
i ; H l i

Freethinker
Edited by G= W . FOOTE.

x x i x . - :NO. 80 Sunday, July 25, 1909 Price Twopence

Never let us forget that our chief purpose in holding 
Comniunion ivith the Dead is that we may feel, think, and 

more justly and more kindly towards the Living.
— J. H. Bridges.

Britain’s Might.

J!Ue display of British battleships in the mouth of 
Thames is magnificent. I admit it. But all 

Magnificence is relative. If you take a narrow view, 
l  %  on your nose obscures the universe ; if you take 
iiuir°ad view, the fly is nothing, you yourself are 
|'ttle more, and the earth itself is but a single mote 
, immeasurable sunbeam. As a matter o a ?

mouth of the Thames is a very small spot on the 
MaP of the world ; and in less than twenty years all 

o battleships now riding there will be scrap iron.
** is well to think of these things when the news- 

5 ® .ra are pouring forth daily floods of maudlin 
blage, which is supposed to be patriotism.

in the English dictionary is more abused 
Bn ^days than that same “ patriotism.’ Propei y 
.Peaking, patriotism cannot be a national virtue; it
of ln.dividual virtue; it means the subordination
rpi 6 individual citizen to the national we are.
onr r° *s n°  patriotism in boasting of our army, or
eoLT6alth- or our empire. That is national self-

^?ency, to give it the very mildest name.
soiuJi-'3tn only comes in when a man sacrifices
for tK 1D̂ — money, leisure, ambition, or what no
de8cr;®,g°od of his country. And a patriot of that
in tv jkl°n cannot be an enemy to any other nation 

world.
u ô return to the newspapers. Here is a pas- 

lt°51 the Daily Mirror :
navni etybody was talking of the fleet. Sea power, 
tiJJ 8opremacy, and similar phrases wero impressing 
etoSSeiVes nP°n tbo crowd as realities, and not meretermB.
bewl'l o aa something solid, tangible, and powerful 
tvvelvo ■tbe BC0P0 of the imagination. Hero was a 
tliai,\ '!nch 8un' which in silence spoko more eloquently 
paper Politicians’ speeches, than a hundro new -
Was Tu-^1̂ 68* ^bia was power—material, rea .Britain.”

S 1, 8S  atai l th,at “ Pafcriotio ” outburst, and lookedB en ,  6 a , ‘ Q  a t  t v ,  I T * ”  t ' a n r i o c i o  "  o n i o u r s i ; ,  u u u  i u u u e i  
H e r 1 T h a t  l b a t t l e s h i P 3 .  I  ® a i d  t o  m y s e l f ,  “ N o n  
° f f e r  K & n d  i Q  f  a, ?  not B r i t a i n .  N o  i n t e l l i g e n t  m a n ,  
H r l s >  A l e s h i n  U1 P ° 8 8 e s s i o n  o f  h i s  s e n s e s ,  w o u l d  
H p i j 8 ^ y f l i s T r  3,8 B r i t a i n ’ s  c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  t h e  
H t V n i  j u d ' " 0 ? ’  0 r  a8 t h e  g r o u n d  o n  w h i c h  i t  

c o n s t r  ^ y  P o s t e r i t y .  B a t t l e s h i p s  a r e  
t b i j j  Q  d i e c i p l i r i n 0c t m n ,  a n d  t h e y  d i s p l a y  m a r v e l s  o f  
u H t i f i a r  h ' o r e  ,  b e b i n d  t h e m  t h e r e  i s  s o m e -  

k Q o w U i e C l o u s ~ ~ t h o  i n v e n t i v e  g e n i u s ,  t h o  
a a t i o p  I s b  p e o  j  K e > a n d  t h e  o r d e r l y  c h a r a c t e r  o f  

B u r . r ^ m p e f j  ‘  T h e  r e a l  B r i t a i n  l i e s  i n  t h o  c i v i -  
h 0 t l t  h n ? 8 e d  t o  P n  a s  * t  i s — w h i c h  t h e  b a t t l e s h i p s  

t l e s h i n ^  i ' -  ^r o m  e x t e r n a l  d a n g e r .  T a l k i n g  
C >  C Bbt? 8  B r i t a i n  i s  l i k e  t a l k i n g  a b o u t  

Yi>a t d  a t  5t s  b e i n r r  p o l i c e  f o r c e ,  o r  a  s i x - s h o o t e r  
N t » . * *  t h 0 b J J K  t h e  h e a d  o f  t h o  f a m i l y ,  o r  t h o  
h w  t h n  °  l ‘j n S l a n d  b e i n g  t h o  g o l d  i n  t h o

l.4o, aQt. -aon0n 0of Britain in the world’s chorns tho 
1 decline to bolievo it. She has i

diviner voice in William Shakespeare, and that voice 
will speak for her ages hence, when battleships, and 
torpedoes, and six-inch guns, are things of the bar
baric past.

Granted, if you will, that great engines of destruc
tion are necessary to our protection ; still, they are 
at best but a necessary evil, and are no more to be 
worshiped than the bolts and bars that secure our 
houses by night. And a nation which attaches its 
pride to such things is halting in the march of 
humanity.

It is difficult for me to look upon the rudest sailing 
boat without pleasure, or a ship under canvas with
out a thrill. I can watch with delight a great liner 
ploughing her majestic way through the waste of 
waters. I come of an old sea family, and the love of 
the sea is in my very blood. I daresay that some of 
my ancestors were banging the Spaniards about 
three hundred years ago. I daresay, too, that I 
inherit a little of their combative spirit. But re
flection has indisposed me to turn it against my 
fellow men. And therefore I look upon that proud 
array of battleships in the mouth of the Thames 
with chastened feelings. I would rather see Jack 
dandling a baby than handling a cutlass, and I would 
rather see him arm-in-arm with his wife or sweet
heart than caressing the most “ exquisite ” gun that 
was ever moulded.

Some people say that war will never cease in this 
world. I say that it will. I also say that it must. 
Tho war fever poisons the blood of mankind, and the 
cost of it is bringing all the great nations to bank
ruptcy. We are becoming the slaves of our Franken
stein. But the best heads and hearts are vowed to 
bring about a wiser and nobler state of things. The 
road may be long, but they will reach the goal at 
last. They count on sharp stones and sharper 
thorns, and they will never despair. The victory 
will be theirs in the end. Their Are of humanity 
will bum up all the battleships, and every gun will 
bo melted in the flame of their ideals.

Meanwhile, one has to note that it i3 tho Christian 
nations that are conspicuous in the art of war. 
While the two great political parties in England are 
discussing “ Dreadnoughts," each passionately pro
testing that we shall have enough of them, whether 
the number be four or eight per annum, there is also 
a revival of the Blasphemy Laws, and a man is sent 
to prison for speaking too disrespectfully of the Chris
tian religion. Christianity, therefore, is the domina
ting force in England, and it must bear tho consequent 
responsibility. One is entitled to taunt it with its 
ignominious failure. It pretends to be the soul of 
morality, yet it does not restrain the most vulgar of 
human vices.

Longfellow, in his powerful lines on Springfield 
Arsenal, after an awful description of the horrors of 
war, exclaims : “ I hear once more the voice of Christ 
say Peace / ” Once more! When ho said it first 
it was evidently a waste of breath. So it will 
be again. Religion does not unite the world. 
Christianity doos not oven unite Christians— except 
in hatred of unbelievers. The only unifying force is 
humanity. Peace will come on earth when we are 
all humanitarians. Then the world will be our 
country, and to do good will be our religion.

G. W . Foote.
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Religion and the Struggle for Existence,—II.

(Concluded from p. 451.)
A MORE plausible argument than any of those I have 
examined runs as follows. An organism survives in 
virtue of it possessing some quality not possessed by 
others, or in virtue of a greater development of a 
quality possessed by all in common. With a change 
of words the same principle holds good of ideas and 
systems. The basis of survival is, therefore, utility. 
An organ or a quality may persist after its pei’iod of 
usefulness has departed, but so far as we can see 
development can only occur upon a basis of utility. 
Now, whether it be a good thing or an evil thing, the 
persistence of religion in human history is an unques
tionable fact. I do not say the development of 
religion, because I hold that what people call the 
development of religion is really an account of its 
growing limitations. A thing cannot bo properly 
said to develop when every step of its career involves 
a limitation of the area over which it exercises 
control. But religion has persisted; and those who 
do not agree with the religious position are called 
upon to explain how, if an organ only arises on a 
basis of utility, it can be held that religion does not 
play a serviceable part in the history of the race.

This difficulty has been met by some writers con
fining the good influences of religion to the earlier 
history of mankind, and to the less developed 
members of civilised society, At a certain stage of 
development man needs some large, obvious, and awe
inspiring force to make him amenable to the 
social yoke, and this purpose is served by religion. 
This was the thesis of the late Walter Bagehot’s 
interesting Physics and Politics, and, in another form, 
of a recent work by Mr. J. G. Frazer. The objection 
to this position is that it assumes a condition of 
things that we have no reason to believe ever 
existed. It assumes that mankind once existed in 
the form of a number of isolated, lawless individuals 
who had to be broken in to sooial regulations as one 
breaks in a wild animal. The truth of the matter is 
that mankind is never met with save in a gregarious 
form, with all the capacities for co-operation that 
gregariousness implies. Moreover it is the social 
qualities that are transferred to religion, not religion 
that creates social qualities.

Another form of defence is that the essence of 
religion lies in neither specific doctrines nor beliefs, 
not even in the belief in a personal deity, but rather in 
the synthesising of man’s highest ideals and aspira
tions into a single whole. This is the main thesis of 
a recent work by Professor G. B. Foster, of the Uni
versity of Chicago, on The Function of lieligion in 
Man’s Struggle for Existence. Both the God idea and 
the belief in a soul, as ordinarily held, Professor 
Foster puts almost contemptuously on one side. 
There is no such thing, ho tolls us, “ as a self-depen
dent soul freely active or interactive within an 
organism which we call the body, just as similarly 
there is no self-dependent deity freely active or 
inactive within that larger body which we call the 
Cosmos. All this is a survival of primitive animism, 
which populated the whole world with spirits, demons, 
hobgoblins.” Perfectly true ; although it is puzzling 
to see in what respect Professor Foster’s own deity 
iB more than a still more refined survival of this 
same primitive animism. Primitive man pictured 
his gods exactly as ho was himself. Later ages 
refined this conception, giving to the gods all that 
was most admirable in man, physical and mental. 
Still later ages put on one sido tho physical qualities, 
and retained the mental only, leaving God, like a 
cosmic vagrant, without visible moans of support. 
Still moro recent apologists, seeing that to give God 
human intelligence is no more justifiable than to 
give him red hair, drop this also, and refer to deity 
as though ho were a mere abstract force. And now 
wo have tho process carried yet a stop furthor, and 
God reduced to a subjoctivo, although a necessary, 
fact. It is tho same process from beginning to ond. 
The gradual weakening of tho God idea before

advancing knowledge ; the last term being as funda' 
mentally indefensible as the first.

Professor Foster reaches his conclusion by a 
method that is extremely fanciful and wholly wrong' 
He assumes that in the course of evolution certs1“ 
organs arise because there exist certain “ need®' 
Thus, the eye is developed because there is a nee 
for sight, the ear because there is a need for hearing) 
and so, too, religion arises because of man’s need to

flat
not

satisfy the idealistic aspect of human nature, 
this, I repeat, is wholly wrong. An organ does 
develop in response to a “ need ” ; the “ need ” is 
outcome of the organ being there. Function 00 
structure are not two distinct things, one of wb10 
creates the other. They are two aspects of 
same thing. The only intelligible moaning of oi'g;1“ 
is the capacity of any structure to do what 1 
inherent properties necessitate its doing. Had t 
been borne in mind a deal of Professor Foster’s bo 
would never have been written. . ,

The function of religion in the struggle for 0Sl8 
once, we are informed, is that it preserves the hif? 
life of man. But there is no evidence that renf? 
has ever done this. Historically, there is scarCo0t 
an improvement in the human outlook that has 
met with opposition from religion. And it i8 ? 
ingly untrue if we take religion in its begin111 8 e 
“ The gods were created,” we are told, “ for the 
of the most vital practical interests. They j 
created in the interest of overcoming the evil8 
beset the human organism and of appropiatmg . 
good that would redound to the weal of that °l^ B
ism....... Need is the mother of the gods.
might be accepted if one were sure that it dl ^ aQ 
attribute to early man a greater speculative power . 
he possessed, and if it did not assume that "~,e  ̂
were created as a modern, scientific inquirer 1 jy 
a law to cover certain observed facts. Unfort11 
Professor Foster, like all other religious aV°.J  ̂ its 
insists on reading into the beginnings of rejig1 aS a 
latest manifestations, instead of testing rehg10  ̂¡(¡g 
whole in the light of tho knowledge wo possess
origin. uysic1“15

Now, primitive man is neither a metapnj ^¡0 
nor an idealist. He does not concern biruse ^ 0  
the origin and destiny of the universe, nor ov 
its nature, except so far as his necessity8 ^  00 
him to form some conclusions as to the natlUs0DB0 11 
forces around him. His gods are in 110 [¥
creation of an “ idealising faculty,” ¡s
most concrete matter-of-fact expressions. << Let
oven a question of morality. He does not sl^ (j tb0 
us make gods in the interest of morality * 
higher life,” it is the sheer pressure of fa° j0
uninformed mind that leads him to believe » i to
__i__  ____ ______V. a 18 bOU

_______  _ J 0

normal facts of existence. And their eXl?* 0f

extra natural beings, whose anger be is 
placate. They are thero as somo of  ̂ j 0̂Bc0 1
UU1LI1U.1 JUtUUB Ul UAlBbUUUU. ¿\LIU .n\Q0 U
due to nothing moro nor loss than the exCI dei° . f 
same qualities that gradually loads to t 1 .fl for10' 
ment of soionce as a whole. The gods a u’guoP1 ̂  
merely an early attempt to explain ^^
There is no need whatever to deal wit i  ̂^ 0oMh 
any other point of view than that adop ^  US 
are examining an early theory of thing8 -̂¡¡g
of later and more adequate knowledge- ,0r 

Tho curious thing is that Professor - g0(
that improvement in tho character ¡06^' 
reflex of the improvement in humam y olta00 
questions, though, whether tho 1 vfftt « 
the fact is soon. Still, it is admitted ¿Rey
umrn nnViimrnd V»vr f.Rn RllfYlfliOi ^were first achieved by tho human, 1 foe*0 
carried over into tho divino. Jasli i1. 0r0 be 
have been no god of thunder had i 1101
experience of thunder, so there wo 
god of holiness, lov
no man of holiness, love, and faitbtni*1" "^  
this is so, what is the value and mjP ^ 
ligion? Professor Foster replies 1 a 0,
humanity, and gives a coherence fln.g0 po00 0fli/ 
human ideals they would not othorw g0 ji 
religion is a humanisation of tho wor >

if

is science.
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j. .^a this one may make two comments. In the 
st place, no one who understands the nature of

folentifie conceptions questions that such phrases as 
g ?e> *aw) cause, attraction, etc., are mere symbols, 
on,, ^ ey work, in so far as they help us to frame for 
Bu\Sê VeS a realisable conception of the universe.
th ?nc.e that “ God ” is a mero word, and not

!ndication of a positive, external existence, and 
st 8lQn> in any real sense, is destroyed. Next, the 
0 , eirient that religious beliefs react on human 
ci ]Ul’e> so far as it is a mere statement of the prin- 
BalWK  ̂ ac^i°n and reaction, may also be admitted. 
but ^ 0 important thing here is, not that it reacts, 
tie!  ̂ ^  reacts uniformly in the direction of a
0q p r ^ e . This religion does not, and cannot, do. 
n0 r0fessor Foster’s own showing religion, having 
Sprin b0r means of improvement than that which 
of k's fr°m human society, can never bo in advance 
ig a[ 038,11 development. And, as a matter of fact, it 
^mitf-y8 hehini ^he b0tter a8Peots of human life, 
poooi ln8> for the moment, that the religion of a 
ideaig6 represents a synthesising of that people’s 
Benog ^  18 a ŵay8 the ideals of a past generation, 
beliefs W0 bave the age-long struggle of religious 
rnie tl Progressive thought— the attempt to
past, 6 Present by the less developed ideals of the

me to what is really the kernel of 
Su g g 0 0 matter. Religion is, as Professor Foster 
reads u8’, largely a transplanted sociology. Man 
Hrlfl 18 mental states and social feelings into the 
as s o c i T Dd Bim. And as a natural consequence, 

so the religious ideals of the 
^ind into contrast with a more developed
the one • iO0bng, with the inevitable result that on 
*e°8esinh ° -We bave the opposition to all that chal- 
^tate r 0nted beliefs, and on the other an attempt to 

an earr'^100 3n terms of the newer and larger life. 
br°88 th >-16r- °bage of civilisation men naturally ex- 
8tate of ]°lr ll̂ 0ai8 in terms of religion, because the 
11 *8rge ' n°wlodge is such that religious beliefs cover 
6)0 ^en 0B°™on of life. But as this area is limited, 
¿°cial id?]108.8 their artistic, scientific, literary, and 
ttUe> ther f bheir appropriate forms. It is not 
aQythin„ ° for°> that religion, as religion, contains 
Safely a; as°fill and with which humanity may not 
lE)ally to ?0O8e- All that is claimed for it belongs
ev°*ation '.’bbmr things with which in the course ofdl’n B In hr«« 1. . , . 1, r.B °ptitnj ( .b*a8 been associated. And some of 
.Vl'l reaii 8 .*° enough to hope that one day mankind 
3  th0 c, It8elf for what it is, and see in itself not 

6*r 6xecution r ^  ^ °d8’ bat also of necessity
C. CoilEN .

A Daring Faith.”

3?.8 Blumrf l Cli?r* in disguise, pays a midnight 
o0'vritio„ 31 tor the purpose of delivering a sermon, 

e88B„ ,.b  an artinio , , ■___ ____ i ................u

C at33î

thero?nUr̂ '^0 ° n ^bo touching soenos ho wit
night

Ur, with a similar object in view, ho 
ln a common lodging-house. As he 
atures that wore once men he feels 

0 had boon no Incarnation there ought

IW  ^idat „ “  comm

s ^ 2 " 8that
av

®̂cln°̂  an oh«110' .Uno utterly fails to see the point 
He ° 8 that ^ rvation* Tho preacher boliovos and 
“c^.be enter® has boon an Incarnation, and yet 
Ha^b^es m 8 a common lodging-house ho meets 
ec°a’nUtl.eauRht 01100 wcre men.” Ticket-of-leave 

¡J  Cl8®inals, social derelicts, victims of 
*8 a " on tfi0 "nities, hero they are in their thou- 
fr°tQ8â  °ne ■.8tr0°ts every night, and their history 
Hh hiillioj, 08P3t0 the alleged fact, proclaimed 
?'3ch s 6 8Pecifio i ^ 8’ that God became incarnate 
Y6 a s6P.re8sinrT °bi0°t of ridding tho world of alla a eiessin ridding tno worm oi an
• artw^S faith • humiliating spectacles. It must 

8ivk08tior. .. ...n indeed that. onn nronoli n. Mivinfl

* do* ° Von 8°ing out of his way to see
0 1Oactiv’1f1Un8bration8 of the non-existence, 

3ty of his God, tho preacher has tho

temerity to say that “ if there had been no Incarna
tion there ought to have been one.”

Sometimes the Bible is amazingly candid. A New 
Testament writer admits that the Old Testament 
saints received many great and precious promises 
from Jehovah not one of which was fulfilled. The 
God in whom they believed woefully disappointed 
them. “ These all died in faith,” the author of 
Hebrews informs u s ; that is, though sadly deceived 
all through their lives, they resolutely held on to 
their faith till death, and even died glorying in it. 
It was a daring faith, for it ended, as it began, in 
nothing; and it was as useless as it was daring.

Faith in the supernatural is always the same. 
Read the Gospels, the Acts, and the Epistles. Jesus 
Christ is represented as making promises which have 
never yet found their fulfilment. He gained disciples 
by pretending to be a supernatural being who taber
nacled for a season among men. These disoiples he 
finally left with big promises on his lips. What 
followed is eloquently described by the Rev. Dr. 
Anderson, of Dundee

“  They lived in poverty and distress ; they were 
despised and maltreated ; the whole world organised in 
the mighty Homan Empire was against them. They 
believed that they were standing on the borders of tbe 
reign of justice and of love. He in whom they believed 
would come on the clouds of heaven and set up his 
kingdom, and they, his servants, would rule the world 
in his name. But morning after morning dawned, year 
after year passed aw ay; those who had known the 
Master became fewer and fewer, and finally not one was 
left. Yet the kingdom of heaven did not com e; there 
was no rift in the clouds to reveal the descending and 
reigning L ord ; the earth was not renewed: cruelty, 
oppression, persecution dragged along their weary 
length; all things continued as they were since the 
fathers fell asleep. In spite of all failure and disap
pointment they continued to believe and hope.”

Dr. Anderson’s interesting sketch omits one impor
tant feature of the case. It does not mention the 
fact that tho faith of the Church was kept alive by 
the incessant labors of the leaders. It was the 
apostles and their successors in the priestly office 
who prevented the Christian plant from being nipped 
in the bud ; and it is wonderful what ingenuity they 
displayed in doing it. As Dr. Anderson puts i t :—

“ Thoy said that one day is with the Lord as a thou
sand years, and a thousand years as one day. Their 
belief and hope changed form to suit successive disap
pointments, but tbe substance of them remained. When 
they saw they could not be fulfilled on earth they trans
ferred thorn to heaven. Thus their hope and faith 
triumphed over all failures of time and place. They 
hoped agaiuBt hope, believed against evidence. They 
rose victorious out of every failuro and defeat, and were 
proof against all disappointments.”

Dr. Anderson’s motto seems to be, “ Faith against 
Evidence.” According to him, evidence is of no 
valuo in tho spiritual life. He says : “ Nothing has 
quite succeeded in destroying tho confidence of tho 
human heart in the goodness of God. It has 
remained proof against all disappointments, so supe
rior to all evidence that it can dispense with it 
entirely, denying all facts of experience that dis
proved it.” Such is the sane teaching of the New 
Theology. We are to believe in the goodness of 
God, not only without evidence for it, but in spite of 
all evidence againBt it. That is the extent of faith’s 
daring. If tho facts are not favorable, ignore, deny 
them. Facts are of tho earth, earthy, while faith is 
of heaven, heavenly, and destined to survive all facts. 
Our duty is to believe that God fills and transcends 
tho whole Universe. Dr. Anderson is a gallant cham
pion of the Divine Immanence at all cost.

Let ub now examine the cost. Nature is said to 
bo full of God. “ No part of tho Universe has value 
in, and for, itself alone,” we are told ; “ it has value 
only as it expresses God.” Where, then, does tho 
faith described by Dr. Anderson come from ? In his 
own words, “ certainly not from Nature, for 

• Nature, red in tooth and claw,
■With ravine shrieks against the creed.’

Think of tho world into which early man was put, 
the level antagonist of paid and panther, in which
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he had to wage an incessant war with wind and 
waves, war with hungry mouths, war with his 
fellows, a fierce struggle for existence, in which only 
the strongest could survive.” Evidently Nature has 
absolutely no value as an expression of the God of 
love. Listen:—

“  Where is pity, love, gentleness ? Think of the 
history of the earth, in which one catastrophe has 
followed another. Think of earthquakes destroying 
whole peoples. Think of death that sweeps every 
generation into the grave. Think how the hopos of 
man pitilessly perish. That anyone in the face of all 
this has ventured to call God Father is the greatest, 
the most daring thing the human spirit ever ventured. 
It is the greatest wonder of the world.”

So it is ; and it is also the most unreasonable thing 
ever heard of. The life of Nature sternly forbids us 
to believe in a God of love. So says Dr. Anderson, 
the Now Theologian. Faith, then, “ is a decision for 
God and against the world.”

The daring of faith is unreason run mad. To 
believe against all evidence is to play the fool on a 
gigantic scale. According to Dr. Anderson’s own 
testimony, there is no sign of a deity in Nature, and 
from the study of Nature none of us would be led to 
believe in one. And yet Dr. Anderson very quickly 
contradicts himself. “ The logic of faith,” he says, 
“ is simply this : If there is a heart here within the 
human soul, there must be a heart out there in the 
Universe, everywhere where life is, and life is every
where. Man finds tenderness within, so he says and 
believes it must be without in the life of the Universe.” 
Was ever such silly reasoning indulged in before? 
Nature has no pity, love, or gentleness, she is “ red 
in tooth and daw,” and “ with ravine shrieks against 
the creed and yet we are assured that there is a 
heart of love everywhere where life is, and a tenderness 
of Divine sweetness and beauty. After all, “ by his
own heart man discovers that Nature has a heart......
Deep down in every human soul is a firm conviction 
that there is a Providence of love, and no experience 
of pain or sorrow or death can uproot it.” Dr. 
Anderson is doubtless a thoroughly good man, but he 
has no right to speak in the name of “ every human 
soul.” We know positively that there are thousands 
of human hearts in Great Britain which have no such 
conviction deep down within them, and we go further 
and assert that “ the natural, normal condition of the 
human soul ” is to disbelieve in God and Providence, 
or, rather, to be wholly ignorant and insensible of 
both. It is easy enough to affirm that “ man can 
deny his faith only by denying his own nature,” but 
the affirmation is as false as it is foolish. Dr. 
Anderson must know that faith is never transmitted 
from parent to child, and that no child has the least 
shred of faith until it is mechanically infused into it 
by its elders. It is this fact that makes it so essen
tial to the continuance of Christianity that children 
should be religiously trained from the earliest possible 
moment. Divines acknowledge this, and utilise it as 
an important argument when insisting on religions 
instruction in the schools, but deny or ignore it when
ever they are arguing for the naturalness of super
natural beliefs. And yet there are facts that cannot 
be controverted, tbe unambiguous testimony of which 
is that faith in God and Providence is an artificial 
possession of mankind ; and chief among these facts 
is this : that unless a child is brought up religiously 
it never develops a religion, or that unless it is 
systematically taught to believe it never has faith. 
If Dr. Anderson doubts this, we are prepared to 
supply him with any amount of the most convincing 
evidence.

Man has a heart, and can love; but his heart and 
love are the greatest and best known to us. We 
know, and have experience, of nothing higher and 
nobler. In man we see Nature at her highest and 
best. Dr. Anderson himself admits that God is not 
an object of knowledge. “ Faith is not knowledge,” 
he says; but faith without knowledge can never be 
justified. Faith is a venture in the dark ; it is also a 
venture in despite of all the light there is. Dr. 
Anderson adds that “ Science is not religion ”— a 
remark in which we fully concur. But inasmuch as
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faith is not knowledge and science is not relig10̂  
does it not follow that faith and religion lack 
reasonable justification? A man has no right 
declare that “ the Divine heart is revealed in bo® 
hearts ” unless he knows and can prove it. S ° c 
no right to assert that “ in man’s thought and be 
the ideal aim of the Universe is fulfilled andco  ̂
pleted,” unless he possesses some definite infor^ 
tion as to what “ the ideal aim ” of the Universe^ 
it has any— really is. As a matter of fact, ne>1 
Dr. Anderson nor anybody else has any iighc 
speak of the plan or aim of the Universe, beoa 
the Universe has kept her plan or aim— if it has a 
-— a profound secret from all living things. , .¡¡.

Yes, faith is very daring, but then blind, unime 
gent daring is a great deal worse than uselesS' 
actively encouraged it becomes the source of incil 
lable mischief. j  ^

Lying About Ingersoll.

H o w  H e  D i e d .
T h e  most barefaced fraud we have seen a; 
the Christian Union, Des Moines, la., May 13, era 
to Church and School. It reads as follows

“ INGERSOLL'S DYING CONFESSION- ,fl 
While in a revival meeting at St. John’s, O re^^o 

December, 1908, Evangelist David E. Olson secure
following affidavit :—

11 do hereby declare that Robert Ingersoll con 
to my father, Joehiel S. Berry, on his dying be ’ 
he did not believe the doctrino he preached. life

He said these words : “ Joehiel, I wish I bad gajd: 
to live over again.” When asked why, b° ^  
“  Because I do not believe what I have preache it" 
never have. I only did it for the money that wa® ^ et, 
His daughter then asked, “ Whoso life shall I hy ¿¡gt 
yours or mother’s ?” Mrs. Ingersoll was a strict 
and a sister to my father. i”

Signed Archie E. Berry, St. John’s, Oregon

Notwithstanding that this is an affidavit^^ 
author of it lied when he affirmed that iD t̂s0o'i 
confessed to Joehiel S. Berry, or any other p ^ ej 
he lied when ho attributed the words of the 
confession to Ingersoll; he lied when he rep g0i 
the purported conversation between Ingens 
his daughter ; he lied when he said that Mr?‘ $$ 
soil was a strict Baptist, and finally in tf®6'
she was a sister of his father. Mrs. IaSer“ ag 1,0 
and is, a Freethinker, and her maiden name ^  jj0r 
Berry. Her religious life being the same 
husband’s, the question attributed to the da J* t|j0 
Miss Maud Ingersoll, the one living at_ home R e
time of her father’s death, and who is also 
thinker, is, in the circumstances, absurd as |̂|e® 
false. An identical fiction is related of Btha ^ 0* 
and hi3 daughter, so that the affidavit-maker 
be esteemed as even an original liar. T h e 1 
genius of these fabulists does not equal t 
dacity, and they plagiarise from their nn 
predecessors while imitating their disho

4

forg ing  dying con fessions for Freethinkers. g0tiS< 
It is a com m entary  on the regard for t r o  ̂eef 

ta ined  by C hristians— for on ly  Christians ^ li>8fa%lr 
to libel em inent F reeth inkers— that Ingerso 1̂

circulation, a sworn statement of affidav® p0fP 
the exact circumstances of his death. * j.

found it necessary to prepare, and have

' ' ......  ’ /!

____  _ ____ _ ^
spreading the story that Ingersoll sent for ‘ jgoOfl 
npmof TrVi r\ urna inf.nA/1nnA/i V-»it «-» nl/ YVilV‘ . _ ill*'

sion of fact by the followers of Christ w
belief. The Catholic Church adopted the V 
_____ r______________________________ fnr a u .or®
priest, who was introduced by a back way- pi' 
Catholics believe this. The statement ot 
bars of the family who were present is as

folio*

“  State of New York 
County of New York. ss.

TIIK TRUK STORY OF H IS ILLN ESS ANI) 1

ROBERT G. INGERSOLL- -
id

On November 10, 1890, while on a ' jC „ 
Janesville. Wis., Colonel Ingersoll h a Fv 
hemorrhage. He continued to lecture

«1
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at the solicitation of his family went to Chicago 
and consulted Dr. Frank Billings, who advised him to 
Return home and rest for two months, which he did. 
j ^hen, January 24, 1897, resumed lecturing, which 

® continued up to the time of his death. It was 
at this time, early in 1897, that he developed angina 
Pectoris, from which he suffered greatly and which 
^as the cause of his death. Since his death we have 
earned that he knew exactly his condition. In other 

'''erds, his physicians had told him that he was likely 
0 die any molnent, but acceding to his earnest 

'^treaties they did not tell his family. In spite of the 
ct that death was ever beside him he was always 

ery cheerful, and when asked as to his health in
variably replied, ‘ All right.’ During the night of July 
~ > 1899, he had an attack of acute indigestion and 

.Very little; but he came to breakfast the next 
w rnmg, and afterwards sat on the piazza, as he was 
ab°ont *° do, reading and talking with his family. At 
littl sa^  l10 would lie down and rest a
his 6’ would then come down and play pool with 
b •,80n'in-law. Mrs. Ingersoll accompanied him to their 
ab r?oni’ an<l remained with him while he slept. At 
jjjs 1 11.45 he arose and sat in his chair to put on 
foil slloes> Miss Sue Sharkey came into the room, 
1 D o M r s .  Sue M. Farrell. Mrs. Ingersoll said, 
n , ?°t dress, papa, until after luncheon; I will eat 

D* airs with you.’ He replied, 1 Oh, n o ; I do not 
abs r̂oul)le you.’ Mrs. Farrell then said, ‘ How 
Unst • a^ er the hundreds of times you have eaten 
par ain8 her.’ He looked up laughingly at Mrs. 
j ] tg j  1 as she turned to leave the room, and then 
1 tn Y'Scrsoll said, ‘ Why, papa, your tongue is coated ; 
'With ^'Ve ^ou somo medicine.’ He looked up at her 
paR a smile, and as he did so closed his eyes and 
îfih vraway without a struggle, a pang, or even a 

cant, 1 on.e e*se was Preacnt. It is said, that he re- 
out ,| ' I’his is a cruel and malicious falsehood, witli- 
on le lightest foundation in fact. His convictions 
chan SUbiect religion remained absolutely un- 

He died as he had lived, an Agnostic.
E va A. I ngersoll,
Sue Sharkey,
Sue M. F arrell.

W r ^ ' y  affirmed to before me this 17th day of
arch, 1906.

Dr

J ohn II. H azelton, Notary Public.
New York County, No. 59.”

of this document have been executed, 
^htureeir. 8a‘fety and preservation provided for. 
he 8u historians will need them, for it is not to 
last lie P'ous Christians have told their
atls\vor a° ou  ̂ man whom they oannot truthfully 
IjV'a a  T0r asperse. Of the makers of the affidavit 

Î er8oll is the widow of Robert G. Ingersoll, 
prreH ' 8 her sister, and Sue Sharkey is a

^¡th__7,0' the family and of the Roman Catholic
l r athsecker (New York).

under which Swinburne wrote. He refers, first, to 
the “ Classic or Antique ” influence thus :—

“  His mind and his sympathies receive nurture from 
the antique past. He is a manifest Pagan; neither 
believing in a Christian revelation, nor entering kindly, 
though he can enter with truth of artistic perception, 
into a Christian dispensation, and modes of thought and 
life.”  (P. 21).

Then of the “ Heterodox, or Religiously Mutinous” 
influence, he says :—

“ Swinburne’s mind appears to be very like a tabula 
rasa on moral and religious subjects, so occupied is it 
with instincts, feelings, perceptions, and a sense of
natural or artistic fitness and harmony.......On these
moral and religious subjects he seems to have no 
1 innate ideas,’ no preconceptions, no prejudices. He 
has no sense of what moral philosophers call a ' sanc
tion.’ ....... Swinburne might have remained neutral
enough on such matters, but that others will insist upon 
knowing all about them, upon proselytising and evangel
ising; and Swinburne, when be finds that he cannot be 
left alone and unconcerned, flies from neutrality to 
antagonism, resents what he would naturally leave out 
of count, and vollies forth ‘ winged words ’ of the most 
audacious aim and the least stinted virus.”  (Pp. 17-18).

“  Swinburne, as we have said, is, in intellectual sym
pathy and culture, a Pagan. This gives a positive 
direction to his thought on religious subjects, which 
otherwise seems to amount to little beyond negation— 
Materialism, and the absence of faith in a beneficent 
Providence.” (P. 28).

Rossetti then makes an examination of Swinburne’s 
ideas, and concludes by saying that the poet held 
the same opinions as Hume’s Epicurus in the
Enquiry Concerning Human Understanding. “ If,” 
continues Rossetti,—

“  readers, only still further scaudalised by our summary 
of the Swinburnian theory, declare that such theory is 
flat Atheism, we shall not concern ourselves to contest 
the phrase; indeed, our own opinion about the theory 
is nearly enough the same.” (P. 25).

The recent excerpts in the Freethinker from the 
Stedman letters, omitted an interesting reference of 
Swinburne to Trelawny. Swinburne says;—

“ Last summer I made and enjoyed the acquaintance 
of Mr. Trelawny (the friend of Shelley, of Byron, and of 
Greece) ; a triad of Titans, of whom one was a giant of 
genius....... To hear him speak of Shelley is most beauti
ful and touching ; at that name his voice (usually that 
of an old sea-king, as he is) always changes and softens 
unconsciously. • There,’ he said to me, 4 was the very 
Best of men, and he was treated as the very Worst.’ 
He professes fierce, general misanthropy, but is as 
ardent a republican (and atheist) as Shelley was at 
twenty ; a magnificent old Viking to look at.”

H . Ge o e g e  F a r m e r .

w ,
R ossietti on Swinburne’s Religion.

Ik fcije
article by Mr. Foote on “ Swinburne as 

a T ®r> it will be remembered that Mr.Foote*■ dn «-.4- __ J y 1 ? . 1_____ ______ ___ 11_-3ovoi.
Day ‘mau ^ '^ t h a t  he sang AiT ?11 an Atheist. I  only publicly P10̂

That Swinburne never { P ^  Bufc n0w
w  hi8 Atheism, appears to (prhited m ^
1L V  in his letters to Bbedman ^  {le m th-
°ut cfs)  b> t  he professed not on gainst Godism)- 
0t but Antitheism (*•«;> ■’  the Stedman
W 0Qlse, we didn’t have to or Antitbemm.
It w 8 to discern Swinburne’s At m tbo pubU-

Patent to all thinking P00.pl ,q65 As early
** in CaU->d0U interesting side-ligU86G> M. Rossetti gave an ,Q blB
Crp: . 0n Swinburne’s religion P BoB8etti is a 
btUlin8t? 8 and Ballads. intimate friend
af man of ie^bers, and was therefore, of
8%  f butne- What be has to ’ a to above,

'importance. In the work refer (luence
discusses the various currents

S f ^ rne’» Poem, and Ballads. B y V L M .B 0B3e-.ti. Lon-

IMPORTANCE OF SECULAR ETHICS.
Now that moral iujunctions are losing the authority given 

by their supposed sacred origin, the secularisation of morals 
is becoming imperative. Few things can happen moro 
disastrous than tho decay and death of a regulative system 
no longer fit, before another and fitter regulative system has 
grown up to replace it. Most of those who reject the current 
creed appear to assume that tho controlling agency furnished 
by it may safely be thrown aside, and the vacancy left unfilled 
by auy other controlling agency. Meanwhile those who 
defend the current creed allege that in the absence of tho 
guidance it yields, no guidance can exist : divine command
ments they think the only possible guides. Thus, between 
these extreme opponents, there is a certain community. The 
one holds that the gap left by the disappearance of the code 
of supernatural ethics need not be filled by a code of natural 
ethics, and the other holds that it cannot be so filled. Both 
contemplate a vacuum, which tho one wishes and the other 
fears. As the change which promises or threatens to bring 
about this state, dosired or dreaded, is rapidly progressing, 
those who believe that the vacuum can be filled, and that it 
must bo filled, aro called on to do something in pursuance 
of their belief.— Herbert Spencer.

Certain winged natures, savage yet calm, aro mado to
battle tho winds— souls of the tompest: such exist.__Victor
Hugo.
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Acid Drops.
------» -----

these people with the moral bridles suffer from the condn® 
of those godless people who are without the saving belief111 
God and a future life.

The London newspapers did justice—sometimes almost 
tipsy justice—to the naval display off Southend. A Daily 
Chronicle man perhaps took the cake for maudlin eloquence. 
He went into pious hysterics over Sunday morning’s “  divine 
service ”  on the Dreadnought. “  These keen, strong, fighting 
men,”  the Fleet-street scribe says, “  hedged round with 
death-dealing guns, and all the armaments of war, are upon 
this sunny morning simultaneously offoring up praise and 
prayer as simple-heartedly as children.”  And why not ? 
Fighting men have usually been religions. Nevertheless, 
the word “  simultaneously ”  may express a physical rather 
than a psychological fact. A good many .Tack-tars would 
absent themselves from “  divine service ”  nowadays, if they 
were allowed to ; for Freethought has spread into the Navy, 
and indifference has crept in too—as it has crept in every
where else. But the men are not allowed to absent them
selves from “  divine service.”  They’ve got to have it, 
— whether they want it or not.

Anglicans and Kensitites had a pious struggle at Raynes 
Park on Sunday. It was carried on with the usual temper 
of the “  peace on earth and good will amongst men ”  people 
when they differ from each other. Christian women joined 
in the struggle. It was too exciting to be missed.

It is a singular irony that the Academy should be 
engaged in a crusade against immorality and irreligion. Our 
pious contemporary— for such we may (and must) call it—is 
grieved and shocked at Messrs. W. H. Smith & Son’s selling 
“  a blasphemous paper like the Freethinker.”  “  It is true,”
our pious contemporary groans, “  that you cannot bay the 
Freethinker at Messrs. W. II. Smith’s stalls. On the other 
hand, you can buy it at their Strand house for twopence— 
we have ourselves purchased it there for the last three weeks 
— and if you order it at Smith’s bookstalls your order will 
not be refused.”  Terrible news, to bo sure I It is a wonder 
that the Strand, especially in the neighborhood of 186, is 
not desolated by an earthquake. The delay of tho catas
trophe makes ono wonder, with Othello, whether there are 
“  no stones in heaven, but what servo for the thunder."

Wo aro glad to see that tho editor of the Academy is read
ing tho Freethinker. It ought to do him good. That he 
buys it, is his own confession ; that he reads it enough to 
judge it 11 blasphemous,” is also his own confession. But we 
have evidence that ho reads it oven more attentively. He 
devoted a paragraph to Mr. Clodd’s Fortnightly Review 
article on “  Georgo Meredith : Somo Recollections.”  It was 
a curiously foolish paragraph. It doubted Meredith’s being 
really a man of genius, simply because ho sneered at “  the 
Christian fable.”  Tho passago thus referred to, however, 
was not quoted from Mr. Clodd’s article at all. It was 
quoted from our own article on Mr. Clodd’s article. This is 
proved by the Academy's referring to Mr. Clodd's article as 
entitled “ Georgo Meredith Again.”  That was tho title of 
our article—not tho title of Mr. Clodd’s. So it is easy to see 
what the editor of the Academy had been reading.

Mr. Balfour must have a pretty sense of humor, and he 
appears to havo been exorcising it by “  pulling tho leg ”  of 
“  ono of tho most distinguished of tho Welsh members of 
Parliament.”  Wo quote from the Christian World. According 
to this account Mr. Balfour asked, “ What has becomo of 
Evan Roberts ?” Tho person asked whether ho was inte
rested in him. “  Interested,” said Mr. Balfour, “  why, when 
the revival was raging T read everything I could lay my 
hands on, so interested I was in its progress.”  Ho was 
asked his opinion of Evan Roborts. Tho answer w as: “  I 
regard him as a roligious genius, whoso work is beyond 
criticism.” Now wo can quito understand Mr. Balfour's 
iuterest in Evan Roberts. As a study in religious pathology 
he was interesting. But for Mr. Balfour to regard him as a 
roligious genius beyond criticism I Woll, wo wonder tho 
C. IV. gave tho alleged conversation publicity. Probably, 
however, it knows its readers bottor than we do.

“  She had no religion, no belief in a world to como, or a 
God to guide h e r ; so her conduct would sometimes seem 
extraordinary, she having no check as wo havo.”  So said a 
religious dignitary in tho courso of his evidence in a recent 
divorce. Now wo know why people do wrong. Itisbecauso 
they do not believe in a God or a future life, and havo no check 
such as bridles good Christians. And with calculated 
villainy theso people without chocks not only commit all tho 
crimes, hut straightway inscribe themselves in tho prison 
records as good members of somo Christian Church. Hence

Mr. G. K. Chesterton is becoming quito the hope of 
pious : a fact which shows what a sad condition Christo111“'  
has fallen into. This journalist—for he will never be anf 
thing else—is particularly fond of standing on his head; aB 
the religious peoplo are proud of the new views of thiDos' 
including their own faith, which ho enjoys in that poto100' 
Mr. Chesterton doos piety for tho Daily News. Ho also do® 
farce. His topical articles have dropped down at last 
1 Cheese.”  In his article on that common article of di®«“'  

which, like himself, is apt to bo lively— Mr. Chester«® 
says that ho can recall only two poets who have said a®, 
thing about cheese— Virgil and an anonymous rby111 ’ 
Well now, Mr. Chesterton has writton a book on Ro® 
Browning, but he has forgotten the rich little poem a®° 
the big dull folio that the poet read and then dropped 
tho hollow trunk of a tree, to “  dry rot at ease till the JB ^ 
ment day after disposing of which big dull folio the P  ̂
went back into the house and brought out a loaf, kft 
cheese, and a bottle of chablis, and laid on his back anil 

“  forgot tho oaf
Over a jolly chapter of Rabelais.”

We mako “  G. K. C.” a present of this reference for h>3 te 
vised essay on “  Cheese.”

Mr. G. K. Chesterton, in his eagerness to defend 9*^1 
tianity, forgets his facts and misrepresents the teacln o 
tho New Testamont. Christ and his Apostles not 

admit tho need of rulers,”  but enjoin absoluto “ suI*.le er 
to the higher powers, for the reason that there is no P ^ 
but of God.”  Mr. Chesterton behoves in revolutions, a ^  
tho permanency of their results; but tho attitude t #I) 
mended both by .Tesus and by Paul makes revolut> ^  
eternal impossibility, becauso , !tlio powers that jjt,
ordained of God.” In his noble defence of the 0f
Chesterton's reasoning is most cogent; but his do pj. 
the Christian religion is ludicrously lop-sided and 
vincing.

“  Deliver us from tho 
i a prayer made to order,

. „  • o oetit10“power of superstition is “  f  jpe 
order, as if tho idea underly1̂ ».^. 

petition itself wero not tho quintessence of supej ^  
Prayer is superstition in full practice—a vain appc 
imaginary being. ____

A or®*®The Lord has been exceptionally busy of lato. nrpo8® 
of his prime favoritos met at Keswick for tho spec1® 
of interviewing him on endless topics; and they w , y]\C$ 
telling their respective congregations what they lcft . $e<e 
closeted with God among tho northern hills ; and, ® ‘ Tl)f 
are those who will bo fools enough to believe®1 gpi^1 
truth is that tho majority of us still lovo to bogul 
more extravagantly it is dono tho more it is enjoy

------  * be®0 9
1 Calvin,” tho Daily Chronicle says, “  would ^ ^ oOg0»8e' 

Ciesar or Napoleon in another climo or country- 
Look at his nose. ____

loJIg0f j
Our contemporary is glad that thoro is ‘ u° ,l0 is v° 

Calvin at Downing-street ready to burn the nian  ̂ „ “ 
quito certain about matters that cannot bo lir0VV,? cert*10,,,) 
logical governments,”  it adds, “  are so inferos y ^¡tli s

’  “ ' tbe’f ji.
alive

liadannrl 1C»rJ<iC 1Uref* Sorvotus was burnedppea! to Jesus, tho Son of God, becauso ho h»“ " Rfly.
J  CamnTll-•Urm.U-ndred yearH lat<)r occl,rr0<1 t0 f c o <  J. CampbeH.” This is all very well in its way, o c° &
t is°not f G Pr.°«rf 8 tlmt haf> bcou made in tolcrato f o #

is not fair to charge tho guilt of persecution °B
alone. No one man is responsible for that c rim ® > f

V '0 r ih VwH the Christian
looit tn 0t sal.vation bY faith, which leads by ' 
logic t̂o persecution. For, if boliof depends nP°?( 
coercing tho will is tho rational way to change be!'® ’

Lord Gorell, who had long exporionco^as

tt>e

- H p Î"?
Divorce Division, boing scaudalisod at -c te\iol 
poor people wero dobarred from tho donlf V 0rds 110 
ablo by tho well-to-do, asked tho House ot
the following resolution :—  ..

“ That it ia oxpodient that juriadi® b®
tent, in divorce and matrimonial cftS® ' er d*s? eJ >® 
upon county courts in order that tlio P jptcru11’ ( 
their cases of that nattiro heard ftn
courts.’

This was opposed, in what wo cannot 0{ to gc® „1 
hypocritical speeches, by the Arcbb.shoP ^
Lord Halifax, and other High Chore io t 
men really object to divorco altogotho >
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ite“ y to the rich, so they comfort themselves by denying 
 ̂ ‘0 the poor. The Archbishop protested that ho did not 

>re to see any distinction made between rich and poor, 
ce *'* Inadc—by the present difficulty and cost of pro- 
Ij. . n8s ; and Dr. Davidson knows this as well as we do. 
j 18 easy> therefore, to understand his real motive in object- 
Qp ‘ ° “ any proposal for extending facilities for divorce.” 
^  course it goes almost without saying that Lord Gorell’s 
„ .  ’on was not accepted. It was shelved in favor of an

lnquiry.”

e3 eVl J- T. Forbes, M.A., a great Baptist light in Glasgow, 
Ti rw’ £be distinction of having flatly contradicted the Bible, 
will Tran<̂  Book declares that God does according to his 
Ootl every where ; Mr. Forbes has just assured us that he does 
asl_ of the sort. “  Can the wdl of God be defeated ?”  he 
Set done now ? It is not done.”  We take the
And 8 f’ar*' against the Master’s dictum in his own Book. 
Uever̂ k g0 further, and assert that God’s will is not, has 
W ;„„iheen' and never will be. done, God’s will is a theo-

* cal mare’s-nest.

san.e^A^’sm fhe most marvellous institution under the 
Minina i33013“  fho Churches it stands absolutely alone, 
We a ” , rfh with unsurpassed and unsurpassable glory, 
"the ¡e , lnf°rmed in tho Methodist Times for July 1 that 
Godi jJ3 (irPretation of all things in heaven and earth, of 
W  a33' and the future by tho primacy of love— redemp- 
^aturali exPer’ mental—has been the glory of Methodism.” 
g’utn P y’ sueb superlative praise, such consummate eulo- 
capable0lnf0S r̂om a Methodist, who is, of course, quite in- 
acteriSe q  oxaSoeration. Sane people know how to cliar-

,, o(. ii Qnrelv Christian The Bishop of Hereford says doubtless right; but 
Europe is a cake unturned. Ho • cak o . that is, a
^hose fault is it ? Europe is a Christ it is the
cake presumably baked by Jesus ’ id0t and not done
a ver who is to blamo if it is burn °  undeniable that the 

all on the othor. At any rate, it is ar0 socially,
“ ‘cat intensely Christian countries i - * lwhile tho most 
Politically, and ethically the most hackw h sav,stituted 
advanced in almost all respects have practically 
science for Christianity. ___ _

foM ,ar°  t0ld in tb0 loadini art\ClaUnis bt f f i f ^ i o f TMeau.”
W w ly 8 tVlat “  The be9t RC0,ker ° !  undeniable that as a a ^atever lie may bo as a seeker, it • .Jesus claimed,

er ho has not been a conspicuous sue • g Qn 0£ Q0d as
it was claimed for him, that he wa- hig pre(jictiou 

even very God of very God ; ana y been,
‘,e would draw all men unto hl“ 9fnlf„  ^  reliable evi 

, ] J 's hkely ever to be, fulfilled. ^ cc° r‘livfnity, has boeu a
meat0’ Sakya Muui’ who claim<;a Holv Ghost is said tobav succ°ss as a finder, though no y 

0 rendered him any assistance.

What ' ------
0ie of tho known in theology as 11 tho problem of evil ”  is 
tL^C'lUentl’v frUrZZ,es seated  by an absurd theory, and is 
1 ■ 0ty of / i .lrremovablo so long as wo retain the general 
?*Sb pri6st i11/jb it is a part. Mr. 11. ,J. Campbell, as tho 
as1 b is im Ncw Theology, offers his own explanation, 
q toits that i?1010 satisfactory than those ho rejects. Ho 
ou!°ry that (!r!i ordinary apologetic is impossible. Tho 
evu ̂ ° ral frp i c.ou*d not destroy ovil without destroying 
th" *s here frf' °tU 38’ be says, absurd. But ho behoves that 
t 0 Ntrug0j r a purpose, and this purpose is that “ without 
chn0llle manif!a+l“ St ovil the true naturo of good could uevor 
is vLta°ter a n , i f ’ becanse thoro is no sublimity in human 
the i f ’ng a v iy ifd which is not born of conflict.”  But this

’ any- "Uv" 61 of t h o l 0£ a.nec°ssity, and does not really roach 
f o  ĥ  ^caiis a l l f  ° S£l0t1, t̂ may bo truo that some—not 

that11 h U*r°S aro traced by con,^c^ it  may 
and fK. . uilfc as wo aro, wo appreciate through

h > b a

. and th , as wo aro> w0 appreciate tnrougu 
^rounq 0{ ®tef°re bettor appreciate goodness against a

» a c l^ « .  and thp- "’, “ “ “ 5 as wo aro, wo appreciate through 
Qud of evil* i>6 bettor appreciate goodness against a 

Sit? ifanswerni "*u* tbo same, and essential, question 
1)1 a ] ’ ’ hy could' ^ by>’ f tliero bo a God, aro wo so 
¡State ^  ru>nou«' D°*' *bo samo result have been achieved 
>  t h f 1! tbe m ou lv anUOr? To say how good and ovil 
S b . q ate of thinlng °* human naturo is merely to out- 

tli 1“«e fu fS 'g h t  a it ,a nt,ley aro: >thyno moaus justifies
hi Part f  I'fonh l  f 1 argn« tha S o , ,att of noif, f ® f  ads to acts of

„To,

that because sotting lire to 
heroism and kindness on 

a whollv1U0r,8.’ therefore sotting firo to tho house 
" y Jnstifiablo action.

'•»es a „.fc.Whbor

batQ"’y tbat h0 ------
S a oVeal f°tces amanity oxl'ats, aud to say that tho workings 
DiSbiej., Pain, 0r , 8Uch that thoro is a balauco of happi- 

t. s- Tho I,- "°.<3dn<'S8 over ovil, aro really identicaland over evil, are really
We tp'  “uo*ninker is one of tho first to point this 

*novG the hypothesis of Theism no more
if we l Preethinke

need be said. But if we do assume an intelligent creator, 
other questions naturally arise. For instance, the balance 
of happiness over misery is only true of the species—it is 
not true of individuals. Thousands of individuals, who 
might have gone through life in a happy, useful manner, are 
broken and crushed, often ending as a drunkard or a 
criminal by the weight of misfortune or wrong. And it is 
idle to pretend that the evil is of the individual’s own 
making. It is as true now as ever that the parents eat sour 
grapes and the children’s teeth are on edge. The law of 
heredity is not wholly beneficial in its working. Again, one 
person may suffer, and another reaps the benefit of his ex
perience. The Theist may say that by these methods 
humanity advances. Maybe ; but in the light of creation 
by a personal deity each one has the same claim for happi
ness and protection. To these and similar questions Theism 
has not, and cannot have, any satisfactory answer. It can 
only go on spinning ridiculous excuses in defence of a quite 
groundless and useless theory.

The Rev. W. L. Watkinson says that “ God outmanoeuvres 
evil.”  “  He has his eye on the shark and devil-fish and 
rattlesnake, and also on the drinking den and the palace of 
impurity and the gutter press.”  And yet all the things on 
which he has his eye flourish amazingly ; and he must be a 
wonderful romancer who can honestly say that evil is out
manoeuvred. Mr. Watkinson’s Deity is but “  the baseless 
fabric of a vision.”  His impotence proves his non-existence. 
He “  endeavors to save us,”  this gentleman says; but the 
very idea of the Almighty “ endeavoring”  to do things is 
the richest joke ever heard of. Fancy, too, a shark, with 
God’s eye on him, swallowing one of God’s children, or a 
rattlesnake, under the same eye, stinging a saint to death !

The New Theologians imagine that they are the only 
“ enlightened ” people on the earth, and they denounce all 
others as hopelessly blinded by prejudice and disastrously 
behind the times. What a superb example of Christian 
charity. And in practice their ethics is no better. A young 
minister of this school became the colleaguo of one of tho 
old school, and so insinuated himself into tho affections and 
confidence of the people that, ere long, tho older man was 
forced to resign. We are sorry that such a thing should 
have happened, says tho Christian Conimomvealth, but God 
is going to fulfil himself in new ways. Le Roi est mort, vive 
le Roi. How very Christian 1 Yet our contemporary adds: 
“ Wo have not divested ourselves of our humanity in our 
enthusiasm for tho spread of enlightenment.”

A pious exhorter warns ns that the Lord will not guide 
us on our dying day unless we seek his leadership on 
election day ; but he omits to tell us to which of the numer
ous political party tho Lord belongs, and in the absence of 
that information it would be sheer mockery to ask for his 
advice in a political crisis. If he is a Socialist, for example, 
only Socialists can enjoy tho unspeakable privilege of being 
under his guidance, and it follows that Conservatives, 
Liberals, and Laborites, lacking his guiding light on election 
days, must face their dying day without the slightest hope 
of deriving counsel from him. The pious exhorter has only 
succeeded in making his Lord a laughing-stock.

Tho Rev. Daniel Lamont, of Edinburgh, pays Scottish 
Freethonght a high compliment. Ho says “  there are
thousands of people in Scotland who....... feel as if a cloud
had come and snatched him [Christ] away from their sight,” 
who “  have been shocked by the assaults of doubt,”  and 
whoso “  certainty has been weakened and hope dimmed.” 
What a splendid testimonial to the efficacy of the leaven of 
unbelief that has been steadily working in that priest-ridden 
laud. Mr. Lamont meets “  the assaults of doubt,”  which aro 
proving so damaging, with nothing better thau dead dogma
tism. “ Ho for whom yon sigh,” lie says, “  is on the throne 
of the kingdom of heaven, tho Lord of life and glory.”  It is 
too late in the day to bamboozle thoughtful people with such 
ineffable rubbish. Yet the pulpit has nothing better to offer.

Dr. Eliot, President of Harvard, drew np a list of books to 
fill a fivo-foot bookshelf, which should contain all a man 
might really want to read. Amongst tho omissions were the 
Biblo aud Shakespeare. Being questioned on this point. Dr. 
Eliot explained that every bookish man or woman would 
have tho Bible aud Shakespeare already. This leads tho 
Daily Chronicle to observe that, whilo the Bible and Shakes
peare aro curiously linked in some minds, thoy are curiously 
dissociated in others. Shakespeare was an actor, and “  tho 
theatre has incurred the enmity of solemn folk, from John 
Knox to Mr. Harry Lauder.” The D. C. writer says that ho 
“  can apologiso for two grandfathers, both of them versed in



472 3PHB FREETHINKER July 25, 1909

the Bible. But neither would allow a copy of Shakespeare 
in the house.”

When the editor of the Freethinker was in Holloway 
Prison, doing twelve months for “ bringing the Holy Scriptures 
and the Christian Religion into disbelief and contempt,”  he 
aBkedthe librarian, who was also the schoolmaster, for some
thing to read. “ Certainly,” said the obliging officer, “  what 
would you like ?" Mr. Foote asked for a Shakespeare. But 
the officer had to explain that they did not keep profane litera
ture of that kind in the prison library. No doubt the chap
lain, and other pious gentlemen responsible for the prison 
tradition, considered that Shakespeare would corrupt a 
burglar—or even a parson incarcerated for one of those 
offences to which “  the cloth ”  seems so unfortunately 
prone.

Alderman Whur, of the Paddington Borough Council, sent 
a letter to Councillor Waycott, who seems to have annoyed 
and troubled his colleagues; the said letter containing an 
apt quotation from “  Tom Payne.”  Councillor Waycott 
replied, still calling the great Freethinker “  Tom Payne.” 
“  Doubtless you know,”  said the uncounselled Councillor, 
“  that Tom Payno was a notorious infidel, who believed in 
neither God or Devil.”  Such is history, and such is litera
ture, on the Paddington Borough Council.

Dr. J. H. Moulton does not think the documents of Chris
tianity need credentials. This is the way in which he re
plies to those who think otherwise :—

“  Take any book ever written, the very flower of literature, 
and the supremest effort of human thought, translate it into 
412 languages, from Sanscrit down to the rudest jargon of 
savages, and scatter it broadcast over the world. When that 
is done, and the books have sold everywhere, and brought 
civilisation and humanity wherever they have gone, it will 
be time to discuss whether there is anything unique in 
Christianity.”

Exception might he taken to this on the question of fact, 
and the vanished Tasmanians, the disappearing Maoris, and 
the ill-treated natives of the Congo, might be cited as 
suggestive lines of evidence. But putting all this on one 
side, wo venture to suggest that Professor Moulton's out
burst needs elaborating in the interests of truth. Thus :—

“ Take any book written, let it become the possession upon 
which a strong and unscrupulous organisation bases its claim 
to power. In its interest suppress all teaching and know
ledge that contradicts its statements. Place it amid such a 
condition of things that for centuries it becomes a perfect 
fetish, the mere touch of which may work miracles. Let 
peojile for generations be taught that all morality, all science, 
all social teaching comes from its pages. Place a huge army 
of men in the field whose interests are bound up with the 
maintenance of the supremacy of this particular book. 
Arrange things so that to disown it invites disastor. Then 
translate the book into other languages and tell the people 
among whom it is taken that we owe our advancement to its 
influence. Take all the good done by medicine, practical 
science, commercial development, and a host of other things, 
and place them to the credit of this book. Carefully ignore 
the ovil effects of making an idol of this book, and count 
only its assumed good influence. When this is done it will 
be strange if any book would not be in the same position as 
the Bible is to-day.”

Wo fancy this would bo far nearer the truth of the position 
than Professor Moulton’s foolish deliveranco.

Mr. Runciman’s bosotting sin is “  clovornoss.”  Ho was so 
very clever over his Education Bill that ho fancied himself 
almost a God. But it came to grief all the same. “  Clever
ness ”  is only superficial. Statesmanship is a different thing. 
This is not realised yet by our precious Minister of Educa
tion. Having failed to solve the religious difficulty boforc 
the footlights, ho decided to settlo it behind the scenes. 
Accordingly, he issued some now regulations through the 
Education Department, one of which ordered all Training 
Colleges to force roligious instruction upon the teachers. 
This regulation was deeply resented. A deputation from the 
Liberation Society and the Secular Education League 
waited upon Mr. Runciman ; a mooting of Liberal membors 
was held in a committoe room of the Houso of Commons; 
Mr. Runciman came badly out of both ordeals, and retired 
as gracefully as possible from a most ridiculous position. 
Altogether, ho seems one of those gentlomon who aro “  too 
jolly clever by half.”

Not so very long ago, Mr. Runciman doclarod that ho 
would nover, novor consent to Secular Education. Wo said 
then that “  novor ”  was a long time, and that the right 
honorable gentleman would probably accept Socular Educa
tion with the greatest cheerfulness whenever ho found it 
was inevitable. In what wo may call his "  rotiring ”  speech 
in the Houso of Commons, on July 10, ho said that what

had just happened was “  an example of how easy it was fot 
religious rows to swallow up every other subject.” He was 
sorry for “  this unfortunate atmosphere,”  and he though 
“  the only way out of the difficulty was the road that led to 
absolute religious equality.”  He might have known that 
twelve months ago. His case is not one in which wisdom 
brings sadness; it is one in which sadness brings wisdom-

Serious
Colorado.

Rev. H. Russell Wakefield, writing to the Daily NM1' 
deplores Mr. Runciman’s withdrawal of that obnoxi°ns 
regulation. “  Wo now know," he weeps, “  that the Govern
ment is not strong enough to resist the pressure of those wbo
desire a purely secular system of education....... Mr. Run01'
man, against his own judgment, has yielded to that sect'011 
which wants no religion taught in the schools.” Than»8! 
Mr. Wakefield, thanks 1

floods have devastated Western Missouri and 
Houses have been swept away, farms destroy«1’ 

and numerous lives lost. Good old “  Providence ” 1 
doeth all things well.”

The Jews are Jehovah’s martyrs. They have sn®cry  
untold misery for his sake. Ho was going to do wonder 
things for them, but hitherto he has onjoyed all tho bene ^  
of the connection. We see that pograms (Jew hunts) 11 
taken place lately in Bossarahia. Many of tho obo 
people have boon killed there. Johovah seems tot 
unconcorned.

Tonbridge Council has an Allotments Committee, 
has made a rule for tho municipal allotments that 
gardening is to be done on Sundays other than cu ® 
vegetables.” Some mombors of tho Council object to 
grandmotherly regulation. One said that it curbec 
liberty of men who “  worked all tho week and lookoi jr,, 
their Sunday gardening in the light of a healthy reproa^oU)- 
The Council, however, supported the Sabbatarian ^  
mittee, although tho regulation is against the com®0 
of the land.

At tho Shoreditch Coroner’s Court a boy witness ^  
asked : “ Do you know what will happon to you if y° ¡j^ss 
that book and you don’t toll tho truth ? ” Tho boy '^erec|: 
rubbed his hands—no doubt reminiscently— and ans 
‘ I shall get tho cane.”  Ho was sworn. It was 

hell as ho was likely to get.
Ha*1,

Miss Katherino Finny-Wood, residing at M°rst°° r̂ j,jef 
Norfolk, was found doad in bod with a silk ban 
knotted round her throat. She conducted a Sunday- 
and actod as organist at tho church. The inquest r c o ^ e 
in a verdict of suicido during temporary insanity, 
there is no moral. Tho lady was not a Freethinker.

------  • ted {otFather George Tyrrell, who was exconi manic* 0flDCr»J 
1 Modernism,” is not to bo allowed Roman Catuo 1 .^j,

rites. This is said to cause “ great grief aud m V. 
to his many friends. Wo don’t believe tho decease 
is troubled about tho matter. Ho’ll sleep soundly u 
where.

------  rd80010
Egyptian exploration has discovorod a draught- °ae soH  ̂

5,000 years old. Thero is nothing now under 
except tho doar old Bible chronology.

__
Anothor poor apostle of tho poor Carpenter has 0

Carpenter knows where. Rov. Sir Lowis Henry 
East Carlton Hall, Rockingham, left JE103,01<L

13 Cl>aP*alI>4il'
More of them ! Rov. Robert Ilonry H a d e j j f l  -*s' 

Ordinary to tho lato (jueon Victoria, loft g ' jjis ,
This man of God was a truo-bluo Protestant. Afttbob° 
disinherits his children if thoy join tho Roman ^  6trotCj jjis 
or marry a porson of that faith. Fancy a & jivcs j> 
out his cold, doad hand from tho gravo ovor Cbrl 
own family in that way What a swcot thing 
religion often is

ill

clu®-ICONOCLAST CRICKET Ĉ ^ e\\ o n ^ V
A most enjoyable match was playod at 1 a club 11 i,y

- - club tbr°
last botween tho Thomas Henry Doy 
Iconoclast Cricket Club, tho formor u]o 
innings and Off runs. It wan a ploasan^D”iaDlikfl3 t 
every rovorso being taken in truo

ii)t'

everyono concerned. Tho ground was 
prescnco of several ladios, who appeared 
lively interest in tho contest.— E. IIarvby.

to tak°
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Mr. Foote's Engagements

(Lecturing suspended during the Bummer.)

To Correspondents.
Th

Prm,RiSTr>KNT' s H onobamum  F und : Annual Subscriptions.— 
jTn 'QQsly acknowledged, £228. Received since. — H. A.

A. y" ’ 10s’ : N> S< Nundy. 10s- 6d- 1 C. S., 5s. 
diffic'u11'—^ Ven t' ie suppression of “ obscenity”  is a more 
courg Problem than it looks. There are some things, of 
oth e' 'vbich are only too obviously obscene. They have no 
which , aFaGter’ stic. But there are plenty of other things 
and oty onI>' b° decided on vory disputable grounds of taste 
it relnt ni?n ’ aud many people call a thing “  obscene ” because 
Pormec's to matters which they do not want to hear discussed. 
" obsep y’ ,ad discussion of the population question was called 
Cliarleq11̂  ' .'d'*10 iury found a verdict of “ Guilty ”  against 
ex°nerat ~;radlaugh and Annie Besant, although they were 
brine „„*7 room any evil intention. It was “ obscene”  to
now, bn 4 ,  a Question into the daylight. All that is history 
only t0„ 11 êa°bes us that the suppression of “  obsconity ” is 
This i0 ap)’ roean the suppression of unpopular opinion. 

E. V/oo^P60U larly 80 in America, 
the — '̂*le Church of England is not maintained by
Maintain 8ense *bat its cost figures in the Budget. It is
revenueq6tl >n the sense that its properties and
b'arliamo *ire created and guarded by the laws of the land. 
Church of 0stabhshed and endowed, and still controls, the 
disendow •r'ngiand ; and Parliament could disestablish and 
r?venues t to'morr° w i yes, and apply its properties and 
a>°ners wh° &n̂  ° ^ er purpose. The Ecclesiastical Commis 

,by  the Stat° paY *be Bishop's salaries, are directly appointed
a0'>r,\q T,
u6Ver hearv]Er<qT~^°U reply what was not said. We have 
band report Boulter lecture, but we have read the sliort- 

r, 0 be occm,S . 8 discourses. We cannot allow our columns 
C-1)_  ̂e“  Wl b̂ a discussion of his style of advocaoy.

187c• (21 rp6, Review was started by G. J. Holyoake in
Jb the earlv ■ • Ar/ormer was founded by a Company,
pbarleu J5r„yr1l81xt)e3> and was soon afterwards taken over by 

The F r e * ^ , '  w*'° bad been editing it with Joseph Barker, 
b’ted bv At - was started in 1881. It has always been

a at6d Jr- -E, * ~ oote. (4) It was Charlos Bradlaugh who nomi- 
V 3 Dacc5t ^°r N. 8 . S. presidency.
v-.°WIedg;~cbe Spanish book you refer to has not, to our 
r f wife7 translated into English. Glad to hear that 

p °.mPlimentq  ̂ A® daughters are all Freethinkers. Our best 
' A- KtXsi 10 tbem.

taken up hT^i°U can bardly expect “ street corner work ” to 
 ̂ Na,-_^y  ̂ the most polished speakers.
P]0tda what '?U' to afiroe with you; in fact, you say in other 
bvUtl's . ’ > ^  v° sa'd on the matter in last week’s “  Sugar 
En V-8'ng thn ora,tor may occasionally drive home a point
dig sh shoulr^n*’08'̂ ® the man in the street, but the best 
do TuUrses. n j  the staple of every Freethought speaker’s 

IV p eir best tro^dvocates should feel under an obligation to
7 '*• __- for the cause.
p’ Is8eb_t,.1 a°b °bliged for cuttings

bad seen it
*  & - Yonrn ’ J- Ra,io p,nS well.

i ° ' VARD.- .̂'.'~Next we®k. 
d o ^ ^ a ^  ^ ¡ a arsiCle°n the

still, thanks, 
suggestions shall be considered, Mr.

apd ,,°t invite a V “ u ~ *** vm)ii qumuiun nvw^mvii/ii. xu
aeggars ” .18CU33'°n as to other economical • ‘ thieves ” 

* bot Jt n°t wish tn f0?1 a ®oc'abst point of view. “  C. E .”  
d. J> Ppear in .  talie part in such a discussion, and it could

4  1,011 (W. A co!umns-
5. Ustralia).—Passed over to tlio publishing depart-

Parables uses the terms 
in their common acceptation. It

bah-4ttw,
O.pPbhnydori,. “Shall bo sent. The Freethinker postage is a

5. sP4 . '  Abracadabra ’’

— c

was a form of words used as a

- "« P H ^ ^ b rre ' - ? Iad to have your thanks for the Meredith 
j  00 the rltera have a™  to lll° other matter, the explanation is 

t>AVl right hand ,Jinania for getting inverted commas outside 
a-, —Xu- “ ether they should bo there or not.

1 n°t remember." 'T ^ y^ r^6 d’° 1
t, °{ yonteadmired0! 80“ 3,8 U3 T10 for the Secular Society, Ltd.

,Ti*Bs t ac®er in *b„ i  'o writes to us, "  from the beginning 
E 0 3 Hew ‘ ba Edit becular movement."

XT^Ha-stree '̂-L'0  ̂ tho Freethinker should be addressed

° S Ì Ìa8h‘ hen“ a 03
s  ,o*

bv roaoh
y flr3‘  post

2 Nowcastlo-stroot, Farringdon 
Tuesday, or they will not beha

P i*aS t0-  v ^ a sa g e o  i  - t '^ t 'o x o  w u u iu  e u im u u e  hue l a v u r
B^hser priteraturo al° wb*°h they wish ub to oall attention.

n°< to X.®88

nowspapera would onhanoe the favor by 
‘ O which tl 
ahould botn 8’ 2 on*d bo sont to the Managor of the 

°® Editor. oaat'° '3treot, Farringdon-stroot, E.C.,

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

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

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

The “ Blasphemy” Defence Fund.

Previously acknowledged: £13 12s. 6d. A. Hurcum, 5s. 
W. R. Munton, £1 ; R. H. Rosetti, la . ; J. W., 5s.; George 
Payne, £1 I s .; E. C. S., 5s.; A. F. P., 6d .; Mary Crawley, Is.; 
R. Taylor, 2s.

Sugar Plums.

Mr. Edward Clodd, in acknowledging the copy of the 
Freethinker containing our article on “  George Meredith 
Again,” says: “  They must wilfully or blindly have misread 
Meredith’s poetry who can gather therefrom any inference 
as to his belief in an anthropomorphic deity, or in soul- 
survival.”

We have lately had the pleasure of meeting Mr. M. M. 
Mangasarian in London. Mr. Mangasarian is the well- 
known Chicago lecturer and author of the excellent New 
Catechism. He presented us with copies of his most recent 
ltctures, which we hope to introduce to our readers shortly. 
Mr. Mangasarian is over for his usual European summer 
holiday. We hope he will have fine weather and a good 
time.

The beautiful new St. James’s Hall has been secured for 
Sunday evening Freethought lectures, under the auspices of 
the Secular Society, Ltd., during September and October. 
This Rhould be stimulating news to the Freethinkers of 
London. A fuller announcement will appear in our next 
issue.

Mr. John Branston writes u s : “ In ‘ SugarPlums’ of the 
Freethinker (July 11) you refer to the discussion on Secular 
Education which arose at the annual conference of the 
Postmen’s Federation, held recently in Birmingham. You 
credit the editor of the Postman's Oazette, Mr. James C. 
Brown, with making some much needed remarks on what is 
humorously ealled 1 Simple Bible Teaching.’ The man who, 
in this instance, had the moral courage to speak out, was 
not that journalist, but Mr. James Brown, the worthy presi
dent of the Glasgow Outdoor Branch of the Postmen’s 
Federation, to whom the honor is due.”

Secularists in business are once more invited to give the 
Freethinker a trial. We are prepared to meet them in a 
generous spirit if they will make the experiment. Even if 
they only succeed in getting their money back in the shape 
of profit on sales, they will bo doing a good turn to their 
“  own ” paper, as so many readers call it. Some of them, 
wo beliovo, will find that they can do better than that. Wo 
aro really surprised that the “ Business Cards ” column is so 
poorly patronised. ____

Wo bog to call attention to the President’s Honorarium 
Fuud. The £300 appealed for is not yet made up for 1909. 
Wo should like tho matter to be removed from our columns 
by the end of the summer. Will those who intend to Bub- 
scribo, therefore, make an effort to do so during August, or 
at tho latest during September? Mr. Foote has heavier 
burdens resting upon him than ever. He is not able to take 
any salary for his work on the Freethinker; on tho contrary, 
ho has to keep up all paymonts, including something for tho 
regular contributors, and this still entails a certain absolute 
loss— although it is, fortunately, a diminishing loss. Con
sidering how vital the Freethinker is to the Freethought 
movement, and how vital Mr. Foote still is to tho h reethinker
__to say nothing of all his other work for the movement—
there ought to bo no difficulty in finishing off that Honorarium 
Fund as suggested. ____

A special article from Mr. Footo’s pen will appear in our 
next issue on “  Freothought and the Law.” It deals with 
the Law of Blasphemy in tho light of tho latest prosecution, 
and its boaring on tho financial status of the Secular move
ment. Wo think tho >rticlo will bo recognised as one of 
considorablo importance.
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From Germany—and Other Places.

SINCE m y last notes appeared W h itsu n tide  has com e 
and gone. T he festiva l in itse lf is n ot w orth y  o f 
m uch com m ent, but it deserves a note as having 
ca lled  forth  an extraord inary  leader in the Westfas- 
lischer Anzeiger, from  w hich  I ex tract the fo llow in g  :—  

“  Christendom celebrates Pentecost as a festival to 
remind us of the outpouring of the Holy Spirit— to 
remind us of that day when Christianity first went out 
from its narrow bounds to grow into the world-religion, 
the religion for all, without distinction of race, or social 
position, or political divisions. On that memorable day 
when the followers of Christ, with tongues of fire, 
announced their world-message to all assembled in 
Jerusalem— to Christians, Jews and heathens— it was 
for the first time felt that the differences which separate 
men and nations must be overcome by a recognition of 
the fact that we are all to work with the same lofty aim 
— the moral advancement of the human race.”

I could not help laughing almost uproariously when 
I read it. And yet it is no laughing matter. “ A 
religion for all without distinction of race.” Why, 
the history of Poland, still bleeding and prostrate 
between two of the greatest Christian powers on 
earth, must be well-known to the writer of that 
article. I  am told that quite recently in German 
Poland some children were flogged for saying their 
prayers in Polish. And only a fortnight before the 
appearance of this “ world-call ” effusion the same 
paper contained an account of the substitution by 
the government, in the face of bitter protests from 
Poland, of German names for Polish place-names in 
Adelnau. A “ world-religion ” that has only suc
ceeded in winning a fraction of the earth’s inhabitants. 
And of that fraction the different sections of ad
herents are at one another’s throats, and the nations 
where this “ religion for all ” has had undisputed 
sway for centuries are in a constant state of nervous 
readiness either to attack or to ward off their Chris
tian brethren. The “ moral advancement of the 
human race ”— the European portion of it, at any 
rate— is indicated by two other items in the very 
issue that offers us this pap about the “ world- 
religion.” We are told that the French government 
is spending 450 million francs on ironclads, and that 
Secretary Grey had just made a speech in the House 
of Commons, expressing the hope that the “ extreme 
European tension ” of tho last few months would 
rapidly disappear.

The Evangelical School Congress held a meeting 
in Elberfeld on June 2. A telegram sent by the 
President to tho Kaiser contained the usual expres
sions of loyalty— not for tho world would I say 
“ grovel ”— and also the following :—

“  Notwithstanding tho many disintegrating tendencies 
confronting us in these times, we hold fast to the 
Christian faith of tho Biblo, handed down to us by our 
fathers, deeply convinced as wo aro that, in maintaining 
and furthering evangelical toacliing for tho young, wo 
are rendering the greatest Service to the State and the 
Fatherland.”

This is quite breezy to those of us who are constantly 
hearing that when criticism has done its worst 
nothing essential has really been touched. The 
declaration of faith by the President of tho Congress 
is at least honest, and we can easily imagine his view 
of tho apologist who throws overboard from the 
vessel once described as “ tho good ship, Orthodoxy," 
but now reported at Lloyd’s “ condemned, unsoa 
worthy,” every scrap of cargo except the collection- 
plate, and yet proclaims as loudly as ever that 
everything fundamentally Christian is still safe in 
the hold. We may well ask : Are any or all of tho 
following essential— tho Creation, tho Fall, tho Virgin 
Birth, the Performance of Miracles, tho Resurrec
tion? For hero, even more than in England (if that 
is possible), Christians, or professing Christians, with 
any pretensions to scholarship at all, havo for decados 
been so diluting every doctrino, so reconciling, and 
“ re-stating essential positions,” that most of tho 
rank and file aro now in a state of uttor be
wilderment as to what tho “ essential positions’

are. A nice candidate, indeed, for world honor8’ 
this religion.

Tho Westphalian Evangelical Union held ii® 
twenty-second annual meeting in the quiet little 
town of Schwerte on June 7 and 8. Effusively 
loyal telegrams to the Kaiser, of course. God 
King have always gone well together in douW0 
harness. But the points of special interest to us

ofthose show ing that, dreadfu l to relate, M odernis10 lS 
m aking its  w ay in to  beautifu l R hine-land . One '
the principal speakers, H err Z oellner, said that, 1 
view  o f an ever-grow in g  heathenism , Protestan^ 
and C atholics should try  “ m ore and m ore^toj) 
togeth er in a sp irit o f  b roth erly  h arm ony." ' 
they  ? N ot m uch. S till, the very  proposal she
that they are “ feeling it,” and if we can drive - ^all the
hosts of superstition into one camp, won’t there ^  
a noble struggle for supremacy 1 Who would g 
rather enter the lists with a decent oppon01* .’ 0 
“ blood and iron ’’ man, than with a New Theology 
or a reverent Agnostic ? Another straw showing  ̂
direction of the current— on the evening of 8 
Rev. L. Segemeier brought the proceedings 
close with a “ powerful ” address on “ The PrGb Dt- 
of the Union in the face of present-day IndiU01 
ism and Materialism.” I wonder if the reV,®ilen]S 
gentleman learned at school that some pr0 
must bo given up as unsolvable.

In Dortmund a real good old heresy-hunt, w°^g0lJ 
of Scotch Presbyterianism’s palmiest days, has .g 
going on for some time. The principal “ cafLi8ir 
that of Rev. Traub, who is charged by the ^  
gelical (i.e., Protestant) Church Council with Pr̂  j0 
ing doctrines contrary to the orthodox faith, a ^0o, 
particular, with denying the physical resurre of 
the divinity of Christ, and the perf°rrnî v0{;ed 
miracles. The Dortmund Anzeiger recently 
two columns to a review of the case. “ 1 . ^ 0tir 
concerns us,” says our contemporary, “ nor jj0gs 
intention, to meddle with tho theological wra ¡inf 
of this or that church. It is, however, open ^  ¡p 
ono to state facts, and it is a fact that 
miracles was inconsistent with tho scientij10 
ledge of even a hundred years ago, and sin  ̂
this view has become more and more Pr°ya i„B,” b 
has found its way even into theological cirC , ’ ¡iny 
concludes by declaring that there is scar‘d j8 co°'uuuomuoo uy uoum uu^ ujuoju uudiu - , jg
room  for  dou bt “ th at th e  P rotesta n t Chore 
fron ted  by a grave cr is is .”  Is  th is fu rth 0!' 0 jji? coH' 
o f  the p re-em inent fitness o f C hristianity  to 
sidered a “  w orld -re lig ion  ” ? ,. e ¿uV

I t ’s a far-aw ay cry  from  D eu tsch land  S n t r 
podes, but a batch  o f papers th at has jus  ̂
me con ta in s a few  item s th at m ust have ^ er- -  - - -  . .. . . . i t  -  yJ1* a■pAnd first of all anent tho arrival of the new 
Consul-Gonora,!. All tho churches have sb° 'vDreV  
a leverish anxiety to extend a welcome to the 9. 
sentative of Flowery Land. At ono function » ¡„j
byterian man of God had a Jot to say about 1 
in general and Christianity in particular . jgti®' 
sponding, the “ heathen Chinee ” was characw> t.
ally modest and neatly sarcastic. “ He was n ¿¡¡e 
sonally a profossor of religion, and conseq«en 
not able to say much about i t ; but ho was
to think that all tho religions— Christianity» m
dhism, Confucianism, etc.— sought ge? erL V f  
same ends.” This bunching of Christian1 ' ^
Buddhism and Confucianism, and even n  y ’ KiJUUUUlUUl UlUU <JUUlUt/KVUiaUJ) . 1 .  y V‘'
can t a th in g  as an “  o tc .,”  has ron sod Cr°si

paP; 7 s. The 5 ,  5
nfucius, and rep.n]a

ire of some of tho local
tries hard to belittle Confuciu», »**“  ~ {;0\e -  ■>>-,
a rocont numbor of tho Outlook an ar ppi
criticising tho standard of morality lD. 
article says that tho shadow of ConfuC ^  
the intellects of hundreds of mill100' tie8s tb 
The statement, in an absolute lie. P °l1 flt VS aj1,rw
J . 1 IVJ I1UUIVU U 1ULIU A O «till (IIUOUIUUU  ̂ „rt JiU J-
that their views on Chinese m orality j. f l ‘l \e 
with thoso of Dr. Gilbort Roid, Sir *s,j,
numerous compotont critics and 0t111 ,„j| SflCv,flpotent critics anu “" “ “ '^¡1 
small matter to the writers who r°
seen mach ' nr hords. But no ov~j,o ̂
J»>ed long in0tfhnfc Chi°ose, and of thoseh °  thmr country, wants to go t° a°
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Professors or learned doctors for an opinion. Only 
o other day Sir Robert Hart, for many years Con

troller of Chinese Customs, said that the Chinaman 
8 a lover of peace, and that China, when thoroughly 
Wake to its full power, will turn to the European 

jrtions and say : “ Gentlemen, there must be no 
pro fighting.” The average Chinaman is indus- 

ari°ns> honest, and truthful— more so than the aver- 
'§o European or Australian. Some years ago the 

aa of a very large Australian firm declared that a 
th e^y  business experience had convinced him that 
am n°?^ honest men in the community were Jews 
be ^rnamen. But then the tottering creed must 
t a p p e d  up, and it doesn’t make any difference to 
mali 6 êD^ers fa^h whether this is done by
tio^fm g the great dead or by blasphemy prosecu-

.^hapman-Alexander Mission is now in full 
soul  ̂m ^ e^hourne. Dr. Chapman and his assistant 
find SaV6rs kave expressed very agreeable surprise to 
a dop° iriany leading citizens and business men taking 
reviv*Vm êres  ̂ *n work- There is no need for the 
d0e a 18̂ 8’ surprise. The “ deep interest ” will yield 
sQrt » ( a .169*' an°fiher kind. In supporting this 
sura ®hing the wealthy classes i8nra ' “ *■ub me weaicny classes are paying the 
the pCo Premium, and that is one of the reasons why 
0hlistrt f hOnghfc m0Yement has never been able to 
And v t 8̂ mPa,lihy of men with stout bank-balances, 
at alf 7~and yet we are forcing the enemy to retreat 

PQlnts, and oven Fatman cannot save him.
A. D. McLaren.

The Narratives in Genesis.—VII.

The Antediluvian Patriarchs. 
{Continued from p. 454.)

^ fonoloG8̂  ^ wrifier, who is great in numbers and 
jpg notvy’ nexk tukes up the narrative, and, know- 
[iheal drv1Dg Dain and his posterity, traces the 
^Oah. 0B(iendan 8̂ of Adam through Seth down to 
Sfeafc as CCOrdi°S writer, men lived to a very
x fore'th 80mething short of a thousand years 
j W ,  Deluge. These long-lived ancestors of 
,)s0 yearn o age8, are given as follows : Adam 

JarnYiui’k fi!2, Enosh 905, Kenan 910, Mahalalel 
meeh 77?a J62. Enoch 8G5, Methuselah 9G9, and La
mars betw writer also records the number of
Slr°ple mnuHj*10 Creation and the Flood by a very 
?§e at thr, i • ‘ Adam, he says, was 180 years of
H  o i ^ r i h  of Seth; Seth

h

was 
was 105i qj L- - -  -.'j.u , .joui. vYita jyju years at the

of >,;„80D Dnosh ; Enosh was 90 years at the
16 kegat M1SuS<în '̂•enan ! Kenan was 70 years when 
tPred • .T a ulalel ; Mahalalel was 65 when he begatÏ1 Jar0T " ,iUB1 ’ mahalalel was 65 when he begat 
b Was p^as at the birth of his son Enoch 
i !H  Us. at tho birth of Methuselah ; Methu

°och

wlf at the  ̂ hirth of Lamech ; Lameeh was 
he Pnf r Noah, and Noah was G00 years old

tbBy.a^ i S eiled t h .e  A rk-
tbf ^h»e bet-»- 686 d6ures together we get 1,G56 years, 
Se»iWay the D'ui tke Creation and the Deluge. In 
^¡fiagiQt, tllelble contains its own chronology. The

M

a6ath hls 
,ih 6

W  early Ch° V?r8*on used by the Gospels writers 
Af»k6r hv " stiane, makes this period GOO years 
V t k alel. anHrn entinS Adam, Seth, Enosh, Kenan, 
n h of k; Enoch as each 100 years older at the

80n— though without altering the age at 

of1*88}1) is s ta t^ ^  one °t  the above-named patriarchsof *s stains : u 01 one above-n
y. 8e5 years4-0 have livod to tho 

fi^eu’ 18 no res, because “ the Lord ” who, as we
?6acb ?*th  him , r Porsons, had taken him  up to 
*8 th ed aen 86  ̂ and Dm angels w hen he had 

"  ®Uoch rf8Corded- This translated  patriarch  
. ave*1. a hooi- 1 Ppephet,”  w ho is said to  have 

O yster ' d° 80rihing and explaining varioustlv  ̂ iUy8tn>'* W,UB ctuii UApimuiu^ viiiiiuuo
?hararJe art 0f n'e8‘ ^  *8 true that in this Enoch’s
' u,Grs haG xPres8ing words by means of written 

ere fietail'104 even been thought o f : but that
tap „'’ Ork was ", 1C 18 sufficient to say that this 

Centurv hnGfrtainly known to the world about 
0 °re the Christian ora, its authon-

beon thought o f ; but that 
sufficient to say that this

ticity being fully vouched for, later on, by the 
apostle Jude, who, quoting from it, says (Jude 
14, 15) :—

“  And of these also Enoch, the seventh from  Adam, 
prophesied, saying, ‘ Behold the Lord shall come with 
ten thousand of his holy ones to execute judgment upon 
all,’ ”  etc.

The genuineness of the book is further guaranteed 
by another apostle, Peter, who took his information 
respecting certain fallen angels from it (2 Peter ii. 4). 
Furthermore, many of the early Christian “ Fathers,” 
whose writings are cited in support of the authen
ticity of the Gospels, believed this patriarch to be 
the author of the “ Book of Enoch ” in circulation in 
their time. Tertullian, for instance, after stating 
that “ the scripture of Enoch was published before 
the Deluge,” says that the book was preserved by 
Noah in the Ark, and so was handed down to his 
days.

We now come to an episode, from the pen of the 
Yahvist writer, somewhat similar to certain events 
in the mythical history of the Pagan gods and god
desses.

Gen. vi. 1-2.— “  And it came to pass, when men began 
to multiply on the face of the ground, and daughters 
were born unto them, that the sons o f  God saw the 
daughters o f  men that they were fa ir ; and they took 
them wives of all that they chose.”

In one of the oldest Greek codices— the Alexandrian 
MS.— the reading is “ the angels of God saw the 
daughters of men,” etc. Josephus, also, had this 
reading in his copy of the Old Testament. There 
can thus be no doubt as to the meaning of the 
passage. Yet, though this is perfectly plain, Chris
tian commentators and others find it expedient to 
pervert the words italicised. They say that the 
expression “ sons of God ” refers to men descended 
from Seth, and that “ daughters of men ” refer to 
women of the posterity of Cain. It would be use
less to point out to these perverters that nothing is 
said in the passage about Cain ; that it was “ when
men began to multiply....... and daughters wore born
unto them ” that angels came and took some of the 
latter for wives; or, that all the women in the world 
then, as now, were “ daughters of men.” The writer 
was, of course, speaking of all the inhabitants of the 
earth at the period referred to—which the Christian 
perverters knew perfectly well.

Christians who ridicule the stories of Pagan gods 
being enamored of women, and of demi-gods like 
Hercules being born from intercourse with them, 
may perhaps be surprised to find that the inspired 
writer of this portion of Genesis had precisely tho 
same ideas— and believed them. The Yahvist writer 
goes on to say of the progeny resulting from these 
unions that “ the same were the mighty men which 
were of old, the men of renown.”

This question of angels is settled by the Almighty 
himself, who asks his much persecuted servant Job 
(xxxviii. 4-7):—

“  Whore wast thou when I laid thoifoundations of the
earth....... when the morning stars sang together, and all
the sons oj God shouted for joy ?”

From this rather unfair question to the patient Job, 
wo learn that long before any of the descendants of 
Seth came into the world there were in existence 
“ sons of God ”— that is to say, angels— who watched 
“ the Lord” performing all his wonderful works, and 
“ shouted for joy ” as each new creation appeared, 
just as if they were witnessing some sleight-of-hand 
tricks or a grand display of fireworks. Moreover, 
this story of the union of women and angels is 
referred to by Paul in the following passage

1 Cor. xi. 7-10.— “ For a man indeed ought not to have 
the head veiled, ho being the image and glory of God ; 
but tho woman is the glory of the man. For tho man is 
not of tho woman, but tho woman of tho man ; for 
neither was the man created for tho woman, but tho 
woman for tho man. For this cause ought the woman 
to have authority on her head because o f  the angels.’ ’

The great Tertullian (A.D. 200), referring to the same 
story, says of the angels :—

“ For they, withal, who instituted female ornaments 
aro assigned, under condemnation, to the penalty of
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death—those angels, to wit, who rushed from heaven 
on the daughters of men ; so that this ignominy also 
attaches to women ”  (On Female Dress, ii. 2).

“ But even the head which is bound to have the veil,
I mean woman’s....... She has the burden of her own
inferiority to bear. If she ought not to appear with her 
head uncovered on account o f  the angels, much more 
with a crown on it will she offend those who perhaps 
are then wearing crowns above ” (De Corona, 14). See 
Eev. iv. 4.

The fictitious story in Genesis of the amorous angels, 
and the equally fictitious story of Eve having brought 
the penalty of sin upon all mankind, are mainly 
responsible for the contempt and inferiority with 
which the early Christian teachers, Paul included, 
regarded the gentler sex.

Returning to the narrative in Genesis, the god 
Yahveh, having perceived the doings of the angels, 
decreed that the days of mankind in the future should 
he limited to “ an hundred and twenty years.” The 
Yahvist writer further says that that deity having 
seen “ that the wickedness of man was great in the 
earth,” decided to destroy “ both man, and beast, and 
creeping thing, and fowl o f . the air” —  “ for it 
repenteth me that I have made them.” The re
mainder of this chapter (vi.) and the whole of the 
next two chapters are taken up with preparations for 
the Flood and the details of that mythical event. 
Both the Priestly writer and the Yahvist have each 
given an account of the Deluge, which accounts have 
been pieced together by a later hand, the result being 
that we have two almost complete narratives of that 
wonderful event. If these accounts be marked in 
the margin with different colored pencils (or ink) 
they can easily be read separately— the deity in one 
case being Elohim (“ God ”) and in the other Yahveh 
(“ the Lord ”). It may here bo noted that the name 
“ God ” in Gen. vi. 5 should be “ the Lord.” These 
two narratives have been disengaged, and may be 
distinguished as follows :—

P biestly . Y ah vist .
Chap, vi., verses 9 to 22. Chap, vi., verses 5 to 8.
Chap, vii., verses 6 ; 11; 13 to Chap. vii., verses 1 to 5 ; 7 to 

15; 16 (omitting last G words); 10; 12; 16 (last C words) ; 17
17 (first 7 words, omitting (last 17 words) ; 22 and 23.
“ forty days ” ); 18 to 21; 24.

Chap. viii., verses 1; 2 (first 13 Chap, viii., verses 2 (last 7 
words); 3 (last 14 words) ; 4 words) ; 3 (first 9 words) ; 6 
and 5 ; 13 (omitting last 19 to 12 ; 13 (last 19 words) ; 20 
words); 14 to 19. to 22.

Of these two accounts that by the Priestly writer is 
the more complete ; from the Yahvist narrative has

his youth; neither will I again smite any more every 
thing living, as I have done.” Before the Flo«“ 
“ the Lord ” repented that he had made man ; noWj 
having destroyed all save one family, he resolved 
never to punish mankind in this way again, for, after 
all, man could not help his evil tendencies. It see®0 
unfortunate he did not think of this before.

The two Bible stories of the Flood appear to be 
Hebrew versions, very much altered, of a more ancieD 
Babylonian legend. The latter story, as recorded 0° 
the cuneiform tablets, is supposed to be told by 
Chaldean Noah, whose name is uncertain.

“ In the city of Surippak,” the narrator says, “ t*1. 
gods were not honored : I alone was the servant 0 
the great gods.” The latter having decreed tb 
destruction of the world by a flood, the god Eft 0 
Hea commanded him to build a ship GOO cubits loOb> 
60 cubits broad, and 60 cubits high, with a r°° 
above; also, to take into this ship his family, slave ’ 
and young men, his goods and furniture, some cat 
and beasts of the field, and wine and food sufflcie g 
for all. This command was obeyed. The ship w 
built, fissures and leaks were stopped, bitumen w 
poured over the whole, inside and out. Then, w» 
all were in the ship and the door fastened, Ea oa116̂  
it to rain heavily— “ the deluge of the ril'D 
reached unto heaven, the darkened earth was turn, 
to waste,” and all life was destroyed. “ Six days â  

nights, the wind, flood, and storm sweptsix
the

earth; on the seventh day the rain subsided. 
sea then commenced to dry, and the wind find ^
ended....... To the country of Nizir floated theover it
the mount Nizir stopped the ship; to pass u"'̂ eDi 
was not able." On the seventh day a dove walr0X(i, 
ou t; it found no resting place, and came back, 
a swallow was sent forth ; it found no resting P |.e 
and came back. Lastly, a raven was sent oat, .̂er,
of the floating carrion, and did not return. 
all the inhabitants of the ship came forb 
animals scattered to the four winds, and the C*1®, ¡̂¡e 
Noah built an altar and offered a sacrifice. ^ g 
gods scented the odor; the gods smelled the t)

like flies over the altar hovered the god.a‘„ forsavor:
thorityHere we have the Priestly writer’s a u m "* * '^  

Noah building an ark of certain dimensions,11 „¿id 
that of the Yahvist for Noah sending out a ° god 

, for Noah offering sacrifice, and torraven 
Yahveh or Yah 
savor.

(E-ah Y-ah) “ smelling the
ABKACAP tfißA’

been eliminated the command to build an ark, and 
the account of Noah and the animals coming out of 
the ark. Still, as the combined account stands, the 
repetitions are remarkable, as will be 89en by the 
following:—

People wicked; to be dos- Pbikstlt. Yahvist.
troyed................................. Gen. vi. 12, 13, 17 Gen. vi. 5-7

Noah commanded to build
an ark.................. - ........... > » vi. 14-1G (omitted)

Noah A- family to go into ark » » vi. 18 Gen. vii. 1
Animals to be taken into ark 1 f vi. 19-20 M vii. 2 3
Noah did as deity commanded »» vi. 22 tl vii. 5
Noah and family go into ark >» vii. 13 11 vii. 7
Animals go into ark.............. 1 » vii. 14-16 * * vii. 8-9
Commencement of Flood ... »1 vii. 11, 17 1 • vii. 10, 12
Waters increase greatly...... * 1 vfi. 18-20, 24 » • vii. 17
Death of every livingcreaturo » » vii. 21 11 vii. 22-23
Abatement of the waters ... I > Vlii . 1 , 5 » » viii. 2-3
The earth dry again .......... • * vfu 13-14 1» viii. 12-13
Noah and animals come out

of ark................................. »1 viii 19-20 (omitted)
Deity's promise to Noah..... » » ix. 11, 15 Gen. viii. 21
In addition to tho foregoing tho Yahvist writer
relates the story of a raven and a dove sent out of 
the ark, and an account of Noah building an altar 
and offering in sacrifice some “ of every clean beast 
and of ovory clean fowl.” In order to be able to do 
the latter ho represented Yahveh as commanding 
Noah to take in seven pairs of this class of animals 
— a command unknown to the Priestly writer. It 
was on tho occasion of this wholesale sacrifice of 
victims that the god Yahveh “ smollod tho swoot 
savor” of tho burnt offerings, and “ said in his hoart, 
I will not again curse tho ground any moro for man’s 
sake, for the imagination of man’s hoart is ovil from

(To be continued)

HYMN TO TRUTH.
O mighty Truth ! whoso martyrs smile in 8^f0i 

Like children that in dreams swoot fac°9 
Knowing how Time at last shall surely reap ^ 

Their loving labor’s fruits and sot Man r

O noble Truth I that castetli not a stouo ^ catb<
Even at vile falsehood broatliing forth >

But to thy dying dovotoo hath flown ¿icath- 
To draw tho poison from the wound ot

Beautiful Truth ! that hov’ring o ’er a world 
Deluged in Horrow, droppeth lik© h* t*oV ’

And, stirring the doad waves with wing3 jj0Ve. 
Drowns Faith’s blood-altars in a sea o 1rJJ00t

Striko off man’s fettors ; bow his stubbori^^ _ 
Cramped with tho shackles rivottod so 

And lift, O lift his darkouod eyes to tbee’ „
That ho may seo tho living light at ^

So live thino hour; nor count i
To go to dwell with gods aboVt —
Or—if thero bo no gods that c0.

To leave a world of Chauco an

Thy lifo-voyago ondod, disombarL 
And either wako to happ'°r 
Or, freed for over from tho s fftfF'

Bo thankful for tho restful d a r r
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Religions under Freethought Government.

A question that is at present agitating the breasts of the 
®lergy, and a large number of other people who derive 

material ” benefits from “  spiritual ” systems is. What will 
attitude of a freethinking government be to our systems ? 

jv'll religion be tolerated under such a regime ? I confess 
“ 'at. to mo, such questions appear to be exceedingly natural. 
¿ Ue clergy know that the history of religious systems has 
been> and is, a record of intolerance. That intolerance has 
assumed many different forms, and has been exhibited in 
^aoy different methods. The thumbscrew, tho rack, and 
. 16̂ stake have been supplanted by more subtle and ingenious 
‘“struments of torture. It is not now so 
n(*etics that the “  faithful ”  '■

much tho bodies of 
seek to lacerate, as their minds

Per *ee' ‘.n§a- As the result of our modern system of religious 
- - t i ° n  lunatic asylums are better filled. There are 

relic' ms o£ mental diseases, and what is popularly called 
Posefl°US tnan‘ a *s much more common than is generally sup- 
hyat • ^^norant people with koen sensibilities, such as 
victi<JriCâ  ° r strung servant-girls, aro frequently the
■'vlio US ‘ mPressive addresses of Evangelical orators,
''vord n°^ a^ays employ, not merely tho most sensational 
audi ;Painti°g. hut who themselves, in presence of their 
WfwUcet Bometimes actually fall into states of collapse, and 

Ttp ^ d  howl incoherently.
to, ‘9 another reason for the question I have referred 
beiQo bou"h the doctrine of non-retaliation is advertised as 
Sarded3, tbo Christian creed, it is not, in reality, re-
pe0pl ,aa having any practical importance. Orthodox 
WerQ lit 6 , 119 that hfe would be impossible if these rules 
‘tobuji er. ^ obeyed. So long as we profess a wish to be 
“ ature -Wlib “  spirit ”  of them, it is enough ; but human 
“ ecessaIS bumau nature, and accordingly retaliation is 
that t,1?  *nd ‘ nevitable thing. I tako leave to say here 
“ aturaliV ■ the introduction and imposition of super- 
beantifQj l*i 'deaa human nature would have been more 
attioticr ‘ ‘ ‘an it is, and there would have been to-day, 
c°nsider*tC'°P'0 Senerahy> a higher standard of mutual 
k^Pfuln i °U and a more general practice of mutual aid and 
he is itT '  no ono cau de“ y that the Christian, when 
hke eccl JU.rtd! *a the first to retaliate. Thero aro no rows 
IaW a Z S“ CaLr° W8' And of course the Christian natu- 
v6Ption i1?*®8 °ther people by his own ell-wand. His con- 
hack, human nature is, that if a man is hit ho wili hit 

Ifiig 1,
aH<l sho\-a i ^0es down to the very basis of Christianity, 
Cth‘stianit - W se£fiah and self-centred it makes people. 
Neatest p  ̂ *®ahy a self-considering individualism. The 
o£ £he Pei r?®thinkers have always recognised tho groat mass 

h de<D)‘ °^aS a humau organism, tho various members of
, '  into. . nP°n each other, with common needs, desires, 
dienu“ 1 erests. Thfiv l-----  *1 —  v.t ........ - ....................i
aud 

'̂yuity

of hand, tho outstanding thing in tho promulga-
8 your n ^ - i t y  ia individual salvation and wellbeing.

They have taught that »” {(.“  unselfish
S j f i  o X ^ F l n d i l i d r ^ e m h e r s  of tho organism to 'whole body 

°h the ,
«on — -  nui|uu" s

C e y°U\ 0Wn Precioua skm aud lut ° Vi rth('h'supporters ask if t i.6'. No wonder that tho clergy and Freethought.
Ckri8tia°\ WiU bo tolerated under a syat.®“  and envious 
of 0„.t nity has made men suspicious, ]ea ’ iu tlicjr 
‘hind an°ther; and with this view of bum tho manner
in otthodox people aro apprehensive becomes

fc'toeywill be treated when FreethougbC ̂  ̂  ^
thoR(, , They suppose that tlioy will 8®“ . by being
,  bavc suffered in material reBpoota, w‘ J
to Je6t\ve butta ®t Christian contumely and scorn, w .............set their ~wn

ur° Freethir i,““'* "“'tX «uem lu »cl ... v.u. ..6„. 
UlIl0nts of t * 8 wiclding upon tho “  faithful ”  tho 
1 bori;„« orturo which havo boon used to rack

of if  ‘ueir own v. ullSHan contumely ana scorn, win wane 
V6l.„ . fQturo p  , back i and they seem to see iu tho dim light
-.  ̂rGethmL-«*.« _:.ijj_____ n ««UUInl »» xV.«

the 
^tiani 
i 19 Peril

% ^  r at penni^ l  i0 say tn;

1‘ ther iv —“ iei
Cb t is t ;e. b°dies n,  «  -------- — -  ------------------------------If ¡” ail‘ty. r lb0 niinds of tlioso who havo repudiated

1 is 
test

°P‘aion °ther than ° WU .08aentia"l principles if they used any 
bni.-,. 8. Tu suasion to induce pooplo to alter their

PennU°L Qiuch to that
care

Freethinkers do not 
but they would

XilQ Vŷ ¿1 —w“  VU lUUUbU vo «“ «**
Chu,. ?* and Sr, • , oda employed by tho Churches havo boon 
^ ° lou„^s ’9 to cat l powe^• The great object of all the 
tufes  ̂ Uly satnraf 'iP00 *̂0 " ’hen they aro very young and 
abdahC6 taught i°  them with orthodoxy. Tho littlo crea- 
h?“ t dia£*dot'e'd nr ° ahkor Freethinkers as bad, daugorous, 
^'lat >,t0t0t to hell°i ° Wbo aro °tton struck down dead and 
F '^ i t h s t a n d i "  aP°Ploxy> hoart disoaso, or lightning.

am f-n ^ e8° grim ovidences of Divine dis-
ailied 8tdl ieotliinlcnra Biirvivinrr in nnr midst

f ** tbo of)? at tho surviv01 
* aehnonî0r Jhem Î era’ and that thoro

etfortfl ’̂ „ °  which Christians should direct their 
^roadf \ providouco

u warnings and awful examples in lifo

survivors aro not quito so 
is a hope of con-

for the use of his Church, so that we may know what to 
avoid. Possibly, also, life would be rather tame for some 
Christians if they had no Freethinkers to pitch into. If we 
inquire why Christians are occasionally victims of apoplexy, 
heart disease, or lightning, we are told that that does not 
matter in the least, because Christians are only sojourners 
and pilgrims here— that this is not their home. Heaven is 
their home. The seriousness of a sudden call for the heretic, 
without even the chance of a death-bed repentance, is that 
there is no “  home ”  for him. His destination is the warmest 
corner of a very hot shop. Wherefore we sit silent and 
admire the unerring wisdom, the wonderful impartiality, and 
tbe discriminating genius of God.

But when the majority are Freethinkers we shall find 
more respect paid to science and to scientific truth. 
Strenuous efforts will be made to minimise the extent and 
power of bodily and mental disease, and to prolong human 
life— not only for the benefit of Freethinkers, but for the 
benefit of all. The feeling of individual responsibility will 
be increased, because men will not shove all their difficulties 
on to any unknown being. The sense of brotherhood will 
be more intense, because increase of knowledge means 
increase of sympathy. The mason will be an architect; 
and men and women will join hands in striving to make 
general the highest human happiness by banishing fear, 
iguorance, and superstition from human thought.

S imple Sandy.

Free Thoughts.

B y L emuel K. W ashburn.
When God had made up his mind to write a book, what a 

pity that he had not written something worth reading, some
thing indispensable to humanity, something great and glorious 
and vast in its divine utterance, something that would 
compel higher thoughts in man and higher experiences in 
human life, instead of the volume of falsehood, obscenity, 
superstition and puerility that his priests have passed off 
upon a stupid world as the word of life !

Perhaps our Hebrew friends have mado a mistako in sup
posing that they are the choson peoplo of the Lord God. 
1s it not more likely that the Lord God is their chosen 
Deity ?

Lots of persons would not value wisdom unless they got 
it in a prize-package.

About all tbo Puritanism left in New England is Puritan 
hypocrisy.

Why does not the Christian Church convince the world 
that what it preaches is true? That is what wo want to 
know. If we had the proof of a certain statement we could 
back up that statement against all the doubt and denial in 
tho world. If wo had what we say we have all we would 
havo to do would be to produce it. Christianity has had 
two thousand years in which to convince tho world that it 
tells the truth. The history of all those years shows that it 
has lied, and is still lying.

Rovivals may come, and revivals may go, but lying goes on 
for over.

If God is really in earnest, as ministers say he is, in want
ing men and women to be saved, why does ho not make them 
strong enough to savo themselves, or else destroy the temp
tations through which they aro lost ?

God answers prayor without any noise, and without any
thing else.

People who haven’t any religion don’t want any.
The Bible was written by dead men, and is mostly read by 

them.
Ministers havo succeeded in filling the theatres and empty

ing tho churches.
It is what you do to men, not what you think or believo of 

God, that makes you good or bad.
No sane person has been caught following Jesus.
Knowledge may net save a man’s soul, but it helps him a 

lot in going through life.
The truth that is outside of tbe Bible is worth more to 

mankind than the truth that is inside of this book.
It is easior for Romanism to convert a woman of money 

than it is to convert a man of brains.
Tho silliest mess of rot that is poddlod by religions fanatics 

to-day is tbo stuff about what Jesus has dono for mon and 
women. These preaching idiots cannot prove that thero 
over was a Jesus.

After reading tho Bible, read the Age o j Reason, by 
Thomas Paine, to tako tho taste out of your mouth.

Tho person who believes iu Jesus cannot believe in any 
thing sensible or modern.— Truthseeker (New York).
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SU N DAY LECTURE NOTICES, 6to.

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

LONDON.
Outdoor.

B ethnal Green B ranch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 
Fountain) : 3.15 and 6.15, C. Cohen, Lectures.

Camberwell Branch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park) : 3.15 and 6, 
Lectures.

K in g s l a n d  Branch N. S. S. (Ridley-road) . 11.30, W. J. 
Ramsey, “  The Christian Faith.”

North L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill, Hampstead): 
3.30, A. Allison, a Lecture.

W est L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Marble Arch, Hyde Park): 
H. B. Samuels, 11.30, “ The Women of the Bible” ; 6 30, 
“  Would Woman Suffrage Strengthen the Domination of Priests 
and Parsons ?”

W est Ham B ranch N. S. S. (Outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford); 7, W. J. Ramsey, “ God is Love.”

W ood Green B ranch N. S. S. (Spouters’ Corner) : 11.30, Mr. 
Rowney, “ The Christ Legend.”

W oolwich Branch N. S. S. (Beresford-square) : 11.30, a
Lecture.

COUNTRY.
L iverpool Branch N. S. S. (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square): 

7- H. Percy Ward, “  Holy Hooligans.’ ’

Outdoor.
B ristol B ranch N. S. S. Dtirdham Downs): 7.30, B. G. Brown, 

“  The Church and Education.”
E dinburgh Secular Society : Leith Links, 2.30, a Lecture ; 

Musselburgh, 6.20, a Lecture.
Nelson Branch N. S. S. : A week’ s mission, commencing 

July 25. H. S. Wishart, missioner.

TRU E M ORALITY:
Or, The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism,

IB, I BELIEVE,

THE BEST BOOK
ON THIS BUBJE0T.

Mu per flue Large-paper Edition, 176 pages, with Portrait and Auto
graph, bound in cloth, gilt-lettered, post free Is. a copy.

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

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

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

Holmes's pamphlet.......is an almost unexceptional statement
of the Neo-Malthusianism theory and praotioe.......and through
out appeals to moral feeling.......The special value of Mr.
Holmes's service to the Neo-Malthusian canoe and to human 
well-being generally is just his combination in his pamphlet 
of a plain statement of tho physical and moral need for family 
limitation, with a plain account of the means by which it can be 
secured, and an offer to all oonoerncd of the requisites at the 
lowest possible prices."

The Counoil of the Malthusian League, Dr. Drysdalo, 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.

Natural Religion
OR

THE SECRET OF ALL THE CREEDS.
BY

F. J. B.

Being an abbreviated rendering in English of the great work of 
Dupuis, L’ Originc de tnue les Cultcs, first published in 1791, from 
which Robert Taylor, Logan Mitchell, and other astro-mythical 
exponents of Christianity have so largely drawn. This little hook 
thoroughly explains tho astronomical origin of Christianity, in a 
manner which overyone may cBsily understand. It will be of 
tho deepest interest to Freethinkers and an astonishing eye- 
opener to orthodox Christians. Its valuo is enhanced by the 
inclusion of throo important plates from Dupuis, reproduced (with 

difficulty) on India paper, which will not break with folding.

Bound in Cloth. Price Two Shillings.
I’ostago Twopence Extra.

D O E S  T E A
C 1 V E  Y O U

IF SO, it is because ordinary tea contain» 
gallo-tannic acid, the iluid that leather is 
tanned with.

It hardens the coats o f the stomach, re
tarding flow of gastric juices, thus causing 
indigestion, bad complexion, and weak 
nerves. One natural tea only is free  from  
th is  C rude T a n n in , because it consists 
solely of the tips of selected leaves freed from 
the stalks which contain this injurious 
juice. It is called
“ Typhoo-Tipps”
and 1,000  d o c to r s  n o w  recom m en d  it as
the only digestive tea. It is pure Ceylon- 
hence exquisite flavour, and absolutely un
medicated. The absence o f stalks enables it 
to yield 50 more large cups per pound than 
ordinary tea, hence economy.

A  LA R G E  S A M P L E  P A C K E T  is sent 
F R E E , with nearest agent’s name, to every
one who writes forit,enclosing2d.for postage 

T H E  T Y P H O O  T E A  CO., L td ., ,\£s 25 , C a stle  S tree t . B irm in gh am .

BUSINESS CARDS.
Short advertisements are inserted under this heading at the rate

;eiitu u u iu  u u iu iu io c u iu iiu o  oilv; u io v i  uuu itiiuuj. v ino — . -yyigli*
of 2s. per half inch and 3s. fid. per inch. No adverts oJje 
under this heading can he less than 2s. or extend beyoiheading_____________________  ___

inch. Special terms for several continuous insertions-

JUST OUT, The Terror in Ilussia, by Prince Kropo^1. 
pp., 4d. A boautiful portrait of Incorsoli

------ ................................— -» t u  — u  Q j  An -,.. O ra l'0",grandchildren on Postcard, l jd . oacli, 8d. doz. 
on the Labor Question, Ingersoll, l.Jd. Design Argu ^  
Fallacies, l id .  The Worthlessness o f  Christian1 H’ Cl 
a Japanese, 8d. All post free.— N. L evy, 12 Hill‘B<l 
Edinburgh.

CITY GENTLEMAN (Freethinker) reçoives fe'v
guests in his private houso. Bath, piano, £>ar^e*j’0u, 
dinner. Moderate. Three minutes Willesden -lunC 
5 Caple-road, Harlcsdon.

late

‘ Wo have received from the Pioneer Press a copy cof
fi-

b&'i i , , .  :r ±*ress a copy «- „.„„Mt-*-
able book, entitled Ralph Criclilcwood, by Stephen Fitz-b r ,y. 
it  gives a very vivid account of tho mental evolution of » ‘¡.¿„.i 
man, who is convinced by study that many of his former re & 0 
beliefs are not founded on fact. Wo think we are betrap ” ,r. 
secret in saying this is the actual experience of tbe, ®,;ef ot 
Persons of all shades of religious belief, and no religious b , ¡¡¡e 
all, may derive much intellectual benefit from a perusal 
book.” —John Bull.

Ralph Cricklewood,
A Twentieth Century Critical and Rati»"*1 

-xposo of Christian Mythology■
(In t h e  F orm o f  a  Novel.) f

By  STEPHEN FITZ-STEPJ
A Well-Wisher of the Human Famuli'

388 pages, cloth. Price 3s.
6à-

Post Free.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastlo-etreet, F arrlDfi(
indoli

DEFENCE OF FREE SP
BY

G. W. FOOTE>
tb«

lot*
, TnrV bef°£t! > ‘Being a Throo Hours’ Address to tho ■*l,r* iudict

Chief Justice of England, in answer to .
for Blasphemy, on April 21,

With Special Preface and man<J
Price FOURPENCE. Post free ** ^
Tn* Pionier Pbiss. 2 Nowcastlo-stroot, ,rrinßaoDTu* P io n e e r  P r e s s , 2 Newcastle stroot, Farringdon-streot, E.C.
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T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
LIMITED

Company Limited bp Guarantee

Legit tired Office—1 NEWCASTLE STKBBT, LONDON, H.O. 

Chairman of Board of Direotore— M i, G, W, FOOTE 

Secretary— H M. VANCE Miss),

re,al^“0,B,y was of mud in la»t> lu »fiord lu^al auourlly jo the 
i'he\r and “ PPhoatiou ol funds for Seoular purposes.

Uoject ° raadanl 01 Association sols forth that the Sooiety’ e 
ihgttj^a Bro :—To promote the principle that human conduct 
»Morals based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super- 
amj Q, belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
ioproaUthought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
Piets motie universal Seoular Eduoation. To promote the oom- 
l»WIul polarisation of the State, eto., eto. And to do all such 
hoic(i t “  nS8 88 aro oonduoive to such objeots. Also to have, 
dt beqn tv8’ and rotain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
the r,n.,!.atlled by any person, and to omploy tho same for any of

C fa h Z 01 ,‘ he 8ooie‘ y-bould a °Ulty of members is limited to Ml, in oase tho Sooiety 
"sbiliti VBr b° w°nud up and the assets were insufficient to oover 

^ 0tnh8~~a moa* unlikely oontingonoy. 
ysarlv 06uS pay an sntranoe fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent 

The , otiP‘ i°n of five shillings.
1#t86t n°° e ŷ baa a considerable number of members, but a much 
Ktinea ®®bsr is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
It Partiain °,n®a* »hose who read this announcement. All who join 
its reaooj ta *n control of its business and the trusteeship of 
Goa that n88, L  la expressly provided in the Artiolee of Associa
te  8ooiatv° ® ember> aa suoh, shall derive any sort of profit from 
»ay Wav Z i.6, r by way of dividend, bonus, or interost, or in 

The H | atover.
bbsotofg00 ety 8 a®a*rB are managed by an elected Board of 
'’ elve dib 0°aa*aGng of not loss than five and not more than 

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

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

Being a duly registered body, the Seoular Booiety, Limited, 
oan receive donations and bequests with absolute seourity. 
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 
willB. On this point there need not be the slightest apprehension. 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. Tbe exeoutors 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary course of 
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised in 
oonneotion with any of the wills by whioh the Sooiety has 
already been benefited.

The Society’s solicitors are MesBra. Harper and Battcook 23 
Bood-lane, Fenohuroh-street, London, E.C.

A Form of Beyueit.—The following is a sufficient form of 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:—M I give and
" bequeath to the Seoular Sooiety, Limited, the sum of £ ------
" free from Legaoy Duty, and I direct that a reoeipt signed by 
" two members of the Board of the said Sooiety and the Secretary 
" thereof shall be a good disoharge to my Exeoutors for the 
" said Legaoy.H

Friends of the Sooiety who have remembered it in their wills, 
or who intend to do so, Bhould formally notify the Secretary of 
tho fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, who will 
(if desired) treat it as Btrictly confidential. This 1b not necessary, 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid, and 
their contents have to be established by competent testimony.

Under the  Ban o f the London C ounty Council.
T H E  P O P U L A R  E D I T I O N

(Revised and Enlarged)
OF

u BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

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

Newtpaper s a y s “  Mr. G W. Footo, ohairmau of the Secular Society, is well known as a man of 
ealargea a‘ .abiUty. His Bihle Bomancet have had a largo sale in tho original edition. A popular, revised, and 
, 6et. Lon i °n’ at tho price of 6d., has now boon published by tho Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon. 

°£ Modern - ’. ior tbo Secular Socioty. Thus, within tho reach of almost ovoryono, tho ripost thought of tho loadors 
°pmion are being placod from day to day.”

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

lat, S I X P E N C E  — N E T
PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

b  7 ~ ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

eiT>iniscences of Charles Bradlaugh
BY

îh , G. W . F O O TE .
Foote’s personal recollections of 

j  on his attitude in the presence 
account of his last appearance as President of the National Secular Society.

AT SIXPENCE. REDUCED TO TWOPENCE.

^  Steat .,inTUmate thing over writton about Bradlaugh. M r . ------- «,- ■ .
w * death c° n°cla8t ’’ during many exciting years, with a pago on his attitude in the presence 

^  an a-------- ' * v -'- -----------

^ S H E D
(Postage Halfpenny.)

®^EER  PRESS, 2 NEW CASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON E.C.
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A LIBERAL OFFER NOTHING LIKE IT.
Greatest Popular Family Reference Book and Sexology—Almost Given Away.

at 3 and 4 dollars— Now Try it Yourself.
A Million

Insure Your Life—You Die to W in; Buy this Book, You Learn to Live.

sold

•notIgnorance kills—knowledge saves—be wise in time. Men weaken, sicken, die- ](j 
knowing how to live. “ Habits that enslave’ ’ wreck thousands—young and?,' 
Fathers fail, mothers are “ bed-ridden,” babies die. Family feuds, marital nu3etl ' 

divorces—even murders—All can be avoided by self-knowledge, self-control.
You can discount heaven—dodge hell—here and now, by reading and apply'11? fJj 
wisdom of this one book of 1,200 pages, 100 illustrations, SO lithographs on IS anatoi'11 

color plates, and over 250 prescriptions.
OF COURSE YOU WANT TO KNOW WHAT EVERYONE OUGHT TO KNO '̂

T he Y oung—How to choose the best to marry.
T he Married—Hew to be happy in marriage.
T he F ond P arent—How to have prize babies.
T he Mother—How to have them without pain.
T he Childless—How to be fruitful and multiply.
T he Curious—How they “  growed ”  from germ-cell.
The Healthy—How to enjoy life and keep well.
T he Invalid—How to brace up and keep well.

Whatever you’d ask a doctor you find herein, or (if not, Dr. F. will answer your inquiry free, any time). ^
Dr. Foote’s books have been the popular instructors of the masses in America for fifty years (often re-written, ,enK  ¡9 
and always kept up-to-date). For twenty years they have sold largely (from London) to all countries where Englb ¡c6 
spoken, and everywhere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and most for the price. You may save w? [ejis, 
by not buying, and you may lose your life (or your wife or child) by not knowing some of the vitally important truths i

Most Grateful Testimonials From Everywhere. w
Pandorma, Turkey : “  I can avow frankly there is rarely ^t).

found such an interesting book as yours.” —K. H. (^°eff]jole 
Calgary, Can. : “  The information therein has changed my

idea of life—to be nobler and happier.”—D. N. H. rjce. 
Lavertcn, W. Aust. : “ I consider it worth ten times tl'e ”

I have benefited much by it.” —R. M.

Gudivoda, India : “ It is a store of medical knowledge in plainest 
language, and every reader of English would be benefited 
by it.”—W. L. N.

Triplicane, India : “ I have gone through the book many times, 
and not only benefited myself but many friends also.”— 
G. W. T.

Somewhat Abridged Editions (800 pp. each) can be had in German, Swedish, Finnish, or Span18*1,

Price EIGHT SHILLINGS by Mail to any Address.

O R D E R  O F  T H E  P I O N E E R  P R E S S ,
2 NEW CASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C.

Single Suits
AT

Wholesale Prices.

Advertising is no good unless backed up by 
good value for money.

GEO. JESSOP & SON, LTD.,
realise this, and as many readers 
of the “ Freeth inker” have already 
proved, they more than fulfil what 

they claim to do.

Send Postcard for
Patterns and Self-measurement Form.

GEO. JESSOP &  SON, LTD.,
Clothing Manufacturers, 

B A T L E Y ,  Y O R K S H I R E .

Please mention this paper.

5s. b o o t s . 5s-
Post free. Post free'

Stoß*
W e have just secured a M a n u fa c t u r e r s  ^

,>• at
of Ladies’ and Girls’ footwear, which we ar°
to offer readers of the “ Freethinker 
exceptional figure of 5s. per pair, PoS

free-

D e SCRII'TION.

200 pairs Ladies’ Black Giaco Kid Boots, Laco.
500
100
150

50

100

Black Box Calf Boots, Laco and Button. 
Glace Six Bar Shoes.
Tan Glaco Six Bar Shoes.

Sires 2, 3, 1, 5, 0, and 7. RllttO0
Girls’ Black Glace Kid High Leg Boots,

Patent Cap. ^aCe, 1
Girls’ Black Glace Kid High Leg Boots,

Cap.
Sizes 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 18, L

EVERY PAIR FIVE S H l l J -1

Pleaso note these goods are -  
Perfect, Unsoiled, and First ClasS

u-d deAs there is sure to bo a big ,ay
A tO mfor these bargains send  ̂

and so avoid disappoint!110

a flTOt
WUITEUOUSE & CO., BOOT FACTORS, p

Printed and Published by tho P ioniib Press, 2 NowcasUo-utroot, London, E.G,


