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j y iruc Christian does not examine what he is told to
leve- It is like taking a bitter pill. If you chew it
@ will never swallow it.—CHAMEORT.

Hunting Skunks.

J y°u get into a strange bed, especially in hot
ather by the seaside, and find your sleep pre-
tiK ~ Or interrnpted by other occupiers who con-
0 u™ nothing towards the rent, you are bound to
0 80methiDg. You get a wet thumb, if you can,
bayl, disturbers of your peace ; but you
tan 6 fo moro careful with the slower ones; you
thni  aroP them into their doom without impairing
r Personal identity, for their perfume is even
therQ”an their bite. It is sometimes better to let
ore al’ne than run fresh risks. In the same way,
H « * -, the hunter has to be on his guard against
ox°In8 down a skunk by mistake; for if he Kills
after them it haunts his olfactory nerves for days
jj~arda.

(e} should be remembered by those who are
Ho } ask mo to squelch some orthodox croaturo
llet .as been making free with my reputation.
°8 °teaned out the Augean stable, but his
Qi an”™ admirers must have avoided him for a
4p~jrble time after the completion of that labor,
tetho Was required for disinfection. And it would
skrgjj 8a®re With mo if | hunted down the Christian
isove mv/~° 8o name in public places. | might
~lerabl resPe°tab)ility, but 1 should make myself

He Cllsi”laJOri'oua thing—and yet not so curious when
Hriaf: 8l. rs it more closely—that the “ defence ” of
haa 8uch a deteriorating effect upon the

. videe -, !t may be, of course, that “ Christian
;Hy , 8 find a man a blackguard; at any rate,
t te ar raly ®ave bim so. These men (I am glad
no women amongst them) wallow in

“Hder, mj3 arxl tread in the filthiest puddles of
'er talk, r own religion is the last thing they
kHleof nabout. Thelr stock-in-trade consists of
PaitiQl UInn'08 on every leading Freethinker,
secures mo a fair share ol

i» They accuse me of every crimo in
brejagaronB CalOodar, with ono exceptian. They
sN con f 110 morder, because it involves the

sort a CorD8G-

Hsi- Ing. Tk ° 8er’noly- In a certain sense it is
tlJ1 bated j8e wbo are most calumniated are the
W Nat djo,,? j thQ30 who are tho most hated are
W.~ony t0' Christian libels are, theroforo, a
iw e? Ode's i °Ur n”octiveness. Moreover, one only
~tPIN8  tholtae’ besides spoiling one’s temper, in
Hae®) °Q of n exPonents of Christian charity.
tSetiMMorrox.. m to-day, and another takos his
n ‘ ~or>atter all>Christian lies about

istrv t°r Prebt as well as malice.

.N i??° who °, = pP crodulous people from listening
\ihp OieatmiBbt free them from superstition;

i QQt°£Ecology °D8ing th° lif® °f th® e°od °Id

~r°Ochn pi attftolEod with gross personalities
- Chamber. Ilis answer was brief.
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“Your insults,” he said, “ do not rise to the level of
my disdain.” It was far better than a reply in kind.

A Freethinker once came to me in great distress.
He had heard a Christian Evidence lecturer say
some abominable things about me. One of them was
that | had run away with another man’s wife.
“Whose wife was it?” | asked with a smile. But
my distressed friend couldn’'t take it in that way.
So | gave him my private card. “ That is where I
live,” I said, “ and if you must do something, give
the fellow my address, and ask him to go and tell
Mrs. Foote.”

As for libel actions, | have always avoided them.
Mr. J. M. Robertson tried one some years ago, and
the result will probably satisfy him for a lifetime.
A notorious heretic or reformer is, in my opinion, a
fool to take his character into court and leave it at
the mercy of popular prejudice in the jury-box and
on the bench. If he loses his action he will be in a
worse position than if ho had not started it. If he
wins it he may be made ridiculous by infinitesimal
damages. Ho stands to lose more than he stands to
gain, and sensible men will keep out of such ven-
tures. Those who champion unpopular causes must
put up with calumny. It is a penalty of their posi-
tion. The best of them cannot escape it. Ingersoll
was one of the best and noblest men who ever lived.
His fine character was a proverb in the best American
circles. Yet look at the beastly budget written by a
pious ruffian called Braden, and published in England
by the unspeakable Johnny Kensit. It is enough to
make any decent person vomit, yet it seems to delight
the faithful.

Freethinkers should try to possess their souls in
patience. It was ever thus. Piety and vitupera-
tion were always allied. Their connection is even
older than Christianity. Lucian, in one of his witty
dialogues, so brilliantly translated by Fronde, repre-
sents the champion of the gods addressing his oppo-
nent in a debate in what we may call the ancient
and modern fashion :—

“Oh1loh1lyou are sarcastic, are you! you grave-
digger 1 you wretch 1 you abomination! you goal-bird !
you cess pooll wo know where you came from ; your
mother was a whoro; and you killed your brother and
soducod your friend's wifo; you are an adulterer, a
sodomito, a glutton, and a boast. Stay till I can thrash
you. Stay, | say, villain, abhorred villain.”

Mark Pattison, in his essay on Joseph Scaliger,
gives a striking aooount of the Catholic attack on that
great scholar, written by Carolus Scribonius, rector
of the Jesuit College at Antwerp. Pattison says it
was “ one of the most shamelessly beastly books
which have over disgraced the printing-press.” He
calls it a “ cesspool ” of “filthy imputations” with-
out an attempt at evidence, and without the slightest
merit as a composition. But its author was a defender
of the Church, and that was enough. It gave fragrance
to a cesspool. Scaliger replied—and that was his
mistake. Powerful and complete as his reply was,
it “had no suoooss with tho public. An answer
never has. It is tho privilege of slander that it does
not admit of boing removed, but attains its end by
boing uttorod.” Throw mud enough, the proverb
says, and some of it will stiok. Tho Christians
havo takon this proverb to thek hearts.

G. W. Foote.
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The Nature of Religion.—l.

It is one of the many signs of the times that Messrs.
Constable should have issued in their “ Religions
Anoient and Modern ” series, and at the popular price
of one shilling, a book like Professor Leuba’s Psycho-
logical Origin and the Nature of Religion. At such a
price a book must have a public, and a large public.
Publishers are not in business as philanthropists,
and they at least must have grounds for believing
that a sufficient number of people are interested in
the subject to bear the expense of publication, and
also, one may assume, that the opinions expressed
will not raise the storm they would have raised
awhile ago. Moreover the book is, | repeat, pub-
lished at a popular price and intended for popular
perusal. And such publications indicate that rational
views on religion can no longer be regarded as the
special luxury of the .educated and the well-to-do.
They are becoming the mental possession of the
people; and this marks an important step in the dis-
integration of religious belief. The political function
of religion has always been—as some of its pro-
fessors are candid enough to tell us—to keep the
people “ in order,” and when it can no longer do this

there is no political reason for keeping it alive.
Intellectual and moral reasons disappeared long
since.

Some of Professor Leuba’s conclusions may give
rise to a difference of opinion among anthropologists,
particularly his views on the relation between magic
and religion ; but the gratifying feature of this little
work is that it gives a perfectly natural and scien-
tific account of the origin of religion. And it too
often escapes observation that, notwithstanding
differences of opinion among those who have inves-
tigated religion from the point of view of compara-
tive anthropology, there is a very substantial
agreement that all religions—anoient and modern,
savage and civilised—owe their origin to an inter-
pretation of events that is now discarded by all
civilised people. Had it been possible for primitive
man to have had our knowledge, religion would
never have existed. But, with no better basis than
the delusions of primitive humanity, religion has
continued to exist; while we have the curious spec-
tacle of many educated persons accepting the results
of anthropological research, and at the same time
gravely discussing the “ reasons” for and against
religions beliefs, as though any amount of reasoning
could give a basis of fact to that which rests on a
foundation of illusion. In the light of science the
whole history of religion is nothing more than the
record of the development of a great delusion, a
delusion that can never transcend its origin. The
various stages of its development may possess a
certain psychological or sociological value, but that
is all.

One’s surprise at the perpetuation of this delusion
may be diminished by the reflection that the period
during which we have possessed anything like an
exact knowledge of the working of natural forces is,
after all, but an infinitesimal part of the time during
which the human race has been in existence. Three
or four centuries at most covers the period during
whioh such knowledge has been available, and of this
period—small as it is in relation to the hundreds of
generations during which superstition has reigned
unchallenged— a knowledge of the laws of mental life
belongs only to the latter portion. Nor must it be
overlooked that exact scientific knowledge was for
long in the possession of a highly privileged class
only, while even to-day large masses of the popula-
tion are under the domination of superstitious
beliefs and practices. The belief that thirteen is an
unlucky number, that a horseshoe brings luck, the
extent to which astrology and palmistry flourishes,
the instances of witchoraft that crop up every now
and again, all bear testimony to the vast mass of
superstition still with us. The primitive mind is
still alive and active, disguised though it may bo by
a veneer of civilisation and a superficial oduoation.
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And it is to this latent superstition that religlh
appeals and in which it finds support. Bearing f
mind, then, how very recent scientific knowledge
and that only yesterday did it begin to permeate toO
mass of the population, one’s surprise at the perPet
uation of religion is considerably diminished. On0
feels astonishment rather that with such an en°r
mous dead weight against it, so much has been donO
to check religion, and in so short a time.

It is a favorite method of many writers to defi°
religion, not in accordance with a comprehensiy0
survey of facts, but in such a way that it
harmonise with the writer's own prepossessions °n
the subject, or so they may at least save the naffl0
even though they may reject the thing. To tp
class of definition belong Matthew Arnold’s fam0o®
definition of religion as *“ morality touohed
emotion,” Professor J. R. Seeley’s statement that ~
are entitled to call religion “ any habitual and pQ®
manent admiration,” or the common definition
religion as consisting of a devotion to an 10eag
Professor Leuba properly rules out such definjtlo®
as untrue and useless. As he says, “ the function
words is to delimitate, one defeats the purpose
language by stretching the meaning of a word u®
it has lost all precision and unity of meaning,
definition that covers everything may, for all
good it does, as well not cover anything.

One is also pleased to find Professor Leuba *
missing as due to a faulty psychology, as wel
being a misrepresentation of the facts, descriptl
of religion involving the manifestations of 0
powers or the birth of a spiritual life. He rig
says that “ there are neither specifically roligh
motives, nor specifically religious feelings. Any
every human need and.longing may, at some 8 ,
or other, become a spring of religion, and, conver Q
the feelings and emotions met with” in r0,?0re
appear also in non-religious experiences.” That
are no such things as specifically religious f00
is, indeed, one of the proofs that religion is*e0a
result of a primitive misinterpretatian of P10“0, of
that later knowledge has shown to be susoeptl g
an altogether different explanation. The uS joQ0
ness, not to say the absurdity, of such expre
as “ The Religion of Ethics,” is seen in the fa° gl
one can with equal justification speak of the 1 cOyer
of Atheism, and when a word can be used to
two such things as Religinn and Atheism, 18
as an expression of thought has quite departO m 0j

So far as one can see, there are only two r .0l
for people continuing the use of the word 10 0Og3
after giving up all that is really essential to 10 ~6er

belief. One is the use of a word from 8" er, sa3
vatism. When, for example, Thomas Fa | "jjat
“ to do good is my religion,” it is difficult to

other reason there was for calling a maxim 0 fjoold
a religion, except that morals having for so ~ thO

a department of religion, there had Sr0"™ _ rniOof
habit of giving that name to one’s supre .a’\le B
life. But this can only be in any sense JaSrtl110nt
long as we believe morality to _be a d®Pan0O \oog"
religion or based on religion. When yfe #
believe this to be the case, it is cloarly

ni A

of the religion of morality, when all » »~ 0%/\

morality alone. And the other reason f° pOple 5
this word is the ill repute religions V Of1.
attached to those who are withak re ~ rig ©

upon a time, it was no use unless one 1 ~itb

religion. Nowadays, any religion cjlUreSpeotilOlpiie
certain guarantee of conventional tbc "{0.
Not to have some religion puts one Ol .grnat0”™ pj-

of toleration. And as with some HI™j Oi a
ligion—whioh is the only genuine a QaiuJ*\.a

possibie these may Bave their face "“kerbQO jjof
“ religion of ethics,” a “ religion of ~imO

religion of anything, so long as they o
with others by claiming the name. n

Almost equally faulty are those ,,jonO
religion that treat it as due to, a con jjo 8 tb,
explain the mysteries of eXIStenC2‘nker
lapse ever occurred to a groat tm
which overtook Herbort Spencer wh
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ab/MOIl as cons*8™n8 iQ a worship of the Unknow
e>or as due to a desire to explain a mystery ever

frm®" lor interpretation. Granting the existence of
1,~knowable, the sense of its presence belongs the
j .er 8tages of mental evolution, not to the earlier.
a e.motaphysical and mystical theories of religion

®larication8 of its disintegration, not signs of its
~thful beginnings. Primitive man believed in

osts and gods in much the same manner as he
foreve<l in other things, and his worship of them s
~ very concrete reasons—a veritable cupboard-love
B“ot because he is conscious of any mystery pres-
tioS for absence of specula

28 beVen a'livel?7 cud_08if(3/ n grimitive mind,
very clearly pointed out by Spencer, and in

oo™ 68 ev’indon of religion, he leaves no
8tail Wkatever f°r any sense of an Unknowable or
th0, ar franscendant vagary. Such conceptions as
expp °f a “ spiritual ” as opposed to a material
to tj?Qce,.0f soui as opposed to body, are quite foreign
anid 6 ““iod of early mankind. These distinctions
oger ,as the result of knowledge and speculation
[‘naylgo eccﬁ?er(]j \I/\r/]i]%ﬁ' a philosophy, and if one may
purely convenient sense, he is a
. W not a-duatist--oF--ar pluralist. Fhe--setl, or
he he believes in is similar in kind to the body
beng’g8’ the unseen forces he credits with activities
eahjrCenk or malevolent are of the same kind and
ieafl 0 38 those with which he is acquainted. To
of prUr,conceptions of these things into the mind
B#a tnidve man because we wuse our words to
Cgiill his ~thoughts is a procedure that is both
3oe °3ophical and injurious. Owing to this being
M toitPe° ple to understand religion in either its
or modern form. Man’s earliest concep-
t-. 01 things jn general is vague and indefinite.
W * « distinguishes differences, qualitative and
1ve conception of things become more
loonjat- an<™ distinctions are set up that lay the
of both soience and philosophy.

C. Cohen
(To be continued.)

WhY is Christianity Vanishing?

that the Rev. Dr. Aked, of New York,

@t‘Uy ,.~ecoukly that “ Christianity in England was
ppr’aching vanishing point. In the Sep-
o%iQ@Btb mbor of the &uiver, several clergymen
the 8K statement, aixd express thieir ownd Views

; 8retfun 3ect. " The evangelical Bishop of Durham

‘e " ebbin a. Nat power of Christian belief
and_assigns various reasons for the
°iot¢ v r - b® and Prebendary Eardley-

otfQltsiou8 ]m°t°r-cars, bicycles, and the week-end
tgtfcheg largely responsible for emptying the
"ijere,” i* reducing the number of Sunday-school
to oral’epldt?e. oi the writers maintain that
Iw/ttisdo FBtianity, whatever that may be, is by
@ that jUlIn'ng- The Rev. Bernard Snell acknow-
antin, ere i® deoay, and puts the chief blame
n°W inRf 6d vocatmlary of the pulpit, which in
atBf ey, ances is nothing but “ sounding brass.”
bt °hurPda’e #" onng is of opinion that “ there
ieRi/'iaBtford _0S wherever there is a living Gospel.”

c ,pan0ll“ only changing. “ | have no evidence,”
N ' buthoi °rmick, “that it is declining gener-
al?}?'0* hQp8 bound to recognise the fact that it
to Oripe.bo win the people who are wicked
jplreed thatQISS AU these reverend gentlemen
N Place tv a decay °i some sort is undoubtedly
b jj °f ity p°uBb they differ as to the cause or
J,?r 8mo roason or other, Christianity

litti ~.er “ general” or “ particular”
S8’ v ci?« “j e rapidly approaching vanishing
ydn winn < as usual» joggles with words;

~ge niugt vin°ly'givon and infallible religion,
c moan decay, and decay is the pro-
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cess of dissolution. In the Catholic Church Chris-
tianity undergoes no change ; and yet it is undeniable
that in all Catholic countries Christianity is gradu-
ally losing ground, not *“ rapidly” but steadily
“ approaching vanishing point.” Why ?

The first point to be emphasised is that, when
Christianity appeared, it was in no true sense a new
religion, but merely a new name. It is a radical
mistake to imagine that Jesus of Nazareth founded
a religion. As a distinct cult Christianity is much
later than Jesus. If he ever lived and were to revisit
the earth now, nothing would surprise him more than
to be told that the religion which bears his name
sprang from him, and that in it he occupies a supreme
position as an object of worship. In the Gospels
there is no trace of Christianity, although they con-
tain one or two of its essential elements, unrelated
and unorganised. In the Epistles Jesus Christ is a
name about which are clustered ideas which were
part of the religious literature of the time. As
Harnack says, “ the soul, God, knowledge, expiation,
asceticism, redemption, eternal life, with individual-
ism and with humanity substituted for nationality—
these were the sublime thoughts which were living
and operative, partly as the precipitate of deep
inward and outward movements, partly as the out-
come of great souls and their toil, partly as one
result of the sublimation of all cults which took
place during the imperial age,” and the founders of
Christianity incorporated them with Christ’'s name,
thereby converting Christ into, a mythical, super-
natural being. These “ sublime thoughts ” had been
derived from all parts of the world, from India,
Persia, Babylonia, Egypt, and Greece, and were the
common property of the entire religious world at the
commencement of our era. These ideas began to
circulate everywhere “ when Persia ruled supreme
frome India to Cyrene, about 500 B.C.” There is no
longer any doubt as to the Indian influence, for
“ Indians served in the Persian army, and India was
the richest provinoe of Persia. Figures of Indians
have now been found in Memphis, certainly dating
from 200 B.C., and probably also earlier.”

Now, if Christianity was not a new religion, the
apostolic claim that it had been specially revealed
from heaven to specially called and inspired men falls
to the ground. It was never revealed at all. Its
elements and thoughts were collected, borrowed,
from older cults, and entwined round the name of
the Nazarene, in consequence of whioh he came to
be regarded as a god.

Another thing to be borne in mind is that Chris-
tianity triumphed by supplanting other religions.
Its success consisted, not in banishing unbelief, but
in substituting one set of beliefs for another. A
fierce war was waged between existing cults, and
the Christian came out victorious ; and the weapons
employed by all of them were purely carnal. Further-
more, the final issue was determined by a political
accident. The emphatio point just now, however, is
that, beyond doubt, the appeal of Christianity was not
to the non-religious or irreligious, but to those who
already possessed and practised one or more re-
ligions, which were pronounced false and injurious.
And this has been true of the Christian religion
from that time to this. It has never sown its seed
in any virgin soil. It has never been the first
religion of any people. It is a notorious supplanter,
and its victories in this character are largely due to
its conscienceless audaoity in robbing its rivals of
what it considers their noblest features, and pretend-
ing that they have always been latent qualities of its
own, though never before brought to light.

A third point to be kept in mind is, that Chris-
tianity not only won its way to the chief place by
strategically supplanting its rivals, but also retained
it by suppressing the scientific spirit which had
always co-existed with Paganism, but which was
destined, if allowed free course, to discredit and
supplant every supernatural religion. As soon as
Christianity became the State religion under Con-
stantine it was perceived that, in order to the con-
tinuance of its supremacy, it must reign absolutely
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alone, and that every department of life must be in
servile subjection to its iron rule. Hence, natural
knowledge was vetoed because inimical to perfect
faith, and all further scientific progress was ruth-
lessly arrested because it precluded the complete
surrender of the reason to the Supreme Powers.
Superstition can flourish onlv in the dark: in the
light it melts clean away. Christianity, being the
latest prominent development of superstition, could
not have prospered side by side with free science.

Realising this its leaders, having the power, gave
science its quietus for thirteen hundred years. That
was the Golden Age of the Christian faith. It then

sat on its throne and reigned, with its foot on the
neck of secular learning. The study of astronomy,
geology, chemistry, and physics was sternly for-
bidden, and the few here and there who ventured to
disregard the prohibition were not only frowned
upon but actually persecuted, and, in some instances,
put to death. This restriction of science charac-
terised Protestantism as well as Catholicism. Of
Copernicus, Luther said: “ This fool wishes to re-
verse the entire science of astronomy; but sacred
Scripture tells us that Joshua commanded the sun
to stand still, and not the earth.” Even John
Wesley condemned the Copernican system as “ tend-
ing towards infidelity.”

Science is still under the han of the Catholic
Church and of ultra-orthodox Protestants, but
happily it is no longer under the feet of either, with
the result that modern knowledge is marching on to
triumph, while the ancient superstition is visibly on
the wane. And the most notable fact in this con-
nection is that, while science was suppressed by
Christian force, Christianity is now sinking by
its own weight. Scionoe is beautifully tolerant.
When it first realised its independence, and was
vigorously denounced by an impotent Church, its
first temptation was to retaliate in kind upon its
erstwhile gaoler; but it soon discovered that such a
policy would be as useless and injurious as it was
foolish and needless. To get rid of the darkness, all
that is necessary is to let the light come in. To
abolish superstition we are only required to establish
knowledge. If “ Christianity in England is rapidly
approaching vanishing point,” it is only because the
sun of science in England is rapidly approaching its
zenith. It is not because the masses of the people
are becoming indifferent to their highest and most
permanent interests that they are abandoning church
and chapel, but because they are finding out that
thoir highest and noblest interests are not those
depicted by the parsons. They are giving up Chris-
tianity for the simple reason that in the light of
their present intelligence it is no longer believable.
The preacher is losing his influonoe because the seat
of his authority has been overthrown.

The Bishop of Durham attributes the ebbing of
the power of Christian belief to the “ love of pleasure
and the irreverent handling of Scripture ”; but his
lordship is entirely mistaken. Motor-cars, bicycles,
the week end habit, love of ploasure, and the irreve-
rent handling of Scripture are not the oauses, but
the consequences, of the decay of religion. Take the
“irreverent handling of Scripture,” and you will
learn that it simply means treating the Bible as a
merely human product, and not as the Word of God.
But why is it thus treated ? Solely because to
believe that it is anything else has, in the light of
literary criticism, become quite impossible. The
Bishop says, further, that “ defection among the
‘ thinking and progressive ' is much less than among
the unthinking and unprogressive but here again
the right-reverend gentleman is certainly wrong. It
is a notorious fact that an exceedingly small per-
centage of our scientists, novelists, journalists,
lawyers, doctors, and other highly cultured people
is found among professing Christians, and this neces-
sitates the inference that tho bulk of Church mem-
bers must bo described as comparatively “ unthink-
ing and unprogressive.”

Naturally, clergymen endeavor to blink the truth
on this question. To them, tho growing scepticism
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of the day is a symptom of organic deterioratioQ.
The people no longer listen to them because they ae
morally as well as intellectually on the downgradQ
We frankly admit that this attitude of theirs s
wholly intelligible and, in many eases, superficial/
sincere; but it is none the less a totally false ath-
tude. It is the attitude of the ostrich when dangel
threatens. Christianity belongs to a large group

supernatural religions, all of whioh are rooted in

same essential superstition, and all of which 3®
doomed to vanish before the radiant light of truth
Happy are they who, welcoming the advent of to0
day, firmly turn their backs upon all the idols of tu0

Di8ht J. T. LBOID-
A Progressive Revelation.
THERE is no plank to which Christians in t®F

present shipwrecked condition are clinging so @,,
perately as to that marked “ Progressive Revelation
Once their constant theme was, “ Tho Word of '
Lord abideth for ever,” and nothing was insisted
more strongly than the immutability of tru~”
“ the fulfilling of the law ” in divine revelation,
great finalities” of Christianity, and “ the

fully simple" nature of the Scripture records,
adays they play quite a different tune, and wo
told that revealed religion must be interpreted afr
for each generation. In other words, at one }
God gave man an imperfect and untrue revela
and it must be brought up to date. Even
defenders of tho faith are wondering where the P
gression is going to end. Thus the Church
recently said that the number of apologetic
constantly appearing was intensifying that ‘' w
ness of the flesh” which is said to be the c°
quence of “ much study,” and in tho same issuo”
reviewer of Professor Newman Smyth’s Passing
tcstantism and Coming Catholicism writes :— n

“ At the end we cannot mako out what ho is e
to. Protestantism is to become Catholic by cati »
fruit of the tree of Liberalism. But beyond a .J.u0ifH
of what seem like newspaper cuttings about we *
Modernists, and a great deal of eloquence a D2
emancipation of the human intellect, we g6“ fr g-
gestions as to how much of the faith ouco pO
delivered to tho saints is to bo discarded and no
retained.” _ 090

For years we have been urging pracfcioally p jio
thing upon the reconcilers and progressivAf®

matter how the fierce light of criticism n*»> s3
all that Christians once fought for, aod, Iefl
they could, enforced by the strong arm °t jeiy fj

Whenevor_ any view is established, or seems ”
Be éeteldngd, #MET tellk absot ™ flico®” ~
declare that nothing “ essential ” has bee™ f.O\

be, ®uched. Yet they wili never state
esse/T»)!

and which are «? °f 9hri'l8tendomare —
that there is nn f Cr®,10DS”* Some apologia

front after all tho Ityt~a remarkable obang{
finalities” _and tha_ 6tnpbasis lllid °a the JrV
siveness of revolt- 7 -eerD to hold that the profit
series. In n =2 Uko liainfinite matbewg

zero. tbat Caso h* Smiting value is ™

tionalhUn™onW Bad $res8 to tho Lancashire

Cheeseman s | .March* the, Chajrman, _—J. v
a°, 8f,oke “t great length on 'Biblic»
ticism :— thel '

Tho Bible was now being interpreted 1_tgooUc esd
criticism and ?ﬁs’(ory raﬁler Bran i T"T'ui'ary ihe'
sp_ilr.i.t of inspjration. It had been g Wdipa,jtei’\

and 'had enabled them to readjust ana of)rgaff
views with medern theught. Ehe xes,cou P

criticism and historical research had pe rff»
authenticate tho Scripture....... There w »ud9j e
afraid of criticism. Let it bo as th°r0”~°cOuld oCJ
as possiblo—tho moro so tho better—* oUr idr e
thoir faith....... We are bound to roadjip th*B

Bible so as to make them harmonisei » "otiv

facts. Thoy may bo condensed ua.,”oDs of a
untrustworthy character of tho tradi



September 5, 1909

these traditions themselves originally being only infer-
ences and conjectures, and the composite character of
very many books both of the Old and New Testament.”

a 8lab Of irresistible logic! Does the reverend
airman mean by rather thin in the above passage
“ the preconceived spirit of inspiration”
Nains as one ground of interpretation ?  And
®&ng that the critics are not themselves agreed on
“ Points, and that some of the problems they have
Sed await solution, will this apologist and the
Jje ers who say that their faith is strengthened and
~opened by criticism explain exactly in what respect
the89renShhened ? There is a great deal more in
but ™ ress to the same effect as the part quoted,
(s 0] a single word indicating an answer to these
theStl°’ns’ ®ne may say w*th perfect fairness that
ti °10 position could have been stated quite
chnt f' " Hie critics lead and we follow; God and
can 3t an™ Hible cannot make us any better, but we
the ? a™e them better.” And yet the very day that
~ck Onzre§aHonal leader came forward to cheer the
O with the assurance that the disintegrating
QreGe®8” Is really “ salutary,” the Right Rev. Dr.
ax;’'f. ‘8"°P of Birmingham, speaking on “ The
ten _Jan Ministry,” had a far different story to
“IU was difficult to exaggerate the urgency with

*Ca these great fundamental questions bad presented

tai6tf Selves “ jods of men, and the vast uncer-

¢ Y in which a great deal of the religion of the
hie ry been plunged. He was persuaded that

Uj e were a vast number of pooplo—clergymen,

wg ers °t religion, and teachers of all kinds—who
Of  leeliDg tho insecurity of their own position and
N N

hat they were going to teach.”

Gaea'vMch presentment of the situation is the
*ud Q Clrate there can be no room for doubt in tho
Whtin - any °ne who is abreast of current apologetic
S 5 Sow on earth any other result than the
by oC‘a’”~ c condition of Christian faith referred
~«hd'0 "'SMP can be expected in view of the
q» *g statement put forward by trained theo-
Is impossible for a man with a shred of

reodom or honesty to imagine. Surely Pro-
aP°logist8 themselves must feel that a great

n "beir work is entirely unconvincing to serious
X @ They are trying to run away from their
a°w>and there is only one way of doing

igdy gray in g in the darks Witness the following
p O.sij George Jackson, B.A., Professor of the
g: ftPan e’ Victoria College, Toronto, to Rev. Dr.
t2°floxy. °~bers who have recently questioned his

“I
pel'e'vo I havo never_ cou™, ! Q@Yﬁo?ﬁ?ﬁeﬁiofﬁ@
hlu Al question, tho inspiration 8 ‘moment

t ble.both Old Testament and New, d tour
ia Preparation an address to to delivere >DoeH

tk' loathly men’s meeting . 18 Wvolation ?’ and
theai? Testament contain a tQ )aat ono long,

is intended to bo from 1 q re\ioious
‘atic’ unequivocal, affirmative.. ,g ag iuuch
totro'a_ U u tirst oloven chaPters b a00 history and

8lt Is to them, but whero tb» trutb alOue.

aswell as truth, T can sco spiritu _

J& “®P«itual truth” ? Aro tbero thv<j° *
"e ¢ ’ historical, scientific, and sp e true
S th itadietB another do they »"'jS m g of

It is this very deV«J conoiu
Jwit "mAMAER Al STRTEMAGTS By sifBlY tuiumuse
pld, Or a Al remark tiiik ik its drue “sely .in &
tl pre8ent Ickwlcklan sense, that is helping
S & > {o spuiead besankd m#t beunlds.
K<oh, 1q tho /h.,Onf could easily discern “ spiritual
W oba tey W >0r Herodowus, or Malthus. And
h Gitg #rithe resengilers their pap is getting
h>fotr §r St 1, o- raunde and file.
JXoftf thig i- s°lacc to tho faithful, tho cheery
al &Fth0 0 being tho Rev. Scott Lidgett,
It 8Peech r* iH'odists, who is reported to have
‘H” 0o 1o aj Huntingdon last February :—

AN t~Matent' i° ?2°3d whatever to thiuk of surrondcr-
8 Unbelief .~'e”s wb*cb bad withstood mauy
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But the progressivists will not tell us what the
“ fundamental beliefs ” are, and what part of the
Christian citadel is left standing. They are far too
astute for that. They well knowTwhere the enuncia-
tion of details would land them, while they are pain-
fully aware that they are not agreed themselves con-
cerning such matters as the Fall, the Resurrection,
and Inspiration. Perhaps these are not “ funda-
mental.” But about a month after this heroic effort
by the Methodist champion, the British Weekly
declared in its leading article .—

“ There can be no doubt that in recent year3 many
Christians have been affected by a kind of paralysing
fear only a little short of panic.”

Again, one may say that there is scarcely any
room for argument or cavil as to which statement
shows the true direction of the religious current.

It is amusing, though there is a tinge of pathos in
the amusement, to turn from Dr. William Smith’s
Dictionary of the Bible, published about half a century
ago, to the Dictionary by Dr. James Hastings and
Dr. J. A. Selbie, published this year. In the former,
the Garden of Eden is certainly a real locality, and
quite an interesting account is given of the forbidden
tree, which, however, cannot be botanically identi-
fied. In Hastings and Selbie one contributor declares
that the story of the temptation merely symbolises
“a perpetual antagonism between the human race
and the repulsive reptiles which excite its instinctive
antipathy.” It would be easy to give numerous
instances of differing interpretations, but the really
important divergence from the earlier works lies in
another direction. In Smith and similar writers
there is a reasonable consistency throughout. In
Hastings and Selbie contributor contradicts con-
tributor with monotonous regularity. Dr. Hastings
speaks of “ advanced ” and “ conservative ” scholars,
and says that the Dictionary does not take an ex-
treme position on either side. Fancy ono adopting
an “ advanced ” or “ conservative ” attitude towards
revealed truth ! The theologian may reply that these
scholars are trying to find out what revealed truth
is. In that case, God’'s book is in a very bad way
indeed, and so is the human race whose eternal sal-
vation is at stake. Are the faithful to accept Dr.
Griffith Thomas’s views on the early Biblical records
or Professor George Barton’s? The former says that
tho arguments against a primitive revelation are
valid against all revelation, and he holds that the
Old Testament contains a “ true idea” of God, its
conception of the deity being such that it can only
bo accounted for by predicting “ something super-
natural.” Professor Barton, on the other hand,
tells ns that the leading feature of early Israelitish
religion was totemism, and that Jahweh and the
Baals were kindred gods. Compare, too, Dr. James
Orr’'s remarks on the Levitical system in his article
“ Atonement” with A. H. McNeile’'s “ Numbers.”
The latter regards tho system as narrow and priestly,
while Dr. Orr says it is full of spiritual significance
and intended to impress upon men a sense of their
sinful naturo contrasted with the holiness of God.
Both Professor Hugh Mackintosh in “ The Person of
Christ,” and Dr. W. P. Paterson (considered by some
the most learned theologian in Edinburgh) in “ Jesus
Christ,” seem, in certain passages, to reject entirely
tho Virgin Birth, and yet in other passages in these
two articles there is a note of hesitation. Tho Edin-
burgh expounder, after bringing forward, with appa-
rent approval, all arguments against the doctrine, is,
nevertheless, of opinion that “ it would be rash to say
that it has no value for Christian faith,” and that
“ it is difficult for a Christian thinker to abandon the
dogma without feeling puzzled and distressed by the
alternative explanations which open up.” It is diffi-
cult. To appreciate that difficulty aright the “ Chris-
tian thinker ” has only to road Dr. Paterson’s article
on “Jesus Christ” in Hastings and Selbio's Dictionary
of the Bible. Many other instances of uncertainty,
hesitation, and inconsistency could bo given. There
is no need to give them.

Such are some of tho interesting points of a pro-
gressive revelation to the learned apologist. In reply
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to the question, Whither now ? he can always say,
Still evolving. But what of the thousands of
“ replies” which so effectually crushed the “infidel’
hooks and arguments of the past? They have all
vanished ; the original attacks remain. Meanwhile,
there is a dearth of suitable candidates for holy

oraers’ A. D. McLaren.

Acid Drops.

Mr. A. E. Baugham attended the first-night performance
of “ Blanco Posnet” at Dublin for the Daily News. Natur-
ally he condemned it. Naturally, too, considering the paper
he represented, he complained of its “ blasphemous and
sometimes unnecessarily outspoken dialogue.” Blasphemous.
Good 1 Mr. Shaw is striking home.

The Daily Chronicle critic also admits that, while Mr.
Shaw’s play was received with enthusiasm, there was “ a
very unpleasant feeling experienced when Blanco Posnhet
was denouncing the Deity in terms that might suggest a
horso thief.” -

Mr. Yeats, the Irish poet and critic, who is running the
Irish National Theatre with Lady Gregory, appended a note
of his own to the program of Mr. Shaw’s play. This was an
extraordinary proceeding, and the more so as it dealt
exclusively with “ The Religion of Blanco Posnet.” One
would have thought that the play should speak for itself on
that point; or, if not, that Mr. Shaw should be left to supply
the requisite explanation. But as Mr. Yeats's note was
appended to the program, and we have something to say
about it, we reproduce it in full:—

“ The Religion of Blanco Posnet.—The meaning of Mr.
Shaw's play, as | understand it, is that natural man, driven
on by passion and vainglory, attempts to live as his fancy
bids him, but is awakened to the knowledge of God by
finding himself stopped, perhaps suddenly, by something
within himself.

This something, which is God's care for man, does not
temper the wind to the shorn lamb, a3 a false and senti-
mental piety would have it, but is a terrible love that
awakens the soul amidst catastrophes and trains it by
conquest and labor.

The essential incidents of the play are Blanco’s giving up
of the stolen horse, the harlot's refusal to name the thief,
and the child’'s death of the croup. Without the last of
these Mr. Shaw’'s special meaning would be lost, for he
wants us to understand that God’s love will not do the work
of the doctor or any work that man can do, for it acts by
awakening the intellect and the soul, whether in the man of
science, or the philosopher, or in violent Posnet.”

Now, we are loth to say it, but wo feol that Mr. Yeats
misunderstands the matter. Blanco Posnet does not awako
to the knowledge of God ; a grieving mothor and a sick child
awaken his better nature, which is as purely natural as his
worse nature, and ho helps them in away which exposes
him to grave peril. This sort of thing has happened again
and again. And when it happens to Blanco Posnet it
doesn’t make him at all pious; for as between heaven and
hell ho rather chooses the latter, and hopes to bo damned
instead of saved, having “ no taste for pious company and
no talent for playing the harp.” What he finds is not
Christian salvation but natural salvation. The good in him
has been evoked from the dopths by a groat human call.
He has looked into the eyes of a mother who foars she is
losing her child; the child itself, being light-headed with
the fever, got its fingers down his neck and callod him
Daddy ; and “ something camo over him.” Yes, it did, and
it was a natural something—Iliko the something that camo
over that rough miner, whoso finger tho baby *“ rastlod"
with, in Bret Harto's fine story of “ Tho Outcast of Poker
Hat. And being under tho dominion of his bettor nature
—tho naturo that knits him to his kind instead of separating
him from thorn—Blanco Posnot bocomos bravo—for it is tho
love in us that gives us courage. When a man fights for
what ho loves ho is undauntod. Having done his good dood,
Blanco Posnet won't givo away tho woman who profited by
it. Mr. Shaw sees straight into naturo thore. Thoy may
roast him alive or cut him to ribbons ; ho is going through
tho business ho began, and thoy'll got no information out of
him. As for the “ boys” who want to hang him up and fill
him with load, ho isn't afraid of them, for ho is filled with a
new fortitude. *“ Let them,” ho says, “ hang mo. Lot them
shoot. So long as they aro shooting at a man and not at a
snivelling skunk and softy, | can stand up to thorn and tako
all that they can givo mo—garno.” Capital! A thought
like that, only grander, must linvo filled tho mind of
Giordano Bruno as ho stood at tho stako, and looked out
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upon the sea of hostile faces, and saw tho kindling of the fire
that was to burn out his heroic life.

The poor sick child dies after all. The poor mother f&
it become like lead in her arms as she rode to the doow 1
She thought that God sent the man to her with the bors'
But she doesn’t understand that now. *“ God would reve
be so cruel,” she says, “ as to send me the horse to dis”™
point me like that.” “ Just what he would do,” reP.
Blanco Posnet. Not much piety in that! NWhy,” he &S,,
later on, “ should He go hard on an innocent kid and go *
on a rotten thing like me ?” Blanco Posnet’s brother-»
pious rotten-souled scoundrel—tells him that it was
Lord speaking to his soul. Whereupon his brother, who
been a blackguard, but not pious, and not rotten-sou 1
retorts:— ja

“ Oh, yes : you know all about it, don't you? You
the Lord’s confidence. Ho wouldn’t for the world a0k
thing to shock you, would He, Boozy ? Yah! what a”
the croup? | guess He made the croup when H® ge
thinking of one thing ; and then He made the child wh®
was thinking of something else ; and the croup got pa3*Pjff
and killed the child. Some of us will have to find ou *
to kill the croup, | guess. | think I'll turn doctor, u O
the chance of getting back ou Him by doing something
couldn’t do.” _ 0
Not much piety there either 1 The conversion ot » .y
Posnet takes place, but it is not a conversion to ChruLLatf'
or any other form of theology. Mr. George A. Birming ~
in tho Morning Leader, calls Mr. Shaw’s play “ a serin® »
tho working of the Spirit of God in the heart of man. n
ought to know that Mr. Shaw does not believe in a P~ gtH
God. He ought also to see that Blanco Posnet's last
state the real truth of the matter. He offers to shake ~
with a prostitute who had tried to swear his life awaynit8
false evidence. He renews the offer, and says to net,
come over me again, same as when the kid toucue
The hid touched me. That is the real text of ML %
sermon. We congratulate him on becoming more bu
he grows oldor.

Mr. George Alexander told the Select Committeo °n (6
Plays that the Censorship was “ wanted in the inte
the State to regulate and, if necessary, to provent t
performance of plays dealing with political q
whether at homo or abroad, and wanted in the m 0~
the public to deal with blasphemous or indecent play ' pQs
are sorry to hear Mr. Alexander talking such nonsens™ jgm

r!qﬂ
jgd

enou”tLc" ~? tliat theatre managers are -
phenons” oC*ANdeMNA ™ ? iCwiS » be fo° f ~

orZakothewthiyk Ud°n'tk /to ™ e 'ttle people’s not”j
asyoun £r ° you “ ay «ail almost as near the v j

toloceul 11V H en if a theatre manager could be

Possiblelthat ore* could b’ Play °/ a serious T* racf bW
phemv™? ti € Qd be found to face the odium of
musTkrJ very idea >s absurd-aud Mr. Ale

must know it as well as wo do. Wh}j didn

Lhe &Y
arrgnrRCeA rom 1R porkrt@R\RER2PPIOVE 8508 %anar

ibcatro°n?ana”ersP*ythatlh Uovor Pass the Censorshipo®%

LookZV aa8er* know* the¥ Wou,d' bat POOPCwho J f-
of view ¥ e*nrefor w great deal better. Look at 0t t

undo* ;,1SBt11l p ' 'which, from tho CensormsF0
moil F ban- Tlin j/Ton Hnmlet would probably c”

¢ °fb e rs wickedhw 11'n3Q of Denmark condemns
fatuous shoots.- ur p *° Post with such dexterity * j
L,k at the w °uld never stand trel= »

‘Omas_llardy had ~ baHPhemies” of King, u
plauiod Of his“ b an, ° r°miud tho pious critic whoc

‘bt S~ & ° “vy” ia the famous ending o f2
Manplleet?{)/ ro ( "(Lx boforo him with the gJ * Qe

O?l -

o[ t;?rrognﬁt)?r-‘- J0n BE)grcalicg gthT(%sgg%eg ho coryP

W%‘S’Ft%#réb% Qaﬁe EE)'E?N%%%‘I(’I ny Wr‘. %h%vrﬂ?r'}%elf- of iiie

mo character afJout fhis, and tho review '

apparently iD v, Ay 5SRAM SRS BIRRHDRSRGRME -1 9
and amongst them this,—* that tho man ~ jgp .

and logic tho attributes and autll.°vn(18.” Lie W ig
Rationalist—is tho most hopolcss o aC 0
strong, and not very civil. But jo uj wo d? v u®f

Wo do not labol oursolvos Rationahs , < tin

put reason in tho placo of will. u° .jGdonfl ~ua9 L b3
succeed if wo triod to. Reason on o0
can't stop to explain tho term) acts.
been known. It is not a discovery °
school—if ho has a school.

glia'
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writer of a good article on “ The Importance of Art”
I last week’s Nation remarked that—" Ideas are dangerous
nly when they reach a crowd. Nobody minded the
Preaching of Deism by cultivated peers in costly and difficult
°olis in the eighteenth century. It was Tom Paine who
as sent to prison, not for his opinions, but for his power to
Popularise them." The remark is true, but the statement
out Paine is inaccurate. His only imprisonment was in
rance during the Terror, Williams, Eaton, Carlile, and a
b°ki-°‘. 0'ker brave men were imprisoned in England for
P Wishing the Age of Reason. But not Paine himself.
*en he left France he went to America and died there.

Hov. A. P, Kirkpatrick has been telling the Putney Branch
to h Church of England Men’s Society that there is going
Atl = <'a 8'Kantic struggle between Christianity and an
n, ®stic civilisation—a struggle greater than any in which

irifitianity has yet taken part, because tho enemy will bo
te°re subtle and deadly in its methods.” We believe tho
L] gentleman is about right. His mistake is supposing

‘ Christianity is going to win.

fpi
spen'v ~-editor of tho New Theology weekly has boon
Ptie f i? a holiday in Hungary. He found that “ dukes and
striol- " '!'cro making a fine thing out of tho most poverty-
*le i aistrict»- Ono priest, ho says,—but it looks iucred-
chiP] rew «£50,000 a year from villages of women and
destJat’ v*liagos from which men liavo been driven by
‘veek ut'on, and where the wages average three shillings a

) sa,a °‘ coura®! but what did the New Theology
* ij™ au expect? It was ever thus—and over will be
fattj,; 4% Possible. Priestcraft exploits people to tho last
anavnS>an3 the basis of priestcraft is religion. Take that

8ettin “ % Priest disappears. There is no other way of
n8 r|d of him.

i1 52P59 ")\t Mashitor, of tho Grango, llurstpierpoint, lef
Be ibc/f it—becauso ho could not carry it away
Poor» a?®°°f tho poor Carpenttr’'s apostles. “ Blessed bo vi
greatg = “°' bothor him ; but ho found that “ godliness i

I(irej,' ~anon Arthur Sutton, lato acting chaplain to the
é"(?S'EE}m ~16,686. Another apostle of *“ tho poot

. Ni°tcher is always up to something. He now
8SLEISt - ‘the great Socialist.” Tolstoy is not t
Whtesat  ~  Fletcher should try to understand what lie

a §qU" . It wouldn’t matter to us, of course, if Tolstoy

» i°ciabst, as wo have nothing to do with political
ha tlei .FVeefhinker. But we are fond of accuracy,
%I"@”rem( it of importance that Tolstoy should not be
‘s - Jir" Fletcher has a religias object i

nsk. r°|st°y aa a Socialist, That is why we take hire

e Qes o &v-h wucl decliared that mouo of tho grandest
is its cosmopolitanism,” and that

nal7?as a borne everywhere and is everywhere at

> t6eupi. 1 man of &od given the subject a momemt's

nonsenno’ Wonld havo realised that ho Was talking
thev T 2 185 Whereis Christianity at \ a80s to
Rveu f isturning it out of doors, a*' Wan erer on
\% f’V’\’\uut. It is becoming a ™ “Visionaries to
tbo earth. Christendom son*“ the Heathen
Uatthn"O> 1>but she warns them no com{)}ote failnro
‘PV 1 rcbg'on Offered to them has boen a

and from which it comes,
i.’\th,
. m it Was predicted that Christianity,would
"boshstlamtv |,,V oterual linos.” Now it is confessed that
mpy '9to survivo it mustbo “run on * modern
at a humiliating chango of front.

'l
B t£ > dUcantivw frauR'y blikdieli HHidu Sle Oliver N\sdfd
Sn*@Bl CalUso ”~a,l°tibn and discredit in tho ranks of
» Ln-1) tta rendior'thn bonest heart and henest mind, he
the Christian Church a sorvice. And
bhi'Niah16.~ aff U ,wbat Sir Oliver has done, wo are told
Q™ binfa'th. pi S, 8npporting, instead of attacking, tho
y bo Bupprg&®’ bos aro told that humiliating

s *0 1

."bo Bciontist “ has novor discredited a

. ,8tian doctrine, has not stormed a

or of Christian

abibiin® oriticiu,*, falsehood has nover b(ou uttered.

~ s0 coupi S cotuplotcly shattered tho claim
‘uently sot W by Now Testament

writers. It has also exposed the mythical and legendary
character of a large portion of New Testament narrative.
The science of history has given the lie direct to most of the
predictions said to have been indulged in by Jesus, promi-
nent among which is that of his Second Coming. It has
also proved that the collapse of such prophesies is tanta-
mount to the total failure of the Christian religion. The
science of ethics has made it clear that the moral teaching
attributed to Jesus is incapable of conversion into practice.
We therefore ask, which essential doctrine or hope of Chris-
tianity is there that some science or other has not dis-
credited? We know of none.

The preacher says that the scientist “ has never replied a
word to the anxious heart which says, 10h that | knew
where | might find God, that | might come even unto his
seat.”” It is true that science has never answered such a
question in the affirmative; but it has abundantly shown
that the question itself is the outcome of a false, super-
stitious training, and that in the absence of such mental
training the heart is never anxious to find a deity. It is not
true to say that science is “ speechless in the presence of
the deep and universal longings of mankind.” On the con-
trary, science, in one or other of its departments, claims to
bo able to satisfy all longings that can bo justified at tho
bar of reason. Indeed, science is a substitute for every
form of supernatural religion.

Said an Arab to a Christian minister; “ Your missionaries
come to us and tell us that our religion is false, while theirs,
which they offer to us, is absolutely true. They can talk
well, but they cannot argue. The moment they are contra-
dicted they lose their temper, and threaten us with hell-fire,
and our men simply laugh in their sleeves.” How literally
true of all Christian defenders of the faith.

A writer in the British Congregationalist asks, “ Is a
world-religion possible ?” and answers, “ We know it is,
becauso wo have it.” This brief answer contains two dis-
tinct untruths—namely, the claim to knowledge and the
claim to possession. There never has boen a world-religion
yet. That Christianity is not, nor is likely to become, such
a religion is self-evidont both from its two thousand years’
history and from its present dying condition. Tho present
situation is highly diverting. It is as if its champions said:
NiYes, Christianity is a hopeless failure at home, but wo are
determined to push it for all wo are worth abroad.”

It is all very well to hang Dhingra and fancy “ there is an
end to that matter.” There isn’'t an end to it. What was
it that turned Dhingra’s head and drove him to tho reckless
folly of assassination? He himselfsaid that he did it to avenge
the floggings and other barbarous indignities inflicted on “ poli-
ticals ” in India ; prisoners being treated in this way, often,
merely bocause they had written articles and delivered
speeches that hurt tho feelings of the British officials who
call themselves the Government of India. Lord Morley
donied that *“ politicals” were treated harshly or were
brought into contact with ordinary criminals, but he seems
to havo been misinformed; at any rate, his statement was
untrue. Mr. C. J. O'Donnell, M.P., cites the testimony of
three Indinu medical mou practising at Nagpur. They acci-
dentally mot with the editor of the Desk Savak, who was
being transferred from one prison to another. He is a B.A.
ind LL.B., and is under sentence of fifteen months' hard labor
for seditious writing. Ho looked an old man already, and
bo is only thirty. His eyes and cheeks woro sunken, and he
was in tho last stago of emaciation. Yet he was “ made to
ivalk in heavy chains,” although ho could “ only with great
difficulty and effort walk ” at all, and “ had to bend down
ind pull up the leg-chains with his hands.” Surely this is
jot what Lord Morloy means by “ not troating the ‘ poli-
jicals 1harshly.” It is in our opinion disgraceful, and we
)egin to understand why tho Government showed such sym-
pathy with tho Czar. If our position in India can only bo
Iphold by such means wo dovoutly hope it may fall. And
ihis has nothing to do with politics. It is a question of
iornmon humanity. Wo know good Freethinkers amongst
iho Indians, and wo aro almost ashamed to look thorn in tho
aco when they como and shako hands with us. How their
acos brighten when wo assure them that “ all good Free-
ninkers belong to tho same nationality.”

An Englishman writing in tho Now York Truthseekcr, and
describing himself ns tho secretary of a rather mythical
Froothought organisation over horo, makes some curious
statements with respect to the latest “ blasphemy ” prosecu-
tion. Ho admits that tho National Secular Society spont
more than £200 over the Boulter case, but he omits to say
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that a certain part of this represented the maintenance of
the “ blasphemer’'s” home daring his imprisonment, a duty
which was not undertaken by the said rather mythical,
organisation, or its spokesman, but left to the N. S. S.—as
usual. It is admitted, too, that “ Mr. Boulter appealed for
legal assistance” and that the N. S. S. “ lavishly procured it,”
but the critic is “ of opinion that they never got their
money’s worth.” He is entitled to his opinion, but he is not
entitled to say that “ those who assisted ” Mr. Boulter
“ must be mortified by the reflection that such a largo sum
of money has been expended with such a questionable
advantage.” Those who assisted Mr. Boulter—and the
critic was not one of them—are not at all mortified. They
did their duty, and would do it again. Moreover, a very
considerable “ advantage ” has resulted from their doing it.
This has been fully explained in the Freethinker, and we
are not going over the ground again for the sake of one
person, whose ignorance is probably more affected than real.

This critic, who is supposed to bo a friend and colleague
of Mr. Boulter’s, says that most of the money would have
been saved if Mr. Boulter had defended himself, “ which
every man should do on such a charge as lblasphemy.””
Mr. Boulter decided that point for himself—absolutely. He
bad a right to do so, and he was in the position of danger
and responsibility; unlike those who offer him advice so
freely—eighteen months afterwards. Difficulties are apt to
look small when they affect others, and large when they
affect oneself. It is not so easy as some appear to think to
defend oneself from the prisoner's dock on a charge of
“ blasphemy.” It seems easy enough, no doubt, from an
outdoor platform in the midst of a sympathetic crowd ; but
it is quite another thiDg when you stand in the dock, and
have to face skilled and practised lawyers, and a hostile
judge, and a bigoted jury; with nearly all your friends kept
out of court by the Bussianised methods now prevalent in
London, and the press outside maintaining a conspiracy of
silence against you. It isn't the bravest men who brag the
most of what they would do in such circumstances. And
there is just another thing to be said. The only people who
did anything for Mr. Boulter belong to the N. S. S., and
they are treated to all the cackle; some of it, we are sorry
to say, being of a very disreputable character. Not a word
of criticism is dovoted to those who did nothing, and said
they did it on principle—or to “ advanced ” journals that
acted nearly ns badly as the Christian bigots did. But it
was ever thus—and we suppose it ever will be.

The British and Foreign Bible Socioty cultivates romance.
That is what it lives by. But it shouldn’t go in for wit.
It's sure to fail at that game. Look at its story of the
French colporteur who defended the story of Balaam’s ass
by saying: “ Why cannot you believe that an ass has
spoken like a man, when wo so often see men who speak
like asses ?” What a defence of miracles | A man speak-
ing like an ass is a metaphor ; an ass speaking like a man is
— Bible oratory.

* Mrs. Annie Besant, a former co-workor with the Free-
thinkers in England, is now in Now York, exhibiting, before
curious audiences of Thoosophists and othors, the sad wreck
of a once rational mind. Wo have not heard her, but learn
from apparently veracious newspaper reports of hor locturos
that she has reached the point of intellectual degeneration
whero sho believes in the imminont second coming of Christ,
who may this time ‘choose to enter the body wo call
feminine.” A mournful sight is this. Women of a certain
ago identify themselves, as did Joanna Southcoto, with the
' irgin Mary, and predict a second miraculous birth of Jesus.
Excluded from this class by years, they rely on re-incarna-
tion by possession and not through birth, and preach other
parallel vagaries. It is equally lamentable that thoso self-
clclurled individuals should find, in an ngo when science has
made rational thinking the duty of intelligent beings,
hundreds to follow after them and encourago thorn in their
habits of delusion.”— Truthsecker (Now York),

I rofessor Sir J. J, Thomson, delivered a very interesting
presidential address at the annual meeting of tbo British
Association at Winnipeg. Ho had a great deal to say about
tbo ether, which is now seen to be the vastly important
thing which tho old Oreek philosophers said it was. Yet
the orator felt obligod to wind up with the pious oxclama-
tion. “ Great aro tho works of tho Lord.” It was his pinch
of incense on the orthodox altar.

Dr. Carnpbell-Morgan says ho " novor gets into a panic
over a phase, because tho " tido is always busy ebbing and
flowing, and every time it comos in a little higher up,”
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That is how this man of God consoles himself in the face of
the present acknowledged failure of Christianity. But bis
reference to the tide is laughably unfortunate. He is think-
ing only of the flood-tide, which is very beautiful and sugges-
tive, but he coolly ignores the existence of the ebb-tide.
The flood-tide of Christianity is a thing of the past. It B
now in the throes of its ebb-tide, ebbing and flowing, bat
every time going out a little lower down.

Rev. R. Roberts, of Bradford, whose Hilbert Journal
article flattered the orthodox dovecotes, wants to draff
Christians away from Jesus to Humanity,—which is pr®
cisely what we want to do, and have long been trying to do.
Replying to the Rev. Rhondda Williams, in last weeks
Christian Commonwealth, he utters the following warning
against tying anything up to tho historical personality ®
Christ:—

“ And | must put, in the first place, a consideration wbic
really dominates the whole issue, hut which I did not K
called upon explicitly to state. | refer to the great quest®
of the historicity of Jesus. | cannot accept that histone
as a demonstrated fact. The evidence available for it 13 ¢
meagre, so contradictory, covers so small a portion or
alleged life-story, and is, moreover, so tinted with mira j
that it does not carry conviction to my mind. Yet, a
understand things, the Jesus of the Gospels is abso a™t.
indispensable to Western Christianity as popularly un. j.
etriAil Aw irill montijlonrl piilfnrnrl oplmnl rtf RI'ltish D -
ism is following in the wake of orthodox Christondom. !‘t&
building Socialism on the Jesus story. It is in n0 sP'nture
irreverence and in no spirit of mere wilfulnoss that Isi ¢
to raise a note of warning. Christendom is in difficult'O =
with its Christ, but with its Jesus. If British 80 yg,
huilds on the Jesus story, it, too, will be involved in t
culties which now disturb the ‘ household of faith.

Wo aro coming at last to what Dr. Conway affirm® e
Carlilo said : <Exit Christ.” Two hundred years OluCatcil

thought criticism has not been in vain. It has P°r hat
the minds of thoso who still call thcmsolves Christia
aro littlo else than Freethinkers wearing a Christian

A grave and beautiful passage from Epictetus if

Pagan moralist who was also a slavol How »P o0 we®”"
stands out against tho cheap sentimentalities of 1 iej
organ of the Now Theology and Christian boon ~ ®

thero were giants in those days ; tho days of tho ref
old philosophy ” who, as Shelloy said, " reigned
gion made men mad.” . n
What a straugo lot of pooplo tho writors of  ~Joi>bJ
lottors and postcards must be1l And what a ° . efC
they take to creato a moral stench for .I(.»m0 as f*rJ
receive tho credit! They quite wasto their | as®
wo aro concerned. “ Afflictions induce cal ' jpdara”.

Sir Thomas Browne says, and wo aro thoroug 'y i
Tho worst anonymous lotter on earth B®“0 a0 O\ef?
prossion on us than a fly tnakos on tho back o. r6ggioOp

Nor do anonymous postcards mako any “irec ,, it wiSTicy
us. If the sondors happened to get in our w y asla
some timo beforo they sent postcards again, ~ tbe p-

koop carefully out of our way wo Pa3S
business with a contemptuous smilo.

Christina Trcvorrow, a young Salvation'- Salyagj)i
suicide by throwing herself from a wiu'lo’ jjacki)®?'. jefj

Army Homo of Rest in Gore-street, ho'i™® ~ letr*c d&
thought sho was dying of consumption. alivays 3fld.
for her husband sho said: " I am Prn”'.yOrcd''a9
that ho will not let mo do this.” God a
------ oaf

Tho church tower of tho villago of ~~ Ond aP
Italy, was struck by lightuing on Aug yeral s;gbt
of it fell on tho roof, which collapsed, A bad ®x

killed and fifteen other porsons injure
tho part of " Providonco " 1 l&'—?ﬂl—'ﬂ
During the thunderstorm on Angnst ~ stm®"

parish church at Crossing, Essex, rEororf'jE
and shattered. A holo was r‘qndo 0’ W
"jtout.

. @

nick of time.

e, is
Tho tcrriblo disaster in Mo~"I®  gftut»
. oDo

" Providence.” Tho f|00ding of
has destroyed tnotisanas nlrcalt*
practically wip«d out; thodeada ~ i"&

over 1,300, and may prove to be
jail things well.”
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Mr. Foote’'s Engagements.

Sunday, September 5, St. James’s Hall, Great Portland-street,

London, W. : at 7.30, “ Shakespeare’'s Philosophy of Life.”—
'‘aHamlet, etc.

September 12, 19, 26, St. James’s Hall, London.

October 3, Glasgow ; 10, Leicester ; 17, 24, and 31, St. James's
Hall, London.

November 7, Manchester ; 14, Liverpool; 28, Birmingham.

To Correspondents.

"Resident's Honorarium Fund: Annual Subscriptions.—
m llonRy acknowledged, £234 6s. 6d. Received
1;J.H,5 W.R. Munton, £2.
m*r of Fair Play.—We do not understand your question.
IVh F°°'ie "either issues personal challenges nor accepts them
anfle’ the Christian Evidence Society wants a public debate.
ge I3 ready to put forward a representative, the National
i ar Society will no doubt put forward a representative on
V DWh8ick'
've ai—™\e Have no accurate information on the subject, and
H. g 10ud imagine it would be difficult to obtain.
& Uodds.—The writers you mention earn a little cheap
Eileg sneering at a “ materialism” which was never
a, netr. Bradlaugh never, to our knowledge, called himself
Hfich ateria,i8t-" He called himself a Monist. Neither did
favotn?r a m°re important man than Pearson or Saleeby—
Uaeck 1' term "materialist.” He also was a Monist, as

are a6118 admi‘s. in his main work, that matterand mind
pGait. P -ts °f one fundamental existence. Dr. Jenkinson’s

8 I'le Passage "0 quoted, is substantially the same
J g of Dradlaugh, Buchner, and Haeckel.

" PrevioimiM*3an'iS  *or ca“ 'nS3-  The advertisement iras
BIMpUTy  ~ r' Fo°to is keeping well.
¥ p TAV. Too late for this week ; in our next.

l. .L— Many thanks for your useful cuttings.

"neir h Thartks. ®ur readers do us a service, and make
yC°Rtaini”eeRYy treat” more palatable by sending us cuttings
J. material for paragraphs.

Post, oi oannot undertake to answer such questions by
-laite w A 8tory °f a female Pope (Pope Joan) seems to bo
'O Hoi ar™  f)on't waste your time over it.

(ktaine('! ANU'~~Bent a3 requested. Pleased to hear yon have

Hgr,0 13 'at 'ea3' two regular readers” lately.

Bturo ~e'~Hloase don't say " kindly insert,” etc. Let your

Notices as IC- °n PO3tclrd be framed on the model of the

*NB our Drint*il in the Freethinker. Anything else simply

WB&W% rouble, which means loss of time, and

»i regsorf*R desires us to intimate that ho wishes to start
“Scribe wni'm'l? 1 da>" an(f would be glad if all who mean to
pStributg.i 1, 2,“° so in the interim. Lie sends us also a tract
jottnion, v ‘cv-.A. J. Waldron and his lambs on Clapliam
th8&Pb ilef V adv'R® Christians, on tho authority of Mr.
w P88and nna ' t'IRt Ibe Blasphemy Laws aro very good
b MNMdnt dan®r whatever to free speech.
J.JTe y°u Win , 8ub*ctibing to the President’'s Fund, says: “ I

'‘east often e, , Iftv answered questions about Musgiave
ws* o' f°r the ,._ouSh, and must decline to do so any moro—at
Ea *Ular J eaent. Give Mr. Blatchford a turn now.

W ~'n8d°n.streetl”™ M luniDt office is at 2 Ncwecastlo-stroet,

' IIFXCIIt 's office Is at 2 Nowcastle-stroot
|< ; A%

“Castle ,,7. U?r °f 'be Freethinker should be addrossed
8f t I F“rrin8~n.street,E.O.

waed =°-1 by firstr%%%n %uys%éoy,s%(% SERCQQ*W.*?{“HJ{“%%

“*iHa,
fion ,IOi

th° Pafls,n8 n®ABpapors would enhance tho favor by
litorat Ke8t° which ‘he* wish 08 ** 0*11a" ontion-

pioBli 2 m 8honld be sent to the Manngor of tho

> 8reOth®Edit;I0NOa tlo-8 r08' " Farringdon-strcot, E.C.,

by *tempB aro specially roquestod
wnker v, . p,
°8 6dP?& free,'.,bi f°’rwardod direct from tho publishing
" hRfycar a. .'/allowing rates, prepaid:—One yoar,
= ekhroo months, 2s. 8d.

gn Sugar Plums*
g to«l, theyr,,’. ,tb tho help of the friends and
5 J, the ht 1br,uKalong, ought to bo able pretty
6 ¢ ¢ o 0 -Mr. EQVA t. James’'s Hall tiris evening
wt {Hé aﬂ,,%%ﬁiﬁ e -nrew—eourse Of lectures
P'ces of tho Secular Society, Ltd. It
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will be remembered that St. James’s Hall has been engaged
for Sunday evening lectures during September and October.
Mr. Foote occupies the platform throughout September, and
will be followed for two Sundays by Messrs. Cohen and
Lloyd, after which he will deliver the three remaining lec-
tures. Mr. Foote’s general subject for the four September
lectures is “ The Master's Mind ""—the Master being William
Shakespeare. Each lecture will deal with a special aspect
of the Master's mind. The first lecture ison “ Shakespeare’s
Philosophy of Life”—especially as found in a study of
Hamlet. The special themes of the other three lectures
will be found in the advertisement on the back page of the
Freethinker. We suggest that Freethinkers should try to
hear all the four lectures. They aro consecutive and com-
plementary. We have already stated, but we repeat, that
Mr. Foote will have to read liberal selections from the plays
in the course of these addresses.

Those who excuse themselves from attendance at Free-
thought lectures because (as they say) they cannot listen
for ever to “ Bible-banging” will have an opportunity during
September of showing that this is their real reason for

non-attendance by going to lectures of a very different
description.

In tho September number of the Positivist Review one of
tho ablest of Positivists, Professor E. S. Beesly, writes a
very interesting notice of bis brother, Augustas Henry
Beesly, who died early in August, and was buried in a
secular way. The funeral “ was non-theological,” Professor
Beesly reading some verses written by the deceased, “ ex-
pressing his non-belief in God and personal immortality.”
The poem called “ A Sussex Churchyard ” appeared in the
Nation of July 24. “ It showed,” Professor Beesly says,
“ that he believed in no ultimate duality of mind and
matter, and that the only Resurrection he expected was the
mingling of the bodily elements in the grave with the
oterually renewed upspring and growth of life in its
simplest forms, and so in tho course of time a new in-
corporation in a higher organism.” Augustus Henry Beesly
was, for tho bost years of his life, assistant master at Marl-
borough. lie was tho author of a book of poems and of a
Life of Danton, which, as Professor Becsly well says, is “ a

masterly and eloquent vindication of the great man'’s
career.”

Dr. E. B. Foote, 120 Lexington-avenne, Now York City,
is tho honorary troasuror of the Thomas Paine Historical
Association, which has in viow the establishment of a Paine
Museum iu tho houso at Now Bochelle, where Paine lived
durin« tho last years of his life, and which is now kept as a
memorial to him. A good number of relics, books, portraits,
etc., aro already accumulated, and the Committeo aro
anxious to increaso them. Dr. Foote asks us to beg tho
possessors of relics of Paine in England to send them on to
him at New York. They will bo carefully kept “ for ever,”
as tho saying is, iu tho Paine Museum. And as ono Paine
Museum is enough, and necessarily better than two, we
hopo Dr. Foote's appeal will be responded to. It is hoped
to start tho Museum on October 1.

Writing to us on this matter, Dr. Foote adds a few words
jn auothor subject. “ Your ‘blasphemy ' article,” ho says,
“is simply great; in accord with your happy faculty of
fitting tho bull’'s oyo, and presenting tlio subject so that

ihero is no moro to be Baid. 1That sottlos it. tVitli all
mout work, it's wonderful how you do it.” Wo sometimes
ivondor, too,—if wo may bo allowod to say so. But itis

Astonishing what mon can do with their hearts in what
<hoy aro doing. That's the groat secret. Wo aro as much
i,v, with our work now as we were thirty years ago.

In“crsoll was held in high esteem by tho friends of
nimals’ ri-"hts. His daughter Maud is active in the anti-
b isection movement. Mrs. Sue M. Farrell (Mrs. Ingersoll s
istor) has boon having a lively discussion on the subject
~-ith the editor of tho Now York Evening Sun \Ne gather
rom tho Truthsceker that tho lady has much the best of

ho encounter.

Trofossor MctchnikoiT has been interviewed in Paris by a
orrospoudont of the Now Vork Times. ' May | know your
ioWs Pon religion?” the intcrviower atkod. Motchmkoffs
, IV was as follows I am an Atheist as you will see
oin my Studies in Optimism. The fact that tho majority
f tho people believe iu God and in a future existence is
Led not ¢r°» religious instinct but may bo cxpla.ned by
he eullucnco of education. That is why wo often see that
l.nnlo who iu their childhood bchevod in what they had
jecu trained to boiiovo, in time loso their faith in those
hiugs as thoir minds dovolop.” .
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A Modern Messiah.

I+ any enthusiastic reader of the Freethinker should
ever be seized with a spasmodic desire to run to
earth an alleged “ converted infidel,” my advice to
the subject of such an impulse is, Don’t. In all
probability it will be a fruitless chase, and may lead
to most inhospitable regions and to contact with
strange mortals, or, as in the case of the present
writer, to a Sahara of controversy as barren and
unprofitable as the great desert itself. The search
for the “ converted infidel ” somewhat resembles the
search for the North Pole ; it is a hazardous under
taking, requiring great patience and dogged perse
verance, but possessing a certain fascination for
adventurous spirits; and, while it may be the occa
sion of some novel experiences, you never, so to
speak, “ arrive.”

It was in the voluntary search for one of these
converts that | came across a Modern Messiah. The
circumstances of our acquaintance were as follows
Some few years ago, a Methodist minister tickled the
ears of a religious gathering in the North by the
statement that a “ zealous infidel propagandist” in
the city of Leeds had been converted to Christianity
As this was reported in the local press, I thought
would like to test its accuracy, and, if true, learn the
reasons which had induced this noted infidel to
accept the Christian faith. Accordingly, I wrote to
the Rev. Samuel Chadwick, the minister in question,
asking for the name and address of the person who
had caused such joy among the angels in heaven by
his repentance. Mr. Chadwick’s acquaintance with
the convertand the circumstances, however, appeared
to be but slight, but he gave me the address of a
brother minister at whoso place of business, he said,
the conversion had taken place, and who would no
doubt supply me with the needful information.
Apparently there was a convert, and in reply to my
inquiry the reverend gentleman to whom | wrote
said he had handed my letter over to his protege,
from whom | might expect to receive an answer in
due course. Appended to this gentleman’s letter
were some pious reflections on the ovils of unbelief,
which might have been appreciated by the infant-
class of a Sunday-school. It likowise assured me
that it was by no mere mental process that the con-
vert had changed his views. But an explanation of
the mysterious theological process by which Chris-
tians are manufactured was evidently beyond the
convert’'s powers of description. Ho, in turn, handed
my letter to a Mr. Ferris, of the Brotherhood Church,
Leeds, from whom | received a long, irrelevant
epistle, propounding some rathor novel religious
views. | was not anxious to enter into a private
theological controversy, and told Mr. Ferris so, and
also that | would be obligod if his friend, for whom
he was acting as spokesman, would Kkindly give a
reason for the new hope that was in him. Again
followed another theological disquisition, with but
little reference to the wonderful conversion. Re-
peatedly | urged that this “ zoalous infidel propa-
gandist” would verify tho truth of Mr. Chadwick’s
public statement, but in vain. This bold propa-
gandist had suddenly become smitten with a bashful
silence. His “ zeal ' had, for some reason or othor,
deserted him, and ho preferred to hido his newly
acquired light under a bushel. Tho brilliant flow
of oratory with which ho used to delight his
Freethought audiences had bocomo frozon at tho
source.

How far ho justified such a description, and how
much truth there was in Mr. Chadwick’s boast, we
shall presently see. As | have said, this oconrrod
some years ago, and | have takon the abovo particu-
lars from an old copy of tho Freethinker, in which
they wero then published. The matter had almost
escaped my recollection—tho fact that my last lottor
had remained unanswered boing forgotten—until I
was surprised to receive by post in tho early part of
this year a package in which this letter was enclosed,
with apologies for the long-delayed reply. Ro-road-
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ing this letter after the lapse of four years, | found 1
had asked two pertinent questions as to the intelleQ
tual status of tho convert, and the particular brand
of Christianity to which he had succumbed. RefQl
ring to these, Mr. Ferris says: “ You ask whether
the convert had accepted orthodox Christianity, and
whether he was a person of any intellectual note. *
should be inclined to answer both in the negative-
And, as Mr. Ferris claimed to have had more to c
with his friend’s conversion than either of the tff°
clerical gentlemen who made such a noise about »»
his opinion must be given its due weight. As to to
convert's “ orthodoxy,” Mr. Ferris says: “ |1 domo
think he had any clear ideas whatever upon the S00
ject of Christianity.” Nor did ho think that ®
“took any 6tock in the ‘Plan of Salvation’ or tm®
‘* Atonement ' as commonly stated.” In another

of our correspondence Mr. Ferris says: “ | cordial;
detest the Bible and all tho nonsense it contains, a°
have never said a word in defence of it.” Whatev0<
therefore, may be the proper term to designato
religion of Mr. Ferris and his convert— and proba

it may be given a name when its disciples 8
travelled as far as Antioch—it bears no rose
blance, either doctrinally or constitutionally»
the brand that passes current as Methodism,
only, then, had Mr. Chadwick juggled with
term Christianity, but the “ zealous infidel PIO®
gandist 7 had no existence outside of bis I
imagination,— considerations which lend some
port to tho expressed opinion of Mr. Ferris
tho “ Rev.” Mr. Chadwick was not a shining
of veracity. _

But to come to the subject of our title—a o
Messiah. | am not able to state whether n"fiy
born in a stable liko the Christ, or in a royal P 9
like the Buddha, or whether his appearance
case of God being manifest in tho flesh, or me”efd*
reincarnation of some previous earthly”™e”®”"];),
Bat the signs of religious genius aro unmisty-"
One of the reasons given by Mr. Ferris for hiO™ »
silence was that he had “ recognised tho need
clearer exposition of tho groundwork of belief- .i0
former Messiah had evidently left thisgroum ".jj.jgu,
a very unsettled and very unsatisfactory c°n‘j. for
and although theologians had been at ,w O ajji-
twenty long centuries trying to mako this 8 /efl
work intelligible, they had only succeeded in
confusion worse confounded. But ~°jj’ other8

N

¢ eto

failed, and he put all controversy a*("™n c°ul°6

phiofc dealin "W «h'o toissue a i~ W
80mo of tho questions raUfiQ

Gihers 1125 _ raUf
"« Truth Drée,L" ThispamphletiaeotiW
c hnatian system d 3uPPh'es a long-felt want m *
rel'giona aZloJhf 5 has often been regretted*?
tho onnJft, 3 that, the original Messiah
ill'row ingS'!y yVilatQ'Blotion dfitoi £ _]g4
Problem. pi ISht on a subtle and peipjff
mankind to strn88,2g iniln‘te wisdom, he all° ts
through hibvrinngg 0 on twO thousandJ n
foefc, Mr. t e t,s cental perpgxmes—*?’\
ono Can nnk 8aid' “ Lot there Dpubight- [t

Emitted jiinr7!roL 1111 Poow*18 hxkhQ, p B
tho day of i- ~brah«® of old, to .7 .

y °f th,s '«ter Messiah, (Y lilv
photic vision tho comploto an<® NM'ninfttjdj’
famous question in this sure, 3
phlot. For then, wo may be ov)m Lares
inflexible countenance of the Lo"™ .jgj algﬁm
havo been depicted for us suffuso o
smile. .y J-ig pe«0® [(‘)r

TI . no\inewet*
momentous occasions, but no »
benefit of posterity. Tho present
has settled the riddle of the m. ol - Y {NSG_

kel for ever in the OOfflP  (.vire t t'ligy.
,nliko tho first Messiah, 186 WIU 5, “regatiityji
law and tbo prophets, tho® la  the t*a%e6*n
as a Judaistic incubus jifforonc®. " the @p
These are slight points o1 . it
old Messiah nnd the now,
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°£ agreement that justify the title of the present
article.

When Mr. Ferris returned to the controversial
arena after his four years’ sojourn in the wilderness,
with the kindly assistance of the Postmaster-Generall,

“ fell to” as on the former occasion. And in the
£°urse of a few months | received no less than one
bnndred and thirty-two pages of foolscap, expounding
tue tenets of the new religion, which seems to be a
c¢’mpound of “ mediumship,” Christian Science, com-
munistic Socialism, the more impracticable parts of
Auristian ethics, and a primitive belief in miraculous
Possibilities.

Like the first Messiah, Mr. Ferris is on very inti-

ate terms with his Heavenly Father. He possesses
~child-like faith in the words of the hymn, “ The

Y will provide.” You have but to shut your eyes

open your mouth, and “ all things are yours."
en Ju”nas is not at hand with the bag to provide

6 material necessities of life, there is no need to
faith”Y Jesus didn't, and “ the Father justified his

Nor is the age of miraculous providence
= Says my correspondent:—

“ The same things happen to-day. | havo had to
Hay for my next meal, not knowing in tho least where

* COlne from. But it arrived. And | know of
ther striking casos among my friends. My own expe-
fJ0Uc® when living without money (which 1 did for

roe years) were very remarkable. And when | went,

hi -a uuuapanion, to discuss with Tolstoi, wo started
~Newinter without a halfpenny in our pockets, and
1h no overcoats. And we lacked for nothing.”

egnile u/ 3 ous globe-walkers havo generally started
I°’min  with a concertina or a trombone, a por-

faitb Inonicey or a little dog, but these men of
Withonf °°t in obedience to the Master’s injunction

after h 6ven a nightshirt or a comb. And when,
itnprj8avinK boon in peril by sea and land, suffering
Mid jéntnent and shipwreck, and fighting with
arriVed®a8”s ~ Ephesus, these sturdy travellers
fill 8t at the Muscovite’s dwelling, it
hifugpd !'lad that tho ungrateful Tolstoi positively
tbe v 0 ®Qter into any discussion on tho subject
anfe8 v Irg'n Birth. Which is enough to make tho

fail 3r at tho end ef tlje three years eur friend's
cam f- or whether it was that tho “ Father ”
QxrrenJd‘re<i of such a drain on his resources, the
does not say; but he apparently

ehcb, aitor his wanderings to—tho carpenter’s
In»

°cofattpr raising tho dead, tho Mossianio

t~6°d, Plnorii (a'th was not quite so successful.

Y®Widow-G& alor,Rsido of tho raising of Lazarus or

qr‘BEP‘i%i falAPo &t M&Hh( i vt bE Writien dewn as

108- if ON1 "r H°wmnvor, the experiment is worth
“DOIlJ yfor its candor.

fafl * bav(jU* 0S¥ ~10 dead aro not raised in modern
y recently a* least one authentic iustanco,
toi ‘o ast* ., 6od, | once tried to raiso tho dead
sun® 8- | igcia*caso Where | thought I had reason
in ,8uccced in doing that, but I did
fi, ** °f themn Dg 1Mto touch with tho just-departed
If n, ,Qthi® to'roturn» 'earDing wl,y 11 was not expo-
urt
r> y°n don't e ppE
probably Mr. succe_ed, payb0 more 6%
& fito* som® f Ferris rn 5 flo*eyer, *
(‘fg m »USHF% nttot” P departed ® 80
.. * ok oy *
"t fA “ BoUD5 o f«y¢!
* Btraightforward philosophicO 1 nCtvr!' L ce

W ra °> oi modern scienco 8 Mos8iah p°8h , v.
n C Dn/aith LeBido8 these, our M e* 0( poetry

di acc’hipuBhments. He U *J ” ho somrlll

all untain truths VRSN WHRB- RS -

Michiv ~awed theologians. t)n tho N
N UMMreProvidence baa hidden ito
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and prudent and revealed to Mr. Ferris is thus
expressed:—

“ Not in the ancient Scriptures
May the Word of God be found,
Not from tongue of prophet or preacher
Shall its utterance resound.

It glows in the mother’s bosom.”

So, while modern theologians have been discussing
whether the Bible itself is the Word of God, or whether
it only contained the Word of God, as a vessel does
water, they have been on afalse tack. While popular
preachers have been hoisting the Bible on a pole,
even as Moses lifted up the serpent in the wilderness,
it had no more spiritual efficacy than the Daily Mail.
The Word of God was playing the game of hide-and-
seek, and while they were looking for it in the
“ ancient Scriptures,” there it was all the time snugly
reposing in the bosoms of the female portion of their
congregations.

We venture to think that this discovery—that
the Word of God glows in the mother’'s bosom
— will shed light on some very important problems.
The universality of the religions instinct, instead of
having reference to some estate from which man
fell, will be explainable by the universal absorption
of mother’'s milk by the sucking infant. And there
can bo little doubt that the present decay of religious
influence is largely due to the modern practice of
bringing ohildren up “ on the bottle,” as the Word
of God can scarcely be expected to “ glow ” in a gender-
less tin of condensed milk. In the light of this
truth many passages of Scripture, especially those
relating to “ bosoms,” will lend themselves to a new
interpretation. That saying which has so baffled
the commentators, abont little children being of the
kingdom of heaven, no longer presents any difficulty.
The kingdom of hoaven lies, not in the fatnre, bat
in tho past, in those blissful days when wo imbibed
the divine nectar at our mother's breasts. Hood
recognisos this in “ Past and Present,” when he
laments in tho days of his manhood that now—

“ 'Tis little joy
To know I'm farther off from heaven,
Than when | was a boy.”

To follow this modern Messiah through all his
lental vagaries wonld be a futile task. But tho
jregoing references show the sad havoc that religion
takes of even a brilliant intellect. Because the
anor parts of tho correspondence exhibit not only
nalytical ability, but reasoning power of a very high
rder. It is only minds religiously diseased that
rould boast of a convert who had “ no clear ideas,
rhatover, on tho subject of Christianity”; we make
nr friends a present of all such. Freethought is
8sentially an intellectual movement, and while its
rogress may bo comparatively slow, its adherents
re made of sterner Btuff than to bo blown about by
mYvwWind of dootrino.

James Lick: The Humanitarian and
Philanthropist.—I11.

By Dr. I. H. Bhtz.

(Concluded Jrom j>. 550.)
t some tirno his attention was directed towards
rnia, now coming into prominence, and after due
loratiou ho dotormiuod to procoed towards the new

ajlgg'tial friends tried to dissuade him from going. He
ssurod the United States could not hold the country,
that the inhabitants were a set of cut-throats who
I murder him for his money. In short, they alleged
ould let well enough alono and remain contented. To
ames Lick gavo answer that ho know tho character of
merican pooplo, and that it was not in their nature to
ip a country that thoy had once laid hold of, and that
r tho other reason ho had implicit confidence in his
y to take care of himself. A now difficulty, however,
utod itself, tho surmounting of which showed the cliar-
of tho man. He had on hand a contract for a number
«Minn his workmen suddenly left him for Cali-
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fornia. To violate his word was not for a moment to be
considered. He determined his contract must be fulfilled,

and he personally did the work, although it required two
years of hard labor.

His pianos finished, he turned everything into money at a
great sacrifice. He was possessed of #30,000 in gold
doubloons. With this he sailed for California in the ship
Lady Adams, arriving in San Francisco in the latter part of
1847.

In the spring of 1848 the city contained nearly 1,000
inhabitants. It had just emerged from the pristine con-
dition and primitive name of Yerba Buena, and was
becoming under American rule a valuable seaport. Rumors
of the discovery of gold filled the air, and tens of thousands
flocked into, and filled out, the new metropolis of the Pacific.
The vast majority, irrespective of class, rushed to the mines.
The sagacious minority remained in the city. Among the
latter was James Lick. His shrewd insight told him that a
great city would arise on the peninsula, and that it would be
the inlet and the outlet, not only of commercial California,
but virtually of the whole North Pacific Coast. The sand-
hills which stretched out from the coast and the chapparal-
covered eminences his prophetic vision converted into broad
streets and avenues lined with handsome, enduring struc-
tures. He foresaw the population streaming from every
quarter of the globe to this focus of attraction, the ships
laden with the necessaries and luxuries of life, and took his
measures accordingly.

Quietly and carefully he invested his money, sowing his
gold broadcast over many a piece of ground, the sellers
jubilant and exultant over the price he paid them.

During 1848 he pursued this course. Keeping his own
counsel, as was his wont, none knew of the extent of his
purchases or of the amount he paid for any of them. The
usual contests over titles were encountered, and frequently
he was compelled to enforce his rights through the per-
suasive eloquence of loaded revolvers. Squatters would
respect these arguments, and instances were reported of
their houses disappearing almost as rapidly as the tenants.
The risk was great, but he accepted it, and having planted
his money in the ground ho serenely awaited the harvest.
It came rapidly.

As the city increased, in the heart of it were observed
large vacant improvement lots, apparently forsaken, but
which the inquirer found belonged to James Lick. Mean-
while ho branched off into other pursuits.

In 1852 he purchased a property near San Jose, at Alviso,
and had erected a mill which was probably never equalled
in the world. The wood was of mahogany and the
machinery was of the finest description. It cost him
#200,000, and by some humorous ones was called “ Lick’s
Folly,” but it turned out the finest brand of flour and com-
manded the market of the world. With his own hands he
planted an orchard of splendid fruit-trees, which in itself,
in those early days, was a fortune.

During all this time ho did not forget his handiwork, and
in 1872 addressed a characteristic letter to his old friend
Meyer, discussing some of the peculiarities of piano building,
giving his own views as to their relative merits.

The “ Lick Hotel ” in San Francisco was another of his
enterprises. It covered nearly an entire block, and in the
floor he displayed the knowledge which he had gathered
while working at the bench. Ho composed it of many thou-
sand pieces of inlaid wood, highly polished. When the
fraternity of Free Masons wished to erect a temple in San
Francisco, they found the only site which would suit them
belonged to James Lick and was part of the square upon
which he designed to erect the “ Lick House.” Of course
it was not for sale. However, one of the brethren frankly
approached him and in a straightforward manner told him
it was the only spot which suited them. The result was,
that the ground covered by the handsome temple of the
Masonic brethren, who so cordially greet their brothers from
abroad, was secured, and the “ Lick House ” to that extent
was curtailed in its proportions. Those only who know the
man could fully appreciate the sacrifice he made in tbe
transaction. Although reluctant to sell, he was lavish in
his gifts. His great wealth did not dry up the fountain of
his noble, generous heart. The mill he built and adorned
according to his vow came too late in life to win his youthful
love and so he was never married and was said to be “ un-
lovable, eccentric, solitary, selfish and avaricious,” which
was hardly correct.

Mr. Lick had for many years been a reader of the Boston
Investigator, a radical journal which was established by
Abner Kneeland in 1831, the year after Garrison founded
the Liberator in the same city. This was an independent,
fearless journal, which was continued by Seaver & Mendum
and their successors until 1904, a period of seventy-three
years.

Just how Mr. Lick becamo a liberal remains unknown.
Men of his character, who have self-reliance and determina-
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tion, are very likely to take a common-sense view of a"
questions which are brought before them. It must also be
remembered that he was brought into contact with adven-
turous spirits from all quarters of the world, who were
imbued with the love of freedom and independence, an8
being brought in contact with a journal which echoed ana
voiced their sentiments they naturally gave it their reading
and support. The Investigator advocated Materialism anu
was a staunch defender of the services, writings, and memory
of Thomas Paine, although he represented the school o
Deism. The Investigator also published the works
Voltaire, D'Holbach, Volney, Paine, and others. It had been
contemplated to erect in Boston a memorial building to
Thomas Paine, which should also be a home for the Inves-
tigator, and for some years previously donations had been
made for this project. In 1872 James Lick donated bis
Alviso mill property to the Paine Hall and Lecturers Fund,
and deeded it to five trustees which had been previously
appointed or elected. It would seem that this mill property
by many years of disuse and decay had depreciated very
much, so that when sold in 1873 it only realised about
#20 000.

Mr. Mendum visited Mr. Lick during this time, but fonn
him grave and reserved. In fact, daring his last years i
is said that those who approached him rarely ventured to
ondeavor to enlist him in any projects they had in hand'
Rev. J. L. Hatch, Unitarian, visited him at his home in the
Lick House during the last year of his life, but did not con-
verse with him on religious subjects. No evangelists ven-
tured to obtrude their presence upon him. He was electe
a vice-president (with twenty-five others) of the Nation8
Liberal League which was organised in Philadelpbl8
July 4, 1876. _

Mr. Lick was disappointed that the sum realised in tm
sale of the mill property was so much smaller than it w8
hoped it would be. If Mr. Lick could not dispose of «h
property to good advantage it was hardly to be expect®
that strangers, thousands of miles away, could do bette =
To have contributed a certain sum direct would seec0., c
have been the better plan. However, the liberal publ
were thankful to Mr. Lick for the sum ho had contribu e®
toward the project. Work was begun on Paine H8* 0
July 4, 1874, and it was dedicated on Paine’s birthday’'
January 29, 1875. The building is finely located, close J
the Parker Fraternity Hall. Its cost was over #100,000.
is four stories in height and contains two halls. p

In 1874 Mr. Lick placed the remainder of his property
the hands of seven trustees, to be devoted to public ch®
table purposes. In the spring of 1875 the bequests,
gating some millions of dollars, were changed in @~
respects. To the Academy of Natural Sciences 8 .. nt
Society of California Pioneers, of which he was pres' ~
up to the time of his death, he bequeathed the res'~uas
his property after his other legacies had been paid. He. j
not unmindful of his relatives in the far East, and also r81™e
the monument at Fredericksburg, Pa., before his death. g
died at the Lick House, October 15, 1876. In ic
remains were interred under the base of the great Teles”™ a
Observatory on Mount Hamilton, near San Jose. ”
tablet is inscribed—" Here Lies the Body of James Lie

His attitude and independent spirit may be seen by 8
cumstance which occurred in San Francisco several nio *
before his death. On July 4, 1876, the Liberals ot O
Francisco had a portrait of Thomas Paine painted f°r "je
by Mrs. Addie L. Ballou, intending to hang it acr0SQattef
street, which the owner of their hall forbade. Tbo
was called to the attention of Mr. Lick. He examine q
banner and ordered it hung across from the Lick
where it could be seen from his rooms.

Among his numerous bequests were the Lick vaOU”feteft
which stood opposito to tho City Hall. It was co P
and unveiled November 29, 1894. It required tb (jiM
one-half years to construct it. It is built chiefly ot at)els 8
supporting massive bronze figures, and also bronze Ppranc®
historic designs. Tho portraits are designs of tir  jO3P
Drako, Father Junipero Serra, John C. Fremont, a° Otl)iin

A. Sutter. The latter is buried at Lititz, Pa., To®
twenty-five miles from the birth-place of James L*¢” (oat
statue is one hundred and fifty feet high. Beneath ~

panels portraying “ Crossing the Sierras,” “ Vaqo® »iac%

soing a Bull,” “ Trappers Trading Skins with ~"% tgs

“ California’s Progress Under American Rule.” f j,(ov'/e

main shaft looks down the face of James Lick

amid drapings of the bear flag and the American n8n’ ed
When Lick lived in Baltimore, in 1819, ho I® =

know or admire Francis Scott Key, author of t 0°°/

Spangled Banner,” and in his memory he erected ~, B®

ment in Golden Gate Park, at a cost of #60,000- _jG55a

#150,000 for tho School of Mechanical Arts, aU,,.c P8, ft

for the Old Ladies’ Home, and $100,000 for In ~

For the aforesaid Lick monumont facing City f18 po

#100,000. To his natural son, John H. L1I0’
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*160,000. This was afterwards increased to $540,000, to
°bviate a suit on his part against the trustees. This son
W&? born after he left for Hanover, Pa., in 1818.

John H. Lick, the natural son of James Lick aforesaid,
'Vas born in Fredericksburg. At the age of fourteen he went
Oreside with an uncle in Centre County, Pa. In 1836 he
returned to Fredericksburg aud later became a clerk,
*etoaining thus at different points up to 1846, when ho went
‘eto business for himself. In 1854 he went to California at
be request of his father. Returning in 1857, he again went
0 the Coast in 1859 to take charge of the large mill at
j V'so, which he operated until 1863. In 1867 he made a
°ur of Europe, and again on his return went to California.
“ 1871 he returned to Lebanon County and died there in
a I>aged seventy-three. He was never married. He was

Elan of many estimable virtues and had large successful

siness interests. Ho stood highly in his community. In

IBconnection it may bo remarked that Benjamin Franklin
q d a natural son, William Franklin, who became Colonial
~vernor of New Jersey. This son had a natural son,

lham Temple Franklin, who became the secretary of his

andfather, and also the editor of his writings after his
necesse.

Ha*"?68 feff a bequest of $700,000 for the Mount
of r?1 011 Observatory, to be connected with the University
Co aliorri‘a’ This was located on the Peak Diabola, on the
itself m D¥6! some thirteen mies from San Josel which is
Q@ about fifty miles from San Francisco, in the Santa
atglalley. There is a good roadway to the Observatory,
tj, '°b  about doublo the distance from San Jose, owing to
sea, ePness. The peak itself is about 4,300 feet above
OjleeVeb The elevation of the building is 4,029 feet. The
H i* PeBks along the crest of the range are named “ Coper-
acd ™p" Newton,” “ Tycho Brahe,” “ Huygens,” “ Herschel,”
thirt Ptol?my-" The diameter of the lens of the telescope is
?'s'x inches, and the length of the tube is fifty-six feet,
n°bes, and the whole weighs several tons. This glass

bad tQade by Alvin Clark & Sons, of Cambridgeport, who
vaC a*e the twenty-six inch glass for the Naval Obser-
ex@G” at Washington, and many othors. This lens was to
of Jara others then in existence. It required an amount
»iH ,or and skill almost incalculable. Probably larger glasses
po8si, ? c°nstructed in the future, but this telescope with a
exatn- e P°wer of 3,600 diameters, makes it possible to
4vi,?t the moon as though it were but sixty miles away

§ 1°0 this observatory is a rare treat,

dost- e the Lick benefactions, with other material, were
a’ted Mai the great earthquake several years ago. The
befOte Alviso mill was also destroyed by fire some years

San'i'ss work-bench was brought from South America to
toafi ranc'sco in 1847. This may be found in the visitor's
iarg6’ bears the inscription, “ The foundation of his
beQgg~tano and the source of his power to confer large
bow,3 uP°n his fellow-citizens and upon mankind was
SOcl a?d faithful labor.”
Raided *S story °f a Pennsylvania German boy who,
a log, .. faced the world alone and pursued fortune during
fictQge Ife °f eighty years with results that are amazing.
physi ' °f Mr. Lick show him to have been a man of good
bating ° and constitution. He possessed a sharp, pene-
His jaws and mouth indicated resolution and
bis keala“ on- He possessed breadth between the ears, and
ald proin'Vas farge and capacious. His forehead was high
aM teu ‘cent. He was a man of good perception, memory
Kas a ?°®Jon. With little education in the schools, ho yet
2>@d indent in the world of common sense and experi-
B}ﬁitm had great powers of acquisitiveness, but his
ad n Otflained unquestioned. He may havo been looked
Sowan°A’ glfiBhman, yet-his.-benofactions woulgeem
bat he was a humanitarian at heart. Men like
Taybe'i~’J°bns Hopkins, Williamson, aud George Peabody
~'W i, Oolled upon as selfish, but in the end they become

A0 BA8Es to *bo world at large.
boc « FBéS #ﬁ-mbﬁafre%f“of Rhe Pacific EHE8t were men
0 "om tho humbler walks off life, Many have
beif "bat so many of them were men of tho world.
I and benefactions conduced to the service and
lar» i of various enterprises, however. Men who
i&P " ior self-interest only, are not likely to make
M'?as thp°f90n uPOn the material interests of the world.
bopatlCeiU  °rfUn0 of James Lick to do his part in the
a “yer, °? Hie material world in which he was a great
\tls*tto,aui* D Arn°l4i the son of Arnold of Rugby, after
m lw,, examination of, the observatory and teloscope,

4 Tm?2" aafollows :~

big ola Jam°3 Eick sleeps gloriously under the base of
n b dea,lV £our thousand feet nearer heaven than any
a y king Ufsuow-citizens, he is buried more grandly than

byiairiup f°r 9ueen, and has a finer monument than their
—1 uinish to Cheops and Cephrenes 1’

Uncinitarian Review,” Los Angeles, California.
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Co-Education.

Eight Years' Experience in Germany.

The South German newspapers publish the results of Arefe-
rendum in which all teachers in the high schools of the
Grand Duchy of Baden took part, as to the value of the co-
education of boys and girls, which has been in force in the
Grand Duchy since 1901.

The general result of the referendum is markedly unfavor-
able to the new system. Although no serious evils result
from the system, the majority of opinions is that it has no
positive educational superiority over the former system, and
that there are certain marked disadvantages.

The opinion was general that co-education is to be recom-
mended only in small centres of population where a separate
high girls’ school could not exist; in all other districts it is
considered preferable to provide separate girls’ schools with
their own teaching program.

Most of the teachers deny emphatically that there is any
useful sense of competition between the sexes, adding that
on the contrary the general level of classes containing many
girls rather tends to fall. Reference to the better records of
girls has only the effect of making indolent boys more indo-
lent. Many of the teachers complain that the girls showed
markedly less talent for mathematics and natural science,
and that in teaching biology and other subjects it was neces-
sary to restrict the subject in order to make it suited for
girls.

The reports generally agree that the male pupils disliked
the presence of the girls. The girls had no effect upon the
conduct of the boys, but the influence of the boys on the
girls was shown in displays of morbid ambition and rough
conduct.— Westminster Gazette.

THE BIBLE AND PERSECUTION.

Protestantism, with its open Bible, has everywhere main-
tained laws against blasphemy and heresy. The laws against
heresy have fallen into desuetude in England, but while they
lasted they were simply ferocious. We heard the late Lord
Coleridge say from his seat as Lord Chief Justice of England,
that the Protestant laws against Roman Catholics, particu-
larly in Ireland, where they were executed with romorseless
ferocity, are without a parallel in the history of the world.
Catholicism, however, is no longer under a ban. Even the
Jews have been admitted to equal rights with their fellow
citizens. But laws still remain in existence, and are occa-
sionally put into operation, against “ blasphemers.” It is
true that many Christians are ready to profess a certain
aversion to such laws, but they mako no effort to repeal
them. Many others contend that the feelings of Christians
should bo protected, and that while men should not be
punished for being Freethinkers, they should be punished
for wounding orthodox susceptibilities. It is not proposed,
however, that any limitations of taste or temper should be
imposed upon Christian controversialists; and this conten-
tion may therefore be regarded as a subterfuge of bigotry.
On the whole, it may be said that Catholics without the
Biblo, and Protestants with the Bible, persecute unbelief to
the full extent of their opportunities; and it is only as tole-
ration grows from other roots, and is nourished by other
causes, that the Bibliolators find out subtle interpretations
of simple texts in favor of the prevailing tendency.—G. W.
Foote, “ The Booh of God."

The Boulter Fund.

Previously acknowledged, j623 16s. 6d.—J. K.
C. J. Price, 2s.
City-road, E.C.

IL, Is.;
6d.—N. J. Evans (Hon. Treasurer), 122

ICONOCLASTS C. C. V. RED CROSS C. C.

This match was played at Hanwell on Sunday, August 29,
aud resulted in a victory for the Iconoclasts by 93 runs.
This is our fifth consecutive win. Wo batted first and
knocked up 86, of which Collard made a fine 44. Our
opponents then went in, but collapsed before tho bowling
of S. Travis and Collard, being all out for 19. Wo then
went in again aud scored 125, of which Masters made a
capital 28. Minett, Wareham, and the brothers Harvey
also batted well. Our opponents then battod and did better
this time, aud made 99. Travis and Collard again bowled
well.  Scores :—Iconoclasts, 86 and 125; Red Cross C. C,,
19 and 99. It was a most enjoyable and sporting game.
There were a large number of spectators present, and the
weather was glorious.—H. E. Voigt, Captain I. C. C.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, etc.

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

LONDON.
I ndoor.

St. James's Hall (Great Portland-street, W.) : 7.30, G. W.
Foote, “ Shakespeare’s Philosophy of Life—in Hamlet, etc.”

Qutdoor.

Bethnal Green Branch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the
Fountain) : 3.15, A. B. Moss, a Lecture.

Camberwell Branch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park): 3.15, C. Cohen,
a Lecture.

Kingsland Branch N.S.S. (Ridley-road) « 11.30, F. A. Davies,
* The Reconciler.”

North London Branch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill, Hampstead):
3.30, F. A. Davies, a Lecture.

West Ham Branch N. S. S. (Outsido Maryland Point Station,
Stratford): 7, A. Hyatt, a Lecture.

West London Branch N. S. S. (Marble Arch, Hyde Park):
11.30, Debate between Mr. Hannen and Mr. Samuels, “ Did
Christ Rise from the Dead ?”

Wood Green Branch N. S. S. (Spouters’ Corner): 11.30, a
Lecture. Seven Sisters’ Corner: 7, F. Schaller, “ Atheism v.
Christianity.”

W oolwich Branch N. S. S. (Beresford-square) : 11.30, A.
Allison, “ Christian Forgeries 7.30, E. C. Saphin, a Lecture.

COUNTRY.
I ndoor.
Liverpool Branch N. S. S. (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square):
7, H. Percy Ward, “ Goodness Without God.”
QOutdoor.

E dinburgh Secular Society : Musselburgh Links, 2.30, a
Lecture ; The Mound, 6.30, a Lecture ; Portobello Sands, Mr.
Bowie, a Lecture.

Wigan Branch N. S.S. (Market-square): Monday, Sept. 6,
at 8, H. Percy Ward, a Lecture.

TRUE MORALITY:

Or, The Theory and Praotioe of Neo-Malthusianism,
IS, 1 BILIKY,
BEST BOOK
ON THIS BUBIJICT.

Super)Ins Large-paper Edition, 176 pagei, with Portrait and Auto-
graph, bound in doth, gilt-lettered, postfree It, a copy.

THE

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

A POPULAR EDITION IN PAPER COVERS.

A oopy of this edition post free for 2d. A dozen copies, for dis-
tribution, post free for one shilling.

The National Reformer of September 4, 1882, says: "Mr.
Holmes's pamphlet....... is an almost unexceptional statement
of the Neo-Malthusianism theory and praotice....... and through-
out appeals to moral feeling...... The special value of Mr.
Holmes's servioe to the Neo-Malthusian cause and to human
well-being generally is just his combination in his pamphlet
of a plain statement of the physical and moral need for family
imitation, with a plain aooount of the means by which it can be
sacared, and an offer to all conoerned of the requisites at the
lowest possible prices.”

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

Ordert should be sent to the author,

J R HOLMES, EAST HANNEY, WANTAGE.

Natural Religion

OB
THE SECRET OF ALL THE CREEDS.
BY
F. J. B.

Being an abbreviated rendering in English of the great work of
Dupuis, L'Origine de tous les Cultes, first published in 1704, from
which Robert Taylor,- Logan Mitchell, and other astro-mythical
exponents of Christianity have so largely drawn. This little hook
thoroughly explains the astronomical origin of Christianity, in a
manner which everyone may essily understand. It will be of
the deepest interest to Freethinkers and an astonishing eye-
opener to orthodox Christians. |Its value is enhanced- by the
inclusion of three important plates from Dupuis, reproduced (with
difficulty) on India paper, which will not break with folding.

in Cloth. Price Two Shillings.

Postage Twopence Extra.

Sound

The Pioneer Press, 2 NewcaBtle-street, Farringdon-streot, E.C.
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BUSINESS CARDS.

Short advertisements are inserted under this heading at the r

of 2s. per half inch and 3s. Gd. per inch. No advertise®6 "

under this heading can he less than 2s. or extend beyond O
inch. Special terms for several continuous insertions.

EASTBOURNE.—Comfortable furnished apartments, °e
sea. Piano, bath, etc.—Mrs. Agnes Hoffmann, Sunnys' 1
19 Willowfield-road.

25s. OVERCOATS to measure are my leading line.
to those supplied elsewhere at 35s. Patterns on reco'P
postcard.—H. M. Wilson, 22 Nortliside-terrace, Bradio—_

DAILY EXPRESS says “ Wishart's pamphlet (price
post free) is a blasphemous production from a vi®
league.”— Sold by A. Dyson, 696 Bolton-road, Bradford;™

GOTT FOR SUITS. Gott for Overcoats. Agents wanted
for Gott's goods. Patterns free.—J. W. Gott, 28 Chui
bank, Bradford.

PAMPHLETS by C. COHEN.

Foreign Missions their Dangers and

A 3
Delusions
Full of facts and figures.
. . . 6>
An Outline of Evolutionary Ethics e=
Principles of ethics, based on the doctrine of Evolution.
.- . .. . id.
Socialism, Atheism, and Christianity.*
.. . . . id<
Christianity and Social Ethics
id.

Pain and Providence ...

. EC
The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-strcet

We have received from the Pioneer Press a copy of a rem*r"
able book, entitled Ralph Cricklewood, by Stephen Fitz-Steph6 -
gives a very vivid account of the mental evolution of a clef,
man, who is convinced by study that many of his former relig“ po

beliefs are not founded on fact. We think we are betraying
secret in saying this is the actual experience ol the a™ a
Persons of all shades of religious belief, and no religious of ©6
all, may derive much intellectual benefit from a perus»
book.” —John Bull.

Ralph Gricklewoocl,

A Twentieth Century Critical and Ratio'1*
Exposé of Christian Mythology-

(In the Form of a Novel.)

By STEPHEN FITZ-STEPHE"N*
A Well-Wisher of the Human Family*

6d>

388 pages, cloth. Price 3s.

Post Free.
.G

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

DEFENCE OF FREE

BY

G. W, FOOTE.

Being a Three Hours' Address to the Jury before to® ~
Chief Justice of England, in answer to an Indictee
for Blasphemy, on April 24, 1883.

With Special Preface and many Footnotes.

Price FOURPENCE. Postfree FIYEPEIit

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle street, Forringdon-sItreOt
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SOCIETY,

limited

Company Limited by Guarantee
Registered Office—S NEWCASTLE STEHET, LONDON, H.O.
Chairman of Board of Directors—Mk. G. W, FOOTE

Secretary—3 M.

renin00loty WIB 0’'meal!B 1898 10 sSorfl legal security to the
Th 2?n and ®PP* °ati°n of funds for Secular purposes.
Ojjje8 Omo"audum of Association seta forth that the Society'B
iliQ **a are:—To promote the prinoiple that human oonduct
®tur 1 i5a@e™ npon natural knowledge, and not upon super-
edj ®@belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper
jO 1lall thought and aation. To promote freedom of inquiry.
pie’ rom°to universal Seonlar Education. To promote the oom-
IS Secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such
hoijj 1ihinga as are oonduoive to such objeots. Also to have,
QthenieOeiv8’ an” retaiE any sums of monoy paid, given, devised,
ﬂeput%%gog’;)lhy anyg 88’1’(§t()yn and to employ the same for any of
hu  ‘iahUity of members is limited to £1, in case the Sooiety
JilitleVer  woun” nP an<iil0 aa0e*9 ware insuffloient to cover
,8—amost unlikely contingency.
yeN “*Darapay an entranoe fee of ton shillings, and a subsequent
The aUS580ripti°n of five shillings,
large, ” ooiety ha3 aconsiderable number of members, but a muoh
gl* . number is dosirable, and it is hoped that some will bo
it par«amorlSat those who read this announcement. All who join
lwrm.ir?tt*e In t*18 control of its business and the trusteeship of
“«aThTO083, ** *aelPr00sly provided in the Artioles of Associa-
treg0, n° member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from
tav 0Oty, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in
Tha™ wllatevor.
hitgd “cciety’s afiairs are managed by an elected Board of
b*6lve0rS oonEisting of not less than five and not more than
members, one-third o whom retire (by ballot) each year

YANOB Mis»),

but are capable of re-election. An Annual Genera Meeting of
members must be held in London, to receive the Report, elict
new Direotore, and transaot any other business that may arises.

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

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

A Form of Befuckt—The following Is a sufficient form of
boqusst for insertion in the wills of testators:—" | give and
" bequeath to the Seoular Society, Limited, the sum of £——
" free from Legaoy Duty, and | direct that a reoeipt signed by
"two members of the Board of the said Society and the Secrotary
" thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors for the
* said Legaoy.”

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

CLEARANCE SALE.
To make room for fresh stock.

the book of god

IN THE LIGHT OF THE HIGHER CRITICISM.

BY

G. W. FOOTE.

Contents :— Introduction — The Bible

Canon — The
itchcraft— The Bible and Freethongbt— Morals and Manners— Political

Bible and Science— Miracles and

and Social Progress

Nlnspiration— The Testimony of Jesus— The Bible and the Church of Engiand—An Oriental

Qk—Fictitious Supremacy.

COLONEL

i0

INGERSOLL'S OPINION.

111 have read with great pleasure your Boole of God,

I congratulate you on your book. It will do great

" because it is filled with the best of sense expressed with force and beauty.”—Letter to the Author.

"HIDUCEO FROM ONE

SHILLING

TO SIXPENCE.

(Postage 1nd.)

o

loth copies reduced to

PIONEER PRESS,

one shilling, post free.

2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.
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SUNDAY EVENING LECTURES

IN TUE BEAUTIFUL NEW

ST. JAMES’'S HALL,

GREAT PORTLAND STREET, LONDON, W.

DURING SEPTEMBER AND OCTOBER.

(Under the auspices of the Secular Society, Ltd)

THE SEPTEMBER COURSE

WILL BE DELIVEBED BY

Mr. G. W. FOOTE

“THE I\/IAS'ITER’S MIND”

AS FOLLOWS :
Sept. 5. “SHAKESPEARE'S PHILOSOPHY OF LIFE in Hamlet, etc.
- 12. “SHAKESPEARE’'S PHILOSOPHY OF THE WORLD —in King Lear, etc.
. 19. “SHAKESPEARE’'S VIEW OF EVIL in Othello, Macbeth, etc.
, 26. “SHAKESPEARE'S TESTING OF RELIGION in The Merchant of Venice, etc.

Doors Open at 7.  Chair taken at 7.30.  Seats, Is. & 6d.  Some Free Seats at the

OUR CLOTHING DONT WORRY

if you find it difficult to get Boots that
“ Just Right.” Send at once for a pair ®
IS NOT CHEAP 8s. 6d. “ Business Man's Box Calf
They are AHEAD of all similar priced g™y,
AT THE both for STYLE, COMFORT, and DURABHM,
They are specially manufactured to our »
designs, and the result is “ A iiigh-CLASS 3
EXPENSE OF THE WORKER at a moderate price. Lace or Derby PfI*
8s. 6d., post free.

This is what a Trade Union Paper says:— Our Ladies’ 5s. lid. Box Calf
o brings us repeat orders
“1 was privileged to walk round the parts of the world Stocked in
Clothing Faotory of Messrs. Geo. Jessop patterns. Lace, 5s. lid.,
AND Son, Ltd., Batley. The buildings are or Derby, 6s. 3d.

well adapted for their business, and far

ahead of many first-class tailors work- Ifyou require “ Extra Wide

writes us. We have just the jo |

rooms into which | have been. The place to fit you. Gents.’, 11s. ® °

is one which is healthy morally as well as 14s. 6d. Ladies’, from 6s. H®’

physically and financially.” 0 git
—Factory Times, August 8, 190G. When Ordering enclose postal order, giv ¢ j

and send us a pencilled outline of the i°°
a piece of paper as a guide.

Send Postcard for Exchange.—We are always willing to oxc »
Patterns and Self-measurement Form. any boots which are not to customers rG>
ments. Our aim is to GIVE SATISFACTION-

Catalogue post free on application.

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

BATLEY ’ YORKSHIRE. WHITEHOUSE & CO., BOOT FACTORS, STOUIU*1

Printed and Published by the Pionhkb Pbess, 2 Newcastle-streot, London, E.O.



