance most crass,

Think they in wisdom all mankind surpass,
And glibly do they damn as infidel 
Whoever is not—like themselves—an ass.”

Delightful reading for parsons, is it not ?
Omar dealt a terrific blow to the “ Blessed be ye 

that hunger ” doctrine. Eight centuries ago this grand 
old Freethinker put forward an argument which has 
never yet been answered:—

“  In paradise are houris, as you know.
And fountains that with wine and honey flow.
If these be lawful in the world above,
What harm to love the like down here below ?”

Now then, “ General ” Booth, where are your “ empty 
drums ” ?

• • • • • •
Omar had searched for the truth ; he had found, 

instead of lofty promises fulfilled, only the hollow
ness and mockery of ignorant fetish-worship. He 
had scanned life’s horizon, seen nothing beyond, and 
settled philosophically and sensibly down to make 
the most of it. Of the good and bad within man’s 
nature he said : “ Impute them not to the heavens, 
for in the way of wisdom those heavens are a 
thousandfold more helpless than thou art.” To those 
who find no satisfaction in trying to understand and 
reconcile the apparent contradictions of this world, 
or to accept life as it is, but equally unsatisfactorily 
seek refuge in the consolatory joys of an imagined 
hereafter, his advice is : “ Drink wine, for thy body 
becomes atoms in the earth; thy earth after that 
becomes goblets. Be thou heedless of Hell or 
Heaven. Why should a wise man be deceived about 
such things ?” Like every deep thinker, Omar 
believed in and preached the doctrine of necessity. 
He saw the links of the mighty chain, and though 
he failed to piece them together, his mind was per
fectly easy. He sleeps in the Garden of Naisapur, 
and the perfume arising from his rose-laden tomb 
still “ overtakes the true believer unaware.”

J. S. C.

SWEARING OFF.
Good Deacon Hobbs had a righteous mind, 

Religions and austere,
Another such you might not find 

In many a passing year.
When New Year’s came ho was put out 

By a most peculiar plight;
He wrestled with a horrid doubt,

Which would not take to flight.
He'd sworn off everything that man 

Could think of stopping short,
In other years he’d put the ban 

On things of every sort.
But suddenly his face grew bright,

He laughed a smothered cough,
He saw a path as clear as light—

Ho swore off swearing off. —Housekeeper.

SUCCESSFUL SUBSTITUTE.
Colonel White: “  I understand that your congregation is 

in a fair way to get the church debt paid off, soon ? ”
Parson Bagster: “ Yassah, Cuhnel 1 Yassah, 'bleegd to 

yo\ sab, for askin’. De Lawd sholy do 'pear to be wid us 
in our financials, dese days, mo’ ’specially since we done 
engaged a one-armed man to take up de c ’lection. Dat's an 
idee, sab, dat our new converted brudder, Mistah Jack 
Pullyam, the refawmod gamblin’ man, put up us to. How 
true ’tis, as de ’postle says, dat de child'en o' darknesB am 
wiser dan de child’on o’ light 1 Hadn't-uh been for Brudder 
Jack wo never would-uh thought o’ that scheme in de livin’ 
world 1 ”



184 THB FBEETHINKEB February  28, 1909

Acid Drops.

Rev. J. T. Wardle Stafford lias been lecturing at the 
Wesleyan Church, Muswell-hill, on “ Fools.” From the 
report in the local Record we should say that this is a 
subject on which he is an authority. He made some 
“ scathing remarks” on the “ Atheist Fool”—who, after 
all, was less a fool than a man of “ brutish” nature. 
Atheism was really not in the head, but in the heart. And 
so forth, and so forth, in the vein so dear to Christian 
charity. Mr. Stafford’s lecture was heartily applauded. 
The “ Fools ” of Muswell-hill had made a big rally.

We like a good joke, and the Rev. Arthur Bentley supplies 
us with one. He writes to us from Park-road, Heaton-park, 
Manchester, in the following strain: “ Dear Sir,—I have 
noticed that you are constantly untruthful in asserting that 
scientific men are opposed to Christianity. See enclosed 
statement, which shows that, with very few exceptions, 
Christianity has no opponents amongst men of science. 
Professor Tyndall publicly denied Atheism as his creed, so 
did Lyell and Max Müller.” After this, the reverend gentle
man remains “ faithfully yours.” And what is the “  en
closed statement ” which made such an impression on this 
clerical innocent, and which he expects will make a great 
impression on u s? It is a page from the Daily Mail “ Year 
Book of the Churches,” on which Professor Edward Hull— 
who is not a scientist, in the common meaning of the word, 
but the Secretary of that pious haunt of the clergy called 
the Victoria Institute—declares that—“ It may be stated 
without hesitation that with very few exceptions, such as 
Professor Haeckel in Germany, Christianity has no oppo
nents amongst men of science.” Professor Hull would 
naturally make this statement “ without hesitation.” Why 
should he hesitate ? When you tell a lie you may as well 
go the whole hog and lie like truth. And his statement is a 
lie, a grotesque lie, a lie that very properly makes its 
appearance in a Daily Mail publication. But even if it 
were true, what a set-off there would be in the “  few 
exceptions” if they included “ such” scientists as “ Professor 
Haeckel ” in Germany. Why, to talk of scientists, and to 
specialise “ Professor Haeckel in Germany ” is a good deal 
like talking of infernal spirits and specialising “ Satan in 
Hell,” or talking of celestial spirits and specialising “ God 
in Heaven.”

This clerical innocent lumps Tyndall—a physicist, Lyell 
—a geologist, and Max Müller—a professor of languages and 
comparative religion, all together as “ men of science.” By 
his reference to their denial of Atheism, he evidently thinks 
that if they were not Atheists they must have been 
Christians—which, as our ancient friend Euclid says, is 
absurd. Moreover, the clerical innocent doesn’t appear to 
have heard of Huxley and Clifford, who boldly attacked 
Christianity, or of the mighty Darwin who rejected Christi
anity before he was forty, and passed on through Deism to 
Agnosticism, which is only Atheism done up in silver paper. 
What a rare innocent this clerical innocent is to be suro ! 
He would surely take the prize in a Manchester exhibition 
of such articles.

We have a final word for this clerical innocent. Why 
should he be angry with us if we were “  untruthful ” ? He 
ought to feel a certain sympathy with us on that account. 
He himself belongs to the most “  untruthful ” profession in 
the world. Perhaps he thinks we have poached upon his 
preserves. Yes, that must be it. We have got the explana
tion at last.

After the father the son. The Prince of Wales has sent 
General Booth a cheque for £50 to help him in his “ great 
and noble work.” A great work, it may bo ; a noble work, 
is a matter of opinion; a useful work, it certainly is not. 
We believe it will eventually be seen that General Booth’s 
influence has been disastrous. He does not lessen poverty, 
or drink, or “ the social evil.” And he has made the first, 
at any rate, worse. From a sociological point of view he is 
a mere mountebank.

In his annual appeal for funds, General Booth announces 
that a gift of ¿£10 will take an emigrant to Canada. This 
may be true, in a sense. But as the Salvation Army merely 
lends the money to the emigrant, it is a gift, not to the 
emigrant, but to the Army. Moreover, the Army receives 
out of the ¿£10 a commission from shipping and railway 
companies, and, in addition, a sum of ¿£1 from the Canadian 
Government. In common honesty these statements should 
accompany the appeal for funds. But Salvation Army 
methods are nothing if they are not “ slim.”

“  Few people know nearly as much as they should do 
concerning the sources whence the present stream of our 
religious life originally sprang,” says the British Congregf 
tionalist. Every Freethinker will heartily agree with this- 
Religious people, above all, know least of the origin and 
history of their religions beliefs—which is why they remain 
religious. It is only those who have ceased to believe, as a con
sequence of their knowledge, who know how direct is the con
nection between Christian doctrines and the savage customs 
of primitive man. Every religious doctrine in the world rests 
upon no stronger foundation than the crude guessings of tb® 
primitive savage. These have been modified in the course ot 
generations, and many of the more repeilant features dis
guised by the addition of the more civilised contemporary 
beliefs. But they remain in essentials, and all students ot 
folk-lore know it. For genuine students of the nature and 
history of religion, the work—in its essential features—-baS 
been accomplished. The task now is to bring this know
ledge home to others—in other words, to teach religi°u.® 
people the real nature of their religion. And when this 1 
done the game will be over.

The importance of religion to a community that wish® 
to develop its better feelings has just been demonstrated 
Jefferson, U.S.A. A sect calling itself the “ Firstfruit Ra.g 
vesters ” has just established itself in that city, and, as 
usual, mado an attack upon the other Churches as not boi s 
of the true faith. Whereupon the followers of the gospel  ̂
love and brotherhood rose and drove the leaders of 
“  Firstfruit Harvester ” out of the town. Then they ® «
up their meeting-place with dynamite. And so the spirl 
Christian love and unity once more broods over Jeff°rs ’ 
U.S.A., while the Christians therein will doubtless subset 
with enthusiasm to a mission for converting the heathen.

ThisOur compliments to the Rev. Campbell Morgan._ 
gentleman has just informed an interviewer that he >s 
pared to take Genesis i.-ii. literally. He also added t‘ia 
sees “ no reason to doubt that Joshua actually did sW  
course of the sun upon Ajalon.”  If Mr. Morgan can swa .,0pPI£ to

ould be f 
. candidly.

man who is honest enough—even though in involves ^  
amount of stupidity—to accept the Biblo as it s ân a0cl 
those who convert it into a modern text-book of eth>c . ¡0g 
economics, and manage to find a profound moral te 
in its crudest anthropomorphism.

course oi me sun upon Ajaion." it Mr. Morgan can sw»1"  
first couple of chapters of Genesis, it would bo foolish K*do 
make a wry face over Joshua. And, candidly, we Prctc
„ „ „  d  V,-----------------u ------a —  t. -- -----WnS SO®“

Reason is not a feature that distinguishes religious perio
dicals, and so no one is greatly surprised at the Methodist 
Times not recognising the logical character of what is 
known as the “ Secular Solution ” of the education question. 
This, it declares, instead of being logical is profoundly 
illogical, because there are largo numbers of Christians who 
would not be content with it. Well, wo may point out to 
our contemporary that the logical character of the proposed 
solution, and the question of whether all Christians would bo 
satisfied with it, are quite distinct. The solution is logical 
because it is only an application of the principle that money 
raised by common taxation should bo spent upon common 
ends, and of the principle that religious matters lie outside 
the legitimate concern of the modern State. Those who 
advocate this solution do not protend for a moment that all 
Christians will be content with the Secular Solution. All 
they say is, that they ought to be. And as in this case 
logic and justice run on identical lines, it would not be 
amiss if those who act as leaders in the Christian world 
mado some effort to make what ought to be coincido with 
what is.

to, . writes *“Hero is an awful experience ! A correspondent v :
the Rev. David Smith, of the British Weekly, as“ 1Î ertô ' 
“ How ought I to answer when a man, a doctor, un^°jj0{ 
says, ‘ How do wo know our Bible is truo ?’ I 8®*—. qoW 
say I do not know; but I am not believed.” ¡¡¡vJ
appreciate this gentleman’s difficulty, and can af* tarltiat0 
that many others have felt “ hot ” when asked to sub- tb° 
the truth of the Bible. The Rev. David Smith 8 j; ¡̂pj- 
man who put such a question “ should bo ashamed gjioO 
self.”  Why, we are quite at a loss to seo, sinco the q jijc 
seems a most natural one. And if a man bolmv 
Bible he ought to know why, and bo able to say 80 .g jjoth 
feeling “ hot.” Mr. Smith says such a qucstJo u ^ aVioi 
“ ungentlcmanly and silly,”  wise and gentlemanly j^rS to 
consisting, in Mr. Smith’s opinion, of ono allowing  ̂ with 
believe in any absurdity so long as they are satisne tl> 
That is, so long as the absurdities believed m ;n bolic 
Christian variety. Of course, if ono finds comfor jot® 
that are not Christian, there is then every reason .
ference. Mr. Smith says that if the Doctor had n 0£ tv 
ledge of the science of Apologetic, any apprcCia
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Magnitude of the problem, he would never ask how you 
know the Bible is true.” Wo do not see how this would 
Prevent one asking the question, but it might be that if the 
P°ctor had possessed an adequate appreciation of the un- 
“ntelligent nature of Christian belief he might well have 
thought putting such a question waste of time. Mr. Smith’s 
teply strikes one as a very good sample of the manner in 
"'hich many persons impose upon those weaker than them
selves, and insult those they cannot impose on.

We are glad to see the Daily Mail publishing a summary 
the Duchess of Marlborough’s North American Review 

articles on “ Woman.” One of the summaries deals with 
‘he attitude of the Church towards women, and, while it 
Contains nothing new to readers of this journal, it will pro- 
bably open the eyes of Christian readers of the Mail. Her 
trrace recounts the high position attained by woman in 
ancient Borne, and her subsequent degradation under Chris
tian influences. She adds that Christianity “ does not add 
at,y new virtue to the list already drawn up for woman’s 
jMceptance.” She also strikes a sound note when she says 
hat “ the Church has exerted a conservative influence, and 
'Mbued us with a prejudice against all that is not strictly 
wthoflox; so that, for no logical reason whatever, we view 
favorably any innovation or concession to modern thought.” 

"^questionably it is the general mental type induced and 
Perpetuated by Christianity that has been more hostile to 
Progress than its specific evil actions. This influence has 
^Pressed itself upon every aspect of life, and in every 

*eetion meets the reformer as his most deadly obstacle, 
e® Publication of the article by the Duchess of Marlborough, 
u its republication in the Mail, are both pleasing signs of 
times.

theatre-going is a Bin against God, and games of chance
ai| insult to the Savior. So the Bev. F. B. Meyer told 

0 Nottingham people the other day. Theatres smell 
j and card-playing shuts the door against religious 
^ Vor- So strongly did the man of God feel on this subject 
tljj ho exclaimed, “ If you must go in for these worldly 
t0lj1 * * *8s> for heaven’s sake strike your name oft the church

Seat i

your
Of course, Mr. Meyer is quite right, if the New Tes
ts to be taken as the standard of conduct. But, to

^ s is t e n t ,  he should dissuade Christians from having 
the+• g any worldly concerns whatsoever, becaui

“ me is short, and their citizenship is now in heaven.

jP̂ y Smith puts Jesus of Nazareth completely in the 
Though the only begotten Son of God, tho latter 

® only about 120 converts altogether, while the former 
ten times that number in a single day. In a long 

«s from the States of America, the Gipsy himself tells 
¡aat aaiglity miracles he has already accomplished there. 

o( ji ajuus us how millionaires and working men, Directors 
^bcl ° Safety an(  ̂ leading judges, drunken men and 

women, robbers and thieves and murderers, 
kelcl ^Je churches and halls in which his meetings are 
v'ces saved in tho twinkling of an eye. At my ser-
Ihotig ®ays> men and women are “ brought to God by the 
^ iiT ^  " a wor(h un^er the magic spell of his per- 
Parâ ^’ America is being made anew, and will be a perfect 
S t o ° i ero k° leaves it. At this point, the Gipsy, being a 

,p~®st man, blushes deeply and bows his head, and 
f , Here let the curtain drop, for the angels must tell 
6st of the story.”

îhiate ^°r<̂ has specially spoken to a Congregational 
*M° ,![’ atld he conveys the message to the churches, which 
W 6 effect that throughout tho month of May the 

thaiS ehouiq make prayer the subject of their sermons, 
pyer.w. .ing Juno all meetings should be converted into 
 ̂thia ^eetingg. The simple-minded man imagines that

f V. O  JL l i u  n i  I i 1^11 1 I 11 ■ I i m . 1 * U i U U  ü  V. » J UULVU

pp0j ay Christianity may yet be saved ; but he will be 
i  T I ip. Tinril npif.hp.r R npaks^nnr liPiirs : tlipThe Lord neither speaks ■ nor hears; tho 

Cjoying an eternal vacation.
j, ------

fj.h'd H v- Canon Henson naturally deplores the present 
. sat'on °f Christianity, becauso to secularise 

Ij  ̂18 to annihilate it. But the reverend gentleman 
kas v. Christian zeal to bias and blind his judgment. 

(ieatRes jj. ° .“ 'Dg good to say of Secularism. In fact, he 
>5 give being the parent of all evils. Whenovor a 
O 0tal UP Hie belief in a future life, the inevitable result 
1̂ ,et be0tl °8radation. Unbelievers in immortality havo 

an<̂  never can bo good citizens. They cannot

1 kion'n man accusation against Secularism,
i, r°ki blUt he attempts to make it good ho floundors

* v lost  ̂ *° Sunder. At tho Benaissance, ho tells
‘ 1 her “ other-worldly convictions,” and wont

back to' the old-conquered Paganism, with the result that 
she “ became the synonym for cynical profligacy, and the 
seducer of the nations.” Surely, Canon Henson must know 
that he grossly misrepresents the facts. It was the Papacy 
that demoralised the Italians in the fifteenth and sixteenth 
centuries. The popes were despots, and did their best to 
establish their relatives in principalities. Naturally, such 
down-trodden people enthusiastically welcomed and were 
“ enchanted by the beauty of the ancient models of art and 
poetry, more particularly those of Greece.” It is true that 
they bitterly hated the Church and everything associated 
with it, even Aristotle himself. But will Canon Henson be 
good enough to give us one instance of Italy “ seducing the 
nations ” because of her secularity, or because of her adop
tion of the old Pagan Philosophy ?

Canon Henson repeats Bishop Wilkinson’s foolish charges 
against secularist France. Everything has been on the 
down grade in that land ever since it threw off the yoke of 
the Church. “ A cynical materialism appears to be spreading 
in the nation. Sexual morality is first revealing the disas
trous effect of the withdrawal of the beneficent influence of 
Christ’s religion.” There is taking place “ a weakening of 
the fibre of individual character, and the nation is almost 
consciously failing from within.” All this is monstrously 
untrue, as all official reports and statistics abundantly show, 
and as all who have taken the trouble to study French 
history during the last fifteen years are fully aware.

But that is not all, nor the worst. Beferring to “ the 
English-speaking communities,” Canon Henson asserts that 
the “ same moral is pointed by our latest experience.” Why 
not specify this “ our latest experience,” and prove it to be 
the fruit of Secularism ? He dare not do it. But he does 
dare, from his Coward’s Castle, to libel a philosophy of life, 
without offering a single scrap of evidence, in the following 
terms: “ The spread of Secularism has been accompanied 
by sinister demonstrations of moral decline.” We challenge 
the Canon to substantiate that statement by fully-attested 
facts and figures, and until he does so he must be accounted 
guilty of bearing false witness.

The Colonial and Continental Church Society held its 
annual meeting lately in the Cheltenham Town Hall. One 
of the speakers was the Bev. A. J. E. Harris Bivett (Wan- 
garatta, Australia). This gentleman gave a dreadful account 
of his Christian fellow citizens out there. We take the fol
lowing from the Cheltenham Echo report:—

“ From his infancy onward he had always had it impressed 
on him that Britishers always elevated the people they came 
into contact with. But it was not so. When he looked at 

' the past in Australia there were many black pages there the 
British nation were ashamed of to-day. And there were 
things happening there still that caused them to be ashamed 
of their own people. He did not wish to have harsh feelings, 
although they did feel these things very much out there. 
Didn’t they think that there was something wrong with the 
Church at home when she sent out to these places all these 
people who so very quickly drifted into heathenism, and 
were guilty of doing things which would bring the blush on 
their cheeks if he were to mention them? Some of these 
were guilty of teaching the black people to commit sins 
which they would never think of doing in their own heathen 
state. The secular Government of one of the Colonies 
offered them several hundred acres of land for their work 
amongst tho blacks, and promised to make their headminister 
their agent for the district for distributing food amongst the 
blacks. But this offer they could only accept on the promise 
that white people should be kept out of the district. They 
knew that if white people got in before them they would 
make the work twenty times more difficult.”

This is a pretty character for Christian whites, who are 
worse than the heathen blacks. Will it be believed that, 
after telling these sad truths, the reverend gentleman pro
ceeded to denounce Secular Education ? He ought to have 
welcomed it with both hands.

Mr. Tolefree Parr, so well known as an evangelist, delivers 
the severest condemnation of Christianity imaginable. Chris
tianity has been in England some fifteen hundred years. In 
other words, the omnipotent love of God in Christ has for 
that length of time been seeking to win this country. And 
yot, Mr. Parr informs us that this absolutely perfect and 
universal religion has yet to he tried in our land. That 
is the truth, howover, and it is destined to be the truth to the 
end of time. The most ardent Atheist can say no more.

The Bev. J. Tolefree Parr says that Christianity is not 
“ played out ” because it is not yet “ played in.” The 
reverend gontloman hits the nail on tho head. Christianity, 
as a religion, has alway been a failure. Its ends have never 
been shaped by an omnipotent Divinity. But while that is
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undoubtedly true, it is yet undeniable that Christianity is a 
more conspicuous failure to-day than it ever was before. Its 
disintegration is now proceeding with amazing swiftness. 
Even by many of its friends it is being gradually, though 
very politely, left behind.

At an after-service in Bloomsbury Chapel, the Rev. Thomas 
Phillips asked if there was one present who had conquered 
temptation without Christ. Of course, to this challenge 
there was no reply, and Mr. Phillips rejoiced. As a matter 
of fact, there are multitudes who successfully resist evil 
solicitations without Christ; but they are not likely to turn 
up at after-services in Bloomsbury Chapel. They put their 
leisure time to better use.

The Rev. Harry Bisseker, of the Leysian Mission, says 
that everyone who yields loving and unselfish obedience to 
Christ is a Christian. As no one does comply with that con
dition, there is not a single Christian anywhere. Obedience 
to Christ is a thing to talk about, not to practise. All the 
sayings of Jesus are so interpreted as to be in harmony 
with the actual life of twentieth century disciples. In other 
words, the Christian life is and always has been a complete 
farce.

The Bishop of London is a funny man. His salary >s 
$10,000 a year, and he says he loses on his job ; yet he is 
concerned about the small incomes of the “ poor clergy, 
and wants see them raised—so that they may lose on theif 
jobs too. His lordship—fancy a representative of the meek 
and lowly Jesus a lordship !—stated recently at St. Paul’s 
Cathedral that “  they had about 21,000 clergy altogether 
who were active workers, and of those 12,000 were earning 
not more than $150 a year, which was the wages of a 
mechanic.”  What sort of mechanic ? His lordship must 
not fancy that skilled workmen average $3 a week >n 
England. He can easily correct that impression by con
sulting the Board of Trade returns. But even if his figures 
were right, what is his grievance ? If he thinks half those 
12,000 clergymen, who get no more than $150 a year, could 
earn as much in the general labor market, he is very con
siderably mistaken. Besides, they are preachers of the 
gospel of poverty and renunciation—“ Blessed be ye poor^ 
“ Woe unto you rich,”  “ Take no thought for the morrow,
“ Lay not up for yourselves treasures on earth,” etc., etc- 
Why should the preachers of such a gospel want more than 
$150 a year ? They are hypocrites to ask it. And the 
Bishop of London is a bigger hypocrite to support them'-  
from his lofty financial pedestal of nearly $200 a week.

Mr. H. Jeffs, a journalist and a Primitive Methodist local 
preacher, says that “ men everywhere are hungry for the 
living Christ and yet, curiously enough, it is next to im
possible to prevail upon these hungry men to accept Christ 
as their souls’ food. But the hunger exists only in Mr. 
Jeffs’ fertile imagination. It is the complaint of most 
preachers that the bulk of the people are religiously insen
sible and unconcerned.

The Church and Medical Union, meeting (O ye gods and 
little fishes !) at the Church House, Westminster, heard with 
pleasure that “ the Bishop of London intended to appoint a 
joint committee of clergymen and doctors to investigate the 
question of spiritual healing.” We suggest that they should 
begin with it in relation to cancer. But they won’t. They 
know if they began there they would end there.

Lieut.-Colonel J. S. Hepworth was present at that meeting. 
Is he a doctor or a parson ? Or is he related to them as the 
gentleman was related to the Jew and the Christian, who 
said “ the Jew’s religion is in the Old Testament, and the 
Christian’s in the New Testament, and mine is the blank 
leaf which is between them ” ? Anyhow, the Lieut.-Colonel 
said that “ the Church has the gift of healing, but it has 
allowed it to slumber.” Then the Church ought to be 
thoroughly ashamed of itself. Myriads of poor creatures 
suffering from diro diseases, and the men of God letting 
their gift of healing “  fust in them unused.” They ought 
to be warned to wake up, and if they don’t a dozen of them 
should he taken out and shot “ to encourage the others.” In 
the course of time, if we kept the holy healers up to the 
scratch, we should have very cheap hospitals. The clergy 
would be able to heal us all. But as yet, alas, they can’t 
even heal themselves. Look at the crowd of them at Bath, 
for instance, looking for health—and rich widows.

Another speaker at that prayer-and-physic meeting made 
the following announcement. “ Two years ago,” he declared, 
“ I said I would not catch a cold, and I have never had one 
since.” Well, he may have one next week. He shouldn't 
shout till he is a good deal farther out of the wood,—unless 
he is under the curious impression that average people have 
several colds in the course of every two years. We may also 
observe that this speaker’s declaration may bo perfectly true 
without being in the least degree mysterious. It is ex
tremely probable that if he made up his mind not to have 
another cold he took care to run as little risk as possible. 
But that is not the prayer cure; it is the common sense 
cure. ____

The cat was let out of the bag by Police Commissioner 
Bingham, of New York, in a discussion on tht “ social evil.” 
“  To do anything with this question,” he said, “ you must 
call off the ministers. They mean well, but they are igno
rant of the subject. A certain very distinguished man was 
the cause of more evil to this community in the last four 
years than any other factor.” This is what we have always 
been saying in the Freethinker. The men of God spoil 
everything they touch, and very often the better they mean 
the more they spoil it. They are fastening on to the Social
ist movement at present, and the leaders of that movement 
ought to adopt Commissioner Bingham’s motto—“ Call off 
the ministers.”

Two more poor Christians have gone home to Jesos- 
Rev. Canon Henry William Maddy, of Woodfold, Down 
Hatherley, Gloucestershire, left $28,260. Rev. Rich»* 
Keeling, of Wrose Hill, Shipley, Yorkshire, left $11.1®'' 
These gentlemen kept out of heaven for 79 and 84 yearS 
respectively. We pinned both specimens down in 000 
morning’s newspaper.

“ Money and Religion ” was the heading of a column 
the Daily News the other morning. The heading of »  
very next column was “ Rev. R. J. Campbell’s App®a1' 
Under it was a letter from this reverend gentleman soliciting 
public help for his religious enterprise. The New Theology 
has resulted thus far in nothing but the formation of " 
League of Progressive Thought and Social Service.” Fr® 
200 different towns this League has enrolled 3,000 subsc» 
ing members. These 3,000 members are apparently una 
to keep their own league going. Mr. Campbell is allowed ^ 
appeal to the outside public for assistance. “ Financial a 
from sympathisers with our movement,” he says," will 
specially welcome.”  No doubt. To this complexion t J 
all come at last—in spite of the patronage of Jesus and 
favor of the Almighty.

It is gravely reported that some of the men saved .|n. iy  
West Stanley Colliery sang hymns and prayed until . 
were rescued. Nearly five times as many perished th r°^  
the explosion. Did none of them pray ? And if prayer .s 
not save them, how did it save the others ? The fftC 
that the rescuers would have reached them just at the 8 
moment if the entombed men had sung comic songs.

The Bishop of Durham left a convention of the clergy ^ 
York and went over to the scene of the pit expl08*0,, ^ 
West Stanley. He delivered “ a touching little speech ^  
those gathered round. The touching little speech _ 
merely the common pulpit platitudes on such 0C°fâ etB 
The Bishop reminded them that the ways of God ^¡s 
inscrutable. Why they should have been afflicted wit ^ 
visitation it was impossible to say. “ We are,” he obse y 
“ in the hands of Providence ; we must take things a8̂  ^ e 
come with resignation and humility.” After fid113'’  jj,g 
poor listeners’ mouths with this theological sawdu W^ 
Bishop went home, and probably filled his own mou 
something more tasty and nutritious.

, «JOB8'
Judge Lush-Wilson, K.C., County Court judge a ^bio* 

house, between Plymouth and Devonport, had a  ̂ e 
before him named William J. Cobbledick, who 
natural objection to being sent to prison on a co ^gtjj 
order, on the ground that he had only had six woe efS 
in eight months. He said he had written to “r  ^  » 
against the Torroy-Alexander mission, and had #̂9 
marked man ever since as tho “ atheist.” The ju ” voUld 
“  sorry to hear he was an atheist," and “ hoped ( ^ ¡̂,3 
some day change his mind.” The poor debtor said ^  »it
a question of conscience.” “ Oh, no,”  the judge 1 % ¡aaioJ>‘ 
cannot be conscience. You are laboring under a be0cb‘ 
Why on earth will judges play tho fool on * j W ‘ 
Why don’t they take Hamlet's advice to . jjjs of'
Lush-Wilson evidently fancies that only persons ,g 
way of thinking have a conscience. We don t £  to^6' 
private right to such a fancy, bnt he ought n° ^ et0oV 
into court with him. He should loave it in 
with his overcoat.



February 28, 1909 EHK FEE0THINKHB 137

Mr. Foote’s Engagements Sugar Plums.
------ «-----

Sunday, February 28, Town Hall, Birmingham : at 3, “  God’s 
Message to Messina ”  ; at 7, “ The Silence of the Tomb.”

Tuesday, March 2, Dulwich Baths, Goose-green, East Dulwich : 
at 8, Public Meeting to protest against the expulsion of the 
Freethinker from the Free Libraries by the Camberwell 
Borough Council.

March 7 and 14, Queen’s Hall, London ; 21, Woolwich.

Mr. Foote delivers to-day (Feb. 28) the fourth and last of 
the courses of lectures organised by the Birmingham N. S. S. 
Branch, under the financial auspices of the Secular Society, 
Ltd., in the great Birmingham Town Hall. His name and 
his subjects should attract very large meetings. There will 
be the usual good music by a first-class band for half an hour 
in front of the afternoon lecture, and three-quarters of an 
hour in front of the evening lecture. The Branch also pro
vides at 4.45 p.m., in a large side-room, a tea at fid. per bead 
for visitors from a distance. The local “  saints ” are looking 
forward to a glorious wind-up of this great experiment.

To Oorreipondenti.

9. Cohen’ s L ecture E ngagements.—241 High-road, Leyton.— 
March 7, Woolwich ; 14, Aberdare; 21, Forest Gate.

“• T. L loyd’s L ecture E ngagements.—February 28, Glasgow. 
March 7, Manchester ; 14, Woolwich.

TBe President’ s H onorarium F und : Annual Subscriptions.— 
Previously acknowldeged, £128 Is. Received since. — 
J. McMinn, 5s. ; E Smith, 2s. fid. ; J. Pruett, 10s. ; S. 
Hudson, £1; F. D., 10s.; G. Smith, 5s.; R. D. Morris, £1 Is.; 
B. B. Harrison, 2s. fid.; J. W. Repton, 2s.; J. Turnbull, 5s.; 
Anonymous, £5; Mr. and Mrs. Morton, £1; Tome (S. Africa), 
£1; G. F. H. McOluskey, £1 Is.
J• H enderson.—Pleased to hear your newsagent now takes 

the Freethinker himself and is trying to get others to do the
same.
W. Houghton.—Thanks for cuttings.

Anolodemos.—Hardly worth your trouble ; certainly not worth
ours.

Mr. Foote strained a point to keep his Glasgow engage
ment on Sunday. He did not like to disappoint his friends 
and cause a serious collapse in the Branch program. But 
he was far from feeling well, and the lecturing and the long 
travelling were a heavy tax in the circumstances. He is 
back in the editorial chair on Tuesday, feeling rather tired, 
but otherwise no worse for the effort.

The Glasgow Branch meetings have suffered somewhat 
this season from the general trade depression, which has 
affected other Sunday meetings in the city still more detri
mentally. Many people haven’t the money to pay for seats 
at lectures, and others cannot afford the higher-priced seats. 
This will rectify itself in time, but in the meanwhile the 
Branch is glad of having laid by something for a rainy day. 
Mr. Foote’s noon meeting was not quite up to his usual level, 
but the evening meeting was very crowded and very enthu
siastic. The committee voluntarily collected at the door as 
the audience went out, and £1 14s. was dropped in the box 
towards the expenses of the Camberwell fight.

• Bradfield.—We have only suspended, not dropped, the idea
visiting Cheltenham. We note that all the Freethinkers 

Jon know are anxious for us to come and speak. We like to 
bear readers say, as you do : “ I scarcely know what I should 
lo without the Freethinker every week. It seems an unspeak 
*“*e r«lief to have got rid of the Christian dogmas.”
• Kay.—Pleased to hear from a new-found reader who looks 

otward to the Freethinker every week. Dr. Wallace’s Dar- 
}̂nism ia a fine all-round exposition, and you might read 
|̂aecke]’B Riddle of the Universe, which is very much cheaper.
Ur Bilih Romances and our Book of God would help you in 
bother direction; also our Bible Heroes, of which a new edition 

j, Vl be published this spring.
liP i. uubscribing to the President’s Fund says . “ I am a regu 
j 1 buyer of your paper and enjoy the reading of it very much. 

Wish you every success in your crusade against the Camber
C bigok"

^ .ANt> Mrs. Morton, subscribing to the President’s Fund. 
He : “  Best wishes for a speedy recovery, and long may you 

j, ntlnue to have strength to fight the sky-pilots.”
j  ^  A oisey.—A foolish judge. See paragraph.

Bn ? Eri0N-—Several of Nietzsche’s books are translated into 
^  gusli; you had better read them than a book about them.

v » f c IT?-G la d  you have always found this journal “  ele
Q Tu D sorengmening. 
a . Bit®head.—We will look through it.
^ B eeves,—yy0 our own wor]£) an(j cannot undertake yours.

16 ,®AMberwell Fight : Collection at Mr. Foote’s evening 
ute at Glasgow, £1 14s.; E. Raggett, 4s.; Wm. Ellis, Is.
‘ Kall.—Thanks for useful cuttings.

j. Secular Society, Limited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street 
D^bgdon-street, E.C.

Bar, ational Secular Society’s oflfioe is at 2 Newoastlo-street 
b j ^  bSdon-street, E.C.

to 2 m *ot the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed 
ewcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

atre*t* Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
iQBetlt’e^K.G., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be

wKo send us newspapers would enhance the favor by 
0aota ® Passages to which they wish ns to call attention.

''teratare should be sent to the Manager of the 
, iross> 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C., 

^ O N s' theEdit0r-
send for literature by stamps are specially requested

Tas p naVP‘ nny stamps.
?®ce)ep^'” *ier will be forwarded direct from the publishing 

¿d . jree. at the following rates, prepaid:—One year, 
year, 5s. 3d. ; three months, 2s. 8d.Of Advkvkrtisement8 : Thirty wordB, Is. 6d.; every suc- 

*8. fid5.16̂  words, fid. Displayed Advertisements:—One inch, 
^tiUa’t ’ “ Mf column, £1 2s. fid.; column, £2 6s. Special

* repetitions.

Glasgow “ saints ” will note that Mr. Lloyd delivers two 
lectures at the Secular Hall to-day (Feb. 28). We hope 
they will do their utmost, in spite of the trade depression, 
to secure him the large meetings he deserves.

Mr. Cohen delivered the last of the Kentish Town series 
of lectures on Sunday evening to a good audience. He 
struggled bravely against a very bad cold, and the meeting 
appreciated his courage, for he was looking very unwell. 
We trust he will have an opportunity of showing his true 
form on the same platform before long.

Readers of the Freethinker in South London will bear in 
mind the meeting arranged by the Free Speech Defence 
League to protest against the Borough Council’s discrimi
nating between different party papers in the Public Libraries. 
The meeting is to take place on Tuesday evening (March 2) 
at the Dulwich Public Baths, Goose-green, East Dulwich— 
the large hall of which is capable of holding two thousand 
people. Councillor Moss will take the chair at 8, and will 
be supported by Alderman Hearson, Councillors Ayres and 
Brooks, and possibly others. Mr. G. W. Foote will speak, 
together with Mr. C. Cohen, Mr. F. A. Davies, and possibly 
Mr. J. T. Lloyd. The doors will be open at 7.30, and we 
strongly invite all our South London friends to be in good 
time. We want a big meeting, a sympathetic meeting, and 
a thoroughly successful meeting. Freethinkers who will 
not bestir themselves on an occasion like this might as well 
join a Church.

There will be room, of course, for some Freethinkers from 
other parts of London. Any tramcar from the Embank
ment, Westminster, Blackfriars, or Southwark Bridge going 
to “ Peckham Rye ” will put them down outside the doors of 
Dulwich Baths. _ _ _

Councillor F. J. Gould has once more asked the Educa
tion Committee at Leicester to accept the following resolu
tion : “ That this Committee approves of the principle oh 
confining the instruction in public elementary schools to 
secular subjects.” Five members voted for the resolution 
and fifteen against it. This looks like a bad defeat. But 
we regard it otherwise. The “ five ” is far more important 
than the “ fifteen.” ____

The Northern Whig is liberal enough to publish a long 
roport of the Darwin Centenary meeting held by the Belfast 
Ethical Society. We hope the Society will pluck up courage 
to do some real propagandist work in that city. This is 
what Belfast really wants.

The next “ social ” under the auspices of the N. S. S. 
Executive takes place at Anderton’s Hotel on Thursday
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evening, March 18. Members of the N. S. S. are admitted 
free, and are at liberty to introduce a friend. Freethinker 
readers, not members of the N. S. S., and unable to obtain 
an introduction by a member, yet wishing to be present, 
should apply for an admission card to the general secretary, 
Miss E. M. Yance, 2 Newcastle-street, E.C.

Woolwich Town Hall being refused to the Secularists on 
account of the success of the meetings they held there 
during the past two winters, a series of Sunday evening 
lectures has been arranged to take place in the Co-operative 
Institute, Parsons’ Hill, on March 7, 14, and 21. Mr. Cohen 
starts this course, Mr. Lloyd continues it, and Mr. Foote 
winds it up. These lectures are under the auspices of the 
Secular Society, Ltd. We hope the local “ saints ” will 
work hard to make them a big success. •

At Sunset.
——♦------

Life and Opinions of Darwin.—VI.

(Continued from p. 123.)
That the universal belief in God proves his exist
ence Darwin was unable to admit. “  There is ample 
evidence,” he says, “  derived not from hasty travellers, 
but from men who have long resided with savages, 
that numerous races have existed, and still exist, who 
have no idea of one or more gods, and who have no 
words in their language to express such an idea.” 
On the other hand, as he remarks in the same work—

“ I am aware that the assumed instinctive belief in 
God has been used by many persons as an argument for 
his existence. But this is a rash argument, as we 
should thus be compelled to believe in the existence of 
many cruel and malignant spirits, only a little more 
powerful than man; for the belief in them is far more 
general than in a beneficent Deity.”

By B. de L. G alvan er ,
Author o f  “ Fireside Poems," “ Sung in the Tivilight," 

“ Songs o f L ib er ty e tc ., etc.
The sunset glow is fading 

In the western skies away ;
The flame-lit clouds are changing 

Their hues to a softer grey,
And the darkening sea is sighing 

The sigh of the dying day.
The rifted rocks rise nobly 

Above a purple tide ;
The salt sea-breeze blows softly 

Across the waters wide ;
And high in the dome of heaven 

The sea-birds bravely ride.
My soul is steeped in sunshine,

Inspired with pure delight—
A joy that is born of the splendor 

Which Nature reveals in light,
The glowing robes of the summer,

The glories of day and night.
A curse on the men who have driven 

The crowd to herd like swine,
Pent in the reek of cities,

Far from the odor of brine ;
Far from the wind and the sunlight 

That gladdens man’s heart like wine.
Who lighted the sun’s broad flame,

What time the world was young ?
Who formed the nature of man 

As an instrument finely strung ?
Who lifted the stars into heaven,

Like lamps in the ether hung ?
The Omnipotent God, cries the preacher;

God is the author of all.
He reigns alone in tho heavens,

He hears the sea-birds’ call;
He knows the woes of the world,

And marks e’en a sparrow’s fall.
Does God indeed reign in heaven ?

Does He feel as a man may feel ?
Has He witnessed the strife of the ages ?

Does He look upon blood-stained steel,
And view unmoved all the evil 

That only a God could heal ?
Is all the world’s sorrow before Him —

Tears falling liko pitiless rain I 
Does Ho see with tho vision of God 

The anguish that maddens the brain ?
Sure, his soul must bo blighted with horror,

His heart must bo broken with pain.
Or docs Nature, out of herself—

Tho Eternal, Unconscious, Sublime—
Evolve all the forces of being,

The men and the gods of each clime,
The systems of suns, stars, and planets,

The myst'ries of Life, Death, and Time ?

As our conscience forbids us to commit actions which the 
conscience of the savage allows, so the moral sense of our 
successors will stigmatise as crimes those offences against 
the intellect which are sanctioned by ourselves.— 1Vinwood 
Reade.

Attention should here be called to a silent correc
tion in the second edition of the Descent of Man. 
Referring to the question “ whether there exists a 
Creator and Ruler of the universe,” he said, “ this 
has been answered in the affirmative by the highest 
intellects that have ever existed.” This wa3 altered 
into “ some of the highest intellects.” Darwin had 
discovered the inaccuracy of his first statement, and 
learnt that some of the highest intellects have been 
Atheists.

Two important passages must be extracted from 
his Autobiography. After remarking that the 
grandest scenes had no longer the power to make 
him feel that God exists, he answers the objection 
that he is “ like a man who has become color-blind, 
which is a favorite one with conceited religionists.

“ This argument would be a valid one if all men of all 
races had the same inward conviction of the existence 
of one God; but we know that this is very far from 
being the case. Therefore I cannot see that such in
ward convictions and feelings are of any weight aS 
evidence of what really exists. The state of mind which 
grand scenes formerly excited in me, and which was 
intimately connected with a belief in God, did not 
essentially differ from that which is often called the 
sense of sublimity; and however difficult it may he to 
explain the genesis of this sense, it can hardly be ad
vanced as an argument for the existence of God, any 
more than the powerful though vague and simlla 
feelings excited by music.”

Further on in the same piece of writing he deals 
with a second and very common argument of Theism-

“ Another source of conviction in the existence of 
God, connected with reason, and not with the feeling ’ 
impresses mo as having much more weight. 
follows from the extremo difficulty, or rather utter im 
possibility of conceiving this immense and wonder* 
universe, including man with his capacity of look*0'- 
far backwards and far into futurity, as the result 0 
blind chance or necessity. When thus reflecting \ *cCt 
compelled to look to a First Cause having an intellig®“ 
mind in some degree analogous to that of man. -t*1 
conclusion was strong in my mind about the tim°i , 
far as I can remember, when I wrote the Origw  f  
Species; and it is since that time that it lias v /  
gradually, with many fluctuations, become wca ' 
But then arises the doubt, can the mind of man, wn ^  
has, as I fully believe, been developed from a m' j ed 
low as that possessed by tho lowest animals, bo trus 
when it draws such grand conclusions ? ” ,

This handling of tho matter may bo someW 
consoling to Theists. Ono can hear them 
‘ Ah, Darwin was not utterly lost.”  But let , 

see how he handles the matter in a lettor to a D ot 
student (April 2, 1873).

‘ ‘ I may say that tho impossibility of conceiving ‘ 
this grand and wondrous universe, with our coXlBĈ et 
selves, arose through chance, seems to mo c. ¡9 
argument for tho existence of God ; but whether tin ^  
an argument of real value I have never boon abi 
decide. I am aware that if wo admit a first cause.v it 
mind still craves to know whence it came, and h 
arose. Nor can I overlook tho difficulty frott*̂  aDi 
immense amount of suffering through tho world. .g. 
also induced to defer to a certain extent to t,1.°^e<3 in 
ment of the many able men who have fully bohev
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God ; but here again I see how poor an argument this 
is. The safest conclusion seems to me that the whole 
subject is beyond the scope of man’s intellect; but man 
can do his duty.”

“ Man can do his duty ”— a characteristic touch! 
The man who said this did his duty. His scientific 
achievments were precious, but they were matched 
hy his lofty and benevolent character.

Darwinism has killed the Design argument, by ex
plaining adaptation as a result without assuming 
design as a cause. The argument, indeed, like all 
‘‘ proofs” of God’s existence, was based upon 
ignorance. It was acutely remarked by Spinoza, in 
his great majestic manner, that man knows that he 
wills, but knows not the causes which determine his 
will. Out of this ignorance the theologians manu
factured their chaotic doctrine of free-will. Similarly, 
out of ignorance of the causes of the obvious adapta
tions in nature, they manufactured their plausible 
design argument. The “ fitness of things ” was in
disputable, and as it could not be explained scien
tifically, the theologians trotted out their usual 
dogma of « God did it.”

Professor Huxley tells us that physical science 
has created nofresh difficulties in theology. “ Not a 
Boutary problem,” he says, “ presents itself to the 
Philosophical Theist, at the present day, which has 
hot existed from the time that philosophers began 
0 think out the logical grounds and theological 

Consequence of Theism.” While in one respect true, 
he statement is liable to mislead. Adaptation pre- 
ents no new problem— that is undeniable ; but the 
lontific explanation of it cuts away the ground of 

s foleology. “ The teleology,” says Huxley, “ which 
dppogeg that the eye, such as we see it in man, 

°ne of the higher vertebrata, was made for the 
Pj’Coise structure it exhibits, for the purpose of en- 
dn nnimal which possesses it to see, has un-
j gt edl y  received its death-blow.” Yet he bids us 
Q ’hddober that “ there is a wider teleology which is 
act 0̂u°k®d by the doctrine of Evolution, but is 
ji Ua'ly based upon the fundamental proposition of 
Wo°is '°-n' T'his proposition is that the whole 
tout ’ ^v‘ng and not living, is the result of the 
p Ual Interaction, according to definite laws, of the 
prj Possessed by the molecules of which the 

dative nebulosity of the universe was composed.” 
t;gc e°^°glans in search of a life-buoy in the scien- 
alth 880rtn have grasped at this chimercial support, 
Wjj °dgh the wiser heads amongst them may doubt 
Stir i . Professor Huxley was serious in tendering it. 
ar i y if eyes were not made to see with the Design 
the ttl8nt is dead. What is the use of saying that 
do ¡^terialist is still “ at the mercy of the tele- 
the^f : who can always defy him to disprove that 
teu,}piltnor(3ial molecular arrangement was not in 
The 6(1 i'° ev°lve the phenomena of the universe ” 
all he0ry word “ arrangement ” gives the teleologist 
are ■< ^fiuires, and the implied assumption that we 
ti0 dt.the mercy” of anyone who makes an asser- 
“ defj .p*1 i8 incapable of proof, simply because he 
the p6Sf ' Us to disprove it, is a curious ineptitude on 

Wlj °.t 8uch a vigorous thinker.
in 1879> Darwin was consulted by a German 

folio a member of his family replied for him as 
tion isS:~7“ He considers that the theory of Evolu- 
you Tnite compatible with belief in God ; but that 
%ere fSt remember that different persons have 
k.reci8el ^efinitions of what they mean by God." 
t'Qi Sq y so- You may believe in God if you define 
you v, as not to contradict facts; in other words,
% C b on a righfc t0

0n° This '
a Deity if you choose to con- 
perfectly harmless, but what¡jOUUogL.116, xms is perfectly narmiess, dus wnat 

V ere ¡r011 ^as ^  with the “ philosophy ” of Theism ?
, n° fiefiaition of God which does not contra- 

> p l y i8, Why, indeed, is theology full of mystery ? 
^ expeG-Cause is full of impasses, where dogma 
,,e arc p Vence are in hopeless collision, and wherei l  Mll’ Q  p  | M U .O  J L i  U V J jk J C iC D O  U U l l t Q t U U )  U U U

ao guja ^nrted to abnegate our reason and accept 
a * V w Ce of faith.
6fiuite e 8 attitude towards the Design argument is 

bis leĝ °u8b for such a cautious thinker. In one 
8 Popular, but highly important works, the

first edition of which appeared in 1868, he went out 
of his way to deal with it. After using the simile of 
an architect, who should rear a noble and commodi
ous edifice, without the use of cut stone, hy selecting 
stones of various shapes from the fragments at the 
base of a precipice; he goes on to say that these 
“ fragments of stone, though indispensable to the 
architect, bear to the edifice built by him tha same 
relation which the fluctuating varieties of organic 
beings bear to the varied and admirable structures 
ultimately acquired by their modified descendants.” 
The shape of the stones is not accidental, for it 
depends on geological causes, though it may be said 
to be accidental with regard to the use they are 
put to.

“ Here we are led to face a great difficulty, in allud
ing to which I am aware that I am travelling beyond 
my proper province. An omniscient Creator must have 
foreseen every consequeuce which results from the laws 
imposed by Him. But can it be reasonably maintained 
that the Creator intentionally ordered, if we use the 
words in any ordinary sense, that certain fragments of 
rock should assume certain shapes so that the builder 
might erect his edifice ? If the various laws which 
have determined the shape of each fragment were not 
predetermined for the builder’s sake, can it be main
tained with any greater probability that He specially 
ordained for the sake of the breeder each of the in
numerable variations in our domestic animals and 
plants;—many of these variations being of no service 
to man, and not beneficial, far more often injurious, to 
the creatures themselves ? Did He ordain that the 
crop and tail-feathers of the pigeon should vary in order 
that the fancier might make his grotesque pouter and 
fantail breeds ? Did he cause the frame and mental 
qualities of the dog to vary in order that a breed might 
be formed of indomitable ferocity, with jaws fitted to 
pin down the bull for man’s brutal sport? But if we 
give up the principle in one case,—if we do not admit 
that the variations of the primeval dog were intention
ally guided in order that the greyhound, for instance, 
that perfect image of symmetry and vigor, might be 
formed,—no shadow of reason can be assigned for the 
belief that variations, alike in nature and the result of 
the same general laws, which have been the ground
work through natural selection of the formation of the 
most perfectly adapted animals in the world, man 
included, were intentionally guided. However much we 
may wish it, we can hardly follow Professor Asa Gray 
in his belief “ that variation has been led along certain 
beneficial lines,”  like a stream “ along definite and use
ful lines of irrigation.” If we assume that each par
ticular variation was from the beginning of all time 
preordained, then that plasticity of organisation, which 
leads to many injurious deviations of structure, as well 
as the redundant power of reproduction which inevitably 
leads to a struggle for existence, and, as a consequence, 
to the natural selection or survival of the fittest, must 
appear to us superflous laws of nature. On the other 
hand, an omnipotent and omniscient Creator ordains 
everything and foresees everything. Thus we are 
brought face to face with a difficulty as insoluble as 
that of free will and predestination.”

Darwin protested that this had met with no reply. 
What reply, indeed, is possible ? Design covers 
everything or nothing. If> the bulldog was not 
designed, what reason is there for supposing that 
man was designed ? If there is no design in an 
idiot, how can there he design in a philosopher ?

The Life and Letters contains many passages less 
elaborate but more pointed. Here is one.

" The old argument from design in nature, as given 
by Paley, which formerly seemed to me so conclusive, 
fails, now that the law of natural selection has been 
discovered. We can no longer argue that, for instance, 
tho beautiful hinge of a bivalve shell must have been 
made by an intelligent being like the hinge of a door by 
man. There seems to be no more design in the vari
ability of organic beings, and in the action of natural 
selection, than in the course which the wind blows.”

Tho fit survive, the unfit perish; and the theo
logian is eloquent on the successes, and silent on 
the failures. He marks the hits and forgets the 
misses. Were nature liable to human penalties she 
would have been dished long ago; but she works 
with infinite time and infinite resources, and there
fore cannot become bankrupt.



140 THE FREETHINKER February 28, 1909

Here is a passage from a letter to Miss Julia 
Wedgwood (July 11, 1861) on the occasion of her 
article in Macmillan.

“ The mind refuses to look at this universe, being what 
it is without having been designed; yet, where one 
would most expect design, namely, in the structure of a 
sentinent being, the more I think the less I can see 
proof of design.”

This reminds one of a pregnant utterance of 
another master-mind. Cardinal Newman said he 
should be an Atheist if it were not for the voice speak
ing in his conscience, and exclaimed— “  If I looked into 
a mirror, and did not see my face, I should have the 
sort of feeling which comes upon me when I look 
into this living busy world, and see no reflection of 
its Creator.”

Here is another passage from a letter (July, 1860) 
to Dr. Asa Gray.

“ One word more on 1 designed laws ’ and ‘ undesigned 
results.’ I see a bird which I want for food, take my 
gun and kill it. I do this designedly. An innocent and 
good man stands under a tree and is killed by a flash 
of lightning. Do you believe (and I really should like to 
hear) that God designedly killed this man ? Many or 
most persons do believe this; I can’t, and don’t. If 
you believe so, do you believe when a swallow snaps 
up a gnat that God designed that that particular 
swallow should snap up that particular gnat at that 
particular instant ? I believe that the man and the 
gnat are in the same predicament. If the death of 
neither man nor gnat is designed, I see no reason to 
believe that their first birth or production should be 
necessarily designed.”

Twenty years later, writing to Mr. W . Graham, 
the author of the Greed of Science, Darwin said: 
“ There are some points in your hook which I cannot 
digest. The chief one is that the existence of so- 
called natural laws implies purpose. I cannot see 
this.”

During the last year of his life a very interesting 
conversation took place between Darwin and the 
Duke of Argyll. Here is the special part in the 
Duke’s own words :—

“ In the course of that conversation I said to Mr. 
Darwin, with reference to some of his own remarkable 
words on 1 Fertilisation of Orchids ’ and upon ‘ The 
Earthworms,’ and various other observations he made 
of the wonderful contrivances for certain purposes in 
nature—I said it was impossible to look at these with
out seeing that they were the effect and the expression 
of mind. He looked at me very hard and said, ‘ Well, 
that often comes over me with overwhelming force; 
but at other times,’ and he shook his head vaguely, 
adding, ‘ it seems to go away.’ ”

This is a remarkable story, and the point of it is in 
the words “ it seems to go away.” There is nothing 
extraordinary in the fact that Darwin, who was a 
Christian till thirty and a Theist till fifty, should 
sometimes feel a billow of superstition sweep over 
his mind. The memorable thing is that at other 
times his free intellect could not harbor the idea of 
a God of Nature. The indications of mind in the 
constitution of the universe were not obvious to the 
one man living who had studied it most profoundly. 
Belief in the supernatural could not harmonise, in 
Darwin's mind, with the facts and conclusions of 
science. The truth of Evolution entered it and 
gradually took possession. Theology was obliged to 
leave, and although it returned occasionally, and 
roamed through its old dwelling, it only came as a 
visitor, and was never more a resident.

The problem of how the goodness of God can be 
reconciled with the existence of evil is at least as 
old as the Book of Job, and the essence of the pro
blem remains unchanged. Many different solutions 
have been offered, but the very best is nothing but a 
plausible compromise. Even the Christian theory of 
a personal Devil, practically almost as potent as the 
Deity, and infinitely more active, is a miserable 
makeshift; for, on inquiry, it turns out that the 
Devil is a part of God’s handiwork, exercising only 
a delegated or permitted power. The usual resort 
of the theologian, when driven to bay, is to invoke 
the aid of “ mystery”; but this is useless as against

the logician, since “  mystery ” is only a contradiction 
between the facts and the hypothesis, and the theo
logian can hardly expect to be saved by what is 
virtually a plea of “ Guilty.”

Like every educated and thoughtful man, Darwin 
was brought face to face with this problem, and he 
was too honest to twist the facts, and too much a 
lover of truth and clarity to submerge them in the 
mysterious. He preferred to speak plainly as far as 
his intellect carried him, and when it stopped to 
frankly confess his ignorance. G w  FoQTEt

( To be concluded.)

Astronomy and God.

By Otto Wettstein.
When Galileo invented the telescope he unwittingly pro- 
duced the grand factor of civilisation destined not only to 
reveal to the world the superlative glory of infinite Nature, 
but also to banish eventually all the gods, devils, and lesser 
spooks from the universe. Theories over which the world 
has been divided to bitterness and bloodshed shall vanish) 
and facts and truths, conceded by all nations and races alike' 
will bring the peace and happiness of a civilisation we ah 
hope for.

It was natural and so easy in the days of the cave-men, 
when their chief or fakir was called upon to explain the 
mysteries surrounding them, to people the air with an 
almighty spook to explain all they did not understand. Ah 
primitive races, being alike ignorant, all naturally solved 
the problem in similar manner. Nobody had been “ °P 
there in the sky,” nobody could know, nobody could deny °r 
had a better explanation. Densest ignorance concerning 
the natural operations of Nature and the potentiality oI 
matter prevailed.

If the God-myths had not originated them and been 
taught and promulgated by scheming charlatans ® 
authoritative law and gospel, intelligent people won! 
have no Gods to-day. The revelations of science and 0 
our giant telescopes, sweeping from mountain-tops in every 
portion of the world, through boundless expanse, hav® 
removed the dense web of mystery enshrouding Nature, an 
revealed the same to us in all its stupendous vastness an 
bewildering reality, making all the God-myths appear no 
only childish and absurd, but such being absolutely l£fl‘ 
possible in the realms of Nature. ^

Theism originated when this hypothesis was consider® 
a logical necessity to explain Nature and life. Now, wh® 
we know that all phenomena are the necessary result a 
spontaneous product of Nature’s own constituents, the id 
must bo abandoned—the need of a God gone, the idea e 
plodes. j

I will now enumerate a few facts established by the la* . 
data of science and corroborated by the most promW® 
astronomers of all countries. If you will follow me 
fully you will have a true and realistic conception of 
vast system of Nature as it really is, so you can decide 
yourself if it is reasonable to believe that a personal fiv 
God can occupy infinitude of space pre-occupied by count 
millions of incandescent, flying, whirling cosmic bodies, no 
of them so stupendous in size and of such extreme ^e r̂.eo0e 
heat that if our little pigmy of a globe would approa®*1̂ ^  
of them even within a million of miles, it would vanish'"'!^, 
1.500,000,000 vain and foolish “ immortal souls ” include 
like a snowflake falling on a blast furnace. j to

The earth looks big to man. It is a pebble compar®^. 
the sun, but the sun, among other suns, is smaller ^  
parativoly than a grain of sand on the shores of the 1a 
Ocean. jg

Our earth, which is of such great importance to 
about 8,000 miles in diameter, but our sun is 865.000 
in diameter. Yet there is the little star Arcturus wbic 
sun 94,000,000 miles in diameter. Can you now real1® 

ignificance of the little orb we occupy ? It would ^
1.300.000 bodies like the earth to equal our suD> g0o
1.500.000 such suns are required to equal the gian ^jg 
Arcturus. The sun is only 95,000,000 miles away, baI 
monster star is 11,500,000 times further off in space. ¡¡eg

Sirius, the dog-star, is fifty-eight thousand billion« oi ^  
away from us. Polaris, the north-star, two h u n d r e d  an g {  

thousand billions of miles, or 2.318,000 times the aAqfiO° 
the earth from the sun. Think of it 1 The sun is js 0$ 
of miles away, but this enormous body of molten nr 
2,318 000 times further. ot

What are the stars that pooplo these awful def> g\\ 
space? They are suns, countless millions of *■“1 epi0$ 
gigantic, seething masses of fire, whirling and s
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within their orbits with a velocity entirely beyond human 
comprehension—our sun merely a spark in an infinite 
shower of sparks.

Where is God ? Think of meeting, seeing, or communi
cating or praying to a God whose “ other parts are countless 
millions of miles off in space among this shower of sparks 
composed of the colossal cosmic bodies described.

There is nothing to indicate a limit to the number of solar 
systems. One of them is 426 trillions of miles away. 
Since space and the number of these giant cosmic bodies 
are infinite, there can, of course, not be a most distant star.

We can think of a limited universe no more than of 
¡united time and space. It must be infinite and eternal 
because the antithetical postulate is absurd.

These are the latest absolutely authentic revelations of 
Galileo’s great invention concerning the universe of which 
We and our handful of rock and clay are so infinitesimal a 
Part. Can the Church reconcile them with the revelations 
according to Moses and the prophets ? If we but approxi
mately grasp these wonderful, awe-inspiring facts of Nature 

become Atheistic, all gods vanish and old Genesis is 
^legated to the category of fairy-tales.
, ^ a worm, crawling at our feet, could think and imagine 
ms world and all it contains was made for him, it would be 

?° more ridiculous than for us to believe that on “ the 
°crth day ” a personal God, “ walking in tie  garden,” then 
nd there made our sun, and “ the stars also,” to “  give 
‘got upon the earth,” placed them in their respective 
ocalitiea billions and trillions of miles off in space, without 
corching a single hair on his head, then complacently 
mating whales and other “ creeping things ” the next day 1

— Searchlight.

The Fallacy of Self-Sacrifice.
IJ|q
0f° â a in  from a thing is not self-sacrifice, but a question 

Utility. The abuse of the word “ sacrifice ” is an inge- 
c ° s device of the religious to link together religion and 
lit jCt—the dead and the living. To sacrifice means 

 ̂ rally to make a saerum, and practically to cut a pig’s
¡broat
«°* there

or a long-pig’s—and eat the result. What connec
ts - — may be between that and for a person with a 
bim et,a*ie talent for sculpture and medicine (say) to devote 
the 6” ’ ôr ^ack time, to the cultivation of one talent, to 

g delusion of the other, is not clear at first sight, 
by ? ? e bght is thrown upon the artificial connection 

1,6 following. When the Atys cannibal sacrifice was 
then,re<i down the priests of Atys, in default of it, unsexed 

- Ves with a knife or a stone. In the Mass a further 
baj down took place: the priest did not cut himself, 
SQch T ° un.ced matrimony ; and a fiction was invented that
H)jt a Priest, by means of his continency, could work a 
breâ  ? at the sacrifice of the Mass and, by turning the 
itg w 1?.̂ 0 human flesh, restore the cannibal sacrifice to all 

A j ■¡ns glory and perfection.
ltefQr Urther watering down took place at the so-called 

0tinati°n ; the pleasures of the flesh were to be renounced 
death6i make sure of the pleasures of paradise after 
V iatl' A l.ast watering down occurred when the hurnani- 
have msisted upon the self-sacrifice being made not to 
h&Divi, -®0°d time of it after death, but to make other people

Whela tb?8 life-
8ntes 6tlf religion condemned the simple and natural plea- 

0 t'l'~ senses, everyone devoted himself to money- 
a substitute and diversion, and this Western

religion

'-Ugjo^ i w » u u s b ib u tu  u i iu  u iv o ia iu u ,  a u u  h iiia  » v t js u t jr ii
to the fllaa Practically approved as a sort of counter-irritant 
6°tnewj ®shly lusts, etc. That Western religion makes a 
ii6tl0knc‘ Unriecessary fuss about, without, however, really 

„ ln8 them behind the altar and down the back stairs.
* h h ^ r ° n>B property has come to be looked upon almost 

l>1 charit *’ an<̂  the gift by a rich person of a sum of money 
>l0thirlo as an act of self-sacrifice. It is really, however, 
°f Valu6 - kind, because money only possesses any sort 
Resent^0 being spent; consequently if a person’s money 
a ts un ?. mself, the real self sacriticer is the person who 
lad popU| ls. money in a strong box, and he purchases love 
b ea lier^1*1̂  bis act who spends it wisely upon others, 
s^'hciai ° ] however, Christianity has tried to retain the 
i^Ptiopg emment by ordering its dupes to send their sub-
o go0(j kUonymously : as an English apologist puts it, to 
(vi’t® ch».,,. y,health and blush to find it fame.” It is not

N e

(Jl ’ . --------- — ----— -- — — v»
- ^ia„0 Why people ought to act in this way. except that

Mo-i s seem —  ■ ’----- — j - . . .«srha*9 '■*“  always to have made a merit of mean,
foi^cticaliaa<̂  hypocritical modes of action. Moreover, it 
a '̂bstance^ lnaPoasiblo to carry out tho injunction. How, 

^  a biiHhefj a mhlionaire endow or create a University

Heiag p i S iai 18 do a generous action it is always marred 
done to save tho recipient’s soul, to bring

him to Jesus and fit him for heaven; in plain words, to 
gratify the giver’s religious vanity by bullying the recipient 
into his own way of thinking. In fact, until Christians 
renounce their superstition, they can nevpr rise to the level 
of the Chinese, who are generous for the sake of good- 
fellowship and for the pleasure of doing the right thing.

Religion and authority (except the minimum required to 
keep society together) are the two chief obstacles to the 
diffusion of wealth by the exercise of the social emotions 
and the free use of the intellect; when, as is nearly always 
the case, they insist upon and deify the anti-social instincts 
(collective murder, militarism, etc), to the exclusion of their 
opposites, and ban free thought and investigation, they 
become a public nuisance, and ought to be vigorously sup
pressed by general consent. w _ w> gTEICKLAND. B A_

Beliefs we may and must have, but a belief to be changed 
with new and advancing knowledge impedes no progress, 
while a creed subscribed to as ultimate truth and sworn to 
be defended, not only puts a bar to further research, but, as 
a consequence, throws the odium of distrust on all that may 
seem to oppose it. Even when such odium cannot deter, it 
annoys and irritates; hence the frequent unwillingness of 
men of science to come prominently forward with the 
avowal of their beliefs. It is time this delicacy were thrown 
aside, and such theologians plainly told that the scepticism 
and infidelity—if scepticism and infidelity there be—lies all 
on their own side. There is no scepticism so offensive as 
that which doubts the facts of honest and careful observa
tion,—no infidelity so gross as that which disbelieves the 
deductions of competent and unbiased judgments.—David 
Page.

A Yoice from Africa.

Dear Mr. F oote,—Rather late I beg to enclose a cheque fer 
one guinea for the President’s Honorarium Fund, and as I 
have forgotten to whom it should really be addressed, I 
have no doubt you will not mind my addressing it to you 
personally. I have been a reader of the Freethinker for 
just over a year now, and can assure you I have derived 
much pleasure and instruction from it. It surprises me to 
hear that it does not pay its w ay; there must be enough 
Freethinkers in Britain to give the paper a good circulation. 
Surely there is not such a thing as a Freethinker who does 
not buy the paper.

The few small notes which have appeared lately touching 
upon the question of missionaries in Africa have been of 
interest to me. There is, in my opinion, not the slightest 
doubt that the native who has been “ converted ” is, as a 
rule, the biggest rogue imaginable ; and I don’t think there 
is a merchant out here, and very few Government officials, 
who would not much rather deal with the most primitive 
savage than with a native “ Christian.” And some of the 
missionaries themselves—oh, Lor’, ignorance and arrogance 
personified; an oyster would be able to assimilate all the 
instruction they would be capable of imparting. One of 
these worthies (missionaries—not oysters) once asked me, 
with an expression of pity on his face, “  Surely you don’t 
really believe that man has descended from monkeys ?” He 
looked quite relieved when I assured him I didn’t. I thought 
it would have been a waste of time telling him what I did 
believe.

With best wishes for your health,
I remain, yours sincerely,

Lokoja, Northern Nigeria. R. D. Morris.

Obituary.

By the death of Mr. George Felix Finn, of Canterbury, 
which occurred on February 14, Freethought has lost a 
faithful adherent and assiduous missionary. Mr. Finn availed 
himself of every opportunity to render the cause a service, 
chiefly by the wise distribution of suitable literature. He 
was a man of sterling character, held in highest esteem by 
all who knew him. Ho was an enthusiast for all kinds of 
sport, and served as handicapper for many years. His 
generosity to the sick and the poor was a proverb. He had 
arranged for a Secular funeral, which took place on Friday, 
February 19, and was very largely attended. A Secular 
burial service was almost a thing unknown in the cathedral 
city, and many were curious to know what it was like. Mr. 
J. T. Lloyd officiated as representative of the National 
Secular Society.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

Notioes of Leotures, eto., must reach us by first post on Tuesday 
and be marked “ Lecture Notice,” if not sent on postcard.

LONDON.
D ulwich B aths (Goose-green, East Dulwich): Tuesday, 

March 2, at 8, public meeting of protest against the expulsion of 
the Freethinker from the Free Libraries by the Camberwell 
Borough Council.

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (Forest Gate Public (Lower) Hall, 
Woodgrange-road) : 7.30, E. C. Saphin, “ Christianity a Moral 
Fraud and Social Failure.” Selections by the Band.

W ood G reen B ranch N. 8. S. (Alma Hall, 335 High-road, N., 
three doors from Commerce-road): 7, N. J. Evans, “  Reminis- 
cences of an Ex-Deacon.”

COUNTRY.
T own H all (Birmingham) : G. W. Foote, 3, “  God’s Message 

to Messina 7, “ The Silence of the Tomb.”
F ailswobth (Secular Sunday School, Pole-lane) : 6.30, Coun

cillor C. Higham, “  The Industrial Revolution.”
Glasgow Secular Society (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street): J. T. 

Lloyd, 12 noon, “ Is Man a Machine? Sin and Its Punish
ment 6.30, “  God, Man, and the Devil.”

M anchester B ranch N. S. S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road, 
All Saints) : 6.30, “ Agnostic,”  “  Saviors of Mankind.”

N ewcastle (Rationalist Literary and Debating Society, 
Hedley’s Café, corner of Clayton and Blackett streets) : 7.30, 
D. R. Bow, “ Some Recollections of the Early Freethought 
Movement.”

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

IS, I BBLI2V1,

THE BEST BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT.

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

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

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

tribution, post free for one shilling.
The National Reformer of September 4, 1892, B a y s : "Mr.

Holmes's pamphlet...... is an almost unexceptional statement
of the Neo-Malthusianism theory and prnotice...... and through
out appeals to moral feeling...... The special value of Mr.
Holmes's service to the Neo-Malthusian oause 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 acoount of the means by whioh it oan be 
secared, and an oiler to all concerned of the requisites at the 
lowest possible prioes.”

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

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

PIANOS.
Iron Frame, Foil Trichord, Check Action Pianos, 

Walnut or Posewood.
CASH OR EASY TERMS.

From 24 Guineas at 10s. 6d. per month, or terms 
arranged to suit convenience.

Liberal discount for cash.
Samuel Deane, i l l  Thorpe Road, Forest Gate.

YOUNG MAN (Freethinker) desires situation as
Horse-driver, or any stable work. Eight years’ experience 

with horses.—Address E. J. Baskerville, Ipplepen, Near Newton 
Abbott, Devon.

TO BRANCH SECRETARIES.— Send postcard for
translated autobiography of Jesus the Freethinker, Pioneer 

of Atheism. The great twentieth-century discovery.—P. Ross, 
37 Chestnut-avenue, Walthamstow, London.

'T 'H E  New Theology and Lay Religion. Two Out- 
X spoken Freethought Books, cloth bound, new. 230 and 

180 pp. Published at 5s. Now offered, post free, Is. the two.— 
Manager, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

BUSINESS CARDS.
Short advertisements are inserted under this heading at the rate 
of 2s. per half inch and 3s. 6d. per inch. No advertisement 
under this heading can be less than 2s. or extend beyond one 

inch. Special terms for several continuous insertions.

CLOTHING.— Gents’ please send postcard for pat
terns and self-measurement forms and you will 
find quality and price that will astound you. 
make our own clothing at forty eight hours p6’- 
week and pay best rate of wages. Terms cash 
with order. GEO. JESSOP & SON, LTD., Clothing 
Manufacturers, Batley, Yorkshire.

BRIGHT Freedom of Thought in a Bright Clean 
Home. Try Is. parcel post free. KIN G FISH ER) 
Leeds, Cleaner Goods.
Blankleen Kreem for washing everything. Po11' 
shes for metals, boots, grates, etc.
H. S. W ishart, Lecturer, 22 Sandhurst-avenue, 
Leeds. Agents wanted,

BRIMSTONE BALLADS, by J. L. Mackenzie, with intro
duction by G. W. Foote, Is. Elements of Social Science 
by the late Dr. G. R. Drysdale ; 670 pp., cloth, 
People’s History o f the Aristocracy, by George Standring > 
174 pp. in wrapper, Is. An Atheist at Church, by Georgo 
Standring; 44 pp. in wrapper, 4d .—G. S tandrin g , 7 and 
Finsbury-street, London, E.C. _

SUPERIOR Photograph Enlargement, from any distinct 
copy, size 20 in. by 16 in., mounted, and finished  ̂
black and white; packed safely and carriage paid, 10s, '
Size 15 in. by 12 in., same finish as above, 6s. 6d. 
nets, 10s. Od. per doz. Post Cards, 3s. per doz. Satis 
faction guaranteed. Glad to receive inquiries.—H. In 'IIi<5’ 
Crow Well Studio, Barnsley. _____

DRAPERY, CLOTHING, AND BOOTS.— I am prepared*“ 
send goods to any part of United Kingdom, Carri 
paid. Only reliable articles sent. Patterns forwarde 
C. B ou rch ier , Kingswinford, Staffs.

_printedHUNDRED AND TWENTY Sheets of Notepaper.— 
address, Is. ; better quality, Is. 6d. Visiting cards 
ladies and gents., Is. 4d. ; gilt edged, Is. 9d. per 100. Hus ^ 
cards, Memos, Billheads, 250 2s. 0d., 500 3s. 6d., 1>° A

All post fre®’ , i, 
3-street, Leice^

A
Handbills, 250 2s., 300 3s., 1,000 4s. Od.
P arr (Freethinker), Printer, 70 Cambridge-!
Samples free. General printing.

My Eczema-Cura I guaranteo to bo a .gn 
fair trial. Post free Is. 3d. and 2s. j CL.0ltb 
. B urden . 30 Webb’s-road. New Wands

ECZEMA.- 
Give it a 
Paper. S 
S.W.

AN ADVERTISEMENT for the Ladies’ “ Worth Cloth-
im a n  v xv a lo m u ii i ,  a ior me uaaies vvu“ »“  ~ unSp1 
plain-faced cloth made from pure wool, fast dye anct juc

A
°d

fable, in 00 different shades. The finest cloth ever Pr° ^  50 
for High-class Costumes. My price is 3s. lid- Per j rapet9' 
inches wide. Direct from the Warehouse. The ordinary p vg0s, 
price is 4s. lid. per yard. Send for patterns to-day.
696 Bolton-road, Bradford. ____

---------------------------------------------------------------------- --------  g0g.
CUSTOMERS AND AGENTS Wanted for my Fam ou A 

Suits to Measure. Patterns and all particu lars 0f
with a “ bit o f push ” can  c lo th e  bimsel 

—J. W. O o tt , 28 Church Bank, B radford .  ̂ ,
Sheet3'

man
cost.-

ONE PAIR Pure Wool Blankets, one pair Large ecu — 
one Good Usefnl Quilt, one pair Fino Lace Curtains, 
pair Towels all for 21s. If Dot satisfactory you can 
bo goods and I will return your money in full.-"®’

Wilson, 22 Nortbside-terrace, Bradford. ______.___
las?'

CYCLES, Motors, or any Accessories. Try W. E. £16
1 i -\r;n___ t :_____ 1 from líníR1 West Derby Village, Liverpool, 
built to suit any requirements 
Tel. 376 Anfield.

Cycles from * V  atioU, 
list, and specif^

FLOWERS of freethought
By G. W . FOOTE.

First Series, doth - 
Second Series, cloth

2s. 6d. 
2s. 6d-

Essay3 an0
Contains scoreB of entertaining and infornriuS 

Articles on a great variety of Freethought topics, ^

T he P ioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdo11 s
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee.
Ucgistered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, H.O. 

Ohairman of Board of Director i—Ms, G. W, FOOTE, 
Secretary—E. M. VANCE Miss),

TaJH Sooiesy Waa formed in XSS8 io afford legal BBOurliy to the 
'Qquiaition and application of funds for Secular purposea.

■Che Memorandum of Association seta forth that She Society's 
Ejects are:—To promote the principle that human conduct 
a"ould be baaed upon natural knowledge, and not upon super- 
a*tura! belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
®ocl of all thought and aotion. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
Co promote universal Seonlar Education. To promote the com
pete aeoulariaation of the State, eto., etc. And to do all Buch 
jswfui things aa are conducive to suoh objects. Aleo to have, 
“Old, reooive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 

bequeathed by any person, and to employ the eame for any of 
'be purposes of the Society.

The liability of members is limited to £1, In case the Society 
®bauld ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover 
"abilities—a most unlikely contingency.

Members pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 
fsarly subscription of five shillings.

The Society has a considerable number of members, but a much 
'wger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
Sained amongst those who road this announcement. All who join 
!* Participate in the oontrol of its business and the trusteeship of 

resources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Assooia- 
*l°n that no member, as suoh, shall derive any sort of profit from 

Sooiety, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
*ny way whatever.

The Society’s affairs are managod by an eleoted Board of 
"ireotors, consisting of not less than five and not more than 
w°lve members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

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

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

The Society's solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battcock 23 
Rood-lane, Fenohuroh-street, London, E.G.

A Perm of Bluett.—The following is a sufficient form of 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:—“ I give and
" bequeath to the Secular Sooiety, Limited, the Bum of £-----
" free from Legaoy Duty, and I direot that a receipt signed by 
"two members of the Board of the said Society and the Secretary 
"thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors for the 
" said Legacy.”

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

FOOTSTEPS OF THE PAST
ESSAYS ON HUMAN EVOLUTION.

BY

J. M. WHEELER.
(late Sub-Editor of the “ Freethinker.”)

A very valuable collection of Essays, crammed with information of the highest interest to 
U'eethought students, and fascinatingly written. Ought to be on every Freethinker’s bookshelf.

192 large pages.
REDUCED TO SIXPENCE*

(Postage 8d.)

Tttlfj PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

^m in iscences o f Charles Bradlaugh
BY

G. W. FOOTE.
Uio tn° 8t infcimate thing ever written about Bradlaugh. Mr. Foote’s personal recollections of 

afeat << Iconoclast ” during many exciting years, with a page on his attitude in the presence 
atb, and an account of his last appearance as President of the National Secular Society.

Lish ed  at  s ix p e n c e , r ed u c ed  to  tw o p e n c e .
(Postago Halfpenny.)

**11B

Pio n e e r  p r e s s , 2 Ne w c a s t l e  b t r e e t , f a r r in g d o n  s t r e e t , Lo n d o n , e .c .
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LEWIS START,
CIGAR M E R C H A N T  AND IM PO R TER ,

LOUGHBOROUGH.
(Established Over Fifty Years.)

Wholesale Agent for the 
GENUINE ROTHSCHILD CIGARS, 

as supplied to the House of Commons.

The Treasury,
Board of Education, • Whitehall. 
Life Guards,

Midland,
North Eastern, 
Gt. Northern, 
Gt. Central,

Railways.

R othscbild’s Own Make.
No. Brand. Per 100. Per 50.

1 Colonias 25/- 13/-
2 Rothschilds ... 18/- 9/6
3 Proveedora 17/- 9/-
4 Excelsiors ... 15/6 8/-
5 Key West ... 12/6 6/6

W e can also R ecommend THE FOLLOWINQ B bANDS.
No. Brand. Per 100. Per 50.

6 Rameros ... ... 16/- ... 8/6
7 Santos ... 21/- 11/-
8 Optifolia 23/- 12/-
9 Telmas _ 24/- 12/6

10 Moras 30/- 15/6

All the above Cigars are British made and of excellent quality.
Should you favor us with a trial and the flavor, shape or size 
not suit your requirements, we shall be pleased to exchange them 

and pay carriage both ways.
Terms, cash with order.

Cheques and Postal Orders should be crossed “  Lloyd’s Bank 
Loughborough.” All parcels are sent carriage paid.

Quotations for Imported Cigars on receipt of brand and size.

Have You Sent Us a Trial Order Yet?
This advertisement has undoubtedly “  caught your eye,” but 

we want to “ catch your feet." Remember we return your money 
in full in the remote event of dissatisfaction. We are confident 
that if you will send us a trial order, we shall get your future 
business without asking.

The
Business Man’s 

Boot.
Real box calf, straight 
golosh, jockey back, drill 
lined, medium toe, best 
soles. Warranted all 
solid leather. Stocked 
in sizes 5, 6, 7, 8, 9> 

and 10.
We have now decided to 
supply lace and Derby 

pattern same price.
8s. 6d., post free.

L adies.—Real box calf, well made and smart appearance. War
ranted all solid leather. Lace, 5s. lid. Button and Derby, 
6s. 3d., post free. If this boot is not worth 2s. more than y°n 
pay for them, we will refund your money and pay carriage 
both ways.

Bargains to be Cleared. Only a Few Left>
GENTS.

Box calf, leather lined. Sizes 7 and 8 
Glace lace, leather lined. Sizes 7 and 8 .
Glace welted. Sizes 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 
Box calf. Substantial boot. 6, 7, and 8 .

LADIES.
Glace Kid Derby. All sizes.....................
Glace Kid Button ,, .....................
Glace Kid, Leather Lined, lace. All sizes.
Box Calf Lace, Button and Derby ,,
Glace Kid Shoes, Leather Lined ,, ... U|0 ,, • /-
Gibls’ Box Hide School Boots, sizes 7 to 10, 2/11; 11 to 1, 3/6- 

ALL POST FREE.
After these special lines are sold we cannot repeat at anythin 

like the prices at which they are now offered.
We will be glad to send our Illustrated Catalogue, post free, to any 

reader on application.
When ordering enclose Postal Order and state your requirements 
WHITEHOUSE & CO., BOOT FACTORS, STOURBRIDGE-

10/6 usual price 14/® 
10/6 ,, 15/6
9/6 ,, 12/®
7/11 to clear.

7/6 usual price 9/lJ 
6/11 .. 8/11
6/11
5/9 
5/6

8/11
7/3
7/6

Under the Ban of the London County Council.

T H E  P O P U L A R  E D I T I O N
[Revised and Enlarged)

OF

“ BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

G. W. FOOTE.
With a Portrait of the Author

Reynold»'» Newtpaper says:— “ Mr. G W. Foote, chairman of the Secular Society, is well known as a m»“ 
exceptional ability. His Bible Romance» have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, revised, 0 
enlarged edition, at the price of 8d., has now been published by the Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringd0° 
street, London, for the Secular Society. Thus, within the roach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of the lead 
of modern opinion are being placed from day to day.”

144 Large Double-Column Pages, Good Print, Good Paper

S I X P E N C E — N E T
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