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The lesson writ in red since first Time ran
4 hunter hunting down the beast in man :
That till the chasing out of its last vice
The flesh was fashioned but for sacrifice.
— Geoege Mebedith.

The Murder of Francisco Ferrer.

A Public Speech by Mb. G. W. Foote
4  James's Hall, London, Sunday Evening, Oct. 17.

N ' "haibman and Fbiends,—| have had some

ancholy duties in my life, and this is one of the
th°8 tQe’ancboly. | felt, the moment | saw that
¢e6 MoUrt-martial had found Ferrer guilty, that his

WaS' with, a foregone conclusion, and
lqgfy1Q nex” place, he would have short shrift,
all h Crcums”ances>as indignation if expressed at
Pli b® expressed quickly, | ventured to com-

tjji a 6~ e proceedings to-night by inviting the Free-
e Ors of London to come to St. James’s Hall and
PioJ6s3 indignation against one of the worst of
atrocities. (Applause.)
hoQ °r» farther, | desire to read the resolu-
which | have not the happiness, but the honor,
Proposing;—
Recognising that the destruction of Francisco Ferrer
and his secular schools has long been sought by the
or'cal party in Spain, and that he has now fallen a
Wctim to their cruel machinations, this meeting salutes
raemory as that of an illustrious martyr of Free-
bought, stigmatises his so-called trial as a mockery
° law and justice, and rejoices that the act of his
t),U .iOrs kas raised a storm of indignation throughout
j  6civilised world.” (Loud applause.)

tam °°e sense, the last clause is the most impor-
of /, “rie rifle-shots that were heard in the moat
thtQ 6 f°rtress of Montjuich have reverberated
4tn Out Europe (applause), throughout North
he ri°a, throughout South America; and | shall
r e - ? ranch astonished if we do not hear that the
aPd iberafcion has travelled eastward through Asia
ihte reaclle(i the land in whose future we are all
jested,—Japan. (Applause.)
(ap j er has been slain by the Spain of the Inquisition
S p ™ 89). the Spain of Torquemada and Cortes, the
of ~ Alva and the bloody massacres and cruelties
Je?86/therlands, the Spain of the expulsion of the
iSpain be ®Pa'n °f the expulsion of the Moors, the
todieg only took its hand from the racked
of ~ heretics for the first time when the cannon
liberi.~°leon’8 French Army—with at least the cry of
from  whatever else they lacked—startled Spain
alan,,. er °°ntemptible repose of bigotry, cruelty, and
Of c 6r" (Applause.)

of the°~rs° man being dead, and the indignation
civilised world being aroused, the murderers
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must protest their innocence. They say that out-
siders are ignorant of the facts, the Government
knows what it is doing—which | can quite believe
(applause)—and that up its sleeve, or somewhere, it
has full proofs of Ferrer’'s guilt in respect of the
charges alleged against him. Mark that the very
people who say this now, after refusing him a proper
trial, after giving him nothing but a travesty of a
trial, are the very people who previously alleged that
they had full proofs of his guilt. They are the
people who kept him for twelve months in prison
until they were forced into bringing him to trial in
the light of day by the pressure of the public
opinion of all that was best in Europe. And when
he appeared for trial all the proofs turned out to be
either forgeries or hearsay of the most contemptible
description. (“ Shame!”) Why, amongst the proofs
which, three years ago, and rather more, they put
into the Court against Ferrer was an Anarohist letter
referring to bombs, from his son. They knew that
Ferrer had a son, but they had not taken the trouble
to ascertain his age, and as the boy at that time was
only four years old (laughter) you can see how beau-
tifully they over-reached themselves. Now what can
you believe on the word of men who forge documents
like that and put them into the Court? They
wanted Ferrer’s destruction and they have achieved
it. When the trouble took place at Barcelona they
felt that there was a new opportunity, and perhaps
a finally successful one, of sweeping him into the net
of their revenge; and no doubt they trusted that,
while the rifle shots were going and men and women,
tried by court martial, were falling, one rifle shot
more or less which settled the life of Ferrer would
never be noticed. But they miscalculated. (Hear,
hear.) We have not yet arrived at that noble con-
dition of things which Thomas Paine foresaw when
he said “ The world is my country, mankind are my
brethren, and to do good is my religion.” We have
not arrived at that state of society, but we are pro-
gressing towards it. (Hear, hear.) It is no longer
possible for crimes against humanity to be perpe-
trated in one country without arousing indignation
in others. (Applause.) Do not listen to those who
say that every country should mind its own business
only. It would be very much better if that maxim
were carried out in a good many “ imperial 7 affairs.
But when great crimes are committed let us
speak as millions in Europe and elsewhere are
speaking to-day, and a3 you are speaking to-night.
(Applause.)

Ferrer is a martyr! (Hear, hear.) We know very
well what his orime was. He tried to make people
think (hear, hear) ; he knew that education was the
only way to do that (applause), and educationists are
never practisers of violence. (Applause.) A man
who goes in for education goes in for the slow but
sure method. Education is the most terrible of all
dynamite (hear, hear) when applied to tyranny, super-
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stition, and inhumanity. (Applause.) The priests
in Spain knew what priests know everywhere—for
nature has endowed all animals, including priests
(laughter), with the instinot of self-preservation.
They know that whoever spreads education and
causes the fermentation of ideas is preparing peace-
fully, but surely, for the destruction of all priestcraft
and all mental tyranny. (Applause.) And so Ferrer
is slain. | am glad for my part that he is dead rather
than living at the mercy of these devils. (Hear, hear.)
We know, some of us, what went on in the fortress
of Montjuich before. | saw with my own eyes the
marks of torture on the bodies of Spaniards who
were swept into the not of that fortress on a previous
occasion. Those who are so fond of the bloody excite-
ment of bullfights might very well revel in the hotter
excitement of human agony. Ferrer is out of their
hands. | was sorry to see the English pressmen
asking for a commutation of his sentence. That is
not the language to address to tyrants. The
language to them is “ Hands off!” (Loud applause.)
They will never let a penny of Ferrer's property go
out of their hands. They have uses for it. They
have closed his sohools, they have killed him, and
why should not that be the climax? | say that if
they are to have the maximum of profit it is well
that they should also have the maximum of disgrace.
(Hear hear.)

Ferrer, being a noble martyr, will be worth more
dead even than he was living, because he becomes,
through a well-known law of humanity, a light and
an inspiration for future generations. For an hour
the martyr's head is brought low, and then it is
crowned for ever on the sun-smitten mountains of
memory. (Applause.)

Ferrer died as a Freethinker. After compassing
his death in the name of religion,—for that is what
it means (applause),—they had the disgusting hypo-
crisy to press their pious attentions upon his last
hours. They actually wanted him to Kiss the cruoi-
fix 1 They wanted Giordano Bruno to do that, and
in those days they made it red hot 1 Ferrer Kkissed
no crucifix, and listened to no priest, but met his
death like a man. (Applause.) He died in the
midst of enemies with head ereot, unblenching faoo,
and dauntless eye. He did not want any mask on
his face. Like a true man he preferred to die look-
ing at his executioners. (Applause.) They would
not allow that. No doubt they were afraid to look
at him. « (Applause.)

Well, without pressing this topic further, I am
here to-night to ask you to carry this resolution
unanimously. The world will hear more of Francisco
Ferrer. (Hear, hear.) The Government in Spain, |
trust, will fall under the execrations of mankind.
Do not listen for a moment to the talk that Spain is
not indignant. The press in Spain is muzzled by a
most rigorous censorship. Obviously the telegrams
from Spain to our own papers have been censored,
and very likely doctored too. We know that humanity
must bo indignant in Spain as well as elsewhere.
(Hear, hoar.) Wo look forward to the day of real
retribution. (Applause.) We do not want to stain
our cause when wo triumph with the foul blood of
of those who, when wo render them weak, will be
lower than our contempt. We do not mean in the
day of our triumph to imitate the crimes of our
enemies. (Applause.) We mean to stand by our
own principles—the principles for whioh Forror,
fought and died, the principles of Light, Truth,
Liberty, Justice, and Humanity. (Loud applause.)
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Are We Christians ?

Some years ago there was a discussion in one of
London dailies on the topic of “ Is Christianity 1
Out ?”  The discussion was carried on right thro>8
the newspaper “ silly season,” and several bun
of letters wore published. As is usual with sue ~
ussions in our “ Free Press,” nothing of a
drastic nature was allowed to appear from the
thought point of view. But although the corresp”
dence was, so far, edited, one curious result sr8 e
A very large number of the writers took up the F
tion that Christianity could not be played out
it had never yet been played in. What the
had known as Christianity was a spurious pie
ment, a caricature of the real thing. One day "
original article would appear, and, when 1@
society would be transformed, and we should N
what the old lady called the “ Aluminium.” -~a
agreed that the record of Christianity had e 6
to date, not such that one could exhibit Paris'

Now, from one point of view, | agree tha ~ o
tianity never has been played in, in the 0 ije
being practiced. Society has never acted up iy

t%@'&ﬂa qfh@?iNSWn esfcarent, and is newui ~ai
the practice of C h Sstween Christian theory

stunt features of Ph 8 \ans is one of the most coo
We andthereh av n, b'story. Individualsnmay
jaent teachings hnt QOUgta to carry out New Testa

as a tnero cnn,,S°erf as a_whole>has treatf

,n practice. Soriut-"i° erfection quite impossible
tor the morrow it & ~as never ceased to take thought
wtan one was smiH n®&/Or turned the other chef
principle that fu'’H°D ~ bas never acted uponts
disease, it has nnvn €oald ““ ove mountains or cue
eelibate iife ,,, r’ *or obvious reasons, held to tre
believed that' nnl Practicable ideal, it has revwer
corse. Not onf* 7 Tas a blessing or riches *
were Bcriousiv r S 8Xiety never done so, butitl
would raise the K ° S that It should, Christian3
Jn actual life OhrTi-  and most energetic protff-

Qon(}uc{ﬁggtmﬁgor;ogtl rleast ﬁilgﬁ&, al”d forcégl

divorce betTeen°fh offered for this longstandng
la the form nr wW°ry and practice cones to

“ corruptions ” generalities concerning *
jions of belleveuPnC7|t|v toachinsS by latergenag.
bat what is nnf ,, *n a sense this, again, iSJr ~.
Cbristianity W)If.°P Isf.d ia the deeper truth that
Was necess nri°- MO ovea ia name, corru{)t
ovii ” bad rnY, nd -evitable. Thus "Resist 0
the spirit of m ° corruPted into "Do not encoor ,,
had to bv ,ulnrie” “Gi™ to him that asketh
Sift." “Tahn | 00?, by " if ho § g of &

pempsiry >t o D ooty

before they n an teachings needed “corrmp »
way apnlirnhiecatnG decently practicable, or m

Christian t11V ° hunian ~airs. Everyrefer*
has meant t h n f bas —volved this “oorrnpi”.

* S t*- -
upon Chs; ¢loa- For the interprets®»
VNES etufl i{?
sgepk L'Jrll f&ﬂnsltlab'nl%e I?se'rgne neeo/bto
|n ordeTtI j oo~ even a particular g#£*
nature of jn° iear idea 0 what |
. ff fnsplra ion, of Jevel aqm, Qﬁ(ﬁb@\%ﬁﬁ
God, of the relations between ma

all meant different things to dl O hat adot jw hf

one taking as an articlo of faith ' gjjrist*8
denounced as the wildest heresy- , Oeing \<]i th
been, historically, a fluid thing) nrbout

obedience to extornal pressure, an
only constant fouturo is the name-
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th f6r*aP8 ~ e most absurd stage in this process is
p Boy reached by our Now Theologians. Earlier
~Derations of believers had at least the exouse that
thaffWere lar8ely unconscious of the modifications
took place. But here we have a number of men
& ° .ideliberately break with Christianity in any
D . historical form. They do not accept the
Pecial inspiration of the Bible, they reject the mira-
t, Ous, they are in some doubt as to a personal deity,
~.eresurrection is not an historical fact, even the
of Jesus is not accepted save in the sense
ca« 'f i™Sht be asserted of all of us, although in his
g 'elBis claimed that divinity was manifested in a
measure. One of these writers tell us
th f and properly, that the process of criticism
j a, destroyed the historical character of the Old
neS atnerit stories must extend to the New Testa-
is “and it must be recognised that “the Christ”
Gijar” s*orical figure. Why, then, do these people
themselves Christian ? Religious they may be ;
CHr ~r° certainly not Christian. For historically
niofl .anity has taken its stand upon the substantial
IS%rio accnracy of the Old and New Testament
Narratives. And if this is rejected, all we have left
g atNytb, or a series of myths, that one may use as
dg ma°y illustrations of social and ethical truths
of prw'se acquired, just as one may use the legends
agan Greece or Rome.
WIB fact is that any religion is only compatible
1h complete intellectual honesty so long as the
s oeral view of the universe that obtained at its
<fire remains. For on the intellectual side a reli-
8°n 18 a theory of the world or of life expressed in
AAernaturalistic instead of in naturalistic terms.
wifK ° *on8 as ™ e theory of the world which existed
h the people who nursed Christianity to power
iOfnained, so long did Christianity manifest signs of
~ cilectual vitality. There were heresies, of course ;
thVISI°ns *n Church, and various theories of
But Pafcrc of fundamental Christian doctrines,
ana IQ essentials Christianity remained intact,
a *en might profess belief in it without a number
dishonest reservations, and without a sense of
Natal stultification.
as th” wor”™ that men believed in, even so late
j the fifteenth century, has now entirely disappeared.
8 voyages of travellers increased its size and
afl & sBape. The calculations of astronomers
mathematicians changed its position in the solar
an” reduoed it from a primary to a subor-
"m atQ position. Geologists gave it a new history.
Bofm'Sts and physicists explained its nature.
a?ista gave an account of its flora that accorded
att the “inspired” version. Biologists
tio-& problem of animal life, and revolu-
hj~ 18" men’s minds in that direction. Lastly, man
hj8 Se ~ ~as placed under the scientific microscope;
to <P8eunO"ttivinity was destroyed ; he was affiliated
Or e animal world, just as all life was shown to be
R e a lly connected with all other terrestrial phe-
tenena bagk te the peit when we lose the earth in
~lQ rimitive fire-mists. And in this science could
0 r n° breaks, no gaps, no room for the miraculous
Noli  buPernatural. The old earth had indeed been
howt Up and cast contemptuously on one side. A
i(. w heaven and a new earth had been given us, and
nomvi8 BAE tRat was IA Ropelessly irreconcilable
.. u'st wiiin the religien that had for centuries
j.-~Ncd the mind of man.
~ash reaction of these views on Christian beliefs
ihe”@&ll Profound, and all things considered, rapid.
cOQn°w general acceptance of scientific teaching, the
fot ~10n habit we have of looking to scientific men
blir~™aNmation concerning man and the world,
g&h 8Us to the fact that science, in a popular and
\Vjti . sense, is little more than a century old.
fQta'n that brief period, religion has not only been
give © from fields wherein it once stood a law-
humv”~-~as been forced to acquiesce in its own
nation. And in the light of this remodelled
enti ars? historic Christian beliefs became so inher-
beOQ Ridiculous that one after another they have
either modified or discarded altogether. Our

din
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ancestors could see the workings of God in the world,
because their minds were destitute of any other
cosmic conception that could challenge its supremacy.
But is it possible for us to see it? At once our
minds turn to those theories of mechanical causa-
tion, of force, of matter, with which science has
made us familiar, and we find we have no room for
the more primitive conception of things. Christians
themselves, filled apparently with the desire to com-
mit suicide to save themselves from slaughter, point
out that nature expresses invariable laws, and that
no alteration in natural order is discoverable or
thinkable. As a saving clause, they add that there
is a God at the back of the whole process. But
neither God the creator nor God the sustainer of
natural processes gave rise to religious worship.
People worshiped God as the constant manipulator
of natural forces in the interests of mankind. A
God who merely created the world and who now sits
up aloft seeing it go, can no more be an object of
worship than a parliament that was twelve months’
in recess each year could arouse enthusiasm at the
polls.

A thorough-going belief in a religiously workable
deity is rapidly becoming impossible to the modern
mind. A mere abstraction such as deity has become
with advanced theologians, may live for a while in
virtue of the existence of traditional feelings to
whioh it appeals, but its final disappearance is a
mere question of time. So, too, the same may be
said of all specifically Christian doctrines. The
mental atmosphere is no longer suitable to their
continued existence. The truth of this is seen in
the fact that in every direction the religious inter-
pretation of these doctrines is replaced by social or
ethical ones. To not a few Christian preachers,
Christian doctrines are avowedly acceptable only so
far as they can be made to square with some special
sociological theory. It is no longer theology that
gives laws to life; life is now laying down the
conditions under which theology may be permitted
to live.

We are not, then, Christians in the sense that we
practice Christian moral teachings. We are not
Christians in the sense that we believe Christian
doctrines. Wo are Christian in name ; perhaps, too,
we are Christian in temper. The modifications in
our mental outlook are too recent to have yet per-
manently affeoted our emotional nature, and we are
liable to carry into life a temper that worked only
too actively under the impulse of Christian belief.
But for straightforward intellectual conviction, for a
confession of belief in Christian doctrines without
reservation or modification, one looks in vain. As a
profession of belief, Christianity is still with us;
expressed in powerful organisations it is still active;
and it will continue in both forms just as long as
the indolence of one class combines with the interest
of another for its perpetuation. o]

Christianity and History.

There is a theologioal school which claims to be
independent of history. One of its earliest and
ablest exponents in this country was the late Dr.
Dale, of Birmingham. His contention was that
Christians derive their knowledge of the Savior, not
from history, but from experience; not from the
Gospels, but from their personal intercourse with
him day by day. Even if the New Testament were
to be blotted out of existence to-morrow, the Chris-
tian Faith would still go on conquering and to
conquer. Dr. Dale himself was a firm believer in
the absolute historicity of the Gospel Jesus; but
knowing that historical criticism was hard at work
on the documents he was anxious to convince his
fellow Christians that the testimony of personal
experience was of infinitely greater evidential value
than the testimony of any book. Other and more
daring representatives of the same school go the
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length of lamenting the intimate connection of Chris-
tianity with history, and of recommending that the
alliance be dissolved as speedily as possible. *“ Oar
religion,” they argue, “ is built up of ideas which are
independent of events in time and space, and by a
timely recognition of this fact we shall safeguard
ourselves against any attacks that may be made upon
us from the field of historical research.”

But there is another school which regards history
as its main support. Intellectual assent to the
evangelical faith, it is maintained, is “ impossible
without adequate historical basis.” Schleiermacher
and Ritschl were wrong when they taught that reli-
gion, in its essence, is feeling, a sense of dependence
upon God and of the supreme value of the kind of
life exhibited in Jesus Christ, and that, consequently,
it is possible to believe in it in the absence of all the
historical props usually relied upon. They were
wrong, and so are their successors to-day. Whether
they are called New Theologians or Modernists, their
position is utterly indefensible. M. Loisy is afervent
believer, and avers that the evangelical faith stands
secure ; and yet he declares that “ historical criticism
cannot give standing-ground, let alone kneeling-
ground, for it.” Such a position, we are assured, and
we agree, is absurd in the extreme, and intellectually
impossible. The Rev. Dr. Newton Marshall, in a
paper read at the recent meeting of the Baptist
Union, says that “ if we have any faith at all,it must
be in things that, however spiritual, give evidence of
themselves outside ourselves.” *“ Just as a ray of
light is one of the things necessary to sight,” he
adds, “ so some evidence in the world of time and
space is necessary to faith.” This is reasonable, and
Dr. Marshall illustrates the point thus \—

“ The young bridegroom believes in his wife. All
that he has known of her— her comeliness, her conduct
at home, her attitude towards him,—has helped him to
believe her a pure and good woman. He believes in
her. True, he probably builds up an ideal of her that
is not the actual woman as God knows her. But he has
a sense of the reality of her goodness. After some
time, however, he makes a sudden and awful discovery.
He sees that he has been deceived. The reality is not
what he had thought. He can never believe in her
goodness again. Now it would bo possible for some
well-intentioned friend to go to this man and say: 1The
historical basis for your faith in your wife is gone. But
you still have the ideal. And that ideal is noble. It
helps you to live, it helps you to be happy, it helps you
to work. Never mind the historic basis. The intention
of that was to create the ideal. Now cherish the ideal
on its own merits.” It is not necessary for me to insist
that men are not made that way. When once the sense
of reality is taken away, the ideal topples too.”

There is no need to quarrel with the substance of
that passage. It is a convincing refutation of the
Modernist argument. But what proof is there that
Christianity is based on events in the world of time
and space ? M. Loisy and Dr. Percy Gardner assort
that Jesus of Nazareth is in no appreciable sense a
historical character. They both agree that it is
“ impossible to determine what the actual facts of
the life of Christ were, or even to make the common
rough distinction between the figure of the historio
Jesus and that of the idealised Christ." These are
Dr. Gardner's emphatic words: “ It will probably
always remain an impossibility to set forth even a
brief narrative of the Founder’s life which history
can accept as demonstrated fact. Even the chrono-
logical skeleton of such a life cannot be sketched
with certainty.” Can Dr. Marshall disprove that
statement ? It is all very well to say that “ intel-
lectual assent to the evangelical faith can only be
given to-day with the assent of history,” but edn the
“ assent of history ” be legitimately obtained ? Does
history put at our disposal a single evidence of any
kind that Jesus was a Divine Being disguised as a
Jewish peasant ? Instead of answering this question
straightforwardly, Dr. Marshall beats about the bush
in a most curious fashion. *“ While our sense of the
supreme value of our faith,” he says, “ does not
enable us to ignore the claims of history to speak as
to tho meaning of tho Gospel, it does force us to
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exercise the greatest caution in accepting the
sions of historians as to Gospel history. That s
say, it insists upon our becoming ourselves historia j
and testing the evidence history puts at our
with every available means.” That is bad
but this is worse —
“ The evangelical faith demands our assent toso”
historical propositions. We must, therefore, °?%eath.

become historians. It is a matter of life au(i e
We cannot allow others, unbelievers, to settle ese ~
guestions for us (the italics are our own)...... No a “ylp
of mere repetitions asseveration of our faith

the rising generations to believe unless we cin, :nty
that history justifies that faith. For historic car

is an essential constituent of religious belief.

Having proceeded from bad to worse, Dr. fit
does not stop until he arrives at the very
Surely nothing could be more despicable *.Q 08l
statement that the only competent critics or
history are believing Christians. How on ear
believing Christians be impartial judges of , ? Jrgelf
bility of their own faith ? Dr. Marshall -t
admits that their one desire is to “ protec of
faith,” which means that they are incapa
honest criticism because of their fondly c
bias. And yet, after avowing the presence o
motive in believing critics, Dr. Marshall g°0S™ma

Na

say: “ We cannot allow historians toput t~ pa8
presuppositions forward instead of evidence.
not the reverend gentleman know that (00 g3
believers are continually losing their fait 6an®
sequence of applying to Gospel narratives arra:
Btandard of judgment as is applied to all ot A (0}
tives ? The moment people realise, and g 0Sg9
fleet upon, the fact that at the time tn, gmijar
were written_the_whale warld teemed wi!
documents, it becomes impossible for them . Jjanjty
one God-man while rejecting all the rest. a " freat
with Pagan scriptures dissipates thecapaciy ¢dad
the Hebrew and Christian scriptures m ay
manner. aalrainé'
But Dr. Marshall’'s argument oan be turn , aatel?

himself. If only a Christian is oapable o .@Yaaity, ’
understanding the historic bases of Cbris “as jjo
follows that Dr. Marshall, being a Chris i “ag0g o
right to Bit in judgment on tho histori pod-
Buddhism. His Christian belief is a P crib®
tion ” that disqualifies him for being an reveto®

of any other religion whatsoever. X diet a
gentleman’s own logic forces him to Oof t®
least. His own canon of criticism ro s jjazarOg
right to declare dogmatically that Jesus maNC.
is the only Savior of the world, becaus > <

such a declaration, he, an outsider, v?* Ais iDep

suppositions,” deliberately refuses to g1 kaff &

loctual assent to similar olaims made o eir°a if
others. His being a Christian at alb 1 hidio
stances, is a serious violation of the a

has laid down. ,m no’'Ob;g

To show that we are doing Dr. ~ aBaCkc froQL
tice, we submit tho following

de1IB
aper
pap X that history .
“ It is no uso for a man to say "u, f ,¢jifcion jS
tho Christian tradition hecauso that ,,g0phic &aAioQ

lous, if ho has already decidod on P ;cai inves V
that miracles aro impossible. Hiso ~ Oc&

has nothing to do with tho possible y jJ3]1C0p™M |

There are those who believe, ,?pOQidi] !d by
grounds,” that miracles, in the aDderS flaD
are impossible. But what are we 8yn°D IoiN

“philosophical grounds”? Are tney”™”“\'sOfre c\8
with rational or logical grounds, °r “uiiity  lgd
Atheists do not believe in tho possi
because, on grounds of reason, ,o aul jptef
abandon the belief in the supernalO . A Ofay for

be no supernatural there is no poQ0* , Njgir el
forence with the natural order. * u,otai lac' eGfl™
repudiating tho supernatural is the OnP fte0

denee for it; and they rejest nmtoregictliyO ie&0
tho same ground. Now Huxleytm oOusly . *»a
tho possibility of miraoles, but s aoy]\ wIn
their actuality. Of course, theorctwijjfaoi
everything is possible ; but, on ex
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of withess to the miraculous, Huxley was driven to
be conclusion that miracles have never happened.
What evidence is there that Jesus raised Lazarus
horn the dead ? None whatever. The story occurs
In a document which has been a bone of contention
among theologians ever since it made its appearance.
There is more evidence that the late Father Ignatius
oahed one or more dead people back to life, and yen
tOali.eMar:shall himself would not give credence to this

T° impartial critics, who have no evangelical faith
t0 protect, the canonical scriptures of Christianity
are. °’nly an interesting part of the general mytko-
°S*cal literature of the world, and should be ]Jua88d
according to the same critical standard. The
Possession of a creed that requires protection is a
radical disqualification for the conduct of honest
~riticism.  Theologians are special pleaders, not im-
Partial critics. They hold a brief for the evangelical
aith, and to this alone do they speak.

J. T. Llosd.

The Narratives in Genesis.—XY|.

Yahveii’s Promises.

n (Continued from p. 669.)

clllj whole of chapter xv. and nearly the whole of

Naptm. xvi. are from the pen of the Yahvist writer.
° first of these chapters commences :

NAfter these things the word of Yahveli came unto
Abram in a vision, saying, Fear not, Abram : I am thy
shield, and thy exceeding great reward.”

tio°n N°MOW8 (>n TPI0 vision) a confidential conversa-
i fn between Abram and Yahveh. The former
ac’rmed his god that he was still childless and that
B OQlParative stranger was the heir to his posses
haDS r° Th*8 Yahveh replied that Abram should

tor'f a 80n w”° woufd be his heir, and_that his pos-
& ny sinould be as the stamd for muititude. Upon

caring these promises Abram “ believed in Yahveh,”
d that omniscient deity “ counted it to him for
ghteousness.” The god then repeated a promise
°V0Q on a former occasion that Abram should
PCssess and inherit the land of Canaan. That worthy
, __riarch, no doubt, believed this promise also—was
it <tHé fatherof the faithful » 2—but e tHought
kn® - en The same, to ask, “ Whereby shall |
that | shall inherit it ?” Nineteen centuries
tet>a €ertain priest, to whom, like Abram, a son
been promised in his old age, was struck dumb

Ah d:IriDS To ask this question (Luke i. 18, 20). But
g. flm was a personal “ friend of God” (Isaiah xli.
is' n atnes 28> and though “ the Lord,” as we know,
thia® respecter of persons, ho thought it better in
ther@as8 T° dispel his faithful servant’s doubts. He
g0a(CaorG commanded Abram to take a heifer, a she-
ati 'nnd a ram>each of “ three years old,” and also
read ° dove ax™ a y°unS pigeon>aQd to lay them
divvf ~°r 8aorid°0" “ And he took him all these, and
a . ®dthem in the midst, and laid each half over
1iad88T The other: but the birds divided he not." By
to jidlv*ding the birds Abram was careful to conform
. be command given in Lev. i. 17. This regulation,
big8: - e, was n°T made until many centuries after
e 61 but that is a mere detail. During the

N .a,nder of that day Abram kept watch over the
6tt animals, and when night came ho beheld “ a
bet°Un® furnace aQd a burning torch that passed
incr°en these pieces.” This miracle, of course,
OajQa8ed Abram'’s faith in the god Yahveh, who now
rea(j8 To that patriarch two fresh promises, which

Hagar.

(1) “ Know of asurety that thy seed shall be a stranger
a land that is not theirs, and shall servo them : and
‘bey shall atlliet them four hundred years ” (xv. 13).
. (2) “ Unto thy seed have | given this land, from the
r>verfé E<ypt unto tho great river, the river Euphrates ”
XV. .

b%d°&) Pron,ise8, like many others made by the same
m~ore never fulfilled. With regard to the first,
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the Israelites (assuming that they were at one time
bond-servants to the Egyptians) were not in Egypt
for half the period stated, and were not afflicted at
all during the first seventy years of their residence
there. As regards the second promise, the so-said
descendants of Abram never occupied, possessed, or
had dominion over a quarter of the extent of country
mentioned; and during the greater portion of their
time in Canaan they were tributary to their more
powerful neighbors—the Babylonians, the Persians,
the Syrians, the Egyptians, and the Romans.

There is one sentence in this chapter which the
great Apostle of the Gentiles cites in support of his
own teaching, and founds a long and tedious argu-
ment upon it (Rom. iv. 8-25). We know from various
sources that the so-called apostles and disciples of
Jesus Christ confined their ministry, as did their
reputed master, to “ the lost sheep of the house of
Israel”; and to Gentiles who desired to enter their
fold they taught “ Except ye be circumcised after the
custom of Moses, ye cannot be saved ” (Aots xv. 1).
But Paul, soon after he had set up as a teacher,
found that circumcision was a stumbling-blook to the
Gentiles, and so set it aside as unnecessary (Gal. v.
1-2 ; etc.). Having this done, he searched the Sep-
tuagint for some plausible pretext to justify his
action, and settled upon the following statement:
“ And Abram believed God, and it was counted to him
for righteousness.”

Commenting upon this “ scripture ” the Apostle of
the Gentiles asks: “ How then waR it counted ? when
he was in circumcision, or in uncircumcision?” To
which he replies: “ Not in circumcision, but in un-
cireumcision.” Hence, it followed that faith alone,
and not circumcision, was the one thing needful to
secure salvation. And this apostolic nonsense is the
great foundation-stone upon which our present Chris-
tianity rests. But for Paul and his innovations the
primitive Christian religion, of which circumcision
was an indispensable condition, would have died out
in the early centuries AD.

If that self-appointed apostle had read two chapters
further on he would have found that circumcision
was the sign of a covenant between the Hebrew god
and his people, and that that deity decreed of any
male who omitted to conform to the rite—“ that soul
shall be cut off from his people : he hath broken my
covenant.” Moreover this covenant is stated to be
“an everlasting covenant,” the rite being binding
upon all succeeding generations, including slaves
belonging to other nations who had been * bought
with money.” This rite was never abolished. Again,
there was no “ salvation,” in the Christian sense of
the word, in the time of Abram. The rewards of the
faithful and the punishment of the unfaithful were
limited to this world. “ The Lord ” of those days
knew nothing, and said nothing, respecting a future
life. Paul’s argument had thus not a leg to stand
upon. His doctrine—salvation by faith, without cir-
cumcision—never received the sanction of *“ the
Lord ” of the Old Testament. Hence, our prosent
Christianity rests upon no other foundation than
this juggling fraud.

Coming to chapter xvi., we notice that the con-
tribution by the Priestly writer comprises only verse 1
(first 8 words), verse 3, and verses 15 and 1G—all the
rest being by the Yahvist. The Priestly writer’'s
narrative reads as follows :(—

“ Now Sarai, Abram’s wife, bare him no children.
[Short Yahvist narrative] And Sarai, Abram's wife,
took Hagar the Egyptian, lior baudmaid, after Abram
had dwelt ten years in tho land of Canaan, and gave
her to Abram, her husband, to be his wife. [Long
Yahvist narrative.] And Hagar bare Abram a son:
and Abram called the name of his son which Hagar
bare, Ishmael. And Abram was fourscore and six
years old when Hagar baro Ishmacl to Abram.”

This account, though short, is to the point, besides
being continuous; but tho compiler evidently thought
it somewhat bald, and so filled in what he considered
more interesting matter from the Yahvist narratives
at his disposal. There is nothing very improbable in
this account, unless it be the initiative having been
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taken by Sarai rather than Abram. Very few women,
however old, would care to give up to their husbands
a young and comely bond-maid, and continue to live
under the same roof with the second wife. And, if
we believe the Yahvist narrative, the experiment did
not work particularly well. According to this narra-
tive, when Hagar “ saw that she had conceived, her
mistress was despised in her eyes "—a circumstance
which Sarai soon discovered, and laid before her
husband. “ But Abram said unto Sarai, Behold thy
maid is in thy hand; do to her that which is good in
thine eyes. And Sarai dealt hardly with her, and
she fled from her face.”

The name Hagar means “ flight  whence it would
appear that that bond-woman’s godfathers and god-
mothers had had a premonition that the child, when
grown, would run away from her mistress, and so
gave her that appellation : or, upon second thoughts,
the name (which was known to the Priestly writer,
but not, apparently, the story of the flight) suggested
to the Yahvist the incident of the bond-maid running
away.

To continue the Yahvist story, “ an angel of the
Lord ” found Hagar at a well, and, after promising
her the honor of being the mother of a nation that
“ could not be numbered for multitude,” persuaded
her to return to her mistress. |t would seem, how-
ever, that it was “the Lord” himself, and not an
angel, that spoke to Hagar and made the promise;
for “ she called the name of Yahveh that spake unto
her, Thou art a god that seeth.”

It is scarcely necessary to say that thelshmaolites,
and the supposed descendants of Hagar, and the ances-
tors of the Arab tribes of to-day, were a numerous
people in the Yahvist writer’s time, and that the “ pre-
diction” made respecting Hagar’s son Ishmael was as
well known a characteristic of those nomads then as
now—*“And he shall b9 as a wild-ass among men;
his hand shall be against every man, and every man’s
hand against him.” It is not so very surprising,
then, that this prophecy was fulfilled.

A TBRACADABBA.
(To be continued.)

Correspondence.

BISHOP WELLDON EXPLAINS.
TO TUB EDITOR OF “ TUE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,—A neighbor of mino in Manchester has sent mo a
copy of the Freethinker in which you criticise rather severely
some remarks which | am supposed to have made at St. John’s
Church, Cheetham. But you represent me as saying just the
opposite of what | really did say. I did not say than an
Atheist could not be a good citizen—1 said that ho could. |
only regretted that a particular person, who had told me ho
himsolf was an Atheist, should, by breaking the windows of
a shop in Manchester, have apparently given to his own
question, whether an Athoist could bo a good citizen or not,
an answer which | should not have given, and which | did
not, and do not, give.

I should bo very sorry to do injustice to the opinions or
the character of anybody, however widely | may diffor from
him, that | hope you will bo kind enough to correct your ro-
marks and to sond mo a copy of the Freethinker in which

‘)-/]DUF correction occurs. 5 E & Welld
. - . e on.

[We also should be very sorry to do an injustice to Bishop
Welldon—or any other Christian. We quoted accurately from
the report in a local paper. Wo ore glad to hear that it was in-
correct. But why do pious journals misreport Church dignitnries
in this way ? And why did not Bishop Welldon contradict the
misreport on the spot? Had ho done so, we should not have
criticised what ho never said. Of course we regret having been
misled.—E ditor.]

They aro the elect of Ood, his best and most useful ser-
vants, whoso lives aro devoted to tho improvement of their
rational faculties ; and tho teachers of wisdom aro tho true
luminaries and legislators of tho world, which, without their
aid, would again sink into ignorance and barbarism.— The
Khalif AI-Mamun.
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Acid Drops,

Mr. Keir Hardie, M.P., etc., has long been arnongs”
prophets, and he has now engaged a place for the \0
R, J. Campbell. “ Mr. Campbell,” he says, “is one O
prophets of the twentieth century, and will share the V
phet's fate. Tho stones which are being hurled a
to-day in contumoly will bo used to-morrow to build 1 j
ments to honor his momory.” Nonsense! There a »
enough of them. Besides, the “ stones” hurled (w , &8
that hurled!) at Mr. Campboll aro very light and 8mrents
well as innumerous. Ho gets big gratuitous alvert'se
in all tho papers, ho is safely entrenched inthe C ity *&
he still drives about in a tip-top motor-car, and we ha jS
heard that he lia3 lost a penny of his big salary.
Christian “ martyrdom ” in tho twentieth century-

Mr. George Lansbury, Rpeaking at Rev. R. J- Camph®113
recent celebration at tho City Temple, perorated in the »*e
lowing manner

. “.Ifc was worfch tbo while of the religious men and wo»®"
in America fifty years ago to band themselves together j

the express purpose of fighting chattel slavery. Theyf°aS
it and beat it out of the country because they believed it

an insult to their religion.’*

This gentleman’s knowledge of history is peculiar. He«£
dently thinks that the Abolition movement, and tbo
between North and South, were a struggle betweeni «
gionists and »-religionists. If ho will take the trouble
read a little, instead of talking so much, he will find * ,
Freethinkers, from Thomas Paine down to Colonel luge
were all against slavory, while tho Christians were at *
divided. The Southerners during tho war were du
good Christians as the Northerners. Christians owoe
slaves that other Christians wanted to free. S°nje
interesting figures on this point exist in Theodore
anti-slavery discourses. Presbyterians owned so0,000 V*
-—Baptists 225,000—and Mothodists 250,000. A8 ? ,-a8
Christian Churches, Mrs. Beecher Stowe (herselfa Chris
declared that they wero notoriously in favor of ' 'w i

Statesmen on both sides of the question,” she said,

laid that down as a sottlod fact.”

Douglas,” the°rilr',n s'vcot morsel for Mr. Lansbury. Fta
coursaes, said ;- V savoi in ono of his eloquent as

for mmhin rh "/ le>j 3ten”0ra “or ministers, womon-whbipP
ThemaTwC Aundorors for church-mem*

week fills the nnl °'ds t 10 blood- clott(iglrﬁowskl%dunng

n Sunday, and |

We have
,rt the gospel, ana

talk agai®
about the religjop, Nla tioHNo? BiE SIARETH YeHely,

Nsfof alTJZr8alihbed fa tho United SiateS iUJ'il
wero not abolished” TLonias Taine predicted it won!
blackmen over thor poaoofu.]y— There are millionsotj f
thonil dareto Z to nho b " \I[/)V0 faref&)frefe tﬂ’) tJ
revolvers. o) a,,o X for fear of white ne

u 8free that tho Christian whites
Eog O train or tram<car with tho Gr-"
ahowChrhtuJP)/l ? O{(gco ﬂj"t istian whites w1,
bel nqq Christian A@gﬁfg"“
them. Not a singlo YouDg Mens Chrls 1  uer.
the whole country will admit a colored 1
how tho American Christians abolished s a

roes. They ,

-——-* same CiV
Mr. Bernard Shaw, speaking at tbo

meeting, paid his hosts a compliment. , In a
aro religious; therefore you aro danger
sense thoy are dangerous.

@t~

Theom S8
Auothor uttoranco of Mr. Shaw's, the ®anse of »
says, elicited “ the greatest burst of aPl 6\ tfjll
ing.” WvVwas this 7— 1.
“ Don’'t say to tho poor man that P° jj lum "(,d
God, which is a horrible blasphemy-
scrlptural languoge that it is a damn Ltfi d.' ,
el him IMat Vo hive come to try toustoe © . OF n
aro the will of God, bccauso your will is they _
If these words liavo &RY Fﬁ@ﬁﬂiﬂg A 3eBge, J,Mioftlfc
Atheism. Taking them in any other if tho" ||Iis
should be invited to explain this POl* ~ whos®
Progressive Loaguers is tho will of ' ,
will of their opponents ? Ant)

louu sfr”rV
pUrp°s0

Mr. Bernard Shaw must try to Pftr
it would have been much more to
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Point of view of his past and his principles—if, instead of
joining in the City Temple exhibition, with Campbell and

Hall Caine, and the rest of them, he had been concerning
nitnself with the fate of Francisco Ferrer.

It is useless for
u* to send letters to the press; wo are boycotted,—for we

are too wicked, bein« not only an Atheist, but a militant one.

Mr' Shaw, however! is almost fashionable; the newspapers

gather like having letters from him in their columns; and

e might have written something hot and strong a ou

v¥e and murderous plot against the life of a man in danger
Perishing through tho hatred of priests. It

“ave saved Ferrer, but at least it would have saved bhaw,_
and that is something.

Mr. Shaw will perhaps see that we
ay him the compliment of thinking more about his rcpu

‘nn than he docs liimsolf.

iE%o,,’\u@B/\on of ébst,‘p?\ﬁ?.ibéle{%pgoﬁeg&rgeu can Wo_go on
Jeu llan”

Ho is “ perfectly sure we cannot.” He is
tiis &'j " Perfectly sure.” He forgets that he has changed
excig!"l 0Qce and may change it again.

“ Mankind,” lie
talk T \ “ has n°t done with religion ; you might as well

bOIniot **0 earth having done with the sun.” This is
imp and tho analogy is absurd. Nor is the case
fie atr* when Mr. Campbell deigns to bo more explicit.
w6a j 103 that signs of a “ new revival” abound. Whon
Proe ‘'y*iore “icy are, Mr. Campboll replies, “ Look at my
fir °pOssive League.”

God apparently is running it; and
ampbell is apparently running God.

to a*

jugglery of the New Theologians. They cling
Satoe t'8' ~ ey declare that Christis all in all. Yet at the
last nIm" ~ ey Practically turn him oil the stage. In the
attic, ntu°or of the New Theology weekly there was a long
of j1” Hie metaphorical character of Bible stories. Most
Write- U ~ sRestamont is disposed of in this way. Then the
treat *Warns h’8 readers that “ it will not bo possible to
New ul0 Testament so, and still continue to treat the
whim ?Hwametit as literal history. We may do so for a
thon,,i f ~ and by tho inherent logic which is in all
havo°i ' tOVel°’pmeut wijl assert itself.” Precisely so. We
to usn omllsayicS it for thirty years.

And the result will be,
Lthymas Garha’'s words, Exit Christ,

1jO and again has Mr. B. J. Campbell declared that in

be °f freewill religion would be an absurdity of

lajg’«best ordor, a contradiction in terms.

Philosophically,
JiCablan out and-out determinist; but to mako religion prac-

Bat O and preaching sensible he must believe in free will.
b0 ow *le informs us that, even religiously, free will must

beed andoned- Answering a correspondent, lie says: “ You
~hen k k® afiaid that tho Divine Will will bo thwartod.”
evetv , a8serts confidently that God’'s Will shall prevail

that Whero' no bbuHOLwhat we may do. Now, if God wills
foHV°ry man shail he saved, and that none shall bo lost,
r0 ,”Vs>assuming God is omnipotent and all-good, that

is an impertinence that cannot bo justified from
P°int of viow. Yet Mr.

2ZteachdD< °f viow’

u-

Campbell does nothing but

doctrine of free will moans, in tho last analysis, that

%‘%g“&%u Ojé)eftf{g &H6MallYof cause aud effect, and thiat
Hiniijoif

artd thwart ¢R8 BHFB8§8§ -BLH%%H@SH%%NHB
c°uld * Without possessing this power, we aro told, ho
actiQ Do* a moral agent, nor bo hold responsible for his
‘aw] A% [Toll

ce, preaching is an appeal to this
& Rss Power of choice. * Résist Goed ne lenger, resolve to
*ROrm have his way with You from this mmomemtE

iife,, y to his holy will, hand over to him the reins of your

bless SUdl is e preacher's message, and it is the only
betw”0 fiia* makes his vocation intelligible. He stands
the w* Q°d a>d man for the sole purpose of persuading
lUoNiMeb to surrender tho freedom which makes him a
aSent, and lot the former be supreme for tho future.

Stay hoen favored with a copy of the Kansas City
Bosa'nf ~uPtomber 24, containing tho report about Mrs.
tole, which wo lately referred to in an “ Acid Drop.” A
Niends"™  trorn Cleveland, Ohio, states that “ intimate
8°cie(. °t Mrs. Bosant, connected with tho Theosophical
to

md “ declared hero to-day ” that she “ had confided
G'Orda U'at sho was a reincarnation of Hypatia aud
day OjV° finuno.” *“ She remembers all,” tlioy say, “ every

existence as those characters.” Very well, thon;
lirtujQ °uUd flive us the full history of the seven years that
*°W  8Peut in the dungeons of tlio Inquisition. We fear,
tion, m will be too great a tax on the lady’s imagiua-
e beg pardon—her memory.
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Mrs. Besant also “ confided” to her followers that she
“ lived as different characters in the time of Confucius,”
but she “ cannot recall their names.”

Probably because
she doesn’t know Chinese.

The last sentence in the Cleveland telegram about Mrs.
Besant is exquisite.

“ She predicts,” it says, “ that she will
live again.”

That's easy enough. Anybody can do that.
We could do it ourselves—if we were in that

line of
business.

The President of the Congregational Union denies that

mere critics are competent to express an opinion upon
, Christian doctrines.

He says that “ If a man is to judge
rightly on these great verities he must be more than a critic,

he must be a Christian ; he must be more than a scholar, he
must be a saint.”

All this means, when put into plain
English, that one must believe Christian doctrines before
examining them, if the examination is to be agreeable to
other Christians. To examine them first in order to find
out whether they are worthy of belief or not is to end by
rejecting them. We do not suppose this deliverance of the
Baptist President will disturb the critics. It will rather
prove to them tho urgent need of a rational criticism of
Christian beliefs.

With tho exception of their laying more stress upon
certain alleged social and ethical aspects of Christianity,

there is little to choose between the Now Theologians aud
their less “ progressive" brethren.

Tho Rev. W. E. Orchard
sets out to deal with “ The Historical Cause of Christianity,”

and in the course of his treatment respects much of the old
nonsense connected with the Christian treatment of the
subject, ending at last with sorno special nonsense of his
own. He speaks of a new religion having, at the end of
three centuries, spread over the whole of the Empire; of

a new restraint from the common

licentiousness of the
time,” and of the “ sudden attainment of nobility of charac-

Ater, strength of purpose, and lovo of humanity

....... grasped
in a moment by an ignorant and a depraved rabble.” None
of these statements is true; the last two are, indeed, tho
reverse of tho truth.

To all who aro really conversant with
tho history of the period, it is a commonplace to say that

the only senso in which Christianity was a new roligion is
in the name being given to already existing doctrines.
Later Christians alone claimed originality for their doctrinos.
Tho primitive Christians never ventured on such a claim.
That Christianity had spread all over tho Empire in threo
centuries is, again, only true in tho sense that some Christ-
ians might have been found in all parts of tho Empire. But
|tho Pagan creeds were still strong, aud were only finally

suppressed by the truly Christian argument of force.
n,

One might safely challenge Dr. Orchard to furnish proof
that Christian doctrines, whatever they wero, acted as “ a
new restraint from the common licentiousno3s of tho times."
Some may have found in Christian teaching a reason for

decent behavior, as others found it in Stoicism, or Epicure-
anism, or Platonism, or

in any of the other croods and
philosophies that then flourished.

But tho new restraint is
not evidenced by the records of the times, nor by Christian

records. Even in the writings of Paul there is evidence of

this ; while Christians commonly charged one another with
moral offences of tho gravest description.

More or less
obscene sects of Christians flourished at an early period. It
is admitted by Christian writers that tho “love foasts”
quickly degenerated into something of an extremoly un-
spiritual nature; while observers like Marcus Aurolius and
Pliny ewere struck, not by tho moral superiority of the
Christians, but by their obstinacy and the foolish character
of their beliefs. Tho statement that an ignorant and
depraved rabblo suddouly becamo of sterling nobility of

character and filled with love for humanity is, upon tho face
of it, grossly absurd.

If it ever occurred it would outdo in
wonder all the stories narrated of the Gospel Jesus. That it

never happened outside tho imagination of later Christians
is as certain as any certainty wo possess.

Dr. Orchard does not placo any reliance upon tho alleged
supernatural elements in the life of Jesus.

He behoves the
historical cause of Christianity is tho moral personality of

Jesus, which mado a profound impression upon thoso who
camo in contact with him.

Jesus must, ho says, havo been
amazingly good, aud able to mako others good also.

Ou this
we havo to remark that if Dr. Orchard rejects the purely
doctrinal and miraculous elements in the New Testament,
there is no reason whatovor why ho should claim any kind
of originality for tho ethical teaching and character of Jesus.

For these as obviously antedate Christianity as do tho
stories of the miracles and of the Resurrection.

The story
of a divine being going about teaching is a tolerably ancient
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and common one in the history of mythology. India and
Egypt furnish instances to prove this. The contention that
it needed men of supreme moral character even to invent
the character of the Gospel Jesus is thus easly disposed of.
For putting on one side the faults of that character, the
ethical teaching was as common as the miracles ; both were
at hand, and had been attributed to more than one legendary
or mythical character long before Christianity was heard of.

Finally, there is no evidence whatever that the followers
of Jesus were greatly impressed by the moral side of his
teaching. The whole of his teaching rested upon a super-
naturalistic basis, and it was obviously Jesus the miraculous
healer, the caster out of devils, the worker of miracles, and,

later, the divine man and resurrected God who found
followers. The great fact facing us with the primitive
Christians is not a social nor an ethical one—it is the

expected end of the world, with the partition of mankind
into the saved and the damned. It is not the moral charac-
ter of Jesus that forms the basis of early Christianity;
it is, again, the supernatural being offering supernatural
rewards and punishments. Can anyone imagine that the
crowds of fanatical believers, disputing about points of
doctrine, and fighting like wild beasts over differences of
opinion, were primarily and profoundly impressed by the
moral grandeur of Jesus? If it is replied that the moral
teacher had been lost in the manufactured mythical charac-
ter, the question then remains, “ What could have been the
value of the moral influence if it so soon became obscured
and loBt? The truth is that Dr. Orchard and the New
Theologians are but offering the world one myth in place of
another. Having rejected the only Jesus that can lay claim
to any sort of historic authority, they are offering another,
manufactured from a hash of modern ethical ideals and
Socialistic theories.

Walter Broom was not long since released from prison
after serving six weeks for obtaining goods under false pre-
tences. He became a prominent member of the New Barnet
Salvation Army Corps. But the new broom failed to sweep
clean, and has now been sentenced at Barnet Petty Sessions
to fourteen days for embezzling money from his employers.
This will not be one of the cases General Booth will parade
as proof of the saving power of the Army.

Joseph Lockwood, described as an elderly man of gentle-
manly appearance, has been sentenced at the Paisley Police
Court to sixty days’ hard labor. He was charged with im-
proper conduct to a girl of eleven in a house at Ralston-
street, where be conducted a sort of mission. Bailie Kirk,
in passing sentence, said it was the worst case he had ever
Como across.

A strong young man about twenty years of age was adver-
tised for in the Daily Chronicle. He was not to be “ afraid
of work” or 1long hours.” He was also to bo “ an
abstainer ” and “ of Christian character.” And tho good
Christian who wanted all these qualifications in his employee
offerod the magnificent salary of fifteen shillings a week.

Rov. C. S. Quainton, of Holmfirth, West Riding of York-
shire, seems to have very unappreciative parishioners. They
appear to givo him a beggarly array of empty seats on
Sunday mornings. Ho says it is like “ preaching to a large
array of varnished pitch-pine planks, with a splash of
humanity here and there," or even “ like addressing a timber
yard.” Sad 1l Very sadl But why doesn't tho reverend
gentleman try to draw a “ full house ” with something up-
to-date ? “ Tho old, old story ” is not tho attraction it used
to bo.

Rov. J. Hughes, of Blaengarw, should bo careful of what
ho says, especially wlion ho is not in tho pulpit. Address-
ing the East Glamorgan Welsh Congregational Association,
ho said that “ an attempt had been made to erect a boxing
saloon in tho valley. The churches protested against such a
demoralising agency, and, as it happened, providenco came
to their support in the form of a high wind, which shattered
tho erection.” Only a few years ago tho roof of the reverend
gentleman’s own chapel was blown off. Was that the work
of providenco, too ? And why does Mr. Hughes call boxing
" demoralising " ? Christians ought not to talk in that way.
Does not their Bible call the Lord a man of war ? Did not
David bless the Lord who taught his hands to war and his
fingers to fight? The reverend gentleman should really
think before he talks.

Allah is just as caroloss as Jehovah, Tho dome of a
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mosque at Mansourah collapsed on Thursday, October Ih
and eight worshipers were killed and thirteen injured.

The Prince of Wales formally opened the National Har|]>®
at Dover, constructed at a cost of £3,500,000. Of course je
old mystery-man, who signs himself “ Cantuar,” had
thore too,—to “ bless it and approve it with a text.’
newspapers gravely put it— ILThe Archbishop of Cante
pronounced the benediction.” After that the structure
to cost nothing for repairs. But every man outsidea
asylum knows it will.  The theological mummer play ¢
part and takes a big salary; and the value of his se

is—nothing. The persons of real importance are tiros
planned and built the structure. They are men. org
different class from clergymen. Tho former are t

sex ; tho latter are the third.

What very superior persons some of our Ethical

are. One would almost think that they had im™\”~e0
morality. They beat the Bishops hollow. Now an ~
they make everyday people stare. Mr. Harry Sne
instance, as secretary of the Union of Ethical Socie»1l

a Daily News interviewer, with respect to the §?]
tragedy : “ It is a mattor of extreme disappointmen "g

that none of the Christian Churches in England have

word on this matter.” “ Us” includes the speabe >7
couldn't have meant what he was saying unless Jook
taken leave of his senses. Mr. Snell will surely oy
anyone in tho face who knows him and délibéra i~
that he expected the Christian Churches in Englan

a bronze farthing whether Ferrer lived or died.

After the Humanitarian League has been hard at™ flp
more than twenty years, rival organisations arc M-
manned (and womaned) by more orthodox people  fOHbotf
Salt and Mr. Collinson, and showing how Christia
Freethinkers, instead of leading the van of progre- 'jjaDy
of these organisations is the Penal Reform n
well-known Christians are connected with it, iuc o

It gave WS Tjlg CF

too well-known Rev. A. J. Waldron.
shock to see Mr. J. M. Robertson’s name in the satO,fiVer, if
vice-presidents. We wish tho Leagyp suqecess, . jnals W
it really means to work &t hthe reniamation 6f eriuf~BidEs
a curative and educative system.” Wo only hope® affl o
not include “ indeterminato sentences

the League’s vice-presidents are committed

colVEAEAId birbanA Y adras M other Hindu polygn®0
Church. Dr. Harristo K a“d admitted hito the Christa»
Ministers’ Conference*H the %eneral meeting of thelnd f
ian Church wanted .lat Cbriat was an Asiatic, axdtb
bave flowed poWm  8ailc Christianity. St. Paul **£
Cf course he wonbT D& 00nyertsinto tiw Christian Church
°rd against polveam <iid" st- Paul never ottered
‘° tho Now Tostamonf’' neitber did any other contributor
2 * “ Christ« as ** fijore is no reason in the wd
\es as ho can got and ~hnstian, should not hare as ual

Morgan? °f tbo palPH™ sals Dr CalPM
bav® thought it wa! P°8,tiOn w,th passion.” Ke should
r. Campbell Morgan “oasone Put one never knows,
Pays boat from the n “ ay bo oxPected to understand win
tbe Pars°n’s point of view.

Tlig t’ —
ﬂ‘&mﬁﬁﬁn& °delPivoroli tho ,ectures Mrs. Annio Bese™ Jog

bri<' W esnditua” 0 Yol ‘The ?°Sr
er experience as eard to evilleve that Mrs. 1B-csao, n

better than to talk °xpoo’nt of Secularism, know ¢f

Christ.. The chapipt SHELIEU iR isBSaRB iR indE™ )
WIRRSPBoA D2 § ~so s o bock vy

hirth and tho rout r 1 8aso’nsion boiug_ as probabe

have to retraen n__ 18history. If hels ‘coming
boiievo ia m,- .J0 c°urso ho took in departing, ~

aystemof astronn Vo wgJ the restoration of the ® BJ
wx astronomy whnic made_n% ey

placed heaven dinewdly and pormancwt y 1ih = t i

Christ ‘ come’ wo must arrange things -.oienson jifl sd
Ho cannot bo reincarnated very welh i°r,. gJer par jpiu'0
carnal porson still oxists, and usinFtt_uo_

sgible “at oot
dSdigmaid Tould ¢>qqr

on Fffé right hand of tho father,
a man havmgntwo bodios ; b93|dos, his spmt" .
ariso as to which was occupied by ont, acd

used to bo competent in logic and
fooled. Has she lost her faculty for r
for taking things on faith and without .
out whether thoy aro historical, myIll
tions ?”— Truthsecker (Now York).

-\

nxamioat
~ Or Pl



Qctober 24, igog

Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

rd
a\> October 24, St. James’'s Hall, Great Portland-street,
°Ddon, W .: at 7.30, “Why Men Believe in God.”

October 31. St. James’s Hall, London. Birmingham.
November 7, Manchester ; 14, Liverpool, 28, B

To Correspondents.

Cs‘iﬁﬁ%ﬂls L ecture E ngagements.—October 24, Victoria Park ;
vV LwMmimgham. November 21, West Ham. December 5,
1 -wPool ; 12, Manchester ; 19, West Ham.
Lioyd's Lecture Engagements—October 24, Glasgow,
al>Canning Town (Minor) Hall. December 19. Leicester.
President’'s Honorarium Fund: Annual Subscriptions.
evionaly acknowledged, £257 6s. Received sin
eand J. Brierley, £1. ,
' E- Williams.—We do not know of French translations o
A pRersoE's and Foote's works.
a fiL-  You R * DG FRkthinker admit freewill?” The
Rietafb & “ N ¥ aid * Yea? MFdawill, the theelegical or
wig m~/SICal dogma, is absurd as far as it is intelligible. Free-
Baturm i”e sen8R of freedom to act according to one's own
the tr°’ al, faya exists in a greater or lesser degree. You see
cejnjI. " freewill ” needs defining before any questions con-
thew 8 < Can answered. There is something delightful in
if tv ay In which good easy men use highly complex terms as
P. Were perfectly simple.
“ Oni AL)mo.—The letter is all right. We note that you have
verted » a® seven copies of the Freethinker ” and it “ has 1con-
aTre y°n- Thanks for introducing it to your friends. We
Ror., WIt* you that there ought to be an N. S. S. Branch at
W. p Rampton.
mean T”e don't quite understand your question. Do you
1°i WeW  are the revenues of the Church of England? If
bafggp are sorry we cannot tell you exactly, as the Church
’\n’\W iever? attempt at investigation, its revenues are
A, g 7 sly estimated at from seven to twelve millions a year.
°n'“ 'r’LS~""*acl you think so highly of Mr. Cohen’s articles
tbe m ne -Nature of Religion.” We cannot say anything at
the p oment about their republication. We have written on
F.jj  rrer case—as perhaps you saw after writing your letter.
G. g INO-—Useful cuttings always welcome.
cageA liLU—Pleased to see your local action re the Ferrer

*-AK 8 — note your readiness to subscribe if a national
SM ETt>on were raised to carry on Professor Ferrer’s secular

3l jj°° 8In Spain.
LaindonSETTI'—®lad you had such a gratifying meeting at

T. E,. . .

N. g RANB—The suggestion should be made, we think, to the

strong ' Executive. It is not a matter in which wo feel any
W. G 8 Personal interest.

are au~°Ud'd not Put the pen-name to the verses, which we
F4STBo re you could much improve with leisure.

We baB\E F reethinkers.—Glad to see your protest, but Borry

yQd.,Vo " ot sPaco to print it. It would do far more good in
J, tyV Ocal press.

— Glad you “ have not missed one number” of the
for ciift- er 8 noe you started reading it two years ago. Thanks
&, Gori In™8an<" 800d wishes. .
W. p — Over-crowded with matter this week.
T. A,r- Many thanks for welcome cuttings.

\srv , T We w'Bdeal with the Church and its Income before
5 Gic & .
VA. —See Bishop Welldon's letter elsewhere.

raise f Ei>lei— The question of an International Committee to

tha O«-nds *° carry on Ferrer’s schools in Spain must be left to

Efnss [Cers °3 the International Freethought Federation at
v Aossai; Our lands are much too full to undertake such a
Josjjc- a enterprise, but we would give all the help we could.

0. (y AN>Troth.—Sorry we cannot find room.
ve renlLKINS— Your should inform your wholesale agent that
iVec(i. at what wo have often said before—namely, that the
°Uf ni'v,. *8>and always has been, supplied to the trade at
really filing office on “ sale or return.” The star on the list
ieturn TION3 that your agent will not give you the “ sale or
sE°Uld n terms which wo give your agent. That isall. You
T hiore Pressure on the agent. It is impossible for us to do

'L. “viIL ) .

f° call IIA~IS— We note that the South Wales friends aregoing

a a Conference later on at Cardiff ; also that Mr. Ward

N leather 6Clat've audiences, though not large, owing to the

~Ptised 'S\er y°a to decide whether your children should be
"bat on' ,” hat status have we in the matter? You know

LNildrei/ Vewa ™"st he on such a question. Professor Huxley’s
t, 3Ranu, Were all born, we should imagine, long before he

‘ahtftten” BM8%%es it matter if the Rev. J. Thompson
0 existence of Atheists or not ?
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M. E. Peog—Glad that Manchester N. S. S. Branch passed
resolution of protest against the murder of Ferrer, but why
was it not sent to the local press ?

A. and F. Marshall.—Glad you were so pleased with Sunday
night’s meeting and lecture. Mr. Foote is none the worse for
the heavy exertion. Work never did him much harm. It is
worry that upsets.

J. Hecht.—Glad to hear a strong resolution on the Ferrer case
was carried at Edmonton. Of course you understand that the
N. S. S. is neither for nor against Socialism. Its work is quite
independent.

C. Jacobus.—Thanks for the curious enclosure ; also for your
tribute of “ admiration” for our “ long, unwearied, and noble
fight,” as you are good enough to call it. The Lear extract is
very appropriate.

S. Hartley.—You say you are “ looking forward” to our Ferrer
article this week. We hope it will satisfy.

H. Black.—Tuesday is too late for letters.

W. and J. Brierley.—Mr. Foote is keeping well.

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

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

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

T he Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing
office, post free, at the following rates, prepaid :—One year,
10s. 6d. ; half year, 5s. 3d. ; three months, 23. 8d.

Sugar Plums.

Mr. Foote occupies the St. James’s Hall platform again to-
night (Oct. 24). His subject will be “ Why Men Believe in
God.” Incidentally he will reply to Mr. W. T. Stead’s
article in the October number of the Review of Reviews, in
which Mr. Foote is pointedly referred to. It must be under-
stood, however, that Mr. Foote reserves the right to devote a
portion of his time to any new development of the Ferrer
case. He is certain to have something to say on the matter,
especially after its being raised in the House of Commons.

It was a happy inspiration of ours to call the London
Freethinkers to St. James’s Hall on Sunday night. We felt
sadly certain that Francisco Ferrer would be shot, according
to the sentence of the court martial, for the court martial
itself must have had its secret orders from the clerical
government, and King Alphonso is a mere tool of the priests
and reactionaries. We therefore ventured to arrange for a
Freethinkers’ protest at St. James’s Hall, and we are glad to
say that the place was packed with a most orderly, yet most
enthusiastic, crowd. It was a splendid sight, and every-
thing passed off splendidly. Mr. A. B. Moss, acting as
chairman, explained that the first half of the time would
be devoted to the death of Ferrer, and the second half to
Mr. Foote’s advertised lecture on “ False Gods.” Mr. Moss
made a brief introductory speech on the Ferrer case, vigorous
and pointed, and eliciting warm applause. Mr. Foote, who
had a great reception, then moved the following resolution:—

“ Recognising that the destruction of Francisco Ferrer and
his Secular Schools has long been sought by the clerical party
in Spain, and that he has now fallen a victim to their cruel
machinations, this meeting salutes his memory as that of an
illustrious maityr of Freethought, stigmatises his so-called
trial as a mockery of law and justice, and rejoices that the
act of his murderers has raised a storm of indignation through-
out the civilised world.”

The great audience was profoundly stirred by Mr. Foote's
speech. Mr. W. Heaford seconded the resolution in a forcible
speech which was much applauded. The resolution itself
was then put, the meeting standing up at the show of hands.
When the chairman asked for “ on the contrary ” there were
two dissentients, and they turned out to be Roman Catholics,

After the tempest of excitement in which the first half of
the proceedings had passed it was tame work settling down
to a mere lecture, and only a very practised speaker could
have held the meeting at all. Mr. Foote managed to get
through his task all right, but he had to bo shorter than
usual, and it was not exactly the lecture he meant to give.
In that sense, therefore, he did not do the justice he intended
to the subject, although the audience seemed thoroughly
satisfied. Curiously enough, a lot of questions were asked,
and the lecturer’s answers wound the meeting up to another
high pitch of excitement, which reached an extraordinary
climax during his reply to a Roman Catholic opponont. All
things considered, it was a great evening.

The available free soats at St. James’s Hall on Sunday
evening were all occupied, but the great bulk of the audience
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paid for their seats, and the financial result will be very
welcome to the Secular Society, Ltd., which has been bear-
ing the cost of so much lecturing work in London. As we
explained last week, the big audience made not a farthing
difference to Mr. Foote.

There were plenty of police outside St. James's Hall.
They evidently thought there might be trouble. Miss Vance
told the inspector that there would be nothing of the kind.
“ This is a Freethought meeting,” she said, “ and we never
have any disorder.” And of course she was right. As a
matter of fact, nothing was more strongly cheered than Mr.
Foote's declaration that when Freethought triumphed over
its enemies it would not pay them the compliment of imi-
tating their evil example, and would contemn the idea of
Btaining itself with bloodshed or injustice. Another remark
loudly applauded was that the most certain and successful
explosive against tyranny and priestcraft was education and
ideas.

We have to thank the Star for its generous announce-
ments of the St. James’'s Hall demonstration against the
murder of Francisco Ferrer. No thanks are due elsewhere
that we know of. Several reporters were present at the
meeting, but all we saw in the nowspapers was two lines in
the Daily News, stating that the meeting took place on
Saturday, and the full publication of the resolution in the
Morning Post.

The organisers of the Trafalgar Square demonstration on
Sunday afternoon invited the N. S. S. to co-operate, but the
invitation arrived too late on Saturday to be of any avail.

The National Administrative Council of the Independent
Labor Party is organising a Ferrer demonstration to take
place at the Memorial Hall, Farringdon-street, on Thursday
evening, October 21. The co-operation of the N. S. S. has
been invited, and Mr. Foote will be one of the speakers. No
doubt this paragraph will meet the eyes of many of our
readers in time.

Mr. Cohen had most successful meetings at Glasgow— the
largest he has ever had there—on Sunday. At the evoning
meeting a resolution condemning the execution of Professor
Ferrer was carried unanimously.

Mr. Cohen winds up the Victoria Park lecture season this
afternoon (Oct. 24). We hopo tho local “ saints” will make
a big rally on this last occasion.

Mr. Lloyd had very good meetings at Liverpool on Sunday.
A resolution condemning the murder of Ferrer was passed
after the evening lecture.

Glasgow “ saints ” will havo an opportunity of welcoming
Mr. Lloyd to-day (Oct. 24). Ho dolivers two lectures in tho
Secular Hall, Brunswick-street. Wo hopo he will havo the

largo audiences he deserves. Mr. Lloyd lectures at Falkirk
on Monday.
Mr. lvan Papperno, who has lectured a good deal for Frco-

tbought in London during the past ten or twelve years, has
met with misfortunes, and somo of his friends are organising
a Bohemian Concert and Entertainment on his behalf. It
is to take place at the Horseshoe Hotel, Tottenham-court-
road, on Thursday evening, November 11, with Mr. A. Hyatt
in tho chair. Tickets, Is. each, can be obtained of Miss
E. M. Vance at 2 Nowcastle-streot, E.C., or of Messrs. Hyatt
and Saphin.

Another social party, under tho auspices of tho N. S. S.
Executive, will bo held at Anderton’'s Hotel, Fleet-street,
London, on Thursday evening, November 18, at 8 o'clock.
Members of tho N. S. S. will bo admitted free, as boforo, and
will also havo tho privilege of introducing a friend. London
readers of tho Freethinker, who cannot attend in either of
those two ways, can apply for an admission ticket to tho
general secretary, Miss E. M. Vance, 2 Newcastlo-strcet, E.C.

Tho Birmingham Town Hall has been secured by tho
local N. S. S. Branch for four Sundays during tho winter, by
courtoBy of tho Lord Mayor, and tho lectures will bo
engineered financially by tho Secular Society, Ltd. Tho
first Sunday is October 31, when Mr. Cohen will deliver two
lectures, in the afternoon and evening, as usual. Mr. Foote
could not open tho course this tiruo, but ho takes Sunday,
November 28. District “ saints ” will please note tho dates.
We may add that Mr. Lloyd follows with two lectures in
January,
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Francis Newman.

IN the Memoir of Francis W. Newman, by |. Gibe®6
Sieveking, lately published by Messrs. Kegan Pan,
an attempt is made (as might have been expected)to
represent Newman as having returned in bis old a
to Christianity. We desire to speak with all courtesy
of the biographer, who is, we believe, a lady; bat
must say that the assertion which she makesinr
gard to this matter is not supported by an atom®
real evidence in her book.

It is admitted by Mrs. Sieveking that Neff®*"
was an Agnostic for forty-five years, from

,79, after which period, according to her state®* '

ho sloughed off the old garments of Agnostic3
and came back to the Christian faith professed W
him in early childhood.” What proof is there
this ? r

1. The biographer quotes the Rev. J. TemPch
Grey, who visited Newman in his last illness,
reported him as saying, « | feel Paul is less andJ
to me, and Christ is more and more.” That *Ae
ference for Christ’'s character to Paul’'s shonW
interpreted as an avowal of a belief in the docti'®
of Christianity seems to suggest that in the sea
for evidence of Newman®s conversion € s®al|e
contribution has been too thankfully received! ride

2. In a letter written to Miss Anna SW®
when he was ninety-two, Newman is stated (6
said that he wished again to take “ the B h8

Christian.” But, as it happened, he adt ~js-
definition of that name. “ Asked what is 29
tian, | reply, one who earnestly uses in ff (jan
substance tho traditional Prayer of Jesus, o jjrs
any gospel—this supplants all creeds.
Sieveking’s own showing, it is perfectly evi vjjis
the poor old man had not in any way ?. ‘Of the
belief, but was simply ohanging the definl®®*  Uni-
term “ Christian ”’ in order to be able to me 1
self in the same category with his pious an  rfc*
tunate friends. His last letter to M1ES
makes it clear that he did not believe in i® iab's
as even Mrs. Sieveking has to admit. j ay"“r
description of his talk with the Rev. JatO
whose purpose can readily be guessed \I}ﬂ"
m e

“He asked mo my o
immortality, and | replled that the M ﬁOrI&yﬁé
asked my consent for bringing no into t Id1

thanked him for it, and tried to glorify after
manner He nover asked my loavo to P gj to“
death into any now world, and if Het O». BX o
I am not likely to murmur at His will; Ofieal
ing His will, nor what power of r@is »
mo, | do not attempt to foresee the futu N jif*
The man who wrote this hadrﬁgg;norﬁ lb>“
told, “ as a strict Calvinist.” Whbat , « bec
then, of his biographer’s statemen |, N joe t
back to tbo Christian faith professe atate
childhood”? Her own book pro%es ged
to be absolutely untrue. the il
8. The last piece of ovidence is nl told by
of all. It is this. Mrs. Sieveking id by
William Tallack that he had bee oy N
Garrett Border that he had thatr .j i*
Martineau that Newrman had n ~flt be' Jp t*
ho died, he wished it to bo kn°' yef
the Christian faith.” No 'e”el .jdene® 16
Martineau is produced, but ~ tjje witoO8&@"
and at fourth-hand, all four oi U ‘“vO
persons who were anxions t b0 ~is, b <,goi“8

ported. Y6f BA BOpRYiEY such a™.r:gtiah’
tion that Francis Newman a cb O™ |
the round of the press'! aievek*O™L ioN“,
What sort of qualification Mr0, t:oD®"“v Qphl
fof the Kibgraphiidhl br eritieal fuDoflc 3o a0
from tho following passage, i° jieffe@l
why slio says next to nothing a O bedf
years of Agnosticisy) :— _ a @pr°rc{;q
“1 touch on those Ttib'f'~gSion. s‘/\teqrff Ve
bocausc of my own streng 1L ( f nOst c...a be
writiug this memoir, that h* ~ BOV? e»ter<3
enee upon which Nowmau has
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impossibly bo nearer the Light, " religipisibrith
mrhich he here so earnestly sough \ es Of religious

Creith now Cast S5ide, Thaly ot wy 1 tobeTeo
pitulated anew.” , tn make
~his takes one’s breath away._ It 19 8n jg not a
Francis Newman turn in bj9 8lav ', Jav ftcvieiv
scandal that a critical paper like too having

should commend the writer of such a book

E@\?; her work \ei,» and should quote her
FSEr an”™ indeed disproved, story of Newman”
83d. <dputhe Chriglipn fisith? Ityis true ghat i
~ho P “-nore are, we believe, well-informed people
eion ?ravely question this  but the general impres-
tcO m, Cnveyed that the story is correct.* It is not
pOr. , Icb to say that if a Freethinker were to sup-
tave iw.viewa by such reasoning as that to which we
verv eterre<l, he would receive (and quite rightly)
SattirJUaiJ?a”y castigation at the hands of the

aaV Review.

Deithe Yu”™> n.° doubt, is that Francis Newman was
linker a”onvinced Christian nor an avowed Free-
in rmr! .ut one who, having discarded all belief
ChristMS¥an doctrine, still hesitated to drop the

FaninflailQ name- He disliked the views of his
tOra brother, the Cardinal; but he disliked still

Whomose °f his freethinking brother, Charles,
tQ'0ed h deecrihes, absurdly enough, as morally
A by Robert Owen’s “ atheistic philosophy.”
~eWhtneer many advanced causes, Francis
and F aD Was n°fc a pioneer of advanced Freethought
NOrQy®°hinkers can have no wish to claim him for
like m han b*8 worth. If Christian biographers, in
tryi aaner, could be content to state faots, without

creeM sbape them to the convenience of their
ad e cause °f Truth would be better served,
~orae can9e of Christianity could not fare

tnK , . an it does by its present association with so
W0 I8honest advocaoy.

n QOQ8elvo8 have a letter written by Francis

“pOa an \n his ninetieth year, in which he speaks of

thank;0”"~h Islam ” and “ a common religion, all

Jog-L Qd in one family,” as the dream of his earliest

thonXthe “ devout he

Thed whi<* would ,,
to tbo m6 bardly the words of one who had returned
“uristian fold. g

Faith and Filth.

toejy a”an Rassie times, no doubt, cherished a cult of the
is tkeWilICb *nv°lve<f a high regard for physical purity. That
tian Very reason why such purity has never been a Chris-
1898 me°dern virtue.”—H avelock E I1is, Affirmations, p. 233;

Shstinn6 asPeo’ °f a genuine anachoret was horrid and dis-
thoonk, every sensation that is offensive to man was
coodem aGcePtable to God ; and the angelic rule of Tabenne
‘vater nG? salutary custom of bathing tho limbs in
fall Va, of anointing them with oil.”—Gibbon, Decline and
" Th ,ie n°man EmPire<p-905; 183°- .
of tv  cleanliness of the body was regarded as a pollution
}Lﬁmﬁesoul, and the saints who were most admired had
relates

°ne hideous mass of clotted filth. St. Athanasius

fii‘'nn 1 enthusiasm how 8t. Anthony, the patriarch of
Waabij, 1?%¥ never, to extreme old age, been guilty of
Vol :: 8 “is feet.”—Lecky, History of European Morals,

P-HO ; 1902.
"'ester *he Orient had been poured into tho thinking of
Uan nn”urope the theological idea that the abasement of
may atl*a to the glory of God; that indignity to the body
hetokp6OUrG. salvation to the soul; hence, that cleanliness
~Karcl', Pr*ne and filthiness humility.  Living in filth was

to thepi, great numbers of holy men, who set an example
m (plurch and to society, as an evidence of sanctity.” —
P1G, p ' -Lae Warfare of Science, vol. ii., p. 69; 1896.

lIkitaenJ'aQ Creeks an! Romans, before tho estnb-

wore groat believers in
>?Pply f The Greeks had an abundant natural
,Mbi0 roru tho streams fed from tho hills; but
e*bg j~ 8 not so favorably situated, Romo itself
n 11 upon seven hills, therefore the water had

Wever, only fair to mention that the Saturday

aity of8.200 Published a letter.-by...Criticus,” in which the
1 the “ evidence is pointed out.
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to be conveyed from a distance by means of aqueduots.
Ludwig Friedliinder, the historian of Roman life and
manners, whose work has lately been translated and
is well worth studying, observes:—

“ But perhaps ancient Rome’s proudest decoration was
the multitude and beauty of her water-works, which
were also invaluable for the health of the inhabitants,
and compensated many disadvantages of site and build-
ing. The mountain-springs were conducted into tho
city in underground pipes or on mighty arches (under
Nerva, comprising a length of 300 miles), and poured
down in waterfalls out of artistic grottoes, or spread out
like ponds in broad and richly decorated reservoirs,
babbling up in gorgeous fountains, whose cool fragrance
freshened and purified the summer air. A consideration
of the mass of the water diverted to publicuse for baths,
ponds, canals, palaces, gardens, suburban country
houses, of the distances traversed, of the mason work
of the arches, the hills bored through and the levelled
valleys, would, says Pliny, convince any man that
nothing more wonderful had been made on earth,”*

Nine of these aqueduots were in use before the
establishment of Christianity: three of them still
supply the modern city. 1. The Aqua Vergine, built
by Agrippa 27 B.C., still supplies daily about 13,000,000
cubic feet of tho best water in Rome. 2. The Aqua
Tragana. 3. The Aqua Marcia, constructed 146 bc.
The noble arches which stretch for six miles across
the Campagna are a portion of this aqueduot.

“ There were no fewer than 850 baths in Rome at one
time, and some of these accommodated thousands of
bathers. It will give some idea of their extent and
magnificence to quote from Fergusson’s Handbook of
Architecture the following: ‘ St. George's Hall at Liver-
pool is the most exact copy in modern times of a part of
Caracalla's baths.” The bath became such an institu-
tion with the Romans, that apparently they could not
live without them ; and, wherever we find Roman re-
mains, we find traces of a bath as well.” f

Only those who have seen St. George’s Hall—a grand
Corinthian building 500 feet long, with columns 40
feet high—will be able to appreciate tho comparison
made by Fergusson. The baths of Caracalla pro-
vided accommodation for 2,000 bathers.

The public baths—which were often decorated
with works of art—were frequented by all olassos,
and latterly even by the Emperors themselves. The
price of a bath was a quadrans—about half a farthing
of our money.+ Besides these, there were a great
number of free baths. The Emperor Agrippa him-
self provided 170 of these for the use of the com-
munity ; and he was not alone in this form of benevo-
lence, for Professor Dill, in his fine work on Roman
society, tells us of the profuse liberality of the lead-
ing citizens—not only of Rome, but of tho hundreds
of oities and communities ruled over by the Roman
Empire—in providing public buildings, colonnades,
agueducts, pavements, and, above all, “ new baths or
the restoration of old onee, with perhaps a perma-
nent foundation to provide for the free enjoyment of
this greatest luxury of the south.” And he adds the
stinging remark :—

“ Wo may well believe that tho man who, in the
second century, built a bath or a theatre for fellow
townsmen might possibly, had he lived in the fifth,
have dedicated a church to a patron saint, orbequeathod
his lands to a monastery.” §

This is just what the superstitious Christian of the
Middle Ages did do. Far from providing for the
comfort, health, and well-being of his fellow-men
by bequeathing public buildings and baths for their
use, he thought such things were only a snare and a
hindrance to salvation, in that they drew men’s
attention away from spiritual things. His idea was
to buy his entrance into hoaven by gifts to the
Church for tho performance of masses for the repose
of his own selfish soul.

In the fourth century Christianity became the
established religion of the Roman Empire, and the
welfare of the soul took the place of the wolfaro of

* Roman Life and Manners, vol. ii., p. 11; 1908 (Routledge),
f Chamber« Eneyeloptedia, article ” Hath”; 1904.
[ Newnes' Oracle Encyclopedia, “ Bath.”
ij Dill, Roman Society from Eero to Marcus Aurelius, pp. 226-232;
1904.
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the body. The saints set the example. As Pro-

fessor White observes :(—

“ LiviDg in filth was regarded by great numbers of
holy men, who set an example to the Church and to
society, as an evidence of sanctity. St. Jerome and the
Breviary of the Roman Church dwell with unction on
the the fact that St. Hilarion lived his whole life long
in utter physical uncleanliness ; St. Athanasius glorifies
St. Anthony because he had never washed his feet.”*

And he adds: “ For century after century the idea
prevailed that filthiness was akin to holiness.”

Lecky tells us that St. Abraham the hermit never
washed his face or his feet for fifty years! and his
biographer somewhat strangely remarks that *“ his
face reflected the purity of his soul,” The same
historian also tells us that—

“ St. Ammon had never seen himself naked. A famous
virgin named Silvia, though she was sixty years old,
and though bodily sickness was a consequence of her
habits, resolutely refused, on religious principles, to
wash any part of her body except her fingers. St.
Euphraxia joined a convent of one hundred and thirty
nuns who never washed their feet, and who shuddered
at the mention of a bath.” f

But the Saint who achieved the highest distinction
in this filthy and repulsive mode of life was St.
Simeon Stylites.

“ 1t would be difficult to conceive a more horrible or
disgusting picture than is given of the penances by
which that Saint commenced his ascetic career. He
had bound a rope around him so that it became em-
bedded in his flesh, which putrefied around it. 'A
horrible stench, intolerable to the bystanders, exhaled
from his body, and worms dropped from him whenever
he moved, and they filled his bed.””

And this sickening object was held up to the venera-
tion of the world as an embodiment of every virtue
and the highest ideal to which man could aspire.

“ From every quarter pilgrims of every degree
thronged to do him homage. A crowd of prelates fol-
lowed him to the grave. A brilliant star is said to have
shone miraculously over his pillar ; the general voice of
mankind pronounced him to be the highest model of a
Christian saint; and several other anchorites imitated
or emulated his penances."}

Lecky gives many details of the revolting habits of
the saints and hermits, and observes that the
examples ho has cited “ are but a few out of many
hundreds, and volumes might be written, and have
been written, detailing them.” With the establish-
ment of Christianity came the apotheosis of filth.

The magnificent baths wore destroyed, and the
material used to build churches with. Lanciani, the
greatest authority on the monuments of ancient
Rome, tolls us that the basins and bath-tub3 of rare
marble, beautifully carved, with which the warm
baths of Caracalla and Diocletian abounded, were
used by the churches to hold relics. Pope Leo II.
buried some under the high altar of St. Vibiana “ in
a basin of oriental alabaster of oval shape, twenty-
five palms in circumference, with heads of leopards
[carved] in high relief.” In the year 81G A.D. Pope
Stephen V. used “ a basin of porphyry ” for the same
purpose.§

Such boing the teaching and example of the
Church, the people naturally carried it into practice.
All through the Middle Ages, as Draper remarks—

“ Personal cleanliness was utterly unknown ; great
officors of State, oven dignitaries so high as the Arch-
bishop of Canterbury, swarmed with vermin; such, it
is related, was tho condition of Thomas it Becket, the
antagonist of an English king. To conceal personal
impurity, perfumes were necessarily and profusely used.
Tho citizen clothed himself in leather, a garment which,
with its ever-accumulating impurity, might last for
many years. Ho was considered to bo in circumstances
of easo if ho could procure fresh meat once a week for
his dinner. The streets had no sewers; they wero
without pavement or lamps. After nightfall tho chambor-

* The Warfare of Science with Theology, vol. ii., p. 69.

f Lecky, lliitory of European Moral», vol. ii., p. 110 ; 1902.
} Ibid, vol. ii., p. 112.

§ Lanciani, The Destruction of Ancient Home; p. 11G; 1889.
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shutters were thrown open, and slops Gnceteme®'
emptied down, to the discomfituro of the way ~
tracking his path through the narrow streets, W
dismal lantern in his hand.”* -a
When Christian Spain conquered the
1492, the historian tells us that “ the very ba
public buildings of equal ornament and use-
destroyed because oleanliness savored too str°JL
of rank infidelity.”! Knowing the intimate coD, 0
tion between dirt and disease, we oan nn”elq[,al
the frequent outbreaks of plague in Europe. Q
we wonder,” says Draper, “ that, in some of N
vasions of the plague, the deaths were so fngtlt ~
numerous that the living oould hardly bury
dead 77 Heoker, in his history of The BIM" . «
estimates that a fourth part of the populai ©
Europe were carried off by the plague, and i »
bo assumed “ without exaggeration that Europ' ,,
during the Black Death 25,000,000 of inhabit® -j
It is now known that this fearful scourge is c°reD by
by means of rats, and carried from them to m ~
means of fleas ; another proof of the vermmou
dition of the population of the Middle Age0C  uDjil
Baths and shirts were unknown in Europ n
the Crusaders learned the use of them froin prQ
more civilised enemies, the Mohammedans. n
fessor Max Muller tells us that “ Shirts w ~icb
invention of Crusades, and the fine dre8&@E$0 Age3
ladies and gentlemen wore during the M>
were hardly ever washed, but only refres
time to time with precious scents.” § mate/f
Another frightful pestilence, also commum ~ ged
vermin, is typhus fever, otherwise bn°'v* boffB in
fever, or spotted or putrid fever, now nn NiB
this country (typhus is clearly distinguis " pay
typhboid fever). kb wag oot always so. J 10
Lankester, our leading biologist, tells us t,
I
- & Rundred years age it was as dangerous 15 'O
of an unhappy prisener to await his #ridiein N3ofididh-
Ganl~n” b°tweon tho éﬁb'é's{ng"fﬁ)regs akea 58EM.,.
Gaol-fever attacked not only the prlsoners but the M
and tho jury and the strangers iR Bl}§ courty
inexoralle ministers of justice wih, seatelnrj(djeb@%,
i common herd, and glagy i their aucje -
vilivo] were aheug 1o ural shameful deal -7 Jje®9
wieitaltee brovohw frermm the prison-cells, we®

struck down by tho Angel of Death moving' B
through tho court. The ‘black assizes’' wer ||
lated, but ropoatod occurrences in our great ci
There was a paralysing mystery and borr
rounding it. Men fled in terror, basin ”.gery
arrested, and the dying abandoned to t s
when it appeared. eD po”et

“ There was a feeling that somo deadly uuso ~ to
was present, irresistible and malignant. " kgj ¢b»t J,

day, and, in fact, within tho last few " Ltgbe ¢?"3
havo learnt wliat that unseen power -was
of Death which moved through tho Did N gjogl N
House in bygone days was, indeed, » r, era*l -
living thing. It had no wings, but it ® ¢be cO
was actually ncithor more nor less N or® I3
louso, tho iediculu8 vettimenti. Ib° aod  «gi*
condition in which tho prisoners were personal 5
well remember and reflect thereon) tn ftB(j iis
of cleanliness of judge, jury, ba"*8 /site.®,”"..."
renderod tho existence of the POSS®*®”«
effective transference from man to ger®9
Gaol fovor was duo to dirt; its™iufoC °
distributed by loathsome insects. p° ng

Among thé filthy—and pb‘i/ethVya-&’DKe moDl IR

of “ Holy Russia” typhus is std tho ™ fjic®*
Sir Ray Lankostor tells us that do r?assi»D *'¢nOce
months of last year twenty-four v .fl atteo
officers died of typhus, contrac
upon cases of that fover. ,Fks— ne”
As Mr. Havelock Ellis truly rem ba9 ep”
“ wilierovor tho influence of My gDiliffereliCe
there lias been on tho whole i S:,‘QCt
K
, jlclitiion
* Draper, Hittory of the Conflict V* tI «face— -ne16'1
i b
pp‘%r?lby E'g?]e I’0olo, The Moor* in Spam S {/J v
i -<cr, | ke Juaqchfjlh and iJiCDancing *
TAC'Uh Century, January, 1885. °ct®

ScienceFrom an Easy Chair,” P>< ™

1909,
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wWch ;g in3ee(j no(; uncommonly found among degraded
Peoples untouched by Christianity, but is certainly
n°'vhere else found in association with a grade of culture
In most other matters so high. To the Roman the rites
°' the bath formed one of the very chief occupations
of Hfe, and to this race it has happened, as probably to
other ancient race, that their baths have often sur-
Myed their temples: Rome holds no more memorable
re*c than the Baths of Caracalla. For the Moham-
medan the love of water is part of religion, and the
energy and skill with which in its prime Islamic civi-
hsation exploited the free and beautiful use of water are
still to be traced throughout southern Spain. In the
one civilisation of Japan, again, the pursuit of physical
Purity has ever been a simple and unashamed pub ic
jmty, and ‘a Japanese crowd,” says Professor _Cham
ain, ‘is the sweetest crowd in the worl* .ng.gt,*
‘erent things are in Christendom on -

were no public baths in EnglM n

diff

“ear 1842, when one was opened a . our
oned by London and Edinburgh in public
Kristian millionaires have yet to re buildin

P*it of the wealthy Roman citizens by buna
tee baths for the use of all. W. MANN.

The Seal Butcher.

Tsr
~ atgPhblication of | Mr. udasgph «Gallinsarss nlittle work, The
may possibly have the effect of
practise"8 .Pu” ‘c attention to the “ revolting cruelties”
a(ticle of Procuring °t sealskin. The use of this
°°Utaged iTresa 18 a thing which ought certainly to be dis-
®thaj , by humane people. The humanitarian contention
tke *r 8eads are frequently skinned alive, which is based
~aPtain n - mony °f celebrated circumpolar explorers like
gteviak orcbgrevink. “ As a rule,” writes Captain Borch-
** 10
tloodv'aUg¥ier and Winning of seals were most barbarous,
‘betay t nid hide?us—unnecessarily so. Specially cruel is
die fr{f Cwhen seal-pikes are used. ~Only rarely does a seal
it ;a m one or two blows of the pike, and if it is not dead
sk‘n benerally considered 1lall the better,’ for it is easier to
Wrej,,, 882" while it is half-alive. In the utmost agony the
\vhic], fd beast draws its muscles away from the sharp steel,
its teara away its skin, and thus assists in parting with
The n-°°at-”
APhlsivo*7*1¥* and hilling of seals overland is scarcely less
S iC nt.Wo are told that these highly sensitive and
Npless ani£Qal8 are driven and forced onward, panting and
hfture (@ T rou8h and stony ground which it must be a
Neut In g/ i* 16111 traverse, to the killing grounds, where
'*3 of 118 artaed with heaving weapons, crush in the
tutican 11080 ~hat are wanted. Dr. Gavitt, a leading
eygg Ofanthorlt)j describes the scene: “ The flying of
1 “Uo struck animal, the crash of the skull, the
t-laartit),ig Qod>the sobs of the dying, and the brutality of the
, 8ij Conan” careless men were awful.”
seal "a» D°yle 18 also quoted ; ho says the butchery of
o"tOeafg8 " brutal work.” Surely the wearers of sealskin
i’y “onnannot be aware of these terrible facts, otherwise
d tlle co t Ot dress themselves in what has been procured
Qtieodg. of such unutterable agony to a harmless and
8 an>mal.— Communicated.

HALF-WAY HOUSES.

a”dbnObst® °n* 11811 ~e Unitarian persuasion whom |
if i,a hing of yucl:edly like. The others that| have seen were
f4ibey had la ~Way-house characters, who | thought should,
Al .P°ssibl wanted courage, have ended in unbelief, in
find I8ta. s° \!leiam’ which | like considerably worse than
bit berQ. 'I°b, | could not but feel, deserve the fate they
atQona h ° hito ; to be killed among the hats as a

° "ho birds as a bat.— Carlyle, Letter to Emerson.

g4 alike"tt®’s' PP- 233-4. Mr. Arthur Di6ay says . “ Rich and
horned t trineanmsdles—itor soiit sseanss to tile Kocidental,
K at le ,0a”atli at a temperature of about 110° Fahrenheit
clean da‘'ly, merely for the personal satisfaction of
it6o ' Jriedt,i AM example te the millions of Occidentals and
Wil gred from T'b10-8 of A4KeaM, the Black People,’ as they
"Ha hrounR1 abominable state of dirt.” ' He adds that a
vacdlo ' °r a I n, nSlish or Scotch Manufastiwdng town, a Welsh
«(+litthlifepd TEAWBN1Dack'street “ will reveal horrors of personal
~Petitj Ct°wdl orat Sleken the heart. Go inte the thiek of a
trse.nn- IR a but day ; the experiment will not encourage
’ a Continental crowd the effluvia would be still
el © ver bln’? Japan' Poor their scanty clothes may be,
Pp. 53.4 ,R§ that are scrupulously clean” (The New Far
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The Death of Ferrer.

Once more the Priest claims deadly victory :
Once more the Atheist renews the vow

To fight against the Church the harder now,
Because of this black deed. Now utterly
Respect and pity for the Church leaves me,
And henceforth | will only study how

I. too, may help to make this monster bow
Beneath the flashing sword of liberty.

Ah, noble Ferrer, thou shalt he avenged 1

The dying Church shall curse the accusing blood :
Thy life and death inspire us all again.

O murderous priests, defiant and deranged,
Beware the rising of a mighty flood :

The world must cleanse itself from this foul stain.

Julian St. Orey.

A Spring Tragedy.

T he sun, the breeze, the snow-white clouds, all were calling
to me one morning to quit the town of bricks and mortar,
and get nearer to Nature.

Nothing loth to obey her gentle voice, | went.

It was Sunday—yes, truly Sun-day, for fiery King Sol
was blazing in all his splendor, and the earth, unpolluted by
tenements, factories, and warehouses, was good and whole-
some to look upon.

On such a day as this, even though it was appropriated by
the lord high fakirs and their lesser fry, one could not
associate one's ideas with dogmas, religious snarlings, or
with the “ two-and-seventy jarring sects confute.”

I had reached the summit of a hill which led on to a
lovely common—an ideal place of beauty— the gorse in full
bloom, and the hawthorn just timidly putting on its bridal
veil.

From a church near to the wayside | saw a vision of youth
emerge—English girlhood that would have gladdened the
heart of any artist. Happy, winsome girls they were, that
refreshed one’s eyes after seeing the stunted childhood of
the city. And yet the snake in the grass was there.

They walked in pairs, and each carried a prayer-book—
that essence of incomprehensiveness. The healthy mind
revolted to think that these fair young things were being
tainted by the pernicious doctrines of the religion of devils.

To this one with the golden hair streaming over her
shoulders “ Thou shalt do no murder  to this one with the
violet eyes wide open and as innocent of guile as a new-
born babe “ Thou shalt not commit adultery”; to that one
who looked like a daughter of the goddess Diana the
puerilities of the Tenth Commandment.

Verily it would be a screaming farce if human lives and
human destinies were not concerned in it. “ Thou hast
conquered, O pale Galilean.” Yes, and what of the victory ?
The bloody rags which hang sickly on the walls of your
cathedrals are your paltry trophies ; the skulls, the ears, the
tongues of these your vile creed murdered are your spoils ;
the bodies of those whom your teachings drove mad, these
and the victims of your political machinations shall be
heaped so high to “ make Ossa like a wart.”

Leeches, vampires, blackbeetles that you are, is not fair
childhood’s mind too sacred for you to tamper with ? Is not
the maudlin rubbish in your hymns fit only to be sung by
the insane ? Then why prey on little children to use their
sweet voices for such nonsense ? Their young lives should
be one glad summer day, for time will fly too soon. Like
early winter you creep along and shrivel all you touch.

There is no grander achievement than a free woman who
has cast away the superstitious trappings of the doctrine
forced on her during a time when the mind is most im-
pressionable ; such women are the beacon lights of the Free-
thought movement; it is to them that the moulding of the
young mind must bo left as a sacred duty, and not to priests.

Let any man reflect on his younger days, when his youth-
ful mind, with the priest’s influence, conjured up God and
more devils than a lifetime can destroy, and then his efforts
will be to save the children through the parents.

And an increasing number of the fair sex who join our
ranks is a healthy sign,

The rustic piper Wordsworth, if he lived in the present,
would better say, “ Shelley, England has need of thee now.”
From our shores thou shouldst never fly persecuted and mis-
understood ; the glorious banner of freedom and liberty, once
unfurled, would never be deserted by thy warriors.

And | went on; the sky was blue and smiling, the scent

of the bloom delicious, yet my heart ached. T
J. W. K.
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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.

| ndoor.

St. James's llall (Great Portland-street, W.) :
Foote, “ Why Men Believe in God.”

Istington Branch N. S. S. (Secular Hall, Church-street, Upper-
street, N .): 7.30, E. C. Saphin, a Lecture.

West Ham Branch N. S. S. (Public Hall (Minor), Barking-
road, Canning Town): 7.30, R. H. Rosetti, “ Christianity Before

7.30, G. W.

Christ.”
Outdoor.
Bethnal Green Branch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the
Fountain) : 3.15, O. Cohen, a Lecture.
Camberwell Branch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park) : 3.15, F. A.
Davies, “ False Gods.”
Istington Branch N. S.S. (Highbury Corner): 12 (noon),

Sidney Cook, a Lecture.

Wood Green Branch N. S.S.:
Evans, “ The Prophet of Nazareth.”
N. J. Evans, “ Christ the Exemplar.”

Spouters’ Corner, 11, N. J.
Seven Bisters Corner, 7,

COUNTRY.

I ndoor.

G lasgow Secular Society (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street) : T. J.
Lloyd, 12 (noon), “ Buddha and Christ—A Striking Contrast”;
6.30, “ New Light on Materialism.”

L eicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate);
G.30, Earl Russell, “ Darwin and Darwinism.”

Liverpool Branch N. S. S. (Alexandra Hall
7, H. Percy Ward, “ The Murder of Ferrer:
of the Jesuit Government of Spain.”

Manchester Branch N. S. S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road,
All Saints) : 6.30, John R. Ferrey, Miscellaneous Dramatic
Recital.

Islington-square):
an Impeachment

N ottingham (Cobden Hall, Peachey-street) : 7.30, G. Watts,

“ Science and Faith.”

West Stanley Branch N. S. S. (Ante-room, Co-operative
Society) 3, Important Business meeting.

Outdoor.

E dinburgh Secular Society (The Mound) :

A LIBERAL OFFER

6.30, a Lecture.
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BUSINESS CARDS.

Short advertisements are inserted under this heading at the ra

of 2s. per half inch and 3s. 6d. per inch. No advertise®3*

under this heading can be less than 2s. or extend beyon
inch. Special terms for several continuous insertions-

FREETHOUGHT BADGES.—The new N. S. S. BaaseP"e
is the French Freethinkers’ emblem—a single Pansy nl1
Button shape, with strong pin. Has been the means &x  ee
pleasant introductions. Price, single, 2d., postage Id., ],
or more post free. Reduction to Branches.—N.S.S. Secb
2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-streot, E.C. —

A MOST MARVELLOUS BEDDING PARCEL. APRlE

Wool Blankets, Sheets, Quilt, Curtains, and PiHo'L ”on.

for 21s., carriage paid. Try one.—A. Dyson, 696 ho

road, Bradford.

THE WONDER OF THE TAILORING TRADE. £
trousers to measure, 3 pairs for 21s. Patterns
Satisfaction guaranteed.—Il. M. Wilson, 22 Nor
terrace, Bradford.

SUITS 30s., Overcoats 25s., to measure.
Self-measurement form and patterns free. |
Lancashire towns once every month.—J. W. C°
Church-bank, Bradford.

Splendﬁgmg
vie $8

PAMPHLETS by C. COHEN.

Foreign Missions their Dangers and 3
Delusions
Full of facts and figures. foel
An Outline of Evolutionary Ethics e
Principles of ethics, based on the doctrine of Evolution- ic-
Socialism, Atheism, and Christianity « id
Christianity and Social Ethics id
Pain and Providence ...
EC

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-streot, Farringdon-str”®

NOTHING LIKE IT-,

Greatest Popular Family Reference Book and Sexology—Almost Given Away. A Million
at 3 and 4 dollars—Now Try it Yourself.

Insure Your Life—You Die to Win;

Ignorance kills—knowledge saves—be wise
knowing how to live.
mothers are "bed-ridden,” babies dio.
divorces—even murders—All can be avoided by self-knowledge, se

TREB=K

Fathers fail,

You can discount heaven—dodge hell—here and now, by reading wd

Buy this Book, You Learn to

in timo. Men weaken, and Q™
wreck thousands y° aj jnisex
Family feuds, nfcontrol-
-.iBy
anao>C

“ Habits that enslave ”

wisdom of this one book of 1,200 pages, 100 illustrations, SO lithographs o

color plates, and over 250 prescriptions,

OF COURSE YOU WANT TO KNOW WHAT EVERYONE OUGHT

T he Y oung—How to chooso tho best to marry.

T he Married—Hew to ho happy in marriage.

T he Fond Parent—How to have prizo babies.

T he Mother—How to have them without pain.

T he Childless—How to bo fruitful and multiply-

Tiie Curious—How they “ growed " from germ-cel .

T he Healthy—How to enjoy life and keep well.

T he Invalid—How to brace up and keep well. n n

Whatever you’d ask a doctor pm find herein, or (if not, Dr.
Foote’s books have been the popular instructors of tho masses in America for fifty yoars (often re'~” ere Bog B,rice

F. will answer your inquiry ere® anJ \

Dr.

and always kept up-to-date). For twenty years they have sold largely (from London) to all countrie save " " teBD

spoken, and everywhere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and mo3t for tho prico. Y°u ' nj trut*13

by not buying, and you may lose your life (or your wife or child) by not knowing somo of the vitally impo

N
Most Grateful Testimonials From Everywhere: 113 '
*

Oudivoda, India : “ It is a store of medical knowledge in plainest Pandemia, Turkey : can avow frankly the*~1  (CIA3
language, and every reader of English would be benefited found such an interesting book as yours. )
by it.”—W. L. N. Calgary, Can Tho information therein”ca T Jrice

Triplicane, India : “ | have gone through the book many times, idoa of life—tn be nobler and-hagpier unBte
and not only benefited myself but many friends also.”— Laverton, W. Aust. : “ | consider it worth b
G. W. T. I have benefited much by it.”—R- a Spanfg

Finnish

Somewhat Abridged Editions (800 pp. each) can be had in Gorman, Swedish,

Price EIGHT SHILLINGS by Mail to any Address.
ORDER OF THE PIONEER PRESS.

2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C.
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THE SECULAR

THE FREETHINKER

SOCIETY

(LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee.
Begistered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON. E.C.
Chairman of Board of Directors—Me. G. W. FOOTE.
Secretary— Miss E. M. VANCE.

Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the
BjGition and application of funds for Secular purposes. f
The Memorandum of Association sets forth that tho Society s
ejects are :—To promote the principle that human conduct
jild he based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super-
Mural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper
0] all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry.
¢ Promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com-
Plete secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such
things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have,
receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised,
bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any o
“ Purposes of the Society. . .
./he liability of members is limited to £1, in case the Socie y
liahT eVer  wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover
ihties—a most unlikely contingency.
Members pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent
7,y subscription of five shillings.
1 he Society has a considerable’number of members but amuch
number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be
it “ed amongst those who read this announcement. All who join
m Participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship ol
tifources. It is expressly provided in tho Articles of Associa-
te g,lat no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from
ociety, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in
whatever.
hit“® Society's affairs are managed by an elected Board of
tweive®rs' c°nsisting of not less than five and not more than
Members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

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

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, Limited,
can receive donations and bequests with absolute security.
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to make
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favor in their
wills.  On this point there need not he 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 course of
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised in
connection with any of the wills by which the Society has
already been benefited.

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battcock, 23
Rood-lane, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C.

A Form of Bequest—The following is a sufficient form of

bequest for insertion in the wills of testators —*“ | give and
“ bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of £-----
“ free from Legacy Duty, and | direct that a receipt signed by
two members of the Board of the said Society and the Secretary
thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors for the
said Legacy.”
Friends of the Society who have remembered it in their wills,
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the Secretary of
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, who will
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not necessary,
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid, and
their contents 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

Witchcraft—Tho Bible and Freethongb” Morals™and™M”"

Inspiration—Tho Testimony of Jesus
B°°k—Fictitious Supremacy.

COLONEL

1 have read with great pleasure your Book of God.

The Bible and Science-Miracles and
"Manners-Political and Social Progress

& Engiand_An Oriental

INGERSOLL’S OPINION.

I congratulate you on your book. It will do great

beGa(X*o it is filled with tho best of sonso expressed with force and beauty.”—Letter to the Author.

"Educed FROM ONE SHILLING TO SIXPENCE.

(Postage lid.)

Cr°th reduced to

copies

one shilling, post free.
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SUNDAY EVENING LECTURES

IN THE BEAUTIFUL NEW

ST. JAMES’S HALL,

GREAT PORTLAND STREET, LONDON, W.

DURING SEPTEMBER AND OCTOBER.

(Under the auspices of the Secular Society, Ltd.)

October 24—Mr. G. W. FOOTE,
“Why Men Believe In God.”

WITH A REPLY TO MR. W. T. STEAD.
October 31. Mr. G. W. FOOTE.

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

A NEW (THE THIRD) EDITION

OUR CLOTHING or

FROM FICTION TO FACT-

IS NOT CHEAP By F. BONTE.

AT THE
(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited.)

EXPENSE OF THE WORKER

Revved AND enlarged.
SHOULD BE SCATTERED BROADCAST

This is what a Trade Union Paper says SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.
“1 was privileged to walk round the P R I C E O N E PENNY «" on
Clothing Faotory of Messrs. Geo. Jessop street |-

o T de Pioneeh Press, 2 Newcastle-stroet, Farring”™Ql
and Son, Ltd., Batley. The buildings are

well adapted for their business, and far
ahead of many first-class tailors work- mar—tyr-dOm Of l«-]ymtja_
rooms into which | have been. The place
is one which is healthy morally as well as

physically and financially.” M. M. " m aNgasARIAN.
— Factory Times, August 8, 1906. TR o) N\ TOV\HCtd-Poatfreo#or
s, RB~ ALFPENCE,
K€ onker p RE,, cweaatio.street; -Fardngalon-street,
Send Postcard for
Patterns and Self-measurement Form. Tug Pi%paq | Wil shortly be oot.
rmn-Book Of God theMoral«< *-
GEO. JESSOP & SON. LTD., MAOIS Haydn! i 1ume.
Clothing Manufacturers,
BATLEY, YORKSHIRE. Aon KA DAssited BY TEBSFIELV-
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