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1 he greater the knowledge the greater the doubt.
Go e th e .

The Latest from America.

°R some reason or the other America produces a 
Prolific crop of religious cranks and charlatans. This 

.be due to the absence of a State church, or to 
ho isolated position and mentally parochial outlook 

communities in a country of so great an area as 
ho United States. The fact, however, remains, 
hatever be the explanation. English religious 
Xj\ravagance8 move along certain well defined lines ; 
hue the religious adventurer is not greatly en- 
ouraged by the principal churches. In America 
hey seem to have a royal time. With a mental 
âpital that in any other walk of life would spell 
ankruptcy, in religion a man may pose as a great 

j ’haer and an inspired prophet. This phenomenon 
the more remarkable since, in scientific work, 

uierica is doing much of which the country may be 
P̂ oud, and for which other countries owe her a debt 

.patitude. It would almost seem as though the 
j jr between the scientific and the religious worlds 

America are greater than even in this country. 
*■> it may be, that the religious life of the American 

am t0 ^ P 8 to keep alive primitive religious forms 
ong the white population.

And for some reason, again—perhaps as a chastise- 
6 ent for our sins—American religions charlatans 
snv3 Nourish amazingly in this country. We are 

eject to a continuous invasion from the species, 
ex *1 1? U8.t flnfl the old country a profitable field for 

ploitation. We import our higher criticism from 
A a n d  our J°wer type of religion from 

orica. One American representative of this olass 
is on a visit to this country is the Hon. W. J. 

, yan, better known as ex-candidate for the Presi- 
hj, °y Of the United States. Apart from the 
exh °a' 8*ra'n speaking, the effort cannot be an 
0Q. au8ting one. For Mr. Bryan has, apparently, 
tit,y °ne speeoh, whioh he delivers under various 
“ im anA Portions which he hurls at an audience as 

Promptu.” The particular report that lies before 
hie ^flfloarefl in the Belfast Witness for June 8, sent 
deal a with the apt comment that there is a
Wifv, Worb yet before Freethinkers ere they can, 

h safety, relax their efforts.
Oo 0Asi°U8ly, Mr. Bryan is an old offender. He 
te ^hoced preaching, he says, at the age of four
ty- ’. 80 that his lecture represents the accumulated 
to p ° U8 wisdom of a lifetime. One is not surprised 
Xgjj e.arn from him that the more he talks about 
ahd !̂?n moro certain he gets. Some men can,
ft* i keep on telling a lie until they acoept it 
n0 8e.” Ga as truth; and in the same way, where 

“fion ° f lve knowledge is available, the more repeti- 
6hdo* a  nnwarrantable statements may, in time, 
a ^  v fnem to their author with all the authority of 
Ca8e°iKUBhly sofentifio proposition. In Mr. Bryan’s 
" I f  i 0 ° f  this is shown by his confession:
8Peecb 8ure of my ground when I  make a political 
'vben t ^  even more certain of my ground
certn- i  make a religious speech.’’ Quite so ; his 

j  mty becomes the more pronounced as the

possibility of knowing anything about the subject 
decreases. This is quite a common phenomena in 
the religious world; any Salvation Army meeting 
will provide similar examples, and there was cer
tainly no need to import more from Amerioa. The 
real gainers by the importation are the Americans.

For a man who has aimed as high as the Presi
dency of the United States, Mr. Bryan’s intelligence 
is of a startling primitive description. In the whole 
of the six columns of his speech there is not an 
expression that lifts him above the level of a street 
corner preacher, while there are many statements 
evidencing an ignorance as gross as that displayed 
by the infamous Dr. Torrey. The man who can, at 
this time of day, say that “ religion is the foundation 
of morality in the individual and in the group of 
individuals,”  betokens a total incapacity to under
stand the subject with which he is dealing. Such a 
man shows himself unacquainted with, or unable to 
understand, all that is now actually known of the 
origin and nature of morality, and places himself 
outside the pale of intelligent and cultured society. 
He invites contempt, and ought to receive it.

The primitive character of Mr. Bryan’s mental 
outlook is well illustrated when he attempts to deal 
with the relations between religion and science. 
When at College, he says, he was confused by the 
different theories of creation. Really, so far as I am 
aware, there is only one theory of creation—the 
Theistic. Non-theists not only do not believe in 
creation, they do not even understand it. Mr. Bryan 
was simply saddling other people with his own 
mental confusions. And having examined these 
theories he came to the quite remarkable and strik
ingly original conclusion that there must be a 
“ Designer baok of the design, a Creator back of the 
creation.” An unimpeachable conclusion if we grant 
both creation and design. Until this is done, Mr. 
Bryan is simply performing the familiar trick of 
begging the whole question at issue.

This is not a very promising introduction to the 
religious bearings of the doctrine of evolution, 
although it is a fitting one to what follows. Scien
tific men will regret to hear that Mr. Bryan does not 
“ carry the doctrine of evolution as far as some men 
do.” He is not yet “ convinced that man is a lineal 
descendant of the lower animals.”  He disowns the 
relationship with all the indignation of a free born 
American resenting association with a “ nigger.” 
Not that he is without reasons for rejecting evolution. 
For example, “  The ape, according to this theory, is 
older than man, and yet the ape is still an ape, 
while man is the author of the marvellous civilisa
tion which we see around us.” Why aren’t all the 
apes men ? Why are not all the fishes birds ? 
Really, one cannot say, except that apes never have 
turned into men, or fishes into birds. A shilling 
text-book on evolution would enlighten Mr. Bryan as 
to what relation evolutionists believe exists between 
men and apes. At any rate, Mr. Bryan may cheer him
self up with the reflection that even though man has 
descended from apes, the mental condition of some 
humans does not appear to shut out the possibility 
of a return.

Mr. Bryan has three other reasons for rejecting 
evolution. The first seems introduced for the pur
pose of saying something “ smart.” Thus : evolution 
is a dangerous theory because, if true, wo have to
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determine whether man is going towards the monkey 
or coming from him. The second objection is, that 
if we accept evolution we shall “  lose the conscious
ness of God’s presence in our daily life ” ; on which 
one may remark in passing, that to anyone, save 
persons of Mr. Bryan’s type, the question is whether 
a teaching is true, not whether we may gain by 
calling a truth false, or a falsehood truth. And the 
third objection is, the Darwinian theory “ represents 
man as reaching his present perfection by the opera
tion of the law of hate—the merciless law by which 
the strong crowd out and kill off the weak. I f  this 
is the law of development, then, if there is any logic 
that can bind the human mind, we shall turn back
ward toward the beast in proportion as we substitute 
the law of love.”

Let me try to be serious for a moment with Mr. 
Bryan, although it is not an easy task. I f  man has 
reached his “  perfection ’’ by the law of hate, then 
the “  law of hate ” destroys itself in the “  law of 
love,” which is its product. Or, again, if man has 
reached his “  perfection ” by this means, the animal 
world has reached its “  perfection ” by the same 
means, and we shall not get nearer the “ law of love" 
by approximating to this condition. Further, if the 
“  law of hate ” is really the governing force of 
animate existence, why blame Darwinism for it ? 
Darwin did not invent it. At most, he only dis
covered it. I f  it be a fact, the responsibility for its 
existence rests with the Deity to whose defence Mr. 
Bryan has so chivalrously devoted himself. Non
theism is not affected in the slightest degree whether 
love or hate rules. I f  hatred rules, the fact is 
extremely inconvenient for the believers in an all 
powerful Deity, but it leaves the Atheistic position 
untouched.

Mr. Bryan’s interpretation of evolution is, how
ever, as stupid as his criticism. Elimination is not 
the only fact in human evolution. Co-operation is 
quite as patent and quite as powerful a phenomenon. 
For hatred, as far as it is operative in human evolu
tion, is active only as between groups; within the 
group co-operation is the effective force. It is that 
which gives the tribe cohesion enough to withstand 
assault from without. Elimination—the scientific 
fact that is the equivalent of Mr. Bryan’s hatred 
— does work within the tribe, and in a manner 
that offers an unanswerable indictment against Mr. 
Bryan’s Deity. Against physically eliminative 
agencies—storm, famine, extremes of heat and cold— 
human intelligence, not God’s care, has established 
numerous safeguards. Against elimination by 
disease, many protective measures have also been 
taken, although it is in this direction that elimina
tion chiefly works to-day. And—from the Theistic 
point of view—it works in a peculiarly callous and 
immoral manner. It punishes with cancer or con
sumption the one on whose health and strength the 
well being of a family depends. Children are afflicted 
with numerous diseases, while the conduct that 
human nature delights to honor—unselfish work for 
the benefit of others—is often enough the occasion 
seized upon by nature—or God—to inflict an incur
able complaint. Nature, uncontrolled by human 
sympathy and intelligence, or to put it Theistically, 
God unchecked by. man, is, from the standpoint of 
human ethics, brutal and immoral. To the Atheist 
these facts are only so many difficulties to be over
come ; to the believer in God they are problems that 
defy solution.

There is much in Mr. Bryan’s speech of the same 
kind and quality as the remarks noted ; I have space 
only for one more point. A belief in immortality, he 
says, consoles the individual and exerts a powerful 
influence in bringing peace between individuals and 
laying the foundations for peace. Not one of these 
statements contain a vestige of truth. The belief in 
immortality does not console individuals. Every
one’s experience proves that believers feel the death 
of those near to them quite as keenly as unbelievers, 
and usually bear their grief with less fortitude. It 
does not promote peace between individuals. 
Christians themselves are a conclusive proof of this.

There is no greater obstacle in the world to united 
action than difference in religious belief. And that 
anyone can say it makes for peace in view of the 
history of Christian warfare, and with the present 
state of European armaments before them, shows 
how wildly and irrationally people may talk, if only 
they do it in the name of religion. Finally, Mr. 
Bryan is attending a missionary conference. At 
that conference much will be said— some of it with 
truth, and some of it with Christian truth—of the 
deplorable features of savage and semi-civilised non- 
Christian communities. Yet all these communities 
believe in a future l i fe ; and the less civilised they 
are the more firmly they believe. More, a great 
many of the most regrettable practices of savage lit0 
spring directly from this belief, and would not exist 
otherwise. In uncivilised life there is no shadow 
that rests on it in a more forbidding manner than 
this belief in a future life. And from savagery to 
civilisation there is no other single belief that has 
been responsible for so much terror, wasted energy» 
end ruined lives as the belief in a world beyond the 
grave.

Frankly, I  feel I ought to apologise to my readers 
for spending so much time over our latest American 
visitor. But Mr. Bryan is a' prominent man in bis 
own country, and the newspapers are making a deal 
of his championship of Christianity. I  am pleased 
to see it. Nothing can so strengthen the Free
thinker’s confidence in his cause as the perusal of 
speeches like those of Mr. Bryan’s. For when a 
religion has to rely for support upon such mental 
hog’s-wash as that served up by Mr. Bryan, it but 
proclaims its own decay. From this point of view 
he is useful— for the same reason that the Spartans 
made a slave drunk to give their children a lesson ip 
the virtues of sobriety. Above all, let us not comm**' 
the mistake of taking W. J. Bryan as a representa
tive of American intellect at its best. He is B° 
more that than a street corner preacher represents 
English science and philosophy. Ho undoubtedly 
does represent one side of American religion, but we 
have so much of the same kind here, that to g0** 
more is veritably to carry coal to Newcastle. ”  8 
can only console ourselves with the thought that 
while he is here he cannot bo anywhere else, and 
that he confers a benefit on the States by coming b° 
England. America owes us something, at any rat0» 
for our having taken him, if only for a Beason, off i*'8

hands’ C. Cohen .

“  The Diabolical Cry.”

The  Rev. Dr. Horton bemoans the fact that “ in ® 
there are 284,000,000 of our fellow creatures at tb0 
beginning of the twentieth century of Christendom 
who have never yet been told of the truth that has 
saved and made us—poor children of the dark." 
reverend gentleman would feel sadder still if h0 . 
realised the full gravity of the situation. According 
to statistics presented by the Bishop of Ripon, * 
1896 the world-population was 1,600,000,000, and t 
number of Christians 500,000,000, leaving a non 
Christian population of 1,000,000,000. Now, if jB 
teeming multitudes represented by this unrealisa 
number there are only 234,000,000 who have nev 
heard the Christian Gospel, it necessarily f°**° i  
that seven hundred and sixty-six millions have hea 
it in vain, or that upon the minds of these *dC? i0 
ceivable myriads it has failed to make any favora 
impression. Dr. Horton may have underestimate 
the number of those who have never heard of Chris ’ 
but, in any case, the Btate of things is, from js 
point of view, sufficiently deplorable to make aug '. 
weep in perfect anguish of heart. This divin0  ̂
known as a red-hot enthusiast in the cause 
Foreign Missions; but if he faced the real f . 9-oJig 
would be obliged to confess that Foreign Mi00' r 
have been, and are, a notorious failure. And , 
being so is by no means surprising. The Go P
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wkich canno  ̂w*n ^be Heathen world is equally un- 
to hold Christendom. One smiles when Dr. 

Horton speaks of “  the truth that has saved and 
made us.” Who are the “ us ’’ said to be “ saved and 
made” by Christianity? We all know that London 
18 called a Christian city, a fold affectionately 
watched over day and night by the Good Shepherd, 
or one of the chief capitals of the Prince of Peace; 
ot has Dr. Horton the hardihood to maintain that 

London is a “  saved and made ” city ? Why, any 
°ol can see that London is kept in tolerable order, 

not by Jesus Christ, but by the police, with the 
military in reserve.

Now, let us consider these two facts in their 
earings upon each other. Of course, Dr. Horton 

,068 not admit that Foreign Missions have fallen 
mnnitely short of what was originally expected of 
7n 0° ' cons^ ers that an increase of more than 

>000 Protestant Christians in Japan during the 
ast thirty years betokens a grand triumph of the 
r°S8 ; but, in reality, such increase is so small, as 
ompared with the growth of the population, that it 
an 8afely be treated as a negligible quantity. The 
ame thing is true of every other Heathen country 

p which Christian missionaries have been laboring, 
very convert from Paganism costs many thousands 

1 pounds; and millions have been sunk without any 
etorn at all. Naturally, the Christians at home are 

Profoundly disappointed and disheartened, with the 
8mt that their contributions have so seriously 

a len off that the directors of the various Societies 
1®. beginning to sound the cry of retreat, a cry 

“ 1ST ^ r' Horton characterises as “  diabolical.” 
Never was there a more diabolical cry than that,” 

says; “ never was there a more anti-Christian 
°oght than that—to sound retreat just at the 

, ment the Captain calls for advance, and when he 
ke8 PrePared the way.” I f  we only had the means, 
r aods, we could soon win Japan, and China, and 
j8 Ia> and the isles of the sea for Christ; all we lack 
sj means, or a sufficiently large number of mis- 
i )?arm8 in every country. That is nothing but tall 
irr> • Cover up defeat. It is a radical delusion to 

agine that the Pagans are crying out and anxiously 
'Lng for Christ. They are doing nothing of the

Hort "  ^ew w a^ 8 *-or *be Gospel,”  exolaims Dr.

^sents every attempt to proselytise him, as a piece 
fQr1.nex^u8able impertinence. What he is waiting 

18 not the Gospel, but to be decently let alone, 
r„ it is not disappointment at the scanty harvests 

trough  Foreign Missions alone that accounts 
list G e n i n g  and lightening of subscription 
of ; . ^ he main cause of the shortage is the decay 
0ri T^h throughout Christendom. The churches, 
at. «0 liberality of whioh the directors of the 
^msionary

but the truth is that the Jew vigorously

Societies wholly depend for support, 
evfi uaem8elves becoming empty. This is admitted 
by Q 7 P r- Horton. “ Is it a fact,” he was asked 
of a Daily News representative, “  that the habit 
“ tl li° worsbip is losing hold of the people?’ 
for ndoubtedly,” he answered. “ I estimate that 
the 6Very person inside our places of worship 
Prou6 a.re twelve outside. No one can give the 
atn°  r^ ons with exactness, but I do not think I 
pe { ?ery far out when I say that 12-13ths of our 
Was** 6 n°k 8° worship.” Mr. R. J. Campbell 
eVe r®°eQtly in a rural district, and was told »that 
t church attendance was not what it was

«  t y anJ thirty years ago.
„ Was informed,” he says,— 

that the majority of people in that country district do
ot attend "Lo ,-r"“uuu ^e  means of grace more frequently than 

bet °n°rs’ which is saying a great deal ; the aloofness 
ici Ŵ.en church and chapel continues, but most of the 
t t ie T aDt8 are indifferent to both. For—and this is to 
oth .truly significant point—they have not created 
fT er r°ligious associations for themselves ; it is religion 
„ . y have dropped for the time being, not merely church- 
da ^his is the situation wo are having to face to- 
is ^  over this land, and all over the world, there 
d ’ or seems to be, a decline in religious susceptibility, a 

°ay of religious desire.”
^mister of the Gospel, Mr. Campbell naturally

As

tries to persuade his followers that this is only a 
temporary eclipse, a transient hiding of the light of 
spiritual truth, and that shortly religion shall re
appear in the fulness of its glory and power. The 
Rev. Richard Roberts shares that hope. Quoting 
Mr. Zangwill, he said in his first sermon as pastor of 
Crouch-hill Presbyterian Church: “ We are trembling 
on the brink of an apocalypse.” So we doubtless are 
but what will be the nature of the apocalypse ? Is it 
not more likely to be “ the new apocalypse of Nature,” 
through the medium of science, than a revival, even 
in an improved form, of the Christian faith ? Mean
while, the indubitable fact, with which we are face to 
face, is the gradual collapse of all Christian creeds 
and institutions. The people do not support Foreign 
Missions, because they are no longer interested in 
them ; and the lack of interest is symptomatic of a 
corresponding loss of faith in them ; and clearly the 
decay of faith in Foreign Missions indicates at least 
an equal loss of interest and faith in the Christian 
religion itself.

We believe that the cry of retreat in Foreign Mis
sions, so far from being “  diabolical,”  is a perfectly 
natural and justifiable cry. In Dr. Horton’s sense, 
it is the cry of honesty against dishonesty—the cry 
of managers who feel compelled not to run into reck
less debt; and, though this doctor of divinity knows 
it to be a cry of that kind, he labels it “  diabolical.” 
In our sense it is a cry of reason against fanaticism, 
and we take the word “  retreat ”  in its full sense of 
retirement—withdrawal. We firmly believe that it 
is the imperative duty of the Christian Church to 
reoall every missionary from Heathendom, and then 
to dissolve all its Missionary Societies, and devote 
itself to minding its own business at home. I f  it 
has a passion for making converts, let it concentrate 
its activity upon Christendom. I f  it had succeeded in 
making Christendom an ideally peaceful, prosperous, 
and happy portion of the world, it would have 
had some excuse for going out and endeavoring 
to establish the same delightful conditions in other 
parts. Then it could have proudly said to the 
benighted heathen, “  See what the result of my 
triumph in my own land has been, and with 
your consent I shall achieve the same victory 
among you.”  Instead of being able to employ such 
language the Church is careful to instruct its 
missionaries, before sending them out, to be specially 
on their guard against letting the people among 
whom they are to work learn anything about the 
state of things in Christian countries. They may 
talk as much as they like about the Churches and 
their work, about prayer-meetings and Bands of 
Hope and Societies of Christian Endeavor, but must 
not breathe a word about the horrible slums, the 
grinding poverty, the shameful sweating of the 
workers, the open traffic in sexual immorality, and 
the internal divisions and feuds that embitter the 
life of the very Churches whose representatives they 
are. Christendom wants to be the physician of the 
whole world, though she is impotent to heal her own 
diseases. She wants to set all other countries right, 
though she herself is woefully wrong. In the circum
stances, common decency demands her complete with
drawal from the work of insolent interference with 
the affairs of other nations. It is not the ory of re
treat, it is the order to advance, that is diabolioal. 
Again and again has China said to her, in most un
ambiguous terms, “ Clear out, and allow me to work 
my own salvation in my own way ” ; but she persists 
in her foolish determination to remain and undertake 
the reconstruction of the Empire and the national 
character according to her ideas. This is the acme 
of impudent egotism, the most objectionable and 
detestable of all evils.

The only hope for the future lies in the steady 
leavening of Christendom with scientific knowledge, 
whioh is now taking place, and in the concentrating 
of the attention of the publio upon economic and 
social problems. The only thing we possess that is 
worth communicating to outsiders is our science, and 
this has already been largely appropriated by Japan, 
and is beginning to percolate into China; and once
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Japan and China have definitely taken their stand 
for science and the scientific treatment of all sub
jects, the deliverance of the East from the curse of 
superstition will be at the door. In the meantime, 
the disintegration of Christianity in the West 
is a consummation that is being most devoutly 
wished and worked for by a growing class 
of people. Why are the Churches being aban
doned, and why is the missionary exchequer being 
depleted? Not because the people are becoming 
more thoughtless and indifferent and selfish and 
brutal, but because by thinking for themselves they 
are discovering that Christianity is founded and fed 
on myths and legends and fairy-tales, and that the 
superiority of absolute perfection which it claims for 
itself, is claimed for itself, with equal fervor, by 
every one of the religions which it despises and 
seeks to supersede. They are finding out that a 
Christian priest or clergyman is as ignorant and 
superstitious, in reality, as are the official advocates 
of any other cult ; and in the proportion in which 
they acquire such knowledge, they say good-bye to 
the parson and his yarns, and face the various pro
blems of this present life, which Christian teachers 
have hitherto cowardly shelved, promising, without 
any authority whatever, satisfactory solutions in a 
world to come. Therefore, as Christianity says to 
all Pagan religions, so say we to Christianity as 
well : “  Retire, withdraw thyself, and let us have 
peace to live." T . L L O m

Goldwin Smith.—II.
----- ♦-----

GOLDWIN Sm ith  sometimes offers more than a pinch 
of incense on the altar of the popular gods; now 
and then it is a handful, as the following passage 
witnesses:—

“ That with Jesus of Nazareth there came into the 
world, and by his example and teaching was introduced 
and propagated a moral ideal which, embodiod in Chris
tendom, and surviving through all these centuries the 
action of hostile forces the most powerful, not only from 
without but from within, has uplifted, purified, and 
blessed humanity, is an historical fact.”

A breathless eulogy wound up with a gasping state
ment—which is scientific or nothing. “  An historical 
fact ” is it that all the long eulogy is true ? Let us 
see.

What is the “  moral ideal ” that came into the 
world with Jesus of Nazareth, and was propagated 
by his example and teaching ? Had no echo of the 
controversy as to whether Jesus of Nazareth was an 
historical personage at all ever reached Toronto ? 
Or did Goldwin Smith despise it ? And if so on 
what grounds? It is idle, nowadays, to treat a 
serious contention with a curled upper lip, as if that 
were a sufficient reply. Schmiedel admits, even 
against his own theory, that “  the view that Jesus 
never really lived ” is gaining “ an over-growing 
number of supporters.”  “  It is no use,” he adds, 
“  to ignore it, or to frame resolutions against it.” 
But even if we allow that there is, or may be, an 
historical basis of some sort to the vast legendary 
and mythological story of the four gospels, the ques
tion still remains—What was it that came into the 
world with Jesus ? What was the “  moral ideal ” 
that he both introduced and propagated ? Mr. 
Goldwin Smith says that Jesus propagated it by his 
“ teaching and example.”  That gives rise to a 
further question. How are wo to pick out the real 
example and the real teaching of Jesus from the 
diverse and contradictory “ records ”  of his career ? 
In other words, what did he do, and what did he say ? 
Now this question is increasingly seen to be difficult, 
if not impossible, to answer. The desperate effort 
of a scientific critic lil^e Schmiedel is a perfect assur
ance on this point. Even a far less scientific, and 
far more popular, author like the Rev. R J. Camp
bell recognises how thin the ice is over this part of 
what is called Christian Evidence. In his Chris
tianity and the Social Order, after quoting some 
stirring utterances of Jesus, he waves aside the

question of their authenticity. “  Whether these 
records of the utterances of the remarkable man who 
heralded the movement since known as Christianity 
be accurate or no,”  Mr. Campbell says, “  does not 
matter in the least. Their importance consists in 
the fact that they reveal the mood of the time ; they 
show what people were thinking about.” On another 
occasion, Mr. Campbell can only say, “  It  is here that 
I seem to hear the voice of Jesus.” Only “ seem’ 
even when he would so much like to he sure ! And 
as to the originality of Jesus, Mr. Campbell is con
strained to say that “ He said not a word, nor pro
duced an idea, which in some form or other had not 
found expression before.”

The fact is that what Jesus did and what Jesus 
said, if he did anything at all or said anything at alh
cannot now be determined. The original evidence 
has either disappeared or been hopelessly confused. 
George Eliot justly remarked that the materials for 
a biography of Jesus do not exist. His followers 
have prevented us from ever knowing what he really 
was—if he were indeed a man ; and if he were a god, 
his proper place is not history but the pantheon.

Setting Jesus of Nazareth aside, what is the 
moral ideal “  embodied in Christendom ” ? Mr. 
Goldwin Smith gives no hint, and Christian theo
logians may be challenged to say what it is* 
Scholars are aware that there is no new moral 
ideal in the Gospels. And if no new moral ideal 
came into the world with Jesus, or with the Chris
tian Churoh, it could not have resisted hostile forces 
during subsequent centuries. A nothing can do 
nothing.

Finally, it may be asked hov) Christianity has 
“ uplifted, blessed, and purified humanity” ? Nothing 
is clearer than that modern civilisation, with its 
ideas of liberty and progress, is due to the growth 
of science and its enlightening and liberalising 
influence. Throw the civilised world back where 
it was before the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries, 
and in what way would its condition shine by con
trast with the civilisation of, say, China or Japan ? 
And how poorly it would compare with the civilisa
tion of Greece and Rome !

Christianity claims the credit of all improvements 
in human affairs—even after opposing them and per
secuting their authors. But the credit is really due 
to other agencies. Abyssinia has been a Christian 
country longer than England, France, Germany, and 
Ita ly ; but where is its civilisation ? And where 
would owr civilisation be if we depended upon Chris
tianity?

But if Mr. Goldwin Smith is inept in this praise ot 
Christianity he is still worse in his objections 
Evolution, if it is to inolude the human race* 
“  Points of similarity between the ape and man, 
he says, “  are not proofs of transition.”  Perhaps 
n ot; but it all depends on what the points are. ** 
they are very intimate—as in the matter of sexual 
periodicities—they certainly point to a common 
origin; unless you believe in special creation, and 
that by a Creator who obscenely aped his own 
handiwork. Another objection to Evolution betrays 
small knowledge and less reflection. “ Has a°y 
animal,” Mr. Goldwin Smith asks, “  given, like man, 
the slightest sign of self-improvement or consoious 
tendency to progress ?” Mr. Goldwin Smith ough" 
to have known that this objection was dealt with by 
Darwin. Presenting it again, as though it had neve 
been answered—whether the answer was satisfactory 
or not—shows a want of information or a want o 
candor. ,

Mr. Goldwin Smith’s attitude towards the soul an 
a future life is Bomewhat similar. “  That all ib 
material, nothing spiritual,”  he says, “  does n°, 
seem yet to be proved.” Just as if a negative o 
that kind could be proved ! Yet he also says ,

“ The belief that man has an immortal soul inner  ̂
into a mortal body from which, being, as Bishop Bu fl 
phrases it, ‘ indiscerptiblo,’ it is parted at death,  ̂
become untenable. We know that man is one ; that 
grows aud develops together. Imagination cannot 
turo a disembodied soul. Tho spiritualist appatltl 
are always corporeal.”

1
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Surely this is sufficient to show that Mr. Goldwin 
Smith had no positive belief in the world to come. 
Clearly he did not believe in the orthodox heaven 
and hell; indeed, he did not “  understand how a 
c|ear line can be drawn between those who are 
admitted to heaven and those who are condemned to 
hell ”—considering “  the infinite gradations of char
acter and the frequent mixture of good and evil in 
the same man.” He denies that Jesus taught any
thing that can he relied upon on this subject:—

“ That the Founder of Christianity looked for a future 
life, with its rewards and punishments, is evident. But 
he brought no special message, lifted not the curtain of 
mystery, did nothing to clear our minds upon the sub
ject. His apologue of Dives and Lazarus shows that to 
him as to us the other world was a realm of the imagi
nation."

But if Jesus did not “ bring immortality to light,” 
^uere are we to look for information ? Mr. Goldwin 
kmith talks vaguely about conscience, and free will, 
and moral progress, but these things all relate to the 
present life, and it is difficult to see what light they 
throw upon the question of a future life. Have we 
anything but imagination to guide us in this inquiry ? 
tf so, Mr. Goldwin Smith does not indicate it.

It seems to me that Mr. Goldwin Smith’s affirma
tive arguments amount to nothing. His negative 
contentions are the most important features of 

confession of faith.”  Not what he retains, but 
^nat rejecj gj j9 reaiiy worthy of our attention.

We shall see presently what he says about the 
fhble. Meanwhile let us take his statement of what 
18 left us if the Bible ceases to be taken as an 
authority

“ But apart from the Bible, have we any revelation of 
the nature, the will, the unity, the existence of deity ? 
It must apparently be ownod that, though we tremble at 
the thought, we have none. We are left upon this shore 
°f time gazing into infinity and eternity without clue or 
guidance except such as we can gain either by inspection 
?f our own naturo with its moral indications and prompt- 
Ings or by studying the order of the universe.”

^bat is to say, we are left utterly to ourselves, 
■there is no help from heaven. Revelation is a 
cream. And how far our own efforts will ever 
ring us nearer to deity, if such a being exists, is 

Snggested by the old Bible question : “  Can man by 
parching find out God?" Or as Holyoake once 
8ked : If God has not revealed himself to man, will 

pluck him forth from the universe with the 
P'ncers of a syllogism ?

Deism has never been able to establish itself on 
ho ruins of Christianity. Men who give up revela- 

j  °n for the most part give up religion altogether. 
iFhi 6 run’ Christianity stands or falls with the 

‘me. That is why so muoh learning, ability, and 
Patience has been expended on modern Biblical criti- 
st81? ’ "^o book in itself was not worth so much 

udy. What was at stake was the historio faith of 
Nstendom and its great (and wealthy) Churches. 

frF ,Goldwi°  Smith well says that— “ We are con- 
t with the vital question what the world would

without religion, without trust in Providence, 
anrt °ut hope or fear of a hereafter.” Precisely so ; 
, h that is because the Bible is found out to be 

J*)an and not a superhuman production.
Goldwin Smith’s view of the Bible—and the 

w> in his opinion, of most educated and thoughtful 
13 is as follows:—

"Belief in the Bible as inspired and God's revelation 
himself to man seems hardly to linger in well- 

.ormed and °Pen minds. Criticism, history, and 
ci.once have conspired to put an end to it. The author- 

. J1P °I.tho greater part, including the most important 
ooks, is unknown. The morality of the Old Testament 

J crs from that of the New, and though in advance of 
lo world generally in those day s, in more places than one, 
8 111 Ihe case of the slaughter of the Canaanitcs, shocks 
? n°.w> There are errors, too, in the Old Testament of a 

P ysical kind, such as those in the account of creation 
ud the belief in the revolution of the sun. Of the New 
estament, the most important books, the first three 
0sPels, our main authorities for the life of Christ, are 
®P“ ®Btly grafts upon a stock of unknown authorship 
a date. They botray a belief in diabolical possession,

a local superstition from which the author of the Fourth 
Gospel, who evidently was not a Palestinian Jew, was 
free. There is a discrepancy between the first three 
Gospels and the fourth, notably as to the day and con
sequent significance of Christ’s celebration of the Pass- 
over. It is incredible that God in revealing himself to 
man should have allowed any mark of human error to 
appear in the revelation. Wo have, moreover, to ask 
why that on which the world’s salvation depended 
should have been withheld so long and communicated to 
so few.”

This is really the most important passage in the 
whole of Mr. Goldwin Smith’s book. What he says 
about religion in general does not show that he had 
let his mind play with freedom and vigor upon it. 
What he says about the Bible is clear, pertinent, 
and—unanswerable. The only statement one might 
take exception to is in favor of the Bible rather than 
against it. That the morality of the Old Testament 
was “ in advance of the world generally in those 
days ” is more than doubtful. With respect to 
Egypt and Babylon, and one might add India, it is 
distinctly untrue. But this questionable statement 
of Mr. Goldwin Smith’s is more than balanced by 
the grave consideration whioh is raised in his con
cluding sentence. I f  the Deity had a revelation to 
be given to the world, not only for its good but for 
its very salvation, why was it withheld from the 
great oivilised nations of antiquity ? Why was it 
given to a handful of insignificant people in an 
insignificant country? The orthodox answers to 
the questions are all absurd except one, which is 
wicked. In the last resort, the orthodox apologist 
replies that man has no right to judge God, who has 
a right to do what he likes with his own. But this 
is not reason ; it is the abnegation of reason ; it is a 
blind submission to the fiat of irresistible power.

The upshot of Mr. Goldwin Smith’s confession is 
that the Bible, whatever it may be as human litera
ture, is doomed as the inspired Word of God, 
Whether he knew it or not, or whether the Churches 
know it or not, this means that Christianity is 
doomed. We repeat that Christianity stands or 
falls with the Bible.

Goldwin Smith’s intelligence kept him from being 
orthodox; his training and interests kept him on 
good terms with orthodoxy. The latter fact is of 
great importance,—it shows that Christianity cannot 
survive the solvent action of what Newman called 
“ the restless intellect of man.” No one was ever a 
Christian on grounds of reason; Christianity, like 
every other supernatural religion, rests on faith. 
Hume’s irony was never truer (or more superb) than 
when he said, not only that Christianity was a reli
gion of miracles, but that everyone who believed it 
was conscious of a miracle worked within himself. 
Oscar Wilde was far from being a David Hume, but 
it was in the same spirit that he uttered the epigram 
that man, in the sphere of religion, will believe the 
impossible but not the improbable. In a certain 
way Tertullian was less absurd than he appeared 
when he exclaimed that Christianity was to be 
believed because it was impossible. To say that a 
thing is impossible is to speak according to human 
knowledge; it does not exclude the theory of super
natural intervention. But to say that a thing is 
improbable is to say that human reason shows it to 
bo unlikely to happen. This is an appeal to reason, and 
it cannot bo set aside by a dogmatic declaration. 
The mind has been at work upon the subject, and it 
is pretty sure to continue doing so when it has once 
commenced. Hume, Oscar Wilde, and Tertullian—a 
strange tr io !—were all three right on this particular 
point. When such different persons do agree we 
must expect their unanimity to be wonderful. Yet 
the wonder diminishes with reflection. One sees at 
last that there never were but two camps in the 
world—the camp of reason and the camp of faith. 
Freethinkers make a definite choice; they belong to 
the camp of reason. Catholics like Newman make a 
definite choice; they belong to the camp of faith. 
Men like Goldwin Smith belong to neither; they are 
afraid to make a choice. G w  F ootb
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Acid Drops.

The Catholic Church in France is losing its priests at the 
rate of a thousand a year. This looks like the beginning of 
the end.

Rev. Dr. Horton has been telling an interviewer that 
twelve-thirteenths of the English people do not go to a place 
of worship. He says it is the churches which are at fault. 
“  Men come to church,”  he adds, “  but they are not fed, and 
as a result they go away dissatisfied and do not come again.” 
Other preachers declare that the week-end habit, and golf 
and motoring, and cycling, are emptying the churches. One 
prophesies that religion w ill die out altogether if this con
tinues. People must go to the house of God or they will 
cease to worship. But is not this a professional view of the 
matter ? Preachers were saying the same sort of thing in 
Tom Hood’s days, and his answer to them is given in the 
fine “  Ode to Rae Wilson ”  :—

“  The Saints !—the aping Fanatieks that talk 
All cant and rant, and rhapsodies high-flown—

That bid you baulk 
A Sunday walk,

And shun God’s work as you should shun your own.

Thrice blessed, rather is the man, with whom 
The gracious prodigality of nature,
The balm, the bliss, the beauty, and the bloom,
The bounteous providence in ev’ry feature,
Recall the good Creator to bis creature,
Making all earth a fane, all heav’n its dome 1 
To his tun’d spirit the wild heather-bells 

Ring Sabbath knells;
The jubilate of the soaring lark 

Is chaunt of clerk ;
For choir, the thrush and the gregarious linnet;
The sod’s a cushion for his pious want;
And, consecrated by the heav’n within it,

The sky-blue pool, a font.
Each cloud-capp’d mountain is a holy altar;

An organ breathes in every grove ;
And the full heart’s a Psalter,

Rich in deep hymns of gratitude and love !”

Surely, if there bo a God, he would wish to be worshiped in 
some such way; especially if it be true, as Cowper said, that 
“  God made the country and man made the town ”— churches 
included as well as public-houses.

“  Given an adequate supply of preachers like Mr. Campbell, 
Dr. Campbell Morgan, and Dr. Jowett,”  says the Christian 
World, “  the church-going problem would bo solved.”  Not 
a bit of it. How many non-Christians do these people get 
into their churches? How many non-Christians do they 
succeed in persuading to become Christians? These are 
the really vital points to which Christians should address 
themselves. The truth is that men like the speakers 
named fill their churches at the expense of other preachers. 
And, meanwhile, the number of laymen who reject Chris
tianity steadily increases. The real problem is, not to make 
people come to church, but to make them believe in Chris
tianity. I f  that is done, the question of church attendance 
w ill settle itself. There is not much religion in people 
whoso only reason for attending church is to hear a good 
speaker or to pass away an evening pleasantly.

According to a report of the World Missionary Conference, 
there are 113,000,000 of non-Christians who are not having 
the Gospel preached to them. We observe that these aro 
nearly all living in parts of the world that are not ripe for 
Western exploitation.

Rev. Thomas Jackson, of Whitechapel, told a Bourne
mouth religions convention that twenty four Nonconformist 
chapels in East London had been wiped out during the past 
twenty years. No wonder the Missionary Conference is im
pressed with the necessity of opening new markets for its 
spiritual wares 1 Those at home seem about played out.

The Rev. R. J. Campbell is discovering things. The 
situation the Churches have to face to-day, ho says, is that 
“  all over this land, and all over the world, there is, or seems 
to be, a decline in religious susceptibility, a decay of reli
gious desire.”  Quite so ; and the other side of this truth is 
that it is accompanied by a growing desire to arrange the 
social life of man on a more desirable plan. The humanisa
tion of man has kept pace with the decay of the belief 
in God.

The Burton D a ily  M a il deeply laments but frankly admits 
the fact that “  the vast majority ”  of our people not only 
absent themselves from church and chapel, but do so because

they no longer believe in the Christian religion “  in any real 
sense.”  I t  is further acknowledged that this is true, not 
alone of London “  and the majority of provincial cities and 
towns,”  but also “  even of the rural parishes.”  I f  we pnt 
these facts side by side with the apologetic claims of the 
divines, we can only conclude that Christianity is a religion 
that advances by retreating, that conquers by being defeated, 
and that wins by losing— the most absurdly paradoxical 
religion the world has ever seen. No wonder that the 
highest percentage of communicants in London is as low 
as 5. I t  will be down to zero by-and-bye.

Mr. W. J. Bryan appears to be a fine speaker with nothing 
to say— and plenty of pay for saying it. The business be 
follows is a lot more profitable now than it was when his 
Master got three nails and a crown of thorns in full pay
ment for all his services. Bryan is a dead failure as candi
date for the United States presidency; every time he stands 
he is more unsuccessful; but he knows how to tickle the 
ears of a Christian crowd, and he does it to the accompani
ment of rolling-in dollars. During his recent visit to L iver
pool the Express said of his oration at the Philharmonic Hall 
that “  a wealth of beautiful language adorned a soundly 
reasoned speech, punctuated by neat epigram, racy anecdote, 
and vivid illustration.”  But we failed to find any of these 
qualities in the letterpress report, which is frightfully po°r 
stuff after (say) the speeches at the N. S. S. Conference 
public meeting, reported in the Freethinker of May 29. 
Bryan went back to Genesis and found “  In the beginning 
God created”— and he "took his stand there.”  Of course be 
did. He hasn’t brains enough for anything else. I t  saves 
him the trouble of thinking. We say this deliberately- 
The man who says— “ I f  you tell me there are mysteries in 
the Bible, I  tell you there are mysteries everywhere,’ 
doesn’t understand the A B C of the question. The Bible is 
a revelation,— though it reveals nothing ; and if it is neces
sary to explain the explanation, even the brains of a Bryan 
ought to see that there is something wrong somewhere.

“  We don’t understand everything in the Bible,”  Bryan 
said, “ but if we live up to what wo do understand we shall 
be kept so busy doing good that we shan’t have time to 
worry.”  Well now, does Bryan understand “  Take no 
thought for the morrow ” — “ Labor not for the meat which 
perisheth “  Lay not up for yourselves treasures on 
earth ”— “ Blessed be ye poor ” — “  Woo unto you rich "? 
And, if he understands them, does ho live up to them ? He 
rakes in all the shekels he can. Moroover, ho had a lord in 
the chair at that very meeting. Lord Longford was also 
“  supported on the platform by a large and representative 
body of citizens ” — who probably found the money to pay 
him for bamboozling the mob in the body of the hall.

Roosevelt and Bryan wero in England together. Both 
are ostentatious Christians. And one is a “  bounder ”  and 
the other a champion of “  bunkum.”  I f  these are the pic^ 
of American Christians,— God help them I

The Express published a sketch of Bryan in a charac
teristic oratorical attitude, and Bryan was “  so pleased with 
it that he added his signature to it.”  It  looks like a fat 
Jew financier advocating the claims of a very elastic Rubber 
Company. _

Tho D aily  News, in a leader on “  World Missions," 
relation to tho Missionary Conference at Edinburgh, said 
that the value of missionary work “ receives ever increasing 
recognition,”  yet it also said that “  the missionary organisa
tions experience greater and groator difficulty in raising funds 
adequate to their work." What a strange contradiction ■ 
The latter statement, however, is undoubtedly true.

The King's message to the World Missionary Conference 
at Edinburgh hoped that its deliberations would bo “ guide 
by Divine wisdom.” Evidently we have a very sangulD̂  
monarch. Another part of the message shows that h-iDo 
George is anything but infallible on this question. 
referred to missionary work as promoting “  internation 
friendship, and the cause of peace,”— which is tho very 
opposite of the truth. Missionaries have caused trouti 
nearly everywhere that they have gone. Look at China,1 
instance. King George is probably not as well-informed p 
this subject as Charles Dickens was. Dickens called H*1 
sionaries “  perfect nuisances ”  who “  leave every place wor 
than they found it.”

While the World’s Missionary Conference was palaver*^ 
at Edinburgh, and professing unspeakable love for the 80 
of the poor heathen, a hundred and seventy-five neD
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ministers of Washington addressed an open letter of protest 
to the delegates of the Sixth World’s Sunday-school Con
vention against the action of the Convention Committee in 
doing all in its power to exclude the United States colored 
delegates from participating in the proceedings. “  I t  is 
difficult to see how anyone can pray or hope for the evan
gelisation of the world,”  they say, “  when one refuses to 
fellowship his neighbor next door because of race and color. 
Could anything show the humbug of Christian missions 
more plainly ? White missionaries go about the world 
“ converting” the colored “ heathen” and getting them 
ready for the kingdom of heaven, where they will all sit 
down with the white guests at the marriage supper of the 
Lamb. But there is no sitting down together on this side of 
Jordan. White Christians in America won’t have colored 
gentlemen as members of their churches. The colored 
gentlemen have to run their own. Neither is there a Young 
Men’s Christian Association in the United States that will 
take a colored member. In view of these facts, the World’s 
Missionary Conference is a mere pantomime.

Dr. Clifford is thundering against the Government for its 
’mpartial support of religion at Lagos. I t  already supports 
a Mohammedan priest there, and is going to extend its sup
port to the Anglican Church. Other bodies who wish for 
churches are invited to send in their applications. Dr. 
Clifford considers this infamous. Government support of 
religion in churches is a crime ; hut Government support of 
religion (of the right sort) in schools is a noble policy. Such 
18 the difference between Dr. Clifford in relation to Lagos, 
*®d Dr. Clifford in relation to England. His objection to 
the Government support of religion disappears when Non
conformists have a prospect of getting the best of it.

S ku8 ® ouse ° f  Commons has played into the hands of the 
^abbatarian bigots at Portrush. The Midland Railway Bill 

as amended in committee by 94 votes to 59, so as to pre- 
nt the Company from opening the golf links on Sunday 

q bout the consent of the Urban District Council. The 
rnpany was acquiring the golf links, and Mr. Kerr-Smiley, 
c Conservative member for North Antrim, said that their 
joct was to attract week-end visitors. Mr. Illingworth, 

j 6tU0r lord of the treasury, speaking for the Board of Trade, 
marked that Sunday golf was a matter that each person 
°D‘d decide for himself, and that he “  viewed with the 

^ v e s t  apprehension the novel principle that powers given 
tbe Company by act of parliament should not be fully 

ti/'eised without the consent of the local authority.”  But 
Us° ,jal)batarians triumphed, and Portrush is happy. “  Let 
s°ng to un^aPPy on Sunday ”  must he the most popular

Poor Mr. Plowden, our most popular magistrate, is being 
of ̂  ■ scourged by the Church Times for the horrible crime
si m l i n ?  callod marriage a purely human institution, or
jy  PlQ civil contract. I t  was in his evidence before tl__
sit^ftCe Commission that Mr. Plowden committed the heinous 
0u tor 'which he is now being so mercilessly lashed. Perhaps 
un r<?^*ous contemporary’s excessive wrath is duo to the 
bo' 6 °°mo consciousness that its own views on marriage are 

generally discredited and disowned, becauso they 
hon S6nt a state of things no longor possible. We sincerely 
casT * Mi- Plowden w ill speedily recover from his severe 
Co, ̂ t m n ,  and wo heartily congratulate him on the noble 
his ra^° and sturdy independence with which he defended 
Ar ,Vl1?ws before the Commission when questioned by the 

ckbishop of York and others.

QPon tl!aSk of the Church Times falls, though not so heavily, 
to att °  ^chbishop of Canterbury also, because he dared 
r°cenH ^ and speak at The World Missionary Conference 
f0r “ y held at Edinburgh, which, being a Protestant Con- 
Pfoliii ouSht not to have been encouraged by tho chief 
In- ,°t tho Church of England, a Church which can no 

nget bo called Protestant. _ _

Porstj0?! D?oat *ow varlets of the Most High God used to 
gentle ° *^eir nppmmnts of the error of their ways by the 
N°w Persuasion of tho rack, the gibbet, and the stake. 
issno d . y Publish insulting paragraphs in the press and 

ainty volumes of apologetics.

l°gianseSS°r ^>av*d Smith, recognising tho fact that theo- 
TVork f naus* get their living somehow, provides endless 
ho Sa or them, and justifies their existence as well, when 
intern * ®*at “  the truth (meaning Christianity) must be 
abiffgg ,, ?d to the mind of each generation.”  “  The truth 
and v ’ f 0 c°ntinues, “  but its definitions are over changing, 
t°-dav’ ^ a^ '8 definition does not suffice for to-day, nor will 

y s definition suffice for the morrow.” That sounds

eminently plausible ; but the plain truth is that there is no 
such thing as Christianity. There is always a vast number 
of humanly constructed theological systems loudly clamoring 
and fiercely fighting for the ascendancy, each of which claims 
to be the genuine article; but every unprejudiced, sensible 
person can clearly see that the very existence of such con
flicting and mutually destructive systems conclusively proves 
that Christianity, apart from these systems, or “  interpreta
tions ”  as Dr. Smith calls them, is non-existent. Not only 
nobody knows what it is, but there is nothing there to know. 
The people who support the theologians are ignorant dupes 
or unfortunate victims. As soon as the eyes of the dupes are 
opened, theology w ill disappear, and there w ill be no Chris
tianity left. Meanwhile, the conflicting systems yield a com
fortable livelihood to a numerous class of speculators.

“  The day will come,” exclaims Mr. Campbell, “  when it 
w ill be just as impossible to deny the immortality of the 
soul as it is now impossible to deny that the world is round.” 
But the reverend gentleman forgets that even the existence 
of the soul has never yet been established, much less its 
immortality. I t  would be idiotic to deny that, the very 
existence of which is nothing but a gratuitous assumption. 
What Mr. Campbell really means, probably, is that the day 
will come when the evidence for man’s immortality w ill be 
absolutely convincing; in which case, we would ask him, 
How do you know it ? By what authority do you make such 
an assertion ? More probably still, perhaps, the sentence 
quoted is only one of the irresponsible emotional outbursts 
in which the minister of the City Temple so habitually 
indulges.

There is a maudlin, mawkish, slobbery exaltation of love, 
frequently affected by the pulpit, which can do nothing but 
harm. It  is said that “  we live just in proportion as we 
love.”  But there are lots of people who do nothing but love. 
Especially in church on Sundays they are brimming over 
with fervent affection. “  0  1 how ineffably sweet it is,”  they 
cry, "  to love everybody without distinction.”  But such a 
profession of love is worthless. Christian love is mostly a 
hateful counterfeit. Such love is the cheapest and emptiest 
thing in the world. What most people need is, not sickly 
sympathy or frothy affection, but solid justice, legitimate 
fair-play, a helping hand over the stile, a fair wago for 
honest work, generous toleration for unpopular opinions sin
cerely held. Christian love has never been equal to the free 
granting of such dues.

A worm of the dust named Tabrum has published a little 
book, Religious Beliefs o f  Scientists, in which the author 
gives the opinions of a number of persons interested in 
science concerning the battle between Reason and Unreason. 
The writer’s inquiries extended over fourteen years, and 
some of tho answers received have a somewhat ironic flavor, 
which augurs ill for tho eternal welfare of tho writers.

Professor W. Boyd Dawkins, of Owens College, Man
chester, wrote : “ I t  is, of course, true that scientific research 
has shown the imperfection of the cosmogony of the Old 
Testament, but it has done nothing more.”  Dr. Carruthers, 
F.L.S., says : “  I  know of no fact of scionco which is antago
nistic to the Bible, rightly understood.”  A number of other 
persons write to tho same offect, obviously with tho tongue 
in the cheek.

Two things emerge from this egregious publication. The 
ideas of the verbal accuracy and absolute inerrancy of the 
Bible have boon thrown over by the Christians themselves. 
Next time Brother Tabrum pursues his inquiries he might 
ask the scientists to explain the feeding of the five thousand 
in view of tho elementary scientific axiom that the part can 
never exceed tho whole.

At this time of the year the pilgrims journey to Lourdes 
and other fraudulent shrines. Shakespeare says, “  The 
miserable have no other medicine but only Hope.”  The 
priests know this, and turn it to financial account. Christ 
died on the cross, and these ecclesiastical humbugs live 
on it.

The Bishop of London takes a great interest in Esperanto. 
This may explain the poverty of his English in his published 
utterances. Tho poverty of his ideas must be explained in 
terms of mentality.

Rev. Septimus Buss delivered a dinner-hour lecture in a 
City church lately on “  Tom Paine and tbe 1 Age of Reason.’ ”  
Mr. Buss is a solemn old gentleman. To bo called Septimus 
in infancy and childhood is enough to ensure a solemn old 
age. He and the congregation, such as it was, solemly sang 
the hymn “  O for a faith that will not shrink ’ ’— even with
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washing. Then the reverend gentleman proceeded to talk 
about Thomas Paine as though the subject were a novelty. 
He gravely told his hearers that the Age o f Reason “  was 
received with great indignation in America and Europe.” 
Also that he (the preacher) went to the British Museum 
(instead of spending fourpence-halfpenny) the other day “  to 
read the book,”  and “  found it abounded with coarse and 
vulgar expressions about the Deity, such as were used by 
the late Charles Bradlaugh.” We might borrow the reverend 
gentleman’s language and call him a “  coarse and vulgar ” 
slanderer of both Paine and Bradlaugh. But we won’t. We 
content ourselves with saying that the final hymn “ O for a 
closer walk with God ”  would have been more appropriate if 
“  God ”Jiad made room for “  Truth.”

Henry Alexander, a market gardener, was killed by light
ning at Basildon, Essex. The foreman of the coroner's jury 
at the inquest was the Rev. H. Carpenter, and the jury’s 
verdict was that “  death was caused by an act of God.” 
The reverend foreman of the jury did not demand a warrant 
against the said “  God.”  This seems a sad oversight. But 
perhaps it was thought that there might be considerable 
difficulty in executing the warrant— or even serving a 
summons. A personage with no address, who has never 
been seen, and who is everywhere in general but nowhere 
in’ particular, is not very “  come-at-able.”

Lord Willoughby de Broke has discovered the true cause 
of King Edward’s death. He was killed by “  Divine Provi
dence ”  in order to frustrate the evil intentions of the 
Liberal Party. Liberals had brought politics to the foot of the 
throne, said his lordship, and “  the hand of Divine Providence 
had suddenly cut them short in their career.” Now we 
know all about it.

More “  Providence.”  Altenahr, an exquisite little town in 
the Rhine district, much visited by tourists, has been wiped 
out by a cloud-burst which led to a flood. A large number 
of its 1,000 inhabitants have perished. “  He doeth all things 
well.”  ____

The Bishop of London, speaking at Fulham Palace on 
Tuesday, June 14, made the ignominious confession (as 
reported in the Daily  News) that “  for every hundred pounds 
he could raise for the East London Church Fund, he had 
the greatest difficulty in getting five pounds for rescue and 
preventive work.”  Religion and benevolence aro obviously 
far from being the same thing.

Sir W. Robertson Nicoll says that “  the supernatural 
Church is thrown back on supernatural aid," and that “  that 
aid is first, midst, and last.”  Wo challenge this knighted 
man of God to adduce, from history, a single scrap of evi
dence that the Church is a supernatural institution, or that 
even as a human institution it has ever accomplished a single 
piece of work that could not have been done without “  super
natural aid.”  Until this challenge is seriously taken up, wo 
must charge the reverend knight with talking sheer nonsense.

The Founder of the First Salvation Army is reported to 
have said, “  Suffer little children to come unto me.”  Bram- 
well Booth, of the present Salvation Army, puts on his bills, 
'< Young children, with or without their parents, cannot be 
admitted to these meetings.”

The “  fancy religion ”  of Faith Healing has been the sub
ject of a symposium in tho B ritish  Medical Journal. The 
verbiage of some commercially minded medical experts is 
sufficient to provoke a smile from a cab-horse. I f  pain is 
only an illusion of tho mind, why don’t Christian Science 
women stick their hatpins through their heads instead of 
through their hair ? There is one thing superior to both 
science and religion, and that is— common sense.

of the Lanarkshire Christian Union, and ̂ discoursing _ on 
“  The Secret of Revivals.”  According to the card advertise
ments, Mr. Goforth “  has been much used of God in connec
tion with the wonderful Revivals which have been recently 
experienced in Manchuria and North China.” When he has 
done telling of “  these marvellous gatherings ”  over here, we 
suppose he will go forth again. We believe the natives in 
Manchuria and North China would enjoy a repetition1 of 
Mr. Goforth’s speeches at Motherwell. Being human, they 
must have some taste for romance.

Sir Robert Anderson reports a death-bed incident of Mark 
Twain ’s, for the truth of which we will not vouch. Accord
ing to this evangelistic ex-detective, just before he died 
Mark Twain asked for his favorite book ; and, as soon as it 
was handed to him, died. In the ordinary run of such 
stories, this favorite book should have been the Bible. 1“ 
this case, it was Carlyle’s French Revolution— a circumstance 
which greatly "  depressed ”  Sir Robert. Poor man 1

The Vatican has entered a protest against the small 
amount of religious liberty recently granted in Spain. The 
Spanish authorities have quite properly repliod that the 
matter is one over which they can permit no outside 
interference. The truth is, we imagine, that those who 
engineered the murder of Ferrer find that they have gone 
too far, and the better type of the Spanish people are 
becoming restive under the stigma of a crime that has 
given Spain an unenviable notoriety throughout the civilised 
world.

The Kaiser depends much upon the Bible. He recently 
informed a dignitary of the Prussian Protestant Church that 
he keeps a Bible beside his bed, with “  tho most precious 
thoughts underlined.”  In all his thoughts and actions he 
asks : “  What does the Bible say on the point ? The Bible 
is to mo the source from which I  draw strength and light- 
We should much like to see the Kaiser’s Bible with it8 
underlined passages. Probably he drew from thence the 
inspiration for the “  mailed fist,”  and his famous advice to 
his soldiers that if ordered to fire on their own parents ° r 
brothers they must not hesitate to do so. Tho Kaiser is als° 
convinced that “  many who have fallen from God will again 
embrace the faith.”  No doubt he regrets that he lacks the 
power to order their return to the fold. Anyway, hopes arc 
cheap. Meanwhile Germany, liko other civilised countrieSi 
counts a greater number of unbelievers every year.

Someone says that “  if the bells of heaven aro to ring out 
we must work the strings down here.”  Amazingly sensible 
and logical bolls! There is.no bell-ringer in heaven, the 
angels being too aristocratic to descend to such menial 
occupation. Christians, then, are welcomed to heaven before 
they start, and— by themselves. Wo need not point out the 
obvious moral.

“  Tho Sunday Corner ’ ’ in the Saturday issue of tho Burton 
Evening Gazette is crowded with brilliant ideas. 
example, it contains this sparkling gem : “ Tho brotherhood 
of man cannot bo attained without tho Fathorhood of God. 
How on earth, or anywhere else, can the Fatherhood of G011 
bo attained ? To attain anything is to achieve, accompli8!’ 1 
reach, or gain it by efforts. Fancy attaining by effort God 
and his Fatherhood, and thereafter, as a consequence, tbo 
brotherhood of man 1

Hero is another priceless jewel from tho same 11 Sunday 
Corner ”  : “  Thero will bo no Court of Appoal at the Last 
Judgment.” Tho man that made that discovery is a gem08 
of the first water. I t  would never havo ontorod into tu 
head of anyone else even to dream of such a thing. It  takes 
our breath away to read the precious sentence. It  ifl 80 
astoundingly original, and so faultlessly logical. Is the Rer‘ 
Mr. Waldron its happy author ?

Lord Halifax refers to some of tho witnesses before the 
Divorce Commission as “  entirely ignorant of divine law in 
regard to marriage.”  We hope his lordship doesn't mean 
that the divine law in regard to marriage is to be found in 
the Bible, for the Bible favors polygamy. It was not from 
the Bible that tho Christian Church adopted monogamy, but 
from the civilisation of Greece and Rome, and the customs 
of the northern “  barbarians.”  All the favorites of the Bible 
God were thorough-going polygamists, from Abraham and 
Jacob to David and Solomon.

One man in the world, at least, has an appropriate name. 
We refer to the Rev. Jonathan Goforth, Canadian Presby
terian missionary at Honan, China. This gentleman has 
been paying a special visit to Motherwell under the auspices

Because only ¿£25! was collected at a missionary festival a 
Chichester, Bishop Taylor Smith snorted his disapprobation1, 
Priosts aro not often so explicit that their concern is Gas i 
not Christ.

Rev. C. E Jackson, writing in Lloyd's Weekly Neivs, 8aJj 
that Christ “  marks the hen brooding over her youngi aD , 
the falling sparrow. Twico do the tears of women arro 
Him.” Tears 1 I f  Christ is alive to-day he might roaU (g 
that there aro more Magdalens in London alone than the 
were in the whole of Palestine in his day. And this f°.aB1(,cg 
of the Gospel of Poverty might also note the lordly equip8«  
of the princes of his Church carrying their sleek and hyP 
critical occupants, whilst under the shadows of his Churc 
crouch human beings in want of food.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements. Sugar Plums.

(Lecturing Suspended during the Summer.)

To Correspondents.

^ 't 1̂0ben’s L ecturing E noaqements.—June 2G, Parliament Hill. 
July 3, Victoria Park.

^Rn?nENT’8 Honorarium F und : 1910.—Previously acknowledged, 
*¿20 9s. 7d. Received since :—W. P. Adamson, £1 Is. : 

H. M. Gronn, £1 Is.
Shilling Month.— C. H. M. Gronn, 2.
V - 8 -  Benevolent F und.—M iss Vance acknowledges :—Kings- 

land Branch N. S. S., 10s. Od.
•  ̂ickers.—R oosevelt is gone now; it is best to let his achieve
ments here be forgotten. With regard to Mr. Foote's health,
e has been making steady progress all the time, and hopes 

not only to do a good deal of writing during the summer, but 
to be in first-rate form for the winter's lecturing work.

A damson, subscribing to the President’s Honorarium 
^und, says that nothing in the world gives him more pleasure 
than filling in that cheque. “ You,”  he adds, “  have won the 
cattle of Freethought. You have, for thirty years, amid 
treacheries, discouragements, and insults, borne aloft the 
Word ‘ Freethinker ’ without even taking notice of the angry 
outcries of your bitter and unscrupulous enemies—if they can
oo called so......One cannot but admire your splendid audacity
and rare courage, especially in these days of knock-kneed 
feebleness in every section of public life.”

E'T®; B osetti.—Pleased to hear of your successful meeting at 
Baindon. Accept our congratulations on your endeavor to win 
converts in what cannot be the most promising of quarters. 
We are not surprised at the tactics of the Christian speaker 
who was imported to oppose. Such things are to be expected, 
and are, in a way, testimony to the efficacy of the Freethought 
attack.

'!• Baker.—Perfect nonsense. Haeckel’s “ collapse" is a Chris- 
(|an dream. The wish was father to the thought. He has not 

renounced his views on evolution.”  The safe rule is never to 
)C l°vc what Christians say about Freethinkers.

• Savill.—The Kingsland Branch’s vote of thanks for "  the 
grand Conference report ”  is welcome.

J'  M, Gronn (Melbourne).—Glad you regard the Freethinker 
^ as a “  weekly feast ”  and think so highly of its writers.

•̂—;Thanks for your interesting quotation from Catlin’s 
American Indians. Unfortunately, we have no space at our 
‘aposal for a weok or so in which it might be used.

^ ‘ Dodson.—See paragraph. Thanks.
^  ®Rf8Tow.—Always glad to rocoivo useful cuttings.

B aldwyn.—Sent as requested.
i.®* Cammell.—Musgrave Reade (wo have said it so many 
l*11681) was connected with the Secular movement in Man- 

cater for a short time in the early eighties, and soon after- 
ards went back to Christianity without being missed. He 

n®Vor was a “  leader.”

that'™'—^88 . to hand, and will appear. We agree with you
g  - the members of the Missionary Conference study 

Uddhistn in the right spirit it ought to do them good. Still, 
cr° ,capac'ty of human nature for missing obvious truths is 

cat> and that of missionary human nature specially so.
’^ cKelvie.—W e are glad to hear that the Liverpool Branch 

P o n c e d  ideal weather on the occasion of its annual outing, 
a that those who participated thoroughly enjoyed themselves, 

p 8ecular Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 
Ta arringdon-street, E.C.

j? N ational Secular Society’s office is at 2 Nowcastle-street,
wringdon-street, E.C.

' Qpn  tv»
with n 86rvi°CH ° f  the National Secular Society in connection 
shn n  Cu'ar Burial Services aro required, all communications 

u‘d be addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.^UTIErh ,
2 N 8 l0r t“ °  Editor of the Freethinker should bo addressed to 

jib ewcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.
stjgpf N otices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
insertefi ^  ^rat Posli -̂uea^ay' or they will not bo

mark! 8en(f ua newspapers would enhance the favor by
08I) ng the passages to which they wish us to call attention.

Bione/0rD ^ era âre be sent to the Manager of the
and,, f  Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.,

P*a80N t0 the Editor-
to Ben i e.m‘tting for literature by stamps are specially requested 

T„ k a haVpenny stamps.
oBiCareci^ln êr will be forwarded direct from the publishing 
10s. (j.,b°3t free, at the following rates, prepaid :—One year,

•! half year, 5s. 3d.; three months, 2s. 8d.

People may well wonder how Mr. Foote has kept the 
Freethinker going—and going strongly too—ever since 1881. 
Mr. Robert Blatchford, in last week's Clarion, denies that 
his paper has ever paid. One would have thought it did, in 
view of its advertised circnlation some two or three years 
ago, but Mr. Blatchford declares otherwise. “ For years,” 
he says, “ quite ten years, perhaps more, the Clarion has 
been sustained by the extraneous earnings of A. M. Thompson
and myself..... We have never lived on the Clarion; the
Clarion has always lived upon us.” What is to be said, 
after this, of the folk who fancied that Mr. Foote was 
making a fortune out of the Freethinker ? George Meredith, 
of course, was not one of them. Writing to Mr. Foote 
some twenty years ago, he said : “ You fight for the noblest 
of causes, profitless as you must know it to be.” It has 
been “ profitless ” all the time, but Mr. Foote has never 
given up the “ fight.” He went into it for other objects.

The late Mr. Hermann Vezin, who was a fine actor and a 
beautiful eloentionist, desired his remains to be cremated, 
and that nobody should wear any outward sign of mourning 
for him. We understand that he was a sceptic with regard 
to the Christian faith. It was appropriate that Mr. Hermann 
Vezin played the part of Count Cenci at the private perform
ance of Shelley’s great drama some twenty-five years ago at 
the Grand Theatre, Islington. It has always been impossible 
to obtain the Lord Chamberlain’s license for the public pro
duction of The Cenci.

New Zealand is a long way off, and the May number is 
the last that we have seen of Mr. W. W. Collins’s Examiner. 
It is an excellent one. Mr. Collins leads off with a seasonable 
article on “ The Comet.” We are glad to see that the 
Freethinker is laid under contribution for the second article. 
From the editorial notes we see that Mr. Collins still lectures 
in the Choral Hall, Christchurch, on Sunday evenings, to 
good audiences. It is twenty years since Mr. Collins de
livered his first lecture in Christchurch. We hope it will be 
longer before he delivers his last.

We are asked to announce to Freethinkers in Glasgow and 
district that the Glasgow Branch of the N. S. S. has fixed 
its annual picnic for July 8. Tho place selected is Mearns 
Castle, and those who wish to join the party aro asked to 
moot at the juncture of Argylo-stroet with Jamaica-streot, 
at 10 o’clock sharp. Wo wish tho Branch ploasant weather 
and an enjoyable day, ____

Mr. F. A. Davies visited Newcastle-on-Tyno last Sunday 
as lecturer for the local Branch at its Annual Demonstration 
on tho Town Moor. There were large audiences, and tho 
secretary writes that the members were “ highly delighted ” 
with tho results of tho day’s work. Some interruption 
occurred from several disorderly Christians, but Mr. Davies 
is too old a bird to be greatly disturbed by such tactics. We 
should not be surprised to loam that he enjoyed the inter
ruptions as much as the audiences appear to have enjoyed 
his lectures.

A Bradlaugh Slander.

L ies about great Freethinkers aro so common that it is 
impossible to nail thorn all down. It is advisable, however, 
to nail down promptly and decisively an odious lie about 
Charles Bradlaugh, which appeared in Tuesday's Daily 
Chronicle. In the account of old “ Harry ’’ Lloyd who has 
just died at Enfield, and turns out to have been a woman 
who had passed for twenty-five years as a man, it is stated 
that “ many years ago sho used to attond Bradlaugh's lec
tures for ‘ men only.’ ” This cannot possibly bo true. 
Bradlaugh never lectured to “ men only." Ho left that 
wretched trick to preachors of the religion ho despised. I 
invite the Daily Chronicle either to prove from some public 
announcement that Bradlaugh did lecture to “ men only’ ’ 
or to withdraw tho abominable statement. I trust tho 
editor will not take refugo in Christian silence.

G. W. Foote,



410 TH E  F R E E T H IN K E R June  26, 1910

The Funniest Book in the World.

; Do I  view this world as a vale of tears ? 
Ah, reverend sir, not I . ”

— R obert B rowning.

It  has ever been a source of wonder to Freethinkers 
how Christians have ever been able to maintain 
after a perusal of the Bible, that their deity was 
entitled to the credit of benevolence. The pious 
opinion really seemed in the nature of an unmerited 
compliment, unsupported by any evidence. The grim 
exponents of the religion of the “  Man of Sorrows ’ 
seldom smiled themselves, the study of the Scrip 
tures having, apparently, a depressing effect upon 
them—so much so that one could tell Christians by 
the very expression. Nay, more; the tell-tale fea 
tures advertised how far the victim was suffering 
from the disease of religiosity. From the slight 
droop of the mouth which distinguished the High 
Churchman, to the resemblance to a tired cab-horse 
worn by the flat-chested warriors of the Salvation 
Army, one might accurately classify them.

Christians were cankered through with austerity. 
Generation after generation had been stifled under a 
system which was sunless, joyless, and graceless. 
The results were to be seen in the dull, dismal, 
dreary, rectangular frequenters of the places of 
worship. The professional pulpit-punchers and Bible- 
bangers were so far incapable of honest laughter that 
an undertaker was a merry-andrew compared with 
them. In short, the Christian world was in the 
meshes of devilry, darkness, and despair.

This gospel that life for the majority of the human 
race was but the ante-chamber to an eternal red-hot 
poker department, which was in reality an arraign
ment not merely of the “  Man of Sorrows ” deity 
but of human nature itself, finally transformed this 
fair world of ours, for all Christians, into a darker 
and more terrible hell than tho genius of Dante or 
Milton conceived.

All this unmerited suffering might have been 
avoided if the earliest theologians had been able to 
see a joke. It is entirely owing to the mental den 
sity of these Orientals that Christianity is a night 
mare rather than a religious system. These 
intellectual babes and sucklings misconceived the 
central idea of the Bible. They innocently took 
work of humor and read it in all seriousness. We 
all know the fearful results, besides which a mad
man’s dream appears as perfect sanity.

The Bible is, in reality, a work of humor. We 
must, however, “  speak by the card, or equivocation 
will undo us.”  The Holy Ghost’s humor is not as our 
humor, nor his witticisms as our witticisms. The 
Ghost is not so satirical as Heine, so ironical as 
Gibbon, nor so modern as Anatole France. Quip, 
repartee, and epigrams are strangers to his pages. 
Maybe a ghostly humor is best suited to a book by a 
ghostly author. Although we cannot say that there 
is a laugh on every page,, a smile in every paragraph, 
the prehistoric fun of the Bible will suffice. There 
are sufficient jokes, sly stories, Rabelaisian anecdotes, 
and quaint burlesques to have enlightened the theo
logians.

The proverbial Scot, who required a surgical 
operation before he could see a joke, was a rollick
ing humorist compared with those pietists who could 
read the Ghost’s stories without moving a musole.
As a funmaker, the Holy GhoBt somewhat resembles 
Artemus Ward, although he is tho Yankee’s superior 
as a writer of fiotion. The Ghost is a showman, 
absolutely calm about his exhibits, as a showman 
should be. He says the most deliriously funny 
things without turning a hair. That delightfully 
funny story of Jonah and the lodging-house whale is 
the perfection of unemotional joking. Whilst read
ing it we fairly sympathise with the poor whale who 
had a bed-sitting-room in his “ tum-tum.” The 
humor of the tale of the grand old greengrocer, 
Adam, is infectious. He is stated to have been the 
first man, and to have been able to throw hundred
weights about on his first day on the earth. I f  he

had been a shoemaker he would also have been the 
last man. The nautical yarn of Noah’s Ark is a 
masterpiece, including, as it does, the suggestion 
that millions of creatures were crammed into a sea
worthy Pantechnicon, whilst only two fleas accom
panied eight Orientals on this pleasure trip. The 
stories of the Adventures of the Talking Snake in 
Eden, Daniel in the Lions’ Den, The Ten Plagues, 
The Tower of Babel, Ezekiel’s Aldermanic Banquet, 
are also brilliant examples of Eastern humor. The 
life of the Man of Sorrows in the later pages is 
sufficient to make a bronze statue burst into smiles. 
When the hero walks the waves, argues with a fig- 
tree, turns water into ohampagne, feeds thousands 
with some bath-buns and a few sardines, and finally 
sails away in the ether like an aeroplane, we feel that 
the Arabian Nights is sober history in comparison.

We cheerfully admit that there is a falling off in 
the latter pages. There is, however, a sprinkling of 
fun, a day’s march between each jest, but what of 
that ? A pearl is none the less a pearl even if it is 
surrounded by an intolerable deal of oyster. Learned 
men, who find out everything in time, have dis
covered some additional jocosities. Mark Twain has 
pointed out that the phrase, “  the street which is 
called straight,” is ironio; for he adds, the thorough
fare in question is “  straighter than a corkscrew but 
not so straight as a rainbow." Lord Byron found a 
most ungallant reference to a lady’s nose in “ the 
tower which looketh unto Damascus." Huxley 
extracted much fun from the anecdote of the 
bedevilled “ porkers,” but never met a rasher oppo
nent than Gladstone, who was as innocent of humor 
as the lunatics who find Bacon in Shakespeare. Fed 
on such food, Bible students should have waxed fat. 
To class the Bible as sober fiction is absurd. It is a 
Salmagundi of riotous, exuberant, Oriental imagina
tion. I f  people would only read the volume instead 
of chattering about it, such absurd misconception 
would be impossible. The Ghost is a more subtle 
humorist than people imagine. The refusal of the 
stupid, good people to see his jokes must have 
astonished the Ghost. He never expressed his 
amusement, but “ let concealment, like a worm in 
the bud, feed on his damask cheek.”  I f  he had let 
himself go, he must have held his two sides—which 
are six—until his three heads—which are one—fairly
ached from the explosion.- , ,  —

r  M i m n e r m u s .

Religion and Sexual Morality.—II.

(Concluded from p. 397.)
N ot only is a belief in religion no hindrance to 
leading a life of sensual indulgence, but it has often 
been a direct incentive to immorality. The Antino- 
mians maintained that under the Gospel dispensa
tion the moral law was of no use or obligation, but 
that faith alone was necessary to salvation. They 
believed that they “  were justified by faith ” and set 
free from the law; they founded themselves on 
Paul’s teaching, “  By him all that believe are justified 
from all things ” (Aots xiii. 89), and “ All things are 
lawful unto me, but all things are not expedient 
(1 Cor. vi. 12); and his followers, finding they were 
justified in the lawfulness of their vices, troubles 
very little about the expediency or inexpediency ot 
them. The Rev. Baring Gould says :—

“  Even in the first ages the disorders were terrible- 
St. Paul’s Epistles give glimpses of the wild outbrea 
of antinomianism that everywhere followed his Pre®c^ 
ing— the drunkenness which desecrated the Eucharist-' 
tho backbitings, quarrollings, fornication, lasciviousnos i 
which called forth such indignant denunciation from 
great apostle.” *

The converts of St. Paul, he says, “  rolled up ceT£̂  
monial and moral restrictions in one bundle, 
flung both clean away." The Corinthians, to sbo 
their freedom under the Gospel, boasted their liceo^  
to commit incest “  such as was not so much as nam . 
among the Gentiles ’’ (1 Cor. v. 1). Nicolas, a

Baring-Gould, The Lost and Hostile Gospels, p 20.
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Panline, and his followers “ rushed headlong into 
fornication without shame ’’ (Euseb., Hist. Eccl. iii.

had the effrontery to produce his wife and 
offer her for promiscuous insult before the assembled 
apostles ” (p. 25). And this evil has dogged the 
Church throughout the ages.

When the Church—following the teachings of 
Christ and Paul—adopted the ideal of asceticism, 
and declared the life of monk and the virgin to be 
the only perfect life, she deeply injured civilisation. 
As the historian, Lecky, observes :—

“ But most terrible of all were the struggles of young 
and ardent men, through whose veins the hot blood of 
passion continually flowed, physically incapable of a 
life of celibacy, and with all that proneness to halluci
nation which a southern sun engenders, who were borne
°n the wave of enthusiasm to the desert life .......The
Lives of the Saints paint with an appalling vividness 
the agonies of their struggle. Multiplying with frantic 
energy the macerations of the body, beating their breasts 
with anguish, the tears for ever streaming from their 
eyes, imagining themselves continually haunted by ever- 
changing forms of deadly beauty, which acquired a 
greater vividness from the very passion with which 
they resisted them, their struggles not unfrequently 
ended in insanity and in suicide.” * * * §

That this total suppression of human nature led 
??ore often to a life of profligacy and hypocrisy, is 
he testimony of the greatest of the saints, St. 
erome, who escaped the tempter by acting upon 
nriat’s advice (Matt. xix. 12) and, by a surgical 
Poration, made himself a eunuch “ for the kingdom 

heaven’s sake.” When St. Jerome deals with the 
oral condition of his time—the fourth century—it 
hot the pagans and heathen that he charges with 

^Morality. “  We are struck with the fact,” says 
rofessor Dill, “ that his heaviest censure falls on 
ose who, at least in name, had separated them- 
Ives from the world,—the monks and the seoular 
ergy of Rome.” t And he observes that—

. the picture which St. Jerome draws of female society 
18 so repulsive that wo would gladly believe it to be 
exaggerated. But if the priesthood with its enormous 
influence was so corrupt, it is only too probable that it 
debased the sex which is always most under clerical 
influence. That clerical concubinago, under the pre
tence of the severest sanctity, was common, cannot bo 
doubted by anyone acquainted with the writers of the 
tune. St. Jerome is perfectly explicit on the subject. 
Men and women, vowed to perpetual chastity, lived 
under the same roof, brazening out the miserable im
posture of superhuman piety under impossible con
ditions” (p. 134).

the horrible immorality of the 
Unb r° ^ es> when the Church was supreme and 
,, ehef non-existent, would require several articles
Cue length u.:___ I VT7_____ A-
Pj. . O '* u *■ VU1Q IJUUI I I  D UU UU UilU D iA lrC U U il

Be ljr^’ when Luther sot out to reform the Church, 
onl a 8° ’ Paul, proclaimed Justification by Faith
obl^’ also was held to have swept away the
r. '^tions of morality. To cite the Rev. Baring 

°D‘d again:—
“ Tho results were precisely the same in the sixteenth 

nontury, when Luther re-affirmed Paulinism, with all his 
warmth and want of caution. At first he proclaimed his 
doctrines boldly, without thought of their practical appli
cation. When he saw tho results he was staggered, and 
nasted to provide checks and qualify his former words.”

Luther himself declared :—
' Scarce did I begin to preach my Gospel before the 

country burst into frightful revolt; schisms and sects 
the Church; everywhere honesty, morality, and

gooq order fell into ruin..... Like a wild horse without
o - aud  bridle, without constraint or decency, they rush 

As t- 6 accornP^8̂ ment of their grossest lusts. 
brobe f Baring Gould observes, “  Tho disease
the fa• ° ,  *n a Multitude of obscene sects spotting 
sects CG Protustantism ” (p. 8). One of these 
ship of q 8 Auabaptists,— obtained, under the leader- 
of Bockelson, a tailor of Leyden, possession

town of Munster. Starting with asceticism,

t ° f  European Morals ; 1902 ; vol. ii., p. 118.
Empire .’ ian Society in the Last Century of the Western

X Cit4d y? ; P- 127‘’ ” e Lost and Hostile Gospels, p. 28.

the Anabaptists soon passed over into extreme licen
tiousness, women returning to the primitive inno
cence of Adam and Eve by appearing naked in the 
public streets.* “  Munster,” says Baring Gould, 
“  now became the theatre of the wildest orgies ever 
perpetrated under the name of religion. It is, appa
rently, a law that mysticism should rapidly pass from 
the stage of asceticism into that of licence.” ! An 
eye-witness of the orgies declared :—

“ We should scandalise our readers were we to relate 
in detail the outrageous scenes of immorality which took 
place in the town, and the villainies which these 
maniacs committed to satisfy their abominable lusts. 
They were no more human beings, they were foul and 
furious beasts.” J

To cite the Rev. Baring Gould again :—
“  The more spiritual a religion is, the more apt it is 

to lurch and let in a rush of immorality; for its ten
dency is to substitute an internal for the external law, 
and the internal impulse is too often a hidden jog from 
the carnal appetite.” ?

The object of the ascetic is not to regulate and 
control the natural appetites and passions of man
kind, but to suppress them altogether. They sit on 
the safety-valve, thus causing the explosions of im
morality that have always followed the practice of 
asceticism. In our own country, the asceticism of 
the Puritans under the Commonwealth was followed 
by the extreme licentiousness of the Restoration 
under Charles II.

Christianity has taught a false morality, it has 
taught the total suppression of the sexual side of 
our nature, with the result that it has concentrated 
attention upon it, and, instead of getting rid of the 
vice, it has only concentrated it until it becomes an 
obsession.||

The average Englishman believes that his nation 
represents a pattern of morality for all others to 
copy. He sniffs at the morality of the French, the 
Russian, and especially at that of the Oriental 
nations. It is this intolerable pharisaism which 
renders our countrymen so odious in the eyes of 
many foreigners, who detest us for our hypocrisy. 
It would surprise him to learn that the people of the 
East, who are acquainted with our literature, are 
disgusted with its impurity. Lafcadio Hearn—who 
lived thirteen years in Japan as a teacher, marrying 
a Japanese wife and adopting the Japanese style of 
living—tells us that, to the Japanese,—

“  tho people of tho West, with their novels and poems 
about love, seem a race of very lascivious people. If, 
indeed, he should think more kindly of them at all, it 
would be through pity,— as a raco of sexually starved 
beings, frantic with nymphomania and all forms of 
erotomania, through refusal to obey the laws of nature.” 1T

Upon receiving from America a Sunday paper full 
of love poems, illustrations of fashionable beauties, 
and new styles of underclothing, he observes: “ To
day, after three years in the most Eastern East,

• Bax, Rise and Fall of the Anabaptists ; 1903 ; pp. GO, 61.
f Baring Gould, Freaks of Fanaticism ; 1891 ; p. 267.
{ Ibid, p. 300.
§ The Lost and Hostile Gospels, p. 11.
|j Mr. Havelock Ellis, one of the sanest writers of our time, in 

his Affirmations (p. 11G), observes : “ It is a very ancient observa 
tion that the most unchaste verse has often been written by the 
chastest poets, and that the writers who have written most purely 
have found their compensation in living impurely.” And he cites 
from Greville’s Memoirs a comparison between the licentious poetry 
of Moore and his pure life, with the pure poetry of Rogers and his 
being, ‘ ‘ of all the men he had ever known, the greatest sensualist.” 
Mr. Ellis goes on to say : “ In the same manner it has always been 
found in Christendom, both among Catholics and Protestants, that 
much of tho most licentious literature has been written by the 
clergy, by no means because the clergy are a depraved class, but 
precisely because the austerity of their lives renders necessary for 
them these emotional athletics. Of course, from the standpoint 
of simple nature, such literature is bad; it is merely a form of 
that obscenity which, as Huysmans has acutely remarked, can 
only be produced by those who are chaste ; in Nature, desire 
passes quickly into action, leaving little or no trace on the mind. 
A certain degree of continence—I  do not mean merely in the 
region of sex, but in the other fields of human action also—is 
needed as a breeding-ground for the dreams and images of desire 
to develop into the perfected vision of art.”

IF Elizabeth Bisland, Life and Letters of Lafcadio Hearn ; 1906 ; 
vol. ii., p. 113.
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when I  look at that paper I  can hardly believe my 
eyes.” His students would say to him, “ Dear 
Teacher, why are your English novels all filled with 
nonsense about love and women ?—we do not like 
such things.”  Hearn declares that the Orientals 
feeblest passion is that of sex; he marries very 
early, and all that sort of thing belongs to the 
natural appetites, which he would no more think of 
talking about than he would of any other of the 
natural functions of the body. He concludes:—

“  The whole truth is always suggested to me by the 
Sunday paper. W e live in the musky atmosphere of 
desire in the West— an erotic perfume emanates from all
that artificial life of ours.......An Oriental would almost
faiDt with astonishment and shame to see a Western 
ballet. He would scream at the sight of a French 
nude. He would be scandalised by a Greek statue. 
He would rightly and instantly estimate all this as 
being exactly what it is— artificial stimulus of dangerous 
senses. The whole West is steeped in it. I t  now 
seems, even to me, almost disgusting ”  (vol. ii., p. 121).

After nineteen centuries of Christian repression, 
and teaching of celibacy and continence, the net 
result seems to be that we are looked down upon by 
the heathen—to whom we send missionaries to im
prove their morals— as a filthy minded people. And 
it requires a residence among these pure-minded 
pagans to clear the mind of its native prurience.

Before the Christian throws stones at Secular 
morality, let him look well to his own windows.

The verdict of history is that Christianity, by its 
treatment of sexual matters, has injured civilisation.

W. Mann .

Correspondence,

T H E  W O RLD ’S M ISSIO NARY CONFERENCE AT  
EDINBURGH.

TO THE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.”

Sir,— Now that the World Missionary Conference is 
drawing very near, ministers and defenders of religion are 
vying with one another in writing lengthy articles to the 
local papers in praise of the forthcoming Conference, which 
is supposed to mark an epoch in the history of Christian 
religion, the so-called best religion in the world. I t  is, how
ever, very amusing to find that the object of this largo con
course of the world’s purest and holiest men (as is evident 
from the lengthy correspondence in the Edinburgh press) is 
not so much to improve Christianity by purging it of its 
absurdities and paradoxes, and make it more acceptable to 
men of religion, as it is to consider what measures have to 
bo taken to spread it in tho lands of the “  heathen,”  the 
“  uncivilised,”  and tho “  barbarian.”  These immaculato 
followers of Christ do not display the least anxiety to save 
Christianity from becoming extinct in the very heart of 
Christendom; for no amount of priestly casuistry can 
make an impartial judge overlook the apparent fact that 
in all western countries which are said to be the 
fountain sources of Christian religion, faith in Christianity 
is slowly dwindling to the vanishing point. No, thoy 
have not the slightest thought of setting their own 
house in order; but they must needs poke their nose 
in the affairs of other peoples, and call their religions “  bar
barous,”  “  wicked,”  and “  diabolical.”  How many of these 
holy shepherds themselves are true to Christianity ? On 
May 30 alone I  found in the local papers two very charac
teristically significant paragraphs: the one describing how a 
reverend gentleman was put in the police lock-up for drunken 
riotousness, and the other detailing how legal proceedings 
were taken against a pious product of ecclesiastical purity 
(a grey-haired gentleman of over Bixty years of age) for 
misconduct with a young woman. These are the kind of 
gentlemen that are coming here as representatives of the 
holy Church from all the farthest corners of the earth to sit 
in judgment over the religious destinies of tho world, 
especially those of the “  heathen,”  whom, they think, they 
are specially commissioned by their “  Heavenly Father ” 
to save from perdition. I t  is harassing to think of the huge 
sums of money that are being lavished every day at the 
expense of the poor people to maintain these epitomised 
monstrosities of piety. Even the building of innumerable 
Dreadnoughts would repay the expenditure more profitably.

I t  is still more amusing to find from this plethoric verbiage 
of epistolatory fanaticism how, with all the vaunt of Chris
tian tolerance and Christian sincerity in the welfare and 
progress of other people, the accredited mouthpieces of the

Christian Church not unoften reveal their inner nature in 
its real perspective. One writes that the “  heathen in Japan 
and China are rising; we must take such steps that their 
rise may not prove a menace to Christianity and civilisa
tion.”  Another grinds his teeth in rage and cries out that 
“  negroes in Africa are going over to the side of Moham
medanism and are turning traitors to Christianity, and we 
must take all means to crush these savage Mohammedans. 
In the so-called civilised societies of the West a Moham
medan’s intensity of faith is considered an intolerable 
fanaticism, and his aversion to Christianity a cynical and 
satanic malevolence; but a Christian’s hysterical outburst 
of bitterness against the followers of other religions passes 
current as a pious and righteous indignation.

What is still more astonishing and unaccountable in a 
Christian is that the evolution of his intellect has all along 
taken characteristically audacious lines. A ll Christians 
think— they have the temerity to think— that Christianity 
and civilisation are convertible terms. To them, sanitation 
is Christianity, surgery is Christianity, all scientific advance
ment and culture is due to Christianity, and even the dis
covery of Halley’s comet is the result of Christian teach
ing. A gentleman in the Edinburgh Despatch of May 30, 
w rites:—

“ To whom does Japan owe its civilisation but to Christian 
nations, especially Britain ? She has given men who have 
taught Japan most of what she knows about sanitation and 
surgery. She has provided naval and military instructors, 
and it is mainly due to them that Japan owes all she knows 
about the arts of war. And, again, to whom does Japan owe 
her courtesy and gentleness but to Western teachers? Tina 
brings us to the crux of the matter. From whom did the 
British receive their moral education? I  merely content 
myself by saying that Western nations have received their 
moral instruction from Christian teaching and idealB. You 
see the results in their laws, in their sanitation, and in their 
enterprises about social amelioration of the people. These 
are the effects of a cause, and that cause is—Christianity.”

This is the kind of intellect that Christianity begets among 
its faithful votaries. Christians are not ashamed of appro- 
priating to their intolerant fanaticism and bigoted dogmatism 
all that is the result of the glorious struggles and victorious 
martyrdom of the pioneers of Science and Freethought-" 
but for whose manly work and endeavors the condition of 
civilisation would not havo been what it is at tho present 
day. Christians are not ashamed to say that civilisation 
and science are the results of Christianity. Can wo afford 
to forget that Christianity was tho greatest stumbling block 
to progress and science when it was in the plonitudo of 
its power and influence? Was not Bruno burnt ali?e 
for his astronomical opinions ? Was not Galileo perse
cuted and hunted for life on account of his heretical 
doctrine? Were not religious inquisitions of the most 
savage nature held to stamp out all liberty of thought ? A*1 
this ignominious record of humiliation and shame has to bo 
expunged from tho pages of history boforo Christians should 
dare to pose themselves as champions of civilisation and 
science. The present mildness of Christian propagandiste 
and its pretentions to humanity and gentleness, are not dp0 
to its inherent genius for peace and goodwill, but only to >tfl 
inability to translate its bigotry into persecution. I t  is tho 
steady advancement of human thought and emancipation »1 
human intelligence consequent on the progress of science 
that has brought peace to humanity and secured mankind 
from the persecutions of tho Christian Church, It 
monstrous to say that civilisation owes any debt 
Christian pretensions. A  »  Heathen ” Freethinker-

is
to

Edinburgh, Juno 11, 1910.

FR E E TH O U G H T AND REFORM.

TO THE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.”

S ir ,— Having been greatly interested in Mr. Cohen8 
articles on “  Freethought and Reform,” and those being- 
think, the only articles of Mr. Cohen’s I  havo over rea 
which have not been convincing to me in their conclusion  ̂
I  would crave permission to raise a few points which perbap- 
ho would kindly clear up. . .. j

Firstly, I  think Mr. Cohen misunderstands tho material1 
conception in this way:  the acceptance of tho theory 
all mental and moral life depends on tho economic coudit10 
does not necessarily involve that mental and moral i“ ® 
should not be attacked—just tho reverse. Mr. Cohen (t0.g 
lowing, perhaps unconsciously, Belfort Bax) reasons 4 
way, but I  suggest that the true logic of the position invol 
that all believers in it (Socialists) should likewise bo Atbeis  ̂
and attack supernatural religion accordingly. The econo ^  
materialist would agree with Mr. Cohen that there 18 
weapon like “  the idea." But they contend that it 18 
altered economic condition of the present that produces 
idea which destroys the idea representing the econo 
condition of the past.
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Mr. Cohen contends that “  economic forces depend on 
gregariousness.”  “  Gregariousness is not a physical fact, 
out a psychical fact.”  But does not this assertion overlook 
the origin of gregariousness ? Would Mr. Cohen assert that 
man became gregarious from some unreasoning instinct, or 
Would he agree that man became gregarious because he 
thought that it was to his advantage to do so ? I f  so, what 
IQade him think it was to his advantage ? I  put it that pri
mitive man found he could feed himself and shelter himself 
better by working in groups rather than in isolation ; thus 
his mental outlook became gregarious. Would Mr. Cohen 
contend that gregariousness arises entirely from mind ? 
Many animals beside man are gregarious ; all have more or 
ess mentality. How does Mr. Cohen explain, then, that 
some species develop gregariousness while others do not? 
. ot|trary to Mr. Cohen’s conclusion, I  contend that the cause 
13 Purely physical; that the secret is to be explained by 
studying how and where the animal obtains its means of 
. fo?d, or shelter. Speaking generally, gregarious animals, 
ucluding humans, inhabit those places where food (fruit, 
prass, flowers, foliage) grow in abundance; non-gregarious 
Uhabit those places (desert lands, bare mountainous regions) 
here food is scarcer, and has to be more strenuously fought 

,°r when found. I  say speaking generally, because some 
“ stances can bo given, such as ants and small monkey tribes, 
here animals have apparently been forced into gregarious- 
ess from individual weakness. Not being provided with 

j ong weapons of attack to overcome natural enemies, they
as man found, that it was more advantageous to work

ln flroups. In both cases the cause is physical: “ psychical 
founds” do not explain the circumstance, it seems to

I do not think that Mr. Cohen realises the economic 
aterialist's contention that, while the economic condition 

Produces and establishes a religious idea, it likewise pro
duces the Freethought idea which is to combat it. To 

plain my meaning cloarly, I will take an analagous case 
°U3 Darwinism. It is known the struggle to survive pro- 
°es in many species the markings on their bodies ; a con- 
ant killing of conspicuous individuals, resulting, in tho sur- 

, ,val of the inconspicuous ; thus we have certain insects and 
ids arrayed in colors indistinguishable from the tree-trunk 

on mo?rlaud they may inhabit. Yet, curiously enough, the 
peration of this very same physical law sometimes produces 

a ¿ 2 *  revors'on of this. Some species, having developed 
fa a .runt weapon of defence—perhaps a sting or poison- 
“"S' -̂inconspicucus individuals are attacked by their 
_ “Uries and conspicuous ones avoided—which leads to 

rtain bright-colored species standing out in startling 
P f?1'1101106 1° their environment.
tli °W 0n thoory that tho mental world is a reflection of 

0 physical world, it is easy to see that the samo result may 
What producos tho anti-Christian in an environment 

0j cr° Christianity is goneral ? Is it a mere porsonal hatred 
“Qcient Hebrew literature, religious hymns and phrasos, 

. “tal and moral teachings—i.e., psychical cause? Or is it 
u&uso he sees that masses of peoplo are in a rotten condi- 

„ ?■ "bat they aro dupes, swindled and imposed on, starved 
degraded—i.e., physical cause?
oes the Freethinker agitato becauso ho has an invincible 

WaSfDa' obi°ction to Ezekiel and tho prophets, or bocauso ho 
I>id i *° SOe £bo ma*i0r*al condition of tho peoplo improved ? 
Pen i arw*u produce his works merely bocause he thought 
ani i Wou'd bo intorosted to know all about plants and 
in V  , ’ or wna the rrrobivo contained in that famous phrase, 
led US e^or to Karl Marx, concerning tho extension of know- 
Unô ° wtu°b, “ in tho long run, was sure to add to tho happi-

33 °£ mankind ” ?
roli Mr. Cohen will agree, I think, that tho Christian
It cPi011 Was established by firo and sword—physical means, 
and ^ bccamo possiblo by tho support of powerful emporors 

.r°yal gangs—economic might. Their reason for estab- 
of ** Was *° beep slavos in subjection—on moral grounds, 

rp urso ; but a physical roason. 
diBi°:day Wo sec tho Christian religion mentally a failure ; a 
f “tegratod hotch-potch, a moro ridiculous shadow of its 
of v 8e££> ^et a purely economic roason—tho possession 
Porh^ w°alth in money and property—keeps it alive, and 
think**8 beep it alive, for more years than we Free- 
P°vertiH Caro *° think of. On the other hand, the increasing 
Phy . y. tho growing intensity of tho struggle to live (equally 
attack1 01 oconom*c masons) will ultimately make tho 
tend thS power£al 8,8 the defence—and here is whero I con- 
expre da" tho economic rebellion is Atheism economically 
on both - £act that some Socialists and Secularists
its trutfj8*1*08 no£i 806 *n n0 Wâ ’ m’nd| a*ters

M a r x ia n .

'v 'h deal with this criticism in a special article in 
t° be a , 8 freethinker. The question is of too great importance 
joints j6- with in a note, and he is desirous of meeting the 

a'Sed in the above criticism as fully as possible.— E ditor.]

“ W H Y  ARE OUR CHURCHES E M P T Y ? ”
TO THE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.”

S i r ,— After the columns of sickening cant which have 
appeared in certain daily papers concerning the religion of 
the masses, the following incident, which occurred in one of 
the most crowded parts of Battersea, is positively refreshing. 
I  take the liberty of writing thinking it may interest you.

An argument was started by two m en: Christianity v. 
Atheism. A large crowd soon collected, and my sister and 
I  joined forces with the Atheist. After inviting us to put 
questions to him, and frankly admitting his inability to 
answer them, the Christian departed. We looked around 
for another to devour, but on all sides the answer was the 
same: “  Not me, I ’m not a Christian.” Then I  addressed 
the crowd: “  Is there any man or woman present who 
knows enough about God to answer a few questions ? ”  No 
one volunteered, and I  went one further. “  Aren't there any 
Christians here ?” I  asked. I  was certainly not prepared for 
the result. In that large crowd— mostly men— my sister and 
I  were the only two women taking any part in the discussion 
at a l l ; there was not a single one ready to come forward and 
admit his belief in a God. “  Why are our Churches empty? ”

C la r a  G u n n in g ,

Whoever sets himself to see things as they are will find 
himself one of a very small circle; but it is only by this 
small circlo resolutely doing its own work that adequate ideas 
will ever get current.— Matthew Arnold.

Obituary.
♦  —

M ajo r  J o h n  C. H a r r is , K.E., whoso name must bo fairly 
familiar to most of our readers as an early and generous 
subscriber to nearly all the funds we havo opened in the 
Freethinker, died on Wednesday morning, June 15. He was 
eighty-four last March, and had suffered a “  stroke "  since 
then, from which he had partially recovered, but it had left 
him so that he could only spoak a little with difficulty, and 
ho would never havo been able to read and write again. He 
was also subject to giddiness, and this was the immediate 
cause of his doath, for he fell out of a window at his resi
dence in Gloucester-road, Regent’s Park, having apparently 
been leaning out to look at tho garden, tho cultivation of 
which was his principal hobby. The coroner's jury had no 
difficulty in bringing in a verdict of “  accidental death.”

Major Harris had been a Freethinker for sixty years— not 
a concealed Freethinker, but an open and declared Free
thinker ; indeed, he used often to wonder at the timidity of 
so many sceptics who, if they all spoke out, would make the 
battle so much easier for tho leaders of the movement. It 
was in India, in tho military service, that he studied and 
reflected and throw off, not only tho sour Presbyterianism in 
which ho had boon brought up, but religion altogether. 
Many woro tho stories ho told us of tho way in which he 
had boen "  taken down ”  by natives whon he talked to 
them after tho fashion of the missionaries. He was soon 
driven to the conclusion that his own faith was moro super
stitious than theirs, besides being moro inhumano and less 
tolorant.

Major Harris was a scholar and a thinker; he was also 
one of nature’s gentlemen, full of modesty, kindness, and 
consideration for others. His silent benefactions woro 
many, and will bo extensively missed. Ho was ono of tho 
most cheerful of mon, even amidst pain and infirmity, and 
always reluctant to givo trouble to anyone about him. His 
cheerfulness did not fail him towards the end ; ho frequently 
spoko to us in tho soronest way of his naturally approaching 
demise, and rathor hoped for its speedy arrival. Happily all 
that the attention of old friends and loyal servants (nobody 
ever wanted to leavo him) could do to lighton the burden of 
his last days was done. Ho had boen living for a long whilo 
with two old friends, Mr. and Mrs. Bateman, who were 
greatly attached to him as he was to them. “  They paid 
me a visit thirty-eight years ago, and they haven't gone 
yet,”  ho said to us with one of his delightful smiles.

Tho funeral took place on Saturday, Juno 18, at Golder’s- 
green Crematorium. In accordance with his wish it was a 
silent ono. Amongst the mourners were Mr. and Mrs. Bate
man and a few old army friends. We also noticed Mr. C. A. 
Watts. The National Secular Society, of which Major 
Harris was a life membor— and it was tho only Freothought 
society of which he was a member— was represented by tho 
President and one of tho vice-presidents (Mr. C. Cohen). 
The Secretary, Miss E. M. Vance, was prevented from 
attending by further eye-trouble, but her friends, Miss 
Koueh and Miss Stanley, attended on her behalf.

G. W. F.
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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.

OUTDOOR.

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

Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park) : 3.15 and 6, 
W. J. Kamsey, Lectures.

I slington B banch N. S. S. (Highbury Corner): 12 noon, 
J. J. Darby and S. J. Cook. Newington Green: 12 noon, 
Walter Bradford. Clerkenwell Green: 12 noon, H. King and 
T. Dobson. Finsbury Park : 3.30, Miss K. B. Kough, “  What 
Has Become of Hell ?” Highbury Corner: Saturday, at 8, H. 
King and T. Dobson.

K ingsland B ranch N. S. S. (Ridley-road, Kingsland): 11.30, 
F. Schaller, “  Atheism.”

I^orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill Fields) : 3.30, 
W. Davidson, “ A  Modern Instrument of Torture.”

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford) : 7, R. H. Rosetti, ”  Jesus Christ, the Unknown Jew 
Boy.”

W ood Green B ranch N. S. S. (Jolly Butchers’ Hill, opposite 
Public Library) : 11.30, E. C. Saphin, “ Five Points of Priest
craft.”

W oolwich B ranch N. S. S. (Beresford-square) : 11.30, a 
Lecture.FLOWERS or FREETH0UGHT

By G. W . FOOTE.
Contains scores of entertaining and informing Essays and 

Articles on a great variety of Freethought topios.

First Series, doth • 2s. 6d.

Seoond Series, cloth - • • - 2 s .  Gd.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

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

inch. Special terms for several continuous insertions.

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS . New Issue. 1. Hunting 
Skunks, G. W. Foote ; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. Wheeler; 
3. Principles of Secularism, C. Watts; 4. Where Are Your 
Hospitals ? R. Ingersoll. Often the means of arresting atten
tion and making new members. Price 6d. per hundred, poet 
free 7d. Special rates for larger quantities. Samples on 
receipt of stamped addressed envelope.—N. S. S. Secretary 
2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

FREETHOUGHT BADGES.—The new N. S. S. Badge Design 
is the French Freethinkers’ emblem—a single Pansy flower. 
Button shape, with strong pin. Has been the means of many 
pleasant introductions. Price, single, 2d., postage Id . ; three 
or more post free. Reduction to Branches.—N.S.S. Secretary 
2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

A NEW  (THE THIRD) EDITION
OF

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
By F. BONTE.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited.)

REVISED AND ENLARGED. 
SHOULD BE SCATTERED BROADCAST.

SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.
PRICE ONE PENNY.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, B.O-

A LIBERAL OFFER NOTHING LIKE IT.
Greatest Popular Family Reference Book and Sexology—Almost Given Away. A Million sold

at 3 and 4 dollars—Now Try it Yourself. •
Insure Your Life—You Die to W in; Buy this Book, You Learn to Live.

TR eldest, Ignorance kills—knowledge saves—be wise in time. Men weaken, sicken, die—n? 
knowing how to live. "  Habits that enslave ”  wreck thousands—young and old 
Fathers fail, mothers are “ bed-ridden,” babies die. Family feuds, marital miseries.

divorces—even murders—All can be avoided by self-knowledge, self-control.
You can discount heaven—dodge hell—here and now, by reading and applying the 
wisdom of this one book of 1,200 pages, 100 illustrations, 80 lithographs on 18 anatomie 

color plates, and over 250 prescriptions.

OF COURSE YOU W ANT TO KNOW W H AT EVERYONE OUGHT TO KNOW-

T he Y oung—How to choose the best to marry.
T he M arried—Hew to be happy in marriage.
T he F ond P arent—How to have prize babies.
T he Mother—How to have them without pain.
T he Childless— H ow to be fruitful and multiply.
T he Curious—How they “  growed ’ ’ from germ-cell.
T he H ealthy—How to enjoy life and keep well.
T he I nvalid—How to brace up and keep well.

Whatever you'd ask a doctor you find herein, or ( i f  not, Dr. F. will answer your inquiry free, any time)
Dr. Foote’s books have been the popular instructors of the masses in America for fifty years (often re-written, enlarge“?' 
and always kept up-to-date). For twenty years they have sold largely (from London) to all countries where English.1 
spoken, and everywhere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and most for the price. You may save the Pr,c 
by not buying, and you may lose your life (or your wife or child) by not knowing some of the vitally important truths it ten

Most Grateful
Gudivoda, India : “  It is a store of medical knowledge in plainest 

language, and every reader of English would be benefited 
by it.”—W. L. N.

Triplicane, India : “  I  have gone through the book many times, 
and Dot only benefited myself but many friends also.”— 
G. W. T.

Testimonials From Everywhere.
Panderma, Turkey : “  I  can avow frankly there is rarely to 

found such an interesting book as yours.” —K. H. (Chemist/- 
Calgary, Can.: “  The information therein has changed my who* 

idea of life—to be nobler and happier.”—D. N. M.
Laverton, W. Aust.: “  I  considor it worth ten times the pri06, 

I have benefited much by it.” —R. M.

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

Price EIGHT SHILLINGS by Mail to any Address.

ORDER OF THE P I ONEER PRESS,
2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C.
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n a t i o n a l  s e c u l a r  s o c ie t y .
President: G. W. FOOTE.

Secretary : Miss E M. V ance, 2 Newcastle-st., London, E.C.

Principles and Objects.
kcularism teaches that conduct should be based on reason 

and knowledge. I t  knows nothing of divine guidance or 
terference ; it excludes supernatural hopes and fears ; it 

regards happiness as man’s proper aim, and utility as his 
moral guide.

Secularism affirms that Progress is only possible through 
iberty, which is at once a right and a duty; and therefore 

eeks to remove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of 
ought, action, and speech.

^  Secularism declares that theology is condemned by reason 
superstitious, and by experience as mischievous, and 

Sails it as the historic enemy of Progress.
Secularism accordingly seeks to dispel superstition ; to 

Pread education ; to disestablish religion ; to rationalise 
orality ; to promote peace ; to dignify labor ; to extend 

the p a\  Wc^ '^e'no ! and to realise the self-government of

Membership.
, ,, ny person is eligible as a member on signing the 
Showing declaration f -
nl a des*ro to join the National Secular Society, and I  
P e<Jge myself, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in 
Piomoting its objects.”

Name..............
A ddress........
Occupation

Dated th is ......................day o f ....................................................190...

win!1'8 -^claration should be transmitted to the Secretary 
p a subscription.

•S. Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every 
Member is left to fix his own subscription according to 
018 means and interest in the causo,

Immediate Practical Objects.
tli 110 Legitimation of Bequests to Secular or other Fre, 
lj ?u§ht Societies, for the maintenance and propagation of 
eorur ■ ° X opinions on matters of religion, on the same 

nditioag as apply to Christian or Theistic churches or

j> Abolition of the Blasphemy Laws, in order that 
out f 10n ma7 ke canvassed as freely as other subjects, with- 

rn, ar ° I hue or imprisonment, 
he Disestablishment and Disendowment of the Stato 

brehes in England, Scotland, and Wales, 
iu « °  V o lition  of all Religious Teaching and Bible Reading
I,, ..bools, or other educational establishments supported
by the Statc,

ch l i of all endowed educational institutions to the
> dren and youth of all classes alike, 

of s °  ^ roga tion  0f aii iaws interfering with the free use 
Su i nday ôr the purposo of culture and recreation ; and tho 
and a ^ opening of Stato and Municipal Museums, Libraries, 

? Galleries.
oqu f -  rm tho Marriage Laws, especially to secure 

Justico for husband and wife, and a reasonable liberty 
^ f a c i l i t y  of divorce.
tlj .110 Equalisation of tho legal status of men and women, so 

all rights may bo independent of sexual distinctions, 
fro * Protection of children from all forms of violence, and 

m the greed of those who would make a profit out of their 
Pt^ ature labor.
tost IC V o lition  of all hereditary distinctions and privileges, 
btQt̂ m g a spirit antagonistic to justice and human

d iti*10 Improvement by all just and wise means of tho con- 
iu *nR daily life for tho masses of the people, especially 

,0WUB and cities, where insanitarv and incommodiousdwellin
iVeakm

and cities, where insanitary and incommodious 
gs, and the want of open spaces, cause physical

life, 
organise

•mess and disease, and the deterioration of family 
¡tSc[ j e,P romc,tion of the right and duty of Labor to oi^ 
claim ;or its moral and economical advancement, and of its 

Th q eSal protection in such combinations. 
rnetl ê. ^stitution of tho idea of Reform for that of Punish- 
l0n„ the treatment of criminals, so that gaols may no 
but ru 110 Idaccs ° f  brutalisation, or even of mere detention, 
those a<yTS PKysieal, intellectual, and moral elevation for 

An F °  are afflicted with anti-social tendencies. 
tbetn ^ ten s ion  of the moral law to animals, so as to secure 

Th °p tuaue treatment and legal protection against cruelty. 
tuti0lf  Prom°tion of Peace between nations, and the substi- 
aati^« , Arbitration for Wara in the settlement of inter- 

°Ual disputes

America’s Freethought Newspaper.

T H E  T R U T H  S E E K E R .
FOUNDED BY D. M. BENNETT, 1873. 

CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 1883-1909.
G. E. MACDONALD .......................  .............  E ditor.
L. K. WASHBURN ....................... E ditorial Contributor.

Subscription R ates.
Single subscription in advance ... ... $3.00
Two new subscribers ... ... ... 5.00
One subscription two years in advance ... 5.00

To all foreign countries, except Mexico, 50 cents per annum extra
Subscriptions for any length of time under a year, at the rate of 

25 cents per month, may be begun at any time.
Freethinkers everywhere are invited to send for specimen copies, 

which are irtc.
THE TRU TH  SEEKER COMPANY,

Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books,
62 V ebet Street, N ew Y ork, U.S.A.

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

IS, I BILI1Y1,
THE BEST BOOK

ON this subject.
Super fine Large-paper Edition, 176 pages, ssith Portrait and Auto

graph, bound in cloth, gilt-lettered, post free I t .  a copy.

n order that It may have a large oiroulation, and to bring it 
within the reach of the poor, I  have issued

A  POPULAR ED ITIO N  IN  PAPE R  COVERS.
A copy of this edition post free for 2d. A  dozen copieB, for dis

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

Holmes's pamphlet...... is an almost unexceptional statement
of the Neo-Malthusianism theory and praotice...... and through
out appeals to moral feeling...... The speoial value of Mr.
Holmes's service to the Neo-Malthusian oause and to human 
well-being generally is just his combination in his pamphlet 
of a plain statement of the phyBioal and moral need tor family 
limitation, with a plain account of the means by whioh it can be 
secured, and an offer to all oonoerned of the requisites at the 
lowest possible prices."

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

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

PAMPHLETS by C. COHEN.

Foreign Missions, their Dangers and
Delusions ... ... ... ... 3d.

Full of facts and figures.

An Outline of Evolutionary Ethics ... 6d.
Principles of ethics, based on the doctrine of Evolution.

Socialism, Atheism, and Christianity.. Id. 
Christianity and Social Ethics ... Id. 
Pain and Providence ... ... ... Id.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon street, E.C.

DEFENCE OF FREE SPEECH
BY

G. W. FOOTE.

Being a Three Hours' Address to the Jury before the Lord 
Chief Justice of England, in answer to an Indictment 

for Blasphemy, on April 24, 1883.

With Special Preface and many Footnotes.

Price FOURPENCE. Post free FIYEPENCE.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E C.
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THE S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y
(L IM ITED )

Company L im ited  by Guarantee.

Registered Office— 2 NEW C ASTLE  STREET, LONDON. E.C. 

Chairman o f  Board o f Directors— Mr . G. W. FOOTE. 

Secretary— Miss E. M. VANCE.

T his Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the 
acquisition and application of funds for Secular purposes.

The Memorandum of Association seta forth that the Society’s 
Objects are:—To promote the principle that human conduct 
should he based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super
natural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
end of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
To promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com
plete secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such 
lawful things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
hold, receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 
the purposes of the Society.

The liability of members is limited to £1, in case the Society 
should ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover 
liabilities—a most unlikely contingency.

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

The Society has a considerable number of members, but a much 
larger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join 
it participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
its resources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
tion that no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
the Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
any way whatever.

The Society’s affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
Directors, consisting of not less than five and not more than 
twelve 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 be the slightest apprehension. 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The executors 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary course of 
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised in 
connection with any of the wills by which the Society baa 
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 :— “  I  give and
“  bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of £-----
“  free from Legacy Duty, and I  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 
“  Baid 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.

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

OF

BIBLE ROMANCES
BY

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

Reynolds’s Newspaper says:—11 Mr. G W. Foote, ohairman of the Seoular Society, is well known as a man ol 
exceptional ability. His Bible Romances have had a largo sale in the original edition. A popular, revised, and 
enlarged edition, at the price of 6d., has now been published by the Pioneer Pross, 2 Newcastle-stroet, Farringdon- 
street, London, for the Secular Society. Thus, within the roach of almost overyono, the ripest thought of the leaders 
of modern opinion aro boing placed from day to day."

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

S I X P E N C E - N E T
THE PIO NEER PRESS, 2 NEW CASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

Reminiscences of Charles Bradlaugh
BY

G. W. FOOTE.
The most intimate thing ever written about Bradlaugh. Mr. Foote’s personal recollections ot 
thé great “  Iconoclast ” during many exciting years, with a page on his attitude in the presence 

of death, and an acoount of his last appearance as President of the National Secular Sooioty-

PUBLISHED AT SIXPENCE REDUCED TO TWOPENCE-
(Postage Halfpenny.)

THE P IO NE ER  PRESS, 2 NEW CASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, Ë-0’

Printed and Published by the P ionkeb P bebh, 2 Newcastlo-street. London, E.O.


