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The real history of mankind is that of the slow 
advance of resolved deed following laboriously just 
thought: and all the greatest men live in their purpose 
and effort more than it is possible for them to live in 
reality.—Jo h n  E u s k i n .

Dying Like a Dog.

‘ Doth God care for oxen ?” asks Pan], and the 
bastion does him great discredit. Why should not 
Dod care for oxen ? Why Bhould ho not oare for all 
">s creatures ? It may not be true that the beetle 
crushed beneath our feet feels a corporal pang as 
fireat as when a giant dies ; nevertheless, it feels in 
its degree, according to its position in the scale of 
cxiBtenoe. Consideration to what we call the lower 
Animals should not depend upon their intellectual 
Powers. It was well remarked by Bentham that the 
question is, not do they think, but do they feel ? If 
they are susceptible to pain, they are morally within 
the scope of our regard. And if we are under an 
chligation to consider them, how much more so is 
«°d, who called them into being, and who should not 
°cly be wiser than the wisest man, but better than 
the best.

This exclamation of Paul’s puts Christianity, in 
this respect, on a lower level than the higher Judaism, 
ftven the Mosaic Law forbids the muzzling of the ox 
that treads out the corn. It is also said in the Old 
Testament that the good man is merciful unto his 
heast. Christianity has ever been remarkable in its 
disregard of the rights of animals. In fact, it allows 
them none. God gave Adam dominion over them, 
?nd that lordship has descended to his posterity. No 
l‘l-treatment of them is a sin, although it may be 
*®SrettabIe. Now and then a Catholio saint, like St. 
hranois, overflowing with an invincible sweetness of 
Mature, recognises the brotherhood of the winged 
ĵ nd four-footed creation; but the Catholio Churoh 
has never recognised it officially; on the contrary, 
*t still teaches the opposite doctrine. They have no 
8ouls. Only man has a soul. And it must be 
Admitted that sometimes he has only enough, as Ben 
donBon said, to save his body the expense of salt.
. It is strange how the Bible insults dogs. Certainly 
jhey have objeotionable features. Their habits are 
hable to be offensive when they have not been pro- 
P0rly trained—though the same may be said of 
human beings, and especially of savages. They are 
devoid of sexual modesty. But then again there are 
hmny raillions of men and women, and some whole 
^bes and even nations, that are not overburdened 
^*th this virtue. When all is said against him that 
0an be said, however, the great faot remains that the 
hpg has been an invaluable friend to mankind. It is 
aifficult to see how men could have passed from the ' 
homadic into the pastoral Btate without the dog’s 
instance. The Bhepherd still knows his worth, 
hloreover, it must be allowed that the dog is gener- 

brave, and nearly always faithful. He Bticks to 
*,a master in all weathers and in all fortunes. He 
*̂11 not forsake a tramp for a millionaire. He 

«anally resents the lifting of a man’s hand against a 
^uman, and he puts up with endless worries and 
^dignities from children, because he knows their 
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{helplessness, and feels they do not mean him any 
harm.

Several years ago, in the oity of Hertford, if we 
recollect aright, half a streetful of people kept 
snugly indoors while a brutal ruffian was slowly 
murdering a poor woman outside. They heard his 
blows and oaths, they heard her pleas and groantf, 
but they did nothing. They left the matter to the 
police, who were naturally engaged elsewhere. Had 
there been a dog in the street, it is ten to one that 
he would have interested himself in the affair. Very 
likely he would have flown at the ruffian. Anyhow, 
he would have uttered a vehement protest, whioh 
might have brought some backing.

The human being is higher than the canine, but 
sometimes the dog is the nobler of the two. Yet the 
Christians have always used the dog’s name to 
express their deepest sense of contempt. How 
common it is to hear them say to an Atheist that he 
“  dies like a dog,”  when a dog has often died sub
limely, fighting against desperate odds, and pouring 
out his heart’s blood for his master, or his master’s 
children, or even his master’s property. What could 
be more touching than the story of the dog whose 
master suocumbed in the snow? When they were 
found, the man had still some living warmth about 
his heart. But the dog was frozen dead. He had 
shielded his master with his own body. He had died 
inch by inch to save the one he loved.

Byron had a favorite Newfoundland dog, whose 
memory he has enshrined in famous verse. “  Boat
swain,”  the poet wrote to his friend Hodgson, " is 
dead 1—he expired in a state of madness, after 
suffering much, yet retaining all the gentleness of 
his nature to the last; never attempting to do the 
least injury to anyone near him.” Boatswain was 
buried in the garden of Newstead, and his virtues 
were celebrated in an inscription on his monument. 
Then came the verses, from which we extract the 
following:—

“  But the poor dog, in life the firmest friend,
The first to welcome, foremost to defend,
Whose honest heart is still his master’s own,
Who labors, fights, lives, breathes for him alone, 
Unhonor’d falls, unnoticed all his worth,
Denied in heaven the soul he held on earth :
While man, vain insect 1 hopes to be forgiven.
And claims himself a sole exclusive heaven.”

This is the finest part of Byron’s poem on Boatswain. 
The rest is marred by the poet’s extravagant and 
affected misanthropy.

A hundred years before Byron, another great 
satirist—not the greatest, but the most finished— 
had put in a good word for the dog. Pope’s splendid 
Essay on Man, whatever the admirers of “  true 
poetry ”  may say against it, is full of good sense and 
philosophy, and marked by astonishingly fine versi
fication. And although this has nothing to do with 
our immediate subject, we cannot resist the tempta
tion of saying, by the way, that Euskin has done 
justice to Pope in his beautiful Lectures on Art. 
Euskin brackets Pope and Virgil as “  two great 
masters of the absolute art of language.”  “  They 
are,”  he says, “  the two most accomplished Artists, 
merely as such, whom I know in literature.”  He 
notioes Pope’s “  serene and just benevolence,”  whioh 
plaoed him, in theology, two centuries in advance of 
his time, and “  enabled him to sum the law of noble 
life in two lines which, so far as I know, are the
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most complete, the most concise, and the most lofty 
expression of moral temper existing in English 
words.” This is grand praise, but, if we may cor
roborate Rnskin without impertinenoe, it is richly 
deserved. Here are the two lines in question :—

“  Never elated, while one man’s oppress’d ;
Never dejected, while another’s bless’d.”

Think over these lines, dear reader, and the more 
you reflect upon them the more they will fill you 
with admiration. If they do not, there is some
thing wrong with you, and you had better consult a 
doctor.

But let us get back to the dog, and quote the lines 
of Pope already referred to :—

with brave Walt Whitman, “  Come, lovely and sooth
ing Death 1”

Men die and dogs die, and a living dog is better 
than a dead man. Let the Christian cease his foolish 
talk about the Atheist dying like a dog. When hit 
time comes he will have to die in just the same 
fashion. Meanwhile he might ponder the words of 
one of his own “  sacred ” writers :—

“ For that which befalleth the sons of men befalleth 
beasts; even one thing befalleth them ; as the one dieth,
so dieth the other ; yea, they have all one breath........ All
go unto one place; all are of the dust, and all turn to 
dust again. Who knoweth the spirit of man that goeth 
upward, and the spirit of the beast that goeth downward 
to the earth ?”

“  Lo, the poor Indian ! whose untutor’d mind 
Sees God in clouds, or hears him in the wind ;
His soul, proud Science never taught to stray 
Far as the solar walk, or milky way ;
Yet simple Nature to his hope has giv’n,
Behind the cloud-topt hill, an humbler heav’n ;
Some safer world in depth of woods embrac’d 
Some happier island in the watery waste,
Where slaves once more their native land behold,
No fiends torment, no Christians thirst for gold.
To Be, contents his natural desire,
He asks no Angel’s wings, no Seraph's fire,
But thinks, admitted to that equal sky,
His faithful dog shall bear him company.”

Call this poetry or not, according to the catholicity 
or limitations of your taste—it is certainly magnifi
cent writing; and nothing could bo more masterly 
than the way in which the most terrible satire is 
flung, without producing the least chaos, into the 
midst of that pastoral scene.

The poor Indian—not the Hindu, mark, good 
reader—the “ savage ” of North America, not the 
“  barbarian ” of India—believed his faithful dog 
would bear him company in the happy hunting- 
grounds of Paradise. With his dog he might 
be happy, particularly as he escaped the Chris
tians who enslaved him on earth, tormented him 
like devils, and drove him to the death-in-life of 
their gold-mines. Talking to him about dying like a 
dog would have invited the retort that he would 
sooner die like a dog than live like a Christian.

Pope is said to have been a Catholic, but he was 
really a Freethinker. In the Essay on Man he ver
sified the philosophy of the sceptical Bolingbroke. 
Everyone knows that Byron was a Freethinker. Let 
us now take another Freethinker—the late Matthew 
Arnold. He also wrote beautiful verses on a dead 
dog. Geist’s Grave is one of the later poems whioh 
showed that he had not altogether lost his singing 
voice while drudging as Inspector of Sohools, and 
writing volumes of controversial prose. “ Dear little 
friend ” he calls the dead Geist, and praises his 
“  loving heart ” and “  patient soul.” After remarking 
that Nature, with all her infinite resources, never 
quite repeats the past, nor reproduces a personality, 
Arnold continues:—

“  Stern law of every mortal lot 1 
Which man, proud man, finds hard to bear,
And builds himself I know not what 
Of second life I know not where.
But thou, when struck thine hour to go,
On us who stood despondent by,
A meek last glance of love didst throw,
And humbly lay thee down to die.”

Well for all of us will it be, when the end comes, if 
we only die like that dog ; with a last glance of love 
on dear ones around us, and a serene submission to 
the fiat of Nature. We like that word “ humbly.” 
It is foolish to resist the inevitable, like a kioking, 
spluttering child in the grasp of a giant. Death 
should always bring resignation. This, indeed, is all 
that religionists mean when they talk of bowing to 
the will of God. There is a world of wisdom in the 
old proverb that “  What can’t be cured must be 
endured ” ; or, in the great language of Shakes
peare,—

“  But let determin’d things to destiny 
Hold unbewail’d their way.”

We may even go beyond that. For death comes to 
all, and will come, in spite of our unwelcome. Often 
at last it comes as a deliverer; and then we may cry

Ah, if the clergy only wrote like that ! We should 
read them oftener. But let us not omit this 
“  sacred ” writer’s enclusion :—

“  Wherefore I perceive that there is nothing better 
than that a man should rejoice in his own works : for 
that is his portion : for who shall bring him to see what 
shall bo after him ?”

There, good Christian—you who whimper about 
dying like a dog—you are answered out of your own 
Book. And don’t reply that the Atheist, like the 
Devil, can cite Scripture for his purpose. Why 
should he not ? He accepts a good thing wherever
he tinds it- G. W . F o o t e .

Mind and Purpose in Nature,

The World of Life. A Manifestation of Creative Power, 
Directive Mind, and Ultimate Purpose, by Alfred Russel 
Wallace.

It is extremely probable that the truest admirers of 
Dr. Wallace—amongst whom the present writer 
ventures to rank himself—will be those who most 
regret the appearance of this work. This will not 
be merely because they do not agree with the con
clusions reaohed, but beoause between those con
clusions and the facts cited there is really no logioal 
connection. A mass of scientifio fact is plaoed before 
the reader, followed by an inconsequential "there
fore,” whioh is clearly the result of the author’s 
prepossessions in a particular direction. Plainly, 
the book has been written, not beoause of Dr. 
Wallace’s knowledge of the World of Life, nor 
beoanse of his knowledge of the evolutionary process, 
nor has he been led to certain conclusions in con
sequence of his study of the faots of animal life, but 
beoause of his belief in what is known as Spiritual
ism. I do not mean by this that Dr. Wallace has 
consciously stooped to a piece of speoial pleading. 
Personally, I hold him in too great respeot to believe 
him capable of so unworthy a proceeding. All his 
life he has said what he believed to bo true, careless 
of whether it offended the throned respectabilities or 
not, and his character is not likely to have under
gone a ohange in this respeot. But the fact, to my 
mind, remains; and after a careful study of his four 
hundred closely printed pages, I have failed to find 
any other ground for his conclusions, save his pre
possessions in favor of Spiritualism.

On the other hand, those who will give this book a 
warm welcome—as has already happened with the 
bulk of the reviews that have appeared—will 
be chiefly those who are least able, or least inclined, 
to appreciate the scientifio part of it. They will 
welcome it because it supports their religious beliefs, 
and will congratulate themselves on being possessed 
of profound scientific insight, without ever having 
taken the trouble to acquire it. They will delight in 
being able to claim the support of one who deservedly 
ranks high in the world of evolutionary thought, 
quite careless of whether the facts justify their jubi
lation or not. In the name of Alfred Russel Wallaoe, 
soionoe will be invoked as an ally of superstition, 
even to the extent of bolstering beliefs that he would 
repudiate.

Quite two-thirds of Dr. Wallace’s book is taken up 
with a description of the evolutionary process and a
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discussion of questions at issue between Darwinians 
ano Neo-Darwinians. All this, while of great inter- 
est in itself, is avowedly intended as the ground
work on which is based the olaim that the “  World 

Life ” manifests “  Creative Power, Directive 
. IQd, and Ultimate Purpose,” and it is this conclu- 

81011 with whioh I am now specially concerned. It 
^ay clear the ground somewhat to point out that 
what Dr. Wallace discerns in Nature is not the 
Workings of a “  God ” in the ordinary Christian sense 
°f the word. It 
what is themind is, he says, “ hopeless to realise 

nature of the controlling power and 
which has huilt up our universe. A rather 

curious statement, since, if there be a mind, we have 
a reaijy determined the nature of the assumed 
meeting power. And as “  mind ” can only mean 
hat we ordinarily mean when we speak of mind, 

00 only question that can arise is a quantitative 
one. We can only be in doubt as to the extent of 

8 capacity and resources. And a oouple of pages 
th f <<r on (P- ^92) we have the definite statement 
hat “ the organising mind whioh aotually carries

out the development of the life world.......need not
j^.what is usually meant by the terms God or

^hat Dr. Wallace argues for is the existence of 
n indefinite and incomprehensible “ spiritual ” 

P°wer, and that between ourselves and it there 
8 “ an almost infinite series of grades of beings, 
aoh successive grade having higher and higher 

Powers in regard to the origination, the develop- 
, .0ht, and the control of the Universe.” The 
highest grade of angels would create “ by their 

ml power ” the ether, a lower grade would develop 
lQm it matter with all its laws and forces, and then 
ateh over the various stellar systems until one or 
°re of them provided suitable conditions for the 

development of a life system. Life is initiated by 
a body of spirit workers,”  while “ organising 

Pmits ” influence the myriads of “ cell souls ” to 
jAfry out their work with accuraoy and efficiency.

‘Bally, at successive stages of development, “ higher 
,mtelligence might be required to direct the main
mea 0f variation in definite directions in accordance 
mh the general design to be worked out,” and to 

»card against any mischance to the line of develop- 
ent which is to oulminate in the production of 

Wan.” *
^his is what Dr. Wallace believes a careful exami- 

ation of the world of life proves. On what grounds, 
0 shall see later. At present, and with all due 

aspect to the author, one may safely say that a 
°te amazing theory was never suggested since 
0wton, discoverer of the law of universal gravita- 
j°n> wrote in defence of the Biblical propheoies— 
beit with rather less cause for wonder than iB pro

v e d  by Alfred Russel Wallace, co-enunoiator with 
arwin of the principle of Natural Selection. Dr. 
allaoe appears to have worked backward from his 

gP^ualism. It is held by Spiritualists that dis- 
iun Lnman intelligences are able to, and do,

Ubence for good or evil those who are still living 
18 ®arthly life. But this leaves the question of 
Ration where it was, and I am not aware that 

Piritualists have ever claimed for these disembodied 
oth^8 an  ̂°^ker directive power over natural forces 

her than that whioh is, in kind, possessed by 
a Dr. Wallace seems to have gone beyond this, 
int 11? Relieve that long before there were any human 

exigences, embodied or disembodied, long before, 
tl?n’ there existed a material universe, there existed 
WhV8'8*' hierarchy of angels with, apparently, nothing 
em 1 Ver ^°* Perhaps it was to provide this un- 
th spiritual host with some occupation that
det . ^ use a convenient term—foresaw and 
ad ^h11? 6  ̂ the universe as it now exists. This, I 
qu j*t, is a little improvement on the orthodox 
8Udii aD 8°heme. In that Boheme the Deity 
ibil ■ aronsed himself from a state of hitherto 

Bomnolence and created the world—either 
^^his own glory or out of sheer perversity. With

* Bee pp. 390-395.

“ an infinite series of grades” of spiritual beings 
ready to hand, but with nothing to do, the aot of 
creation looks a trifle more reasonable.

But a trifle only. If Dr. Wallace’s theory of 
creation be accepted, we have a reason for the world 
process. But have we any justification for it ? The 
ultimate purpose of the world, he says, is “  the 
development of mankind for an enduring spiritual 
existence ” (p. 228). But with this infinite number 
of spiritual existences already on hand, what need to 
create more ? No one is injured by not being born 
or by not being created. Would there have been 
any injustice if these angels had not created, by 
will-power the ether, and then matter, and so 
through the whole process ? Or, if there is an 
injury in not being born, consider the vast injustice 
being done to the unborn myriads of the future. 
Or, if the purpose of creation was as stated, why 
not have created perfect spiritual beings at once ? 
There oould have been no lack of power. Remember 
we are not dealing with higher powers operating on 
materials already provided, and so far conditioned, 
in their operations. Those who had the purpose in 
mind created, as Dr. Wallace believes, all the 
materials, forces, laws, conditions that result in 
this long process of development. Why not, then, 
have created the fully developed being at once ? 
When, in his Contributions to thé Theory of Natural 
Selection, Dr. Wallace drew the line at the mind of 
man, one critio aptly retorted that he believed “  our 
brains came from God and our lungs by Natural 
Selection.” But even that view was sweetly reason
able at the side of this multitude of angels oreating 
and guiding the world, and only securing at the end 
of a long and faulty prooess what might as easily 
have been secured at the beginning—even if there 
were any reason for seouring it at all. Whatever 
difficulties there are in the naturalistic interpreta
tion of Nature, they have at least the merit of being 
inherent in the subject. They are not difficulties 
springing from a wholly gratuitous and useless 
hypothesis.

Two-thirds of Dr. Wallace’s book are, as I have 
already said, made np of a series of interesting and 
instructive chapters of the evolution of living 
organisms. By themselves, these would form a 
valuable contribution to the literature of evolution, 
particularly the chapter on “ Recognition Marks.” 
There is no need, however, to discuss or desoribe 
these in detail, their importance being, for the 
purpose of the book, their bearing on the thesis that 
Nature manifests mind and purpose. And so far as 
this is concerned, Dr. Wallace wholly fails to make 
out his case. This is not due to any deficiency on 
his part—except so far as trying to prove that whioh 
is incapable of proof can be oounted as Buoh. For 
the truth is, that not only do the faots cited not 
prove the conclusions set down, but it lies in their 
very nature that they cannot yield any suoh con
clusions. One need not be an authority on biology, 
on chemistry, or on physics, to say this with the 
utmost confidence. All that is needed is properly 
to understand the nature of the faots cited and the 
nature of the conclusions deduced therefrom. For 
this reason it is quite unnecessary to take Dr. 
Wallace’s proofs in detail. A general consideration, 
with an example here and there, is all that is 
required.

In the first place, it may be pointed out that the 
case for a directive mind in Nature gains nothing in 
substanoe from a multiplicity of instances. A 
multiplicity of cases dazzles rather than convinces, 
and, in a surreptitious manner, throws upon one who 
dissents from the Theistio conclusion, the need for 
adequately accounting for every case offered. This 
is a responsibility that does not lie with the Atheist. 
The doctrine of Natural Selection, for instance, 
offers an explanation of adaptation in the animal 
world. But the oase for Non-Theism is independent 
of its truth. Its service in this direction is that the 
evidential value of a dass of facts upon whioh 
TheiBts laid great stress is destroyed thereby, and 
that it provides an explanation for those who, unless
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one is forthcoming on a naturalistic basis, feel 
compelled to accept any other that is offered. 
Nor need the believer in Deity range all over the 
universe in search of proofs. One is as good as a 
million—if it can be found. For if mind and 
purpose exist in Nature it must be everywhere, since, 
on this hypothesis, the whole of Nature was callec 
into existence by a creative intelligence, and its 
purpose must be expressed in all its parts. To the 
modern mind, God’s work must be everywhere or 
nowhere, he must be all or nothing. One clear 
instance of mind and purpose in Nature is enough ; 
and in piling up the number of assumed cases the 
believer is not only trying to dazzle the unbeliever, 
but one cannot avoid the suspicion that a nascent 
consciousness of the weakness of his case drives 
him to seek confidence in mere repetition.

.  C. C o h e n .
(To be continued.)

“  The Ebbing Tide.”

At last Christian ministers and their flocks are 
beginning to realise that their cause is in serious 
danger, and that, unless something extraordinary is 
done, and quickly, it is doomed to extinction. The 
religious press has opened its columns for an earnest 
discussion of the present decline, its causes and cure. 
The British Congrcgationalist has started a Sympo
sium, in whioh the question, “ Is Anything Wrong 
with the Churches ?” is being considered by a number 
of representative men, who express different and in 
some instances conflicting opinions. The communi
cations are both interesting and amusing. One 
reverend gentleman names eight reasons for the 
arrested progress of the Church, all of whioh are, in 
reality, not causes, but symptoms. It is easy to 
blame the week-end habit, the increasing army of 
“  oncers,” the consequent deterioration of the reli
gious life, the theological unrest and its contro
versies ; but these things are but weathercocks 
indicating the direction in which modern thought is 
travelling. Some correspondents go the length of 
glorying in the reduction of membership, convinced 
that what the Church loses in quantity it gains in 
quality: but the majority lament the falling off, and 
attribute it to the fact that “ the Churches have for
gotten that their only chance of success is loyalty to 
Jesus Christ, our adorable Redeemer, and that the 
only way of augmenting the Churoh is through con
version, which is a continuous miraole, much more 
convincing than those miracles to the authentication 
of whioh learned theologians, or aoute theologians, 
devote their futile logic.” Principal Forsyth de
livers himself of the following profoundly luminous 
statement:—

“ W e shall never increase or recover our membership 
by meeting to invent devices for the purpose. W e may be 
netting more birds than we can cage or feed. Preachers 
make hearers, but the Word alone makes doers, respon
sible in a Church and strong in its truth. Whether we 
have access to preachers of genius or not, whether the 
numbers are reduced or not, the Word has still its 
ancient power from the very stones to raise up children 
to Abraham.”

Note that reference to the Word and its ancient 
power. The Word can do what preachers cannot. 
“ If anything is deeply wrong with the Church,” 
says Dr. Forsyth, “  the Word which created it alone 
can set it right.” Here is another of the Principal’s 
sayings: “  Let us confer less with flesh and blood 
and more with Father, Son, and Holy Ghost." Now, 
the Word is the Word of God’s love, and if God exists 
he oan give it effectual utterance whenever he sees 
fit. This God, this Father, in the person of his 
inoarnate Son, is the “ adorable Redeemer,” who is 
said to have definitely promised to draw all men 
unto himself and abide with them unto the end of 
the world. According to the teaching of the pulpit, 
the “  adorable Redeemer ” loves and needs men much

more than men oan love and need him. He is de
scribed as yearning for them with an infinite longing» 
and as having already sacrificed himself in order to 
win their confidence and affection. Such is the doo- 
trine of salvation as formulated by the orthodox 
Church. The only fault one can find with it is that 
not one word of it is true. From the very beginning 
the Church has been sailing under false colors ; and 
as this fact becomes known people lose confidence in 
and desert her. This is the real explanation of the 
deorease in the number of her passengers to the 
fabled Glory Land. The Church is to-day what she 
has always been, the only difference being that people 
are ceasing to take her at her own valuation. The 
scales of superstition are falling from their eyes, and 
they are beginning to see her as she truly is. The 
Word is being deprived of its charm and alleged 
power, and the “  adorable Redeemer ” reduced to an 
empty myth. The preacher is being dragged down 
from the throne on which he sat and wielded tyran
nical powers so long. He no longer delivers a mes
sage, but gives expression to personal prejudices and 
speculative dogmas, and the dwindling numbers who 
still go to hear him take him for what he is, and cri
ticise him accordingly. Paul tells us that the 
preaching of Christ crucified was “  unto the Jews a 
stumblingblock and unto Gentiles foolishness and 
it is only at this late hour that the inhabitants of 
Christendom are discovering that the Jewish and 
Greek attitude to the Christian Gospel is the onlj 
reasonable attitude.

The wonder is that the foolishness of preaching 
has been endured for so long a time. The preacher 
often speaks as if he had no sense of responsibility 
whatever. One who is referred to as “  this prinoe of 
preachers” has just published a discourse on the 
words, “ Let the dead bury their dead, but go thou 
and preach the kingdom of God ” (Luke ix. 59) ; and 
in order to make that strange saying appear reason
able he gives vent to the following extravagances

“ W e must begin all our interpretations of the words 
of Jesus with the guidance of certain fundamental 
assumptions, and from these we must never depart. 
First, we must assume that the Lord Jesus Christ is 
the very fountain of all true, deep, tender, human love. 
Second, we must assume that tho Lord Jesus Christ 
is the essential bond in all human ties and kinships. 
In him we discover the mystic cement which con
stitutes the solidarity of the race. ‘ In him all things 
consist.’ Third, we must assume that the Lord Jesus 
Christ, when he moved along tho ways of men, was the 
perfect ideal of courtesy and grace. And so, with these 
assumptions in our minds, let us meditate on the inci
dent of our text.”

Then he paints a purely imaginary pioture of the 
man to whom the saying was addressed. He was 
an impulsive man, who was easily moved by forcible 
appeals. He had been a frequent hearer of John 
the Baptist, and more than once he had felt im
pelled to follow that wild man of the desert; but at 
¡he moment of decision something irresistibly held 
lim baok. When Jesus began his publio ministry 
¡his man appeared on the soene, and was powerfully 
stirred by tho new evangel. He was always turning 
up, and always on the eve of beooming a disciple. 
But procrastination was his supreme weakness. He 
was the victim of deadly delay. Well, with those 
¡¡hree assumptions and that delightfully convenient 
imaginary portraiture of the man in his mind, “  this 
prince of preachers ” finds no difficulty whatever in 
proving that “ Let tho dead bury their dead ”  is the 
tenderest and most beautifully evangelical saying 
ever uttered. But what about the three assump
tions concerning “ the Lord Jesus Christ ” ? Can 
any sensible person, with the merest smattering of 
listory, conscientiously entertain the idea that Jesus 
a “ the very fountain of all true, deep, human love” ? 

Is it even thinkable that there was no “  true, deep» 
luman love ” in the world before he is supposed to 
lave appeared ? Such an assumption is an intoler
able insult to the human race. Human love is a 
product of social evolution, and the original fountain 
of it was sex. The second assumption is disproved 
by the whole history of the Christian Church.
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Christianity has never been a bond of union, and
has never made for the solidarity of the race. As a
matter of fact, it has been, and continues to be, the 
greatest and cruelest divisive force the world has 
e êr known. Christian feuds and controversies have 
oJways been notorious for their heat and bitterness. 
"Rowing all this, “  this prince of preachers ’ ’ has the 
hardihood to claim that in Christ “ we discover the 
mystic cement which constitutes the solidarity of 
the race.” The third assumption is equally ground
less. The statement that Jesus was “ the perfect 
meal of courtesy and grace” is flatly contradioted 

Gospel records. On several occasions he 
treated his mother with extreme rudeness The 
relations between him and his brothers were so bad 
hat they did not hesitate to call him a madman. 
When his mother and they once desired to speak 
)Wth him, he made himself specially offensive to 
them by declining to acknowledge them. When 
preachers base their interpretations and exhorta- 
■ons up0n suoh unverifiable and absurd assump- 
mn8, is it any wonder that thoughtful people treat 
heir pronouncements with cold indifference, if not 

^th  open contempt ? Is it in the least surprising 
that the Churches are experiencing an ebbing tide 
yhich is not at all likely to be succeeded by a flow- 

one ? The marvel is that a superstition so 
thmsily founded as the Christian religion has survived
so long<

^he truth is, that the divines themselves are 
getting to fear that the future of Christianity is 
®enously imperiled. The bugbear is the compara- 
lve study of religions. It is being gradually found 

°ot that Christianity is only one of several essenti- 
al*y similar cults. This discovery threatens the 
Access of Foreign Missions. Addressing mission- 
?ri0a at the Memorial Hall the other day, Dr. Horton 
^ reported to have alluded to this subject in the 
showing terms :—

“ He did not think that this study was an immediate 
gain. New difficulties emerged from a closer sympathy 
on the part of the missionaries in the field with the 
religions they had gone to change. The danger was 
that they might get such a sympathy with the other 
religion that the impact of the Gospel they had gone to 
Preach would be weakened.”

Missionaries are thus warned against studying 
Po religions they have been sent out to displace 

^ith too much sympathy, for fear that an intimate 
oowledge of them may weaken thoir faith in the 
osolute superiority of Christianity. Their only 

¡°Po of success lies in presenting Christianity as the 
nJy true and perfect religion, and in treating the 
fttivo religions as more or less false and injurious, 
at why this nervous dread of knowledge ? Why 

k 8 apprehension that if missionaries acquire full 
ho.wledge °f some Heathen religions it may lessen 
heir loyalty to their own and damp thoir zeal in 

Proclaiming it ? It arises from the consciousness 
.hat, after all, the superiority of Christianity is 
hsueceptible of proof, when other religions come to 
-6 thoroughly understood; and this consciousness 
8 an evidenoe that the belief in the specially Divine 

Jh.Sin and nature of Christianity is becoming a 
jh'og of the past even among leaders of the type of 
n,5’ Morton. Indeed, the ebbing tide is in full force. 
,h 0 faith onoe delivered to the saints is in its death 
cross, while science is marching on to certain

wetorv.J J. T. L l o y d .

A Costly House of God.

Yesterday (Sunday) we climbed the mountain 
^hich rises from the orchard behind the cottage to 
a height of nearly 1,000 feet. We wanted to see the

H h t
^erld under the auspices of a north wind, a warm, 

< sun, and a true blue sky.
0 ”  means myself and the “  Democratic Vista,” 
lied by a friend because of his disposition to 
shavings rather than profits, to eschew starch

and respectability, and to practise, however “  un
practical,” rather than preach.

At the top, lying upon the deliciously soft turf 
starred with tiny flowers, we looked round at the 
vast stretch of vale and sea and mountain, and 
thanked the Fates for what we saw. The sea was 
best—a vast, rippled, deeply blue sheet, fleoked here 
and there with the shadow of a tiny cloud. Later, 
we watohed the progress of a steamer, with its long 
smoke-line and break in the water.

Below, across the valley (whioh, I think, is the 
valley of Dr. Johnson’s Basselas) our eyes fell on the 
tall, fine spire of a white marble church. Almost 
the first thing the local guide-books tell you of it is 
that it oost £60,000. It was built by a titled lady in 
memory of her husband. I thought of this as I saw 
its chalky gleam against the dark tree groves of the 
opposite mountains. Near it was visible the sub
stantial vicarage. Builders of vicarages and ohurohos 
evidently want to avoid the need for early workmen’s 
trains and ’buses. They always build the clerical 
toilers’ homes as near their works as possible.

One lovely Sunday morning we started to cover the 
five or six miles between the cottage and this par
ticular Welsh show. Partly, we wanted to wipe out 
the accusation of its admirers that our indifference 
to it meant lack of aesthetic sense and love of archi
tecture. We had seen and explored the eleventh 
oentury churoh of Wrexham, with its dark, repose* 
fully massive tower, carved without stint, and im
pressing any ignoramus with its grand proportions. 
We therefore ventured to doubt the local guide 
dictum that this costly new white toy “  is the most 
beautiful ” (though it may be) “ the most highly 
finished ecclesiastical edifice in North Wales." To 
call it simply “  a church ” would not fill the guide
book so well; besides, perhaps the writer’s sense of 
fitness told him that “  church ” did not describe the 
building so well as the title he gave it.

As an objeot of beauty and veneration, one might 
as well compare a grocer’s sugar-cone to the snow- 
clothed peak of Snowdon there, which the sun is 
now attacking with his warmth.

Down across the valley we struck along lovely 
roads, with fresh-springing pale green orops on 
either side. Hedge-banks, starred with late prim
roses, trailed over by pink-brown budding honey
suckle and wild-rose wreaths soon to flower. Thiok 
masses of pale hawthorn scattered their sweet 
showers before us at every wind-breath.

Past the grand walls and towers of the eleventh- 
contury castle of Rhnddlan, now dominated by ivy, 
over the old bridge spanning the river flowing past 
the castle, keeping in view, to the left, the very 
ancient Cathedral of St. Asaph rising in the midst 
of the valley, a few miles of good open road brought 
us to the church.

A lino of comfortable, well-built stone cottages, 
with gardens, to the right—homes of the handful of 
“ warranted to vote as they’re told,” who form the 
village—to the left, a line of fine old trees. Then 
the vicarage and church and, beyond, the entrance 
gates of a great park and mansion. Everything (but 
the trees) was trim, cut and-dried. The church 
would look as well, and more fit, under a glass shade 
in a miscellaneous show than in an historio vale 
against great dark masses of mountain. Clean, cold, 
and severely proper, with its fine-tapered spire 202 
feet high ; its trim surroundings of path, lawn-like 
grass and white wall. Very little exterior carving 
for the £60,000—figures which seem to stare out of 
every window. Over these, I am bound to note, the 
carving is plentiful. Above every window the arms 
of the Deadbrokes appear.

In the account of its dedication, the first name 
mentioned is that of the Dowager Lady W. do B., 
the donor, and the last—the name of God. That 
may not seem improper to people who use the latter 
name as if they were on bowing terms with its owner. 
To anyone with some feeling for what the name was 
invented to convey, its being dragged in under the 
silk skirts, even of a Deadbroke, seems irreverent 
indeed.
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We wanted to see the interior, which the sage of 
the guide-book says is chiefly delightful, with its 
marbles of almost every hue, its stained glass, its 
carving in wood and stone, and the chaste beauty of 
the whole. But service had begun, and the doors 
were inhospitably shut. We would not have inter
rupted the worshipers, even had they been open. 
But, compared with the Continental and Catholic 
Church praotice of allowing folk to kneel when they 
need, the English method does seem a bit off. 
Which is a quotation from the Democratic Vista. 
He, being a “  new ” man, useth strange language.

A more rough-and-ready form of service would be 
better than one so correctly got up as to exclude any 
weary tramp from its restfulness. We soon saw the 
force of this statement. While we leaned, out of 
sight, against the broad trunk of a shady old tree, a 
little procession came slowly along under the high 
wall skirting the park. Only three people. First, a 
woman and her husband, the woman carrying a blue 
blundle, and the man what seemed to be a tool-bag. 
Both dragged frightful boots on their feet, flopping 
as they trudged along ; patched rustiness of clothes, 
but clean, and clearly no ragamuffins. Behind, un
able to keep up with them, came a bonnie girl of six
teen or thereabouts, pale, almost fainting from weari
ness and perhaps hunger. She walked in her stock
ing feet, carrying her “  boots ” in one hand and a 
bundle in the other. Her feet touched the ground 
reluctantly, as if she found that as cruel as humanity. 
They crept past the church without giving it a glance. 
As a man once said to me, “  These people will never 
learn to care for beautiful things !”

Just now the father turned, and I noticed his 
kindly brown face wore such an expression as the 
super-religious rich pay to get embodied in the 
Christs’ faoes of their stained memorial windows. 
He stopped, while his wife instantly leaned against 
the park wall for rest, and waited for his girl to 
come up with them. In silence he took her hand, 
and drew it within his arm. Thus they passed on. 
The doors of the costly House of God were shut 
against their weariness, “ the consolations of re
ligion ” not being readily accessible to tramps—until 
they are within reach of the workhouse chaplain.

From within, service being almost over, the organ 
and boys’ clear voices pealed with sweetness that 
hardly disturbed the stillness of Nature around us. 
To the first words, clearly audible, we listened :—

“  O God, our help in ages past.
Our hope in years to cornel”

It was enough. Leaning against the old tree, we 
had learned another bitter lesson in aesthetics, 
politics, and “  religion.”  Our hearts were stung 
into more active revolt against the system which 
allows one woman to spend £60,000 worth of human 
life on the vain ereotion of a whited sepulchre of 
modern “ religion," while her victimised sisters and 
brothers die of weariness and hunger.

I turned away, trembling all over, and oried some 
of my bitterness away. The “  new ’ ’ man merely 
Bwore. We walked home at a fearful pace, speaking 
no word, and with hunger and dinner forgotten. A 
friendly hand had prepared for us “ the snow-white 
mountain lamb ” and the more civilised green peas. 
We saw our friend, while we were yet afar off, look
ing down for us, shading her eyes from the sun. 
Then the wonder was that we brought so little 
appetite, and lees account of the famous marble 
church.

We had the picture before our eyes of three of the 
most oppressed and wronged of our fellow-creatures 
—our brothers and sisters—for whose shameful 
plight, we believe, no system offers a remedy unless 
based on Justice and Brotherhood.

A n n i e  E d w a r d s .

Mrs. Copely: 11 Don’t you think our minister is becoming 
heterodox in his views ? ”

Copely: “  Yes j but just see how the church is filling up ! 
W e may be able to do something with that mortgage, 
after all.”

Acid Drops.

The British Museum authorities are arranging for a special 
exhibition to illustrate the history and development of tbs 
British Bible. The exhibition will be in conjunction with 
the tercentenary of the Authorised Version. The organisa
tion of the exhibition will be personally superintended by 
Dr. Kenyon, the Museum librarian. W e hope to hear that 
one of the exhibits will be the two tables of stone that Moses 
brought down from Mount Sinai, containing the ten com
mandments “ written with the finger of God.” W on’t there 
be a crush to see i t !

Every now and then we heaij of some wonderful discovery 
which is going to upset the Higher Criticism altogether, but 
the Higher Criticism goes on just the same as before. The 
latest “ find ” is reported to be a hundred clay tablets which 
are “ believed to form a portion of the archives of King 
Ahab.” W ell, suppose they are so, instead of being believed 
to be so,— what then ? The Higher Criticism does not say 
there is no history in the Old Testam ent; it simply says 
that it is mixed up with all sorts of other matter,— myth
ology, legend, tradition, and priestly fiction to support 
priestly teaching. Bibliolators need not fancy that this 
position is going to be overturned by any discoveries, not 
even when they are skilful forgeries.

The following notification, printed on a visiting-card, was 
found inside a Maidstone resident’s letter-box the other 
day:—

“ The Vicar of S. Philip’ s (Rev. H . Stansfield Prior) has 
called to-day, and is sorry not to have seen you.”

The fact that the reverend gentleman sees fit to have such 
cards printed seems to indicate that a large number of his 
parishioners do not relish the idea of having spiritual fairy
tales brought home to them.

A good deal is being said about the Countess Tolstoy’s in
ability to follow her husband in his renunciations of property. 
But why on earth should she act on opinions she does not 
share, and reduce herself and her family to beggary ? Women 
may be trusted to hold on to something tangible in such 
cases. No doubt it was Sapphira who was at the bottom of 
Ananias’s keeping back a part of the money he got by selling 
his possessions. We can imagine her saying to him, "  Con
sider the little Ananiases and Sapphiras, my dear; let us 
keep back a bit in a stocking for a rainy day.”

The Catholic Times thinks the silence of the English press 
on the anti-Christian nature of the Portuguese revolution is 
“ very ominous.” So far as we know, the fact that the 
leaders of the revolution are Freethinkers has been pretty 
plainly stated. Nor are wo aware that the Portuguese 
Government is “  anti-Christian,” It is certainly non-Chris
tian ; but every civilised Government ought to bo that. 
What the Government has done is to guarantee liberty of 
worship, and all Freethinkers, we hope, will help to make 
this a real thing. W e wonder what the Catholic Times 
would like the British pross to do ? Conduct a campaign 
calling on Mr. Asquith to send a few warships to re-establish 
the Catholic Church in Portugal? What a lovely thing 
Catholic Christianity is, to be sure I

The Mayor of Luton was recently struck with what the 
Christian World describes as a “ happy thought.” Desiring 
to bring the clergy and the dissenting ministers together, he 
invited them to dine in the Town Hall. After the toasts 
were given speeches were made, and the meeting concluded 
with the hope that the example might be copied by othor 
towns. The Mayor deserves every credit for his intontions 
— provided the rates did not boar the cost of the dinnor. 
But what a commentary upon Christianity ! Religion could 
not bring them together, but a dinner succeeded. The bond 
of union was found neither in the brain nor the soul, but in 
the stomach ! And it was a secular official who made the 
discovery. _____

A French school-teacher, who follows his occupation a* 
Bristol Grammar School, has raised a timely and sensible 
protest against the Boy Scouts and similar movements. At 
school, he said, we teach our boys to fight fairly, and not bit 
below the belt. Meanwhile, we encourage them to join in 
movements that familiarise youngsters with all the tricks 
and subterfuges of a mimic warfare. W e quite agree with 
the protest raised by this French school-teacher against a 
movement that has for its real object the exciting in the 
minds of youths of the desiro for militarism. Physical 
training everybody believes in, but there is no need what
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ever for this to be accompanied by a military parade that 
ends in providing material for an Army rather than develop
ing useful citizens. It is idle to talk of our desire for peace 
while we persist in such methods. Peace, permanent peace, 
will only be secured when the glamor and false greatness of 
militarism is killed in the minds of the people.

Rev. P. B. Meyer warns the Government, through the 
Z,aily News, that it will have to buck up and satisfy the 
Nonconformists by carrying their education policy into law. 
Ihe Free Churches see that it is now or never with them. 
Vety well, then ; we believe it will be never. The Govern- 
ment has tried to carry a Bill for them three times, and 
wiled each time. Mr. Birrell brought in number one, Mr. 
McKenna number two, and Mr. Runciman number three, 
"here are those Bills now ? Another Bill on the same 
®®neral lines will in all probability meet the same fate. W e  
shall be astonished if the Nonconformists succeed in estab- 
■shing their religion in the national schools, in defiance of 
ree Church principles. The combination against them is 

° °  8reat. Churchmen and Catholics are both opposed to 
what Gladstone called “ the imposture of undenominational 
e“ gious teaching.” And there is also the opposition of an 

®ver-growing new party— the party of Secular Education.

Mr. Walters accused Atheists of still another crime—  
namely, that of 11 tacking Atheism on to Socialism.” Surely 
Mr. Walters must know that Socialism is not of Christian 
origin, and that even now an overwhelming majority of the 
Churches are in deadly opposition to it. It is true that a few 
clergymen here and there pose as Christian Socialists, and 
make a desperate attempt to tack Socialism on to the 
Church, which they had never dreamt of doing until it 
dawned upon them that Socialism menaced the future of 
the Church. Mr. Walters has many things to learn, among 
them being the elementary lesson of telling the truth about 
his opponents. On what ground does he describe the 
Atheistic attacks on Christianity as “ insidious”? He 
cannot but know that such attacks are purely argumenta
tive, open, and above board. Atheists never hit in the dark, 
from behind, or below the belt. They leave those methods 
to the Christians.

Captain Brodie, the Salvation Army officer who preached 
with a death’s head over his own, announces that “ The 
gates of hell will be on view at 6.30 p.m., free.” H e should 
have added “ Old Nick willing,” instead of the usual “ D . V ."  
But perhaps the “ gates of h e ll” are part of a trick 
advertisement. If they were real, the advertiser might be 
inside them with no disadvantage to the world at large.

11 There is a growing interest in our Free Church work, 
Mr. Meyer says, “ and the signs of the times are full of 
e? Couragement.” What about the figures, Mr. Meyer, what 
a®°ut the figures ? Don’t they show a slump in Free Church 
Membership ? The “ growing interest ” is not in the Free 

“lurch work, but in the matters that are connected with it 
i * \r60 Church Congresses. At the Portsmouth Congress, 
J? March, Mrs. Sydney Webb is to speak on “ Poor Law  
Reform"  and Mr. J. Ramsay Macdonald on “ Causes of 

Orest in the Labor World.” But these things are side 
hows. They are not a real part of the Free Church exhi

The Rev. F. Dudley, vicar of St. Thomas Church, Over- 
Morrow, Monmouth, has suddenly shot into famo by means 

the following letter, in which he deals with “ parish 
Parties plus scandal and minus financial profit ” :—

“ Will you allow me to make known through your columns 
that we are discontinuing for the future the annual parish 
Party at the Rolls Hall, which has been customary for nearly 
20 years. These gatherings are not what they were— either 
in regard to numbers or character. They liavo become 
simply dancing parties for the young men and women of the 
town; and people of ‘ light and leading’ in the place have 
put it to me whether it is right to promote the cause of 
Religion by Buch means. Unhappily, it is only too well- 
known that some terrible scandals, which have shocked the 
community during the past few years, have been closely 
connected with these gatherings. Moreover, the financial 
Profit has become so small that the ‘ game is not worth the
candle. ’ "

5jr: Dudley forgets that anything does in religion if it pays.
R doesn’t pay it will drop soon enough.

t h ^ °  ® ev’ Ensor Walters, of Sheffield, still imagines 
at he is an authority on the subject of “ Modern Unbelief.” 

„ truth is, that he either knows nothing about it or is 
| f. y of wilful misrepresentation. Into a lecture recently 
^  1Vered in the Stapenhill Wesleyan Chapel, ho packed as 
tJ ^ y  falsehoods as it was possible for him to do. He 
ypeatecl the hoary-headed old lie that the Atheist “ denies 
s 0 ox>stenco of God.” The Atheist does nothing of the 
, ! but ho does emphatically deny Mr. Walters’s, or any-
Ath • e*se'8> ability to prove the existence of God. The  
jje].eist is simply a person without Theism. Ho does not 

leve there it  a god, the existence of whom can be denied.

« Waltors repeated anothor Christian lie, namely, that 
}jv 6 revolution in France was the outoomo of Atheism.” 

B°R°*ar knows that that is a ridiculous falsehood. 
Con time of the Revolution Atheists were rare. The 
c ath 1 -U6nt Assembly v?as composed almost entirely of 
Atjj ? *C8' even Deists being a very small minority, while 
Revnl * ^  n<R count. Abbé Grégoire approved of the 
“ S(> j '0D| being a zealous democrat and anti-royalist. 
'W r J , ° U8 Hébert,” as Carlyle calls him, though usually 
charll0eR as an Atheist, himself vehemently repudiated the 
p6o ?e> and gloried in the fact that ho had “ exhorted the 
Mott'° roa^ ® 08Pels and obey Christ.” Evon Chau- 
t(Cui an,l  Robespierre were Deists. Robespierre, in par- 
liB̂ ê r’ ebaractorisod Atheism as “ aristocratic,” and estab- 
*e*<htb 9 Worsbip ° f  the Supreme Being. Let Mr. Walters 
lated ■ i Works of M. Anlard on the Revolution, now trans
a c t  s °  ^ “ glisk, and he will find his charge disproved by 

documentary evidence.

“ The rector will be pleased to hear of any illness in the 
parish.” W e have the authority of the Evening Standard 
(Jan. 19) for saying that this announcement is on a church 
notice-board in a parish near Brentwood.

Money-begging circulars are posted about, apparently, at 
least at this time of the year, in the most indiscriminate 
manner. W e have received one— addressed to G. W . Foote, 
Esq., 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, London, E .C .—  
from Prince Alexander George of Teck, at Windsor Castle, 
inviting us to subscribe to the St. John’s Foundation School 
for the free education of the sons of the poorer clergy ; and 
also inviting us to the Yearly Festival Dinner of that 
“ admirable institution ”  at the Hotel Metropoleon February 
22. W e are afraid we cannot accept either of these invita
tions. Not that we object to the sons of the poorer clergy 
being educated. They ought to be, if it can be managed, 
but not at our expense.

Liverpool clergymen, perhaps finding a new excitement 
necessary, are getting np a crusade against Mormonism. 
At a meeting in Hope Hall, one of the speakers, Mr. H . P. 
Freece, quoted from a Mormon writer to the effect that “ If  
plural marriage is unlawful the entire fabric of Christianity 
is without foundation.” And the audience cried “ Shame 1 ” 
Which shows their ignorance of their own Bible. Polygamy 
is a Bible institution, never abrogated or censured, and 
practised by all the Bible God’s favorites.

What a pity it is that Sir Oliver Lodge does not make 
himself acquainted with the available facts before delivering 
his lectures— or sermons— on religion. In an address before 
the Oldbury P. S. A., reported in the Birmingham Daily  
Mail, he said : “  Christ’s birth was so remarkable a circum
stance that ho [Sir Oliver Lodge] could not think it was 
invented. The extraordinary simplicity and poverty of sur
roundings of the birthplace was a kind of superhuman idea.”  
Really one would have thought that no one who could 
reasonably claim a right to bo heard could be found talking 
in this strain nowadays. Simplicity and poverty are in no 
sense superhuman, not even when associated with the begin
nings of characters who have attained eminence. Still less 
is there anything unusual or superhuman about them when 
associated with religious saviors. Krishna was born in a 
cave, and brought up among herdsmen. In Egypt, the new
born sun-god was exhibited for worship in a crib or manger. 
Adonis was placed in a cave directly after birth. Mithras 
and Apollo were also born in caves, as was also Attis. The  
same similarity is to be traced between Jesus and other 
mythical saviors; and it is really surprising that a man in 
Sir Oliver Lodge’s position should speak on this subject and 
betray such a profound want of acquaintance with its ele
mentary data. The truth is, that the New Testament, in 
telling the story of Jesus Christ, invents nothing. The 
story lay all ready to hand in a variety of forms. At most 
all that was needed was a selection and a synthesis, and 
there is ample evidence that this actually took place. It is 
curious that, at a time when clergymen are getting ashamed 
of making the claim of originality for the Christian story, it 
should be put forward by one who owes whatever attention 
is paid to him when ho speaks on religion to eminence gained 
in pure science.

Favier, the French murderer, who assassinated and robbed 
a bank manager at Lille, was executed early in the morning
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on January 11. H e was very cool, dressing himself with 
calm attention, confessing and hearing Mass. Before being 
strapped to the guillotine he kissed a crucifix, held to his 
lips by a priest. It was a most edifying exit, and we 
suppose he is now in paradise, with one of the two thieves 
who were crucified with Christ. What has become of the 
man he murdered is a question that excites no interest.

Prayers were asked at the Church of the Sacred Heart, 
Wimbledon, for “ Cecil Grace, lately dead.” W hat a pity 
they were not asked for the unfortunate aviator before he 
was dead! Hurrying him through Purgatory is all very 
well, in its w a y ; but it would have been more useful to 
him to be hurried over the North Sea.

Holy Russia, whose orthodox Christianity is so scrupu
lously protected by the White Czar, is not the most moral 
country in the world. Twenty-seven suicides, or attempted 
suicides, were recorded in St. Petersburg during the Christ
mas holidays. Three thousand arrests were made for 
drunkenness, fifteen per cent, of the offenders being women. 
Over thirty deaths from alcoholio poisoning were registered 
at four municipal hospitals.

An honest soldier is upsetting the German Army. His 
name is Naumann, and he is an Adventist. He believes 
that the seventh day of the week is the Sabbath, and that 
it must be kept holy. He therefore refuses to perform any 
military service on Saturday. Warnings, threats, and minor 
punishments have been lost upon him, and be has been 
indicted before the chief court-martial of the Third Army 
Corps for insubordination. The ferocious sentence of five 
years and six months’ imprisonment has been passed upon 
him, and if the Imperial court-martial, to which he has 
appealed, confirms his sentence, he will have the prospect 
of imprisonment for life before him, unless the Emperor 
pardons him, or he abandons his religious belief. At present 
he is very obstinate. One ought to obey God, he says, rather 
than man. But the court-martial would not discuss that. 
God’s law or no God’s law, the Army law was all they cared 
about. Yet they profess themselves Christians too.

“  A  lover of his country ”— but why not give his name ?—  
writes to the Walsall Observer suggesting that the vicars of 
the local parish churches should have the National Anthem 
played after every morning and evening service, in order to 
get up enthusiasm for the Royal Family and prevent the 
spread of Socialism. The gentleman doesn't say whether it 
is the tune or the words that will produce this effect. The 
tune is not a great one, and the words are contemptible.

A  radical parson, the other day, said that no Tariff R e
former could be a Christian, and no Christian a Tariff 
Reformer. Mr. Lloyd George seems to be of the same 
opinion. “ I  am confident,” he tells Mr. Harold Bogbie, the 
interviewer, “ that Tariff Reform means Socialism. I  am 
absolutely sure of it. Not the Christian Socialism of a fow 
enthusiastic Englishmen, but the godless Socialism of Con
tinental materialism.”  It is amusing to a Freethinker to 
s*e these Christians running their religion with their 
politics— and often on opposite sides !

Mr. Harold Begbie, in that same interview, represents Mr. 
Lloyd George as having onco boon afflicted with the awful 
misery of Atheism. And when do our readers think it was ? 
W hy, when the right honorable gentleman was eleven years 
of age. “ His suffering,” we are informed, “ was acute,
poignant, agonising........ He felt himself to bo a boat derelict
on a wide sea of eternal night. There was no God for him.
........ It was darkness, silence, and aching solitude.” And all
at the tender age of eleven 1 Which is very romantic; so 
romantic that we venture to doubt it. W e don’t suggest 
that Mr. Lloyd George is telling a falsehood; we only 
suggest that his memory has played him a trick. And tho 
smile on one’s face broadens as one reads that he was for 
five long years, from eleven to sixtoen, in this desolate con
dition. At the latter age ho read Sartor Resartus and 
“  found God.”  Let us pray 1

Rev. Prebendary Waters writes to the Staffordshire 
Sentenel protesting against a Sunday evening concert at 
the Grand Theatre in aid of the Hanley Infirmary. He 
calls it a desecration of the Lord’s Day. W e are glad to 
see an editorial note taking the reverend gentleman down a 
peg or two. The world moves, after a ll ; in the press, if not 
in the pulpit. _____

The Bishop of Carlisle has been expressing his detestation 
of “ Christians whose profession is a great hypocrisy, because

they don’t carry it out in their lives.” W e have to remind 
him that his own practice doesn’t quite square with his 
precepts. He enjoys a salary of ¿£4,000 a year for preaohing 
“ Blessed be ye poor ” and “ Woe unto you rich.” H e lives 
in a castle, and we understand that he has a private fortune. 
These things give him a good chance of winning the “ hypo
crisy ” handicap.

Members of the Birmingham University assembled at 
Carr’s Lane Church on Sunday morning, January 15, to 
hear a sermon by the Rev. J. H. Jowett on “ Purity,” with 
reference to the text, “  Blessed are the pure in heart, for 
they shall see God.” The local D aily Post praises Mr. 
Jowett’s address as "felicitous in its phrasing”  and “ rich 
in its suggested thought.” In our judgment it abounds in 
thin-spun platitudes. W e do not recognise a note of origin
ality from beginning to end. And the advice that the man 
who aims at purity should “ diligently read his Bible ” is 
quite ridiculously professional. Mr. Jowett’s sermon has 
also a reference to Byron, which shows how dangerous it is 
for Christian preachers to deal with profane literature. 
“ He ventured to think,” the report says, “ that Byron could 
only describe one character, and that himself, and he could 
not but think that the severe limitations of the height of 
Byron’s vision were largely duo to the impurities of bis 
life.” What nonsense this is ! Whether a poet’s genius is 
dramatic or not is determined at his birth, and not by the 
purity or impurity of his life. Byron’s genius was not 
dramatic ; his attempted dramas are abortions ; but this 
does not imply that he could only describe one character—■ 
himself. Byron wrote a great social epic— Don Juan; 
and his power of characterisation in it is a matter on which 
Swinburne was a far better judge than Mr. Jowett. “  From 
the first canto to the sixteenth,” Swinburne said, “ from the 
defence of Julia, which is worthy of Congreve or Molière, to 
the study of Adeline, which is worthy of La Clos or Balzac ; 
the elastic energy of humor never falters or flags.” The 
names of Molière and Balzac in this eulogy (not that the 
other two names are to be despised) show what absurdity 
Mr. Jowett has been talking. W e advise him to stick to his 
last. He may be an authority on Parity— for he looks as if 
milk rather than blood ran in his veins ; but he is no 
authority on Byron— or Literature.

There was a Convention of the Western Federation of 
Free Churches held at Plymouth lately, presided over by 
the Rev. Dr. Jowett ; and in the afternoon several hundreds 
of tho delegates and others attending tho Convention visited 
the historic spot at the Barbican whence the Pilgrim Fathers 
sailed in the Mayflower for New England. After listening 
to a brief discourse, all present, at Dr. Jowett’s invitation, 
gathered round the commemoration stone and joined in the 
singing of the Doxology. No doubt they thought there was 
much to thank God for in tho doings of the Pilgrim 
Fathers—who fled from tyranny in England, and, as a 
matter of fact, set up a worse tyranny of their own in New 
England. It was this fact which lod an American humorist 
to say that, instead of the Pilgrim Fathers landing on 
Plymouth Rock, it would have been bettor for the world if 
Plymouth Rock had landed on the Pilgrim Fathers. But 
a joko like that is enough to make Mr. Jowett faint.

In a recent divorco case, a co-respondent namod Watt, a 
married man living apart from his wifo on a deed of separa
tion, admitted froo kissing but donied misconduct. Accord
ing to the D aily Telegraph report, he took the female 
respondent for a trip to Rhyl, and stayed at the same hotel 
with her as Mr. and Mrs. Watt, occupying the same room. 
It is a bit of a puzzle, therefore, how the jury came to 
find that there had been “ no misconduct.” Perhaps the 
fact that Mr. W att had been a Mothodist local preacher 
gained him some sym pathy.__

Mr. William Stone, the Frome carpenter, who is reported 
to have regained his sight after twenty-five years' blindness, 
is full of “  devout thankfulness for what he describes as »  
merciful dispensation of God.” This is the human egoism 
that lies at the bottom of nearly all religion. Mr. William  
Stone clearly regards himself as a peculiar favorite of heaven. 
How, otherwise, does he account for tho “ merciful dispensa
tion of God ” not being extended to thousands of other 
sufferers from blindness in England ?

Mrs. Elizabeth Brooks, of Fort Worth, Texas, being 
jealous of what she regarded as hor husband’s loving atten
tions to Mrs. Mary Banford, went to a department store and 
shot the “ other woman ” dead. She left a prayer-meeting 
to do the deed. If there is the “ old Adam ” in men, there 
is the “ old Eve ” in women. All the roligion in the world 
doesn't alter that.
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Ur. Foote’s Engagements. Sugar Plums.
Sundi

tondi
aV< January 29, Queen’s (Minor) Hall, Langham-place, 

lon. w . :  at 7.30, “ The Bible.”

pi
mary 5 i GlaSg0W . j2 , Manchester ; 26, Birmingham. 

®r°k 5, Liverpool ; 19 and 26, Queen’s Hall, London. 
Pril 2> Stratiord Town Hall.

To Correspondents.

'p 90Hen’s L ecture E ngagements.— January 29, Liverpool, 
oo r° ary 5> Birmingham ; 12 and 19, Queen’s Hall, London ; 
Rtl iila88°w. March 5, Manchester; 12, Queen’s H all; 19, 

,  8Ttra«ord Town Hall.
oo' twwn’s L ecture E ngagements.— February 19, Failsworth; 
In' J«Ue®n’s Hall. March 5, Queen’s Hall ; 12, West H am ; 

j  blaagow; 26, Stratford Town Hall. April 2, Manchester, 
nen — Pastor Bussell appears to be a good man of busi-

as. and the English newspapers like to stand in with him for 
j  aJ*are of the profits, 
jj g MKIss.—Next week.

'a8kKNABD'— cann0*) ™ake out the name of the writer you 
¡ °M opinion of. Glad to know you get “  pleasure and sane 
tt, l^ t i ° n  11 from our writings. Thanks for new year’s good

J. A. Pates.— Cuttings useful. Thanks.

8j:

¡„ STER> who worked hard for superstition in the days of his 
®nli v ?0®’ now wants to work for Freethought, having gained 
ever enraent through the Freethinker. He suggests that 
fQ y r®ader of this journal should “ buy an extra copy for 
^innitf6^8 and Put ^  into the hands of those he is desirous of

voln* ®MITH-— There is an article on “  Bidiculo ”  in the first 
ojh m® °f 0Qr Flowers of Freethought. W e would reprint it if 
^  f readers, as well as yourself, are interested in the subject. 
Whv6Vet sa>'8 that ridicule is no argument has felt the sting, 
l ^ t h e  grave Euclid u b b s  it. He disproves a thing by 
rcdu • arr*v‘nS at “ which is absurd.”  That ends it. The 

Ij p ctl° ad absurdum is recognised in formal logic.
De\yVuI;i — Mr. Cohen is dealing with Professor Bussel Wallace’s 

0, p kook. No doubt he will do it to your satisfaction.
J j, ‘ Barker.— See paragraph. Thanks.

•»in8? 100* '— Plea8ed to hear that Mr. Lloyd’s lecture at Bir- 
^ar on Sunday evening was so well attended and so 
M ® ‘y applauded. We note that Mr. Cohen lectures at Bir- 

C, . Skam again next Sunday (Feb. 5). 
of.' Pwin.— See “ Acid Drops.” Git
an - reading the Freethinker for six months, look forward 
tan k ly for your weekly copy, from which you “  gain so 

J, y p  enlightenment.”
0W‘— y° u thought Miss Kough’s lecture at Man- 

Visu . on Sunday evening “ very fine.”  No doubt her return 
E 5 will be very welcome.
¿'■Thanks.

tu \ ?IUw'— Will try to find room for it. Glad you still “ like 
5. g Teethinkcr immensely.”
A. J’114̂ " 0015,— See paragraph. Thanks.

o k‘LUMS writes: “ It may interest you to know that 
tUy °u8h Thursday morning is one of the busiest mornings of 
< "® ® k . I d0 no Work until I have lookod through my Free- 
is tk which improves week by week.”  This correspondent 

k. jJat>ked for cuttings.
(Manchester).— Thanks. Already reported. Sorry 

4 ¡)Dji ar that the secretary, Mrs. Pegg, is indisposed.
^ autil^f anawera to correspondents are unavoidably loft over

B«0u;aAR Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street,outillerurn
Ta» v  8don-8treet, E .C . * Na~- Secular S ociety’ s offioe is at 2 Newcastle-streot, 
^ g d o n - a t r e e t ,  E .C .

> ith p® aervices of the National Secular Society in connection 
shoulfl yjn*ar ® nrial Services aro required, all communications 

ti»jT 0 be addressed to the secretary, Miss E . M. Vance.
2 n b̂  *ot the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 

ti(CTo "Caatle-street, Farringdon-street, E .C . 
atr68* Notices must reaoh 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
insett’ by first post Tuesday, or they will not be

*harki Ŵ ° Bentl U8 newspapers would enhance the favor by 
0sOtS8 the passages to which they wish us to call attention. 

i i 0n Ior literature should be sent to the Manager of the 
»ad®* Preas, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E .C ., 

to the Editor.
^ to for literature by stamps are specially requeeted
Tae Wfpenny stamps.

offic¿ ‘ thinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing 
lOg, ¿a . £ free. at the following rates, prepaid :— One year, 

• 1 half year, Sa. 3d. j three months, 2s. 8d.

In spite of the black fog with which London was afflicted 
on Sunday, there was an excellent audience at Queen’s Hall 
in the evening,— with the now usual proportion of ladies and 
general enthusiasm. Prior to the lecture Mr. Foote read, 
amidst the most impressive silence, Hamlet’s soliloquy “ To 
be or not to be.” The lecture on “ The Soul,” a fairly long 
one, kept the unbroken attention of the audience to the 
finish, and was very warmly applauded. Mr. A. B. Moss, 
who presided, after paying the lecturer some pretty compli
ments, invited questions or discussion, and a few of the 
former were duly answered.

The last of Mr. Foote’s special course of lectures at 
Queen’s (Minor) Hall will be delivered to-night (Jan. 29). 
The subject is “ The Bible,” and the lecture will deal to 
some extent with the controversy going on amongst the 
Christians themselves on the question of revelation, espe
cially with the positions of Modernism and the New Theo
logy. The lecture should be instructive as well as interesting.

Mr. Foote leaves the Queen’s Hall platform to other 
lecturers for six weeks, and then winds up the three 
months’ enterprise with two lectures on the last two 
Sundays in March. The first lecture in February will be 
delivered by Mrs. H . Bradlaugh-Bonner, and we hope the 
“ saints ” will give her a good audience and a most hearty 
welcome. Mr. Cohen follows with two lectures, and Mr. 
Lloyd with another two.

A two nightB’ public debate is being arranged between 
Mr. Foote and the Rev. Dr. Warschauer. It is to take 
place at the end of March, probably at the Caxton Hall. 
Full particulars will be announced in due course.

Mr. Foote has accepted the invitation of the Liverpool 
Branch to a dinner on Saturday evening, March 4 — the day 
before his lectures at the Alexandra Hall. This will mean 
his arriving in Liverpool a few hours earlier than usual, but 
that is manageable, the run from London to Liverpool being 
so brief nowadays.

Mr. Cohen lectures, afternoon and evening, for the Liver
pool Branch at the Alexandra Hall to-day (Jan. 29). His 
subjects should excite interest and attract good meetings. 
Reserved seat tickets (Is. and 6d.) can be obtained of Mr. 
W . McKelvie, secretary, 49 Penrose-street, Everton, or at the 
Hall in Islington-square. Admission to unreserved seats by 
silver collection at the door.

The West Ham Branch holds a “ social ” on Saturday 
evening, February 4, at the Public (Minor) Hall, Canning 
Town. There will be songs, dances, instrumental selections, 
and games. Admission free— and all Freethinkers heartily 
welcome. Start at 7.80. Trams from Canning Town 
station pass the door.

The now Rationalist Peace Society holds its first public 
meeting on Tuesday evening next, January 31, at 8 o’clock, 
at South Place Institute— within two or three minutes’ walk 
of Moorgato-street and Liverpool-stroet Stations. Mr. J. M. 
Robertson, M.P., will take the chair, and the list of speaker^ 
includes Mrs. H . Bradlaugh Bonner, Mr. J. F. Green, Mr.* 
John Russell, M.A., Mr. S. H . Swinny, and Mr. G. W . Foote. 
As this Peaco Society is not meant for Christians, there will 
be no harm in Freethinkers filling the hall on this occasion. 
Quite the contrary, indeed; and wo beg them to fill it, and 
givo the Society a good send oil on (wo trust) its prosperous 
career. Admission is free, but those desiring tickets, to send 
to their friends as reminders, can obtain them from Miss 
Vance, at 2 Newcastlo-street, E.C.

The Manifesto of the Rationalist Peace Society, very ably 
drafted by Mrs. H . Bradlaugh Bonner, has been passed after 
careful consideration and discussion by the Executive Com
mittee, and is in the printers’ hands for immediate publi
cation.

President’s Honorarium Fund, 1911.
♦

Third L ist o f  Subscriptions.

Previously acknowledged, ¿7 9  7s. 2d. L . Gjemre, ¿ 2 ;  
A. Firth. 2s. 6 d .; A. Harden, ¿ 1  I s . ; F . A., ¿ 1 ;  R. H . 
Rosetti, 2s. 6 d .; H . Wyllie, ¿ 2  2 s . ; Blackheath, 2s. 6d.
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Christian Science.—II.
— * —

By M. M. Mangasarian.
( Concluded from p. 60.)

We pass on now to another consideration : Mrs. 
Eddy says that she was led by the Deity—the same 
who led her to fix the prioe of her lessons at $300 
for seven lessons—to name her discovery Christian 
Science. If Eddyism is “  Christian,” then Catholic
ism, Anglicanism, the Greek Church, the Presbyterian 
Church, and the Unitarian, are not “  Christian.” 
We wonder which of these is really “  Christian.” A 
revelation that can not only give rise to Dowieism, 
Bhakerism, Quakerism, Mormonism, and a hundred 
other “  isms,” in addition to those already named, 
but which can also persuade the followers of each of 
this multitude of “  isms ”  to believe that they alone 
are entitled to the name “  Christian,” is really some
thing to be afraid of. Of one thing, however, we 
outsiders can easily assure ourselves, namely, that 
Eddyism cannot honestly call itself “  Christian.” 
But if Mrs. Eddy’s teachings are not “ Christian,” her 
use of that label leads us to remind her of the com
mandment which she herself quotes to warn people 
against robbing her of her copyright book—“ Thou 
shalt not steal.”

The inventor of “  isms ”  cling to the word “ Chris
tian ”  because of its commercial value. There is 
money in the word, whatever the worth of the thing 
itself may be. It is a great advertisement. It gives 
one the entrée into society. It is considered a certi
ficate of good character. It permits one to reap 
where he has not sown. It gives one a prestige and 
a divine backing. In short, the name “ Christian ” 
disarms opposition, and induces the people to come 
in troops, like fishes, into the net. We believe we 
have given sufficient reasons why an “ ism ”  should 
be so anxious to be called “ Christian.”

But no man or woman, unless he or she is seeking 
wealth, popularity, or power, will stamp a thought 
with a false or a misleading label. Mrs. Eddy has 
exposed herself to this serious charge by calling her 
cult “  Christian.”  I suspect she herself was con
scious of this, else she would not have shirked the 
responsibility for it upon the Deity.

Mrs. Eddy’s teachings may be superior to those of 
Christianity, but they are not the same. “ God never 
created matter,” says the author of this “  end of the 
century ” religion. The Bible, on the other hand, 
olearly announces the creation of the physical uni
verse—of earth and sky, of sun and sea, of trees, 
plants, and animals. The creation of man out of the 
dust of the earth, and of woman out of a rib, and 
the deluge, which destroyed all things that breathed 
except what found shelter in Noah’s ark, are also 
minutely described. Surely, Mrs. Eddy and the Bible 
do not agree, unless, of course, they are both using 
words in some unnatural and arbitrary sense—unless 
they are juggling with words, which, if they are, wo 
had better leave them alone, for they would be un
worthy of honest consideration.

If “  God never created matter,” then the Christian 
doctrine of the Inoarnation, the Resurrection, of 
blood Atonement, and of a written Revelation are 
impossible. To be able to use the word “  Christian,” 
Mrs. Eddy has changed the meaning of Christianity.

Jesus speaks and acts in the New Testament as 
though he believed sickness to be real. He never 
intimates that the leper, the paralytic, the blind, 
and the lame are so only in imagination. On one 
ocoasion when he opened the eyes of a blind man, 
he told his disciples that this man was born blind 
for a purpose—that a miracle may be performed on 
him to the honor of God. Did Jesus mean that the 
man was not blind at all, when he said he was born 
blind from his mother’s womb ? Was Jesus in the 
habit of using words to mislead his hearers—of 
saying things the meaning of which would remain 
hidden for nearly twenty centuries, until Mrs. Eddy 
could place in the market her Key to the Scriptures at 
from three to six dollars a Key Ì

But Jesus also firmly believed in the existence 0 
evil and the Devil, unless again he was juggling wit 
words. Mrs. Eddy pretends to deny evil—we W 
pretends, for that is all that one who copyrights ® 
book to prevent its theft can do. Jesus invariabj 
speaks of the Devil as a person; that was the Pre‘ 
vailing belief in his day and country, and J00tl 
never once intimates that he did not hold the sad 
view himself. .

Moreover, Jesus’ method of healing was e^ ir®' 
different from that of “  Christian Soience.” 
believed in the power of touch and contact; he 0Pj? 
on the ground and made a kind of salve which b 
spread on the eyes of the blind; he intimated tba 
there was healing in the hem of his garment; hi 
apostle and brother James recommends the use 0 
oil—olive oil, in all likelihood—in the treatment 0 
the sick. We believe it was a wearing apparel or a 
handkerchief of one of the apostles which VeT' 
formed miracles in the absence of the apostle bid' 
self. Add to these that Jesus, after the resurreotiod 
invited his disciples to feel the prints of the nails i° 
his side and on his hands. Were these bodily mar*9 
imaginary ? Unless Christianity is a bonele00’ 
mushy thing, which people might thump into any 
shape imaginable, it is the very antithesis 0 
Eddyism.

But the most irreconcilable difference betwe00 
Jesus Christ and Eddy is in the spirit in whioh they 
performed their “ miraoles.” Jesus does not app001 
to have had any financial schemes in his head, 
tells his followers to give freely the power wbi00 
they have themselves freely received. The idea 0 
charging money for one of his cures, or charging a 
big sum for the purpose of encouraging appreciati°° 
for his gifts, would have shocked Jesus. The id0® 
that some day a woman would copyright and mark0* 
this same power, would have made him indignan* 
beyond expression. It is impossible to believe tha* 
Jesus, who said “  Get you no gold, nor silver, n0r 
brass—neither two coats, nor shoes,” and “  freely I6 
received, freely give,” could have the remotest syd' 
pathy with a woman who not only sells what sh0 
calls the power of God, but has also secured by leg®* 
procedure a corner on it that she may herself enj°? 
the full profits of the monopoly. „

The Yankee woman justifies her spiritual “  trust 
by saying, as we have already intimated, that peopl0 
will not value a thing unless they pay for it. B0* 
Mrs. Eddy also says that the times have changed» 
which means that if Jesus were living now he would 
copyright the Gospels and charge about three hnU' 
dred dollars for his Sermon on the Mount, if net 
more. As the excuse that the times have ohanged l0 
frequently pressed into service, not only by Mr0, 
Eddy’s disciples but also by Christians in general) 
let us consider it for a moment.

The other day I was taking a walk near the h& 6 
Shore drive, and one of the things which attracted 
my attention was the palatial residence of the Arob- 
bishop of Chicago. I do not in the least envy hi1? 
his luxuriant and sumptuous quarters. He can evi' 
dently pay for them, and is, therefore, welcome to 
them. What perplexes me is the morale of it. Wha* 
would the Archbishop say to Jesus, the mendicant,'' 
ho who had no place where to lay his head, he who wen* 
nearly barefooted in a hot Syrian climate to preaob 
his gospel of poverty, he who denounced riches and 
unreservedly extolled poverty—what could the Arch' 
bisbop say to Jesus were he to ask him how he, a® 
unmarried man and a Christian priest, could enjoy 
living in a palace costing hundreds of thousands of 
dollars ? To live in style and to preach poverty—*9 
that the way to follow Jesus ? We believe tb0 
laborer is worthy of his hire; we see no incongruity, 
in a man living in a palace who believes in and seek0 
wealth; but to praise poverty in Jesus’ name a»0 
then to amass wealth! What is that ? To live as 01 
millionaire, as a capitalist—as a man of the world 
and in full possession of luxuries—and to pose as 01 
poor, self-denying follower of Jesus! What is that? 
Did Jesus die on the cross that his professors may 
live on the cross ?
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The only exouse the Archbishop can give for his 
eparture from the example of Jesus is that the 
mes have changed. But in what respect have the 
Dies changed ? Was there no wealth in Jesus’ day ? 
Ia not people live in palaces two thousand years 

go as they do now ? Did Jesus live in a cave 
I®Can̂ 0 there were no palaces to be had in his day ? 

what respect, we ask again, have the times 
anged ? Is there no poverty now, as there was in 

l 6 “ “ ea of Jesus ? Are there no huts, cottages, or 
jnble dwellings left for an archbishop to dwell in 
6 c^oae to dwell in one of them? Is it impos- 
0 to be poor in modern times ? Is it true that

e,s® Christians would much rather live in poverty 
w divine Lord an(J Master did, if the “  times ” 
“ i-0n^  permit them to do so ? What a pity

oe times have changed.”
ia ^ es.8*ng one thing and practising another ! that 

what is going to strangle the Christian religion, 
sorting to subterfuge and sophistry to show that 

for8 ^roPer ôr the Son of God to have a stable, and 
an archbishop to have a palace,—that a manger 

J g o o d  enough for a God, but his Yicar, the Pope, 
ar 8t oave a throne ; that when Jesus said “ Blessed 
0ne Jo Poor” he only meant to say “ Secure a corner 
a ,re“ gi°n, copyright it—seize the keys of heaven 

hell, and compel people to pay your price !” 
Ar, dear ! Yes, I fear the times have changed! 

tia i0 n0 more scientific than it is Chris-
p *?• Jt would not be less questionable for me to 

that Jesus believed just as I do than for Mrs. 
p0j y pretend that her invention is scientific. The 
Edfl8 ar<3 no* âr^her apart than are soience and Mrs. 
¿¡0 y- Soience is investigation. Eddyism is a 
clao>a' Scienoe is knowledge,—ascertained and 
is a! • ®d, an  ̂placed within the reaoh of all. Eddy- 
D *8 a copyrighted cult. Science is free; no one 
in . first seoure permission before observing, study- 
t0°’ Eventing, or teaching. But Mrs. Eddy threatens 
is aefXf0m«innicate the independent thinker, Science 
ja ^, open to new truths, but “ Christian Soionce,” 
a y® its founder, is a final revelation. For a man or 

a,BAn to profess to be the custodian of the last 
^  °D an7 human question, and then to copyright 
^hi tame> *s no  ̂ on y *he negation of all soience, 
0QV°h deans unceasing investigation and fresh die- 
o^fy» hut it is also the most objectionable kind of 
rit^^anism. Science, again, recognises no autho- 
“ Ch 8ay9 w^at Pro°f or evidenoe may command, 
solar,8tiaa Science,” on the other hand, rests on the 

authority of Mrs. Eddy.
¡s Churoh is not a worse hierarchy than

Christian Soience.” No preacher or priest who
to*! to a creed is more of a slave than the disciple 

f. ^ r8. Eddy. “ A chain-gang," repeating her words
of°? 0ne cod of the earth to the other; a fellowship 
^ ¿P n otio  slavery wherein no original word is per-pj. ^ “ uviu slavery wherein no original worn is per 

. ed fifty-two Sundays in the year,—a machine
the £ sfineezes the minds with which it is fed into 

" of a uniform and fixed mould !—to call ito ui a unuorm ana 
^ « fic , i8 it not absurd ?

.<<? oourse, Mrs. Eddy has a new moaning for 
Jjoience"  as she has for the word “  Christian.” 
cj ay should anyone with an honest purpose and a 
J ’aii thought torture or wrenoh words out of joint 
^ a°t of their historic and common-sensical meaning ?
tp"“1; Protection would we have against anyone who 
u nr.ted to such an artifioe ? “ Christian Science” 
{¡Q ®f^er “ Christian ” nor “ scientific,”  unless the 
lie 81lŜ  ângaago> history, and common usage are a 
Past  ̂unless the whole human race during the long 
b6e ’ an,J until the time of Mrs. Eddy’s arrival, has 
ieo *Jie viotim of a monstrous imposture. But 
fyjfld what it means to try to wither the whole 

jj. . that a copyrighted idea may find a sale !
18 urged, however, that Mrs. Eddy’s teachings 
“6en demonstrated to be true by the cures they 

ev6p informed. I need not question these cures; I 
all the cures are genuine. I love humanity 

tW   ̂ wish it were not cured at all rather than 
A pja 8kould be oured by “ Christian Soience.”  If 
he y ?  Were to stand up this morning and say that 

8,8 dead for three months, and Mrs. Eddy raised

him from the dead, I will not ask him to bring his 
witnesses. I will assume that he is honest. But 
even when every claim of the healers is granted, all 
that is demonstrated is that “  Christian Science ” 
has cured people. Of course it has. I am sure the 
“  Christian Scientists ” will bs as generous in admit
ting that during the past thousands of years cures 
have been effected also by other agencies. Moham
medanism has cured the sick; Catholic saints have 
cured the sick; holy places have performed cures, 
else why do multitudes of people go on a pilgrimage 
to shrines ? patent medicines have helped the sick, 
otherwise the inventors and vendors of them could 
not have made such big fortunes; and the least 
tolerant “ Christian Scientist ” will admit that even 
physicians now and then perform a oure. Evidently, 
then, Mrs. Eddy is not the only healer, which, if ad
mitted, proves that she has not performed any cures 
with her “  divine ” book whioh others have not per
formed through human means. If it be said that 
other cures are cures only in name, the same is said 
by unbelievers of the “  Christian Science ’’ cures. 
One objection balances the other. “  Christian 
Soience ”  would be unique, and different from a 
patent medioine, if it never failed to cure. But as 
it fails in some cases, and as it limits its operations 
only to certain complaints, and bars out surgery or 
dentistry, and as it has never accomplished what the 
other agencies have failed to accomplish—such as re
storing a lost limb, raising the dead, or supporting 
life without food or drink—it follows without possi
bility of contradiction that it is no more, and perhaps 
no less, than any other patented or copyrighted drug 
—yes, a drug which, whatever it may or may not do 
to the body, surely puts the mind to sleep.

But what do you think of trying to prove the 
truth of a proposition by the good which the people 
who believe in it do ? Here is a man who says Jesus 
was born of a virgin, and “ proves” it by building 
hospitals for the sick. Those who do not believe in 
the incarnation do not build hospitals, those who 
believe in it d o ; therefore, Je3us was born of a 
virgin. Here’s another who claims infallibility for 
the Bible or the Pope, and proves it by pointing to 
the good whioh the Sisters of Charity do. Let me 
tell you this : The virgin birth of Jesus, the infalli
bility of book and Pope, hide behind hospitals and 
Sisters of Charity because they dare not stand out 
in the open. Like leeches, like parasites, these 
theological absurdities stick to beautiful oharity—to 
love and truth—realising that it is by sucking the 
blood out of these virtues that they can live. Wishing 
to advooate the forcible suppression of honest 
thought, the Church wove a beautiful cloak of good 
deeds—alms-giving, crippled children’s home, soup 
and lodging for the poor—and threw this raany- 
oolored cloak about her shoulders when she went 
about with halter and thumbsorew to dominate the 
human mind. Why do you imprison Galileo ? Why 
do you burn Bruno ? And the Church answered, 
“ Look at my good deeds. Are not my Beatitudes 
beautiful ?”

But why do Mrs. Eddy’s teachings appeal to 
women more than they do to men ? Looking over 
the list of books on “  Christian Science ” in the 
Chioago Publio Library, I found nearly twelve out of 
the fifteen works on the subjeot, under one heading, 
written by women. The educational advantages of 
women during the past centuries have not been 
many. It is only in recent years that our schools 
and colleges have opened their doors to them. The 
people who criticise woman for her intellectual back
wardness must, in justioe to her, plaoe the blame 
where it belongs. How could we expect of her the 
same progressive tendencies without allowing her 
the same progressive educational opportunities which 
men enjoy ? It is not her fault if Bhe is mentally 
loss active than man—it is the fault of the regime to 
whioh she has been subjected. Training and envi
ronment are the principal factors in life. There is no 
natural intellectual defeot in woman. Under favor
able conditions she will keep pace with man in the 
appreciation and pursuit of knowledge. “  Christian



76 THE FREETHINKER JANUABY 29, 1911

Science,” like every other “  ism ” which derives its 
main support from women takes advantage of the 
fact that women are less trained to habits of original 
research and of logical thinking. As a result of 
their «reeducation, women are less patient with 
minute and scrupulous investigation, and prone to 
jump to conclusions, or at least they prefer the 
“ short cu t” to the long, laborious, and difficult road 
to truth. They like ready-made conclusions, because 
the strain of sustained effort tires them quickly. 
The faculties of the mind, like the muscles of the 
arm, are not strong unless developed by exeroise. 
Women have been denied intellectual exeroise. They 
have been trained to be passive, receptive—not crea
tive ; that is another reason why she is the first to 
become a disciple and a follower.

Again, the neglect of the intellectual has developed 
the emotional nature of woman out of proportion. 
Living almost and exclusively in the emotions, Bhe 
is a better hypnotio subject, as are children, for 
instance. The suppression of the life of the mind 
has also made woman conservative. She is more 
conventional than man, more fearful of change than 
man. What will her neighbor say or think of her, 
and her standing in society, have more weight with 
her than with man. A larger number of women 
than men join a church, because their friends belong 
to it, or because everybody is joining it, or because 
the “  best ” people are joining it, or because the 
fashion, the wealth, the culture, etc., of the city go 
there. It is more difficult for a woman to be original 
or independent than it is for a man. This, too, is the 
result of the narrow and false training she has re
ceived in the past. We have told her that it is 
scandalous for a woman to think her own thoughts, 
instead of those of her priest or husband.

Once more, women are not permitted to take an 
interest in large things—in the publio work of the 
world ; and being condemned in the main to a life of 
privacy, they have become more subjective, and 
therefore more mystical, as well as more emotional. 
The occult, the vague, the mysterious, appeal to 
them more than they do to men whose outdoor life 
and contaot with great and public issues leave them 
no time for brooding. Goethe said that subjectivity 
was a disease. The healthy mind forgets itself in a 
thousand important questions. Religion drives people 
inward, isolates them, and encourages morbid self- 
introspeotion. Life takes us away and out of ourselves, 
and,by making us objective, broadens our views as well 
as develops our character. Those who stay at home 
all their lives do not know life as those who go out 
into the world. Women have been compelled to re
main at home, figuratively speaking, while men have 
had the whole world for a field.

“  Christian Science ” appeals to women because it 
promises them a little larger career than they have 
hitherto enjoyed. They become healers, bread- 
earners, readers, leaders, and teachers in “  Christian 
Science ” churches. To people who have been 
oloistered all their lives these opportunities to go 
out and teach and earn a livelihood are very attrac
tive. For ¿¡he same reasons women support also the 
orthodox churches. These take them away from the 
monotony of living forever in one sphere—the home. 
A change is good for us all, and the Church gives 
women this change. I believe that when women 
shall share with man the responsibilities and oppor
tunities of publio life they will be as little interested 
in the Church as the men are to-day. Let women 
have larger interests ; give them a position in the 
world as promising and as dignified as that whioh 
man has appropriated to himself, and the theological 
formulae of by-gone ages will interest women as little 
as they do men. Realising this faot, the churches 
endeavor to keep women and children in the same 
category.

Still another explanation of woman’s readiness to 
follow is that she has been trained never to consult 
her own interests. She must conserve the interests 
of her children and her husband. She may be a 
liberal woman, but for the sake of her children or 
husband she must sacrifice her right to do or to

think as she pleases. When a man ohooses a pm- 
fession or contemplates a change in his life he gener
ally consults his own tastes, fitness, and interests. 
But a woman must, it is thought, think of her own 
interest, qualifications, or possibilities last. She is 
born to sacrifice herself. Is it any wonder that her 
development has been slow ? Is it any wonder that 
the priest and the inventor of new “  isms ” find l° 
her a willing victim ?

But, in conclusion, “  Christian Soienoe,” like many 
a former “ ism,” has seen its best day. The wave, 
once so high, is already running out.

Superstition counts millions among its devotees. 
Science has but a handful. To see Mrs. Eddy, °r 
General Booth, or Dr. Dowio, thousands will rush 
into the streets. How many will even open their 
windows to see Herbert Spencer pass ?

Nevertheless only excellence is permanent. When 
“  Mother ” Eddy’s cult has worn out, the th ou gh t of 
the scientist, the poet, and the philosopher—sweet 
and sane—shall continue without noise or rattle to 
give light and to save life.

The Ethical Plea for Superstition.

A n  age of declining faith exhibits no more remark
able intellectual phenomenon than the advocacy °£ 
the retention of supernatural beliefs on the ground 
of their supposed moral efficacy, by persons who 
have themselves rejeoted such beliefs. This mental 
attitude is not peculiar to our own age, but has been 
recorded of past ages of religious deoadenoe. At ah 
these epoohs it seems to have been held by the 
cultured olasses that though they themselves may 
safely dispense with the religious sanctions of con
duct, a realisation of the falsity of supernatural 
beliefs on the part of the masses of the population 
would result in a general moral deterioration, if n° 
a complete overthrow, of the social order.

At the present time, this view is quite commonly 
held by that somewhat nebulous and hazy minded 
class of persons who call themselves “  Revere0" 
Agnostics,” but whose reverence seems to be direoted 
rather towards the old superstitions than toward® 
the principles of truth and reason. And wb® 
makes this theory of the utility of superstition tb0 
more remarkable under its modem aspect is kb0 
circumstance that the Agnostics who hold it ar0> 
for the most part, firm believers in the dootrine 
evolution—many of them accepting this doctrine 
its entirety as applied to the organio as well as tb0 
inorganio world, and including the physical a°d 
intellectual evolution of man.

The underlying principle of organio evolution 00 
understood to-day, is adaptation to the environment 
All progress, physical, moral, and intellectual, co°' 
sists in an increasing “ correspondence ”  betwe011 
the organism and the conditions in which it *0 
placed—between the subject and the objective world’ 
or, as Spencer puts it, between the “ internal relft" 
tions ” and the “  external relations.” Regarded 
its intellectual aspect this correspondence oonsist 
in an accordance between things as they really ®r0 
and our ideas of them; that is, nothing more or l000 
than a perception of truth. This applies to social a0 
much as to individual evolution. All sooial progr000’ 
and, consequently, all true social welfare, depend0 
ultimately on this correspondence between kb0 
society and its environment—on the establishm00 
of true relations between them—and, therefore, 
the accordance of beliefs with realities. And hence 1 
is difficult to understand how persons holding evol°' 
tionary views can possibly entertain the opinion tb®£ 
the retention of false beliefs as to man’s origin 
destiny, and false theories as to the government 0 
the universe that surrounds him, can ever bri°» 
about any real or permanent welfare for our rac0l 
How can such persons consistently maintain tb* 
the advancement and happiness of communities 0 
rational beings oan, under any oircumstances, b
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tov^ere  ̂ ^  mistrusting the dictates of reason and 
“lng refuge in delusions ?

ntiTt besides this objection to the theory of the 
«ty of superstition furnished by a consideration 

in JJ°Iation *n SenGral, we discover a further fallacy 
he theory when we oome to consider the origin of 

th9 ?DP.0r8̂ ’ons themselves. Take, for instance, 
6 belief in a moral creator and ruler of the uni

on r8t’ an<* in his commands as affording the sole 
to) L°n *or morality' If the moral creator and 

8r “ as no real existence, the belief must have had 
, 0 totally different and independent origin. How

n '’ did it arise?
cer a b9.be 8̂ °f II10 lowest savages are chiefly con- 
j0 ned with personifications of the phenomena and 
 ̂ 998 ,°f Nature ; and, as it is mainly the harmful or 

a(.,rify.1DS phenomena of Nature that arrest the 
m o h  10n 8avaS0s> their supernatural beings are
stati 01 mal0v°l0nfi type, requiring to be con- 

*y Propitiated or even hoodwinked. At this 
ge there is no supreme moral ruler, 

bee 8 80c\a* evolution progresses, and a moral sense 
ful0lBe? increasingly developed, the idea of a moral 
0j ?r arises, originating, probably, in the deifioation 
v .6ad chiefs or kings, and passing upward through 
fin r  deSrees °f abstraction and refinement till it 
jej! y reaches the conception of a supreme moral 
dei y* And from first to last the morality of the 
pQ ,? and of his government of men are in exact pro- 
fa , 100 to the morality of his worshipers, and are, in 
god' • direct product. If, then, the belief in the 
toor ?r*8es directly, though mistakenly, from the 
disfa 6ense of man, is it not somewhat illogical to 
0J 88t the moral sense of man (the fundamental 
gO(jS0j and to continue to appeal to the belief in the 
8a f- 6 in°idental and fallacious consequence) as a
Bn«! j. f°r moral conduot in modern civilised 
°8ieties ?
^h

real 30n we come to a closer consideration of the
nature of this much-valued “  belief,” which is 

'"sed to be the only safeguard of the modern 
&Hd again8t a universal overthrow of law, order, 
itg P)°rality, we find weighty reasons for doubting 
tt 8™Caoy. The chief of these reasons is the ex- 
Bq 9 vagueness and indefiniteness with which all 
i n t e g r a l  beliefs must necessarily be held in an 
dtict e°^uai aS0, Th® great incentives to moral con- 
be t arn°ng the “  ignorant masses ” are supposed to 
a f ?e f0ar of punishment and the hope of reward in 
Vk nre 8̂ e > bnt (b° say nothing of the complete 
fiefl evidence as to a future state at all) some 
bienf 0 evidenoe as to the certitude of the punish- 
pta ; . 0r the reward is necessarily demanded in a 

*oal age before they can influence the conduot 
evi,jVen î10 most ignorant. In the absence of such 
Pfesi!?00’ b̂e exi8b0nc0 °I I*10 polioe-court and its 
oq magistrate a few streets away will operate 
¡Qog^.niind of the criminal as a far stronger moral 
Pbni uVe b̂an a^ the supernatural rewards and 

p 8atU0nts preached forth from a thousand pulpits, 
the^ ^ fferenfc was it among primitive men. To 

’ the punishment meted out by an offended 
* °r the rewards bestowed by an approving one, 
°rfiin naâ ers °I daily experience, for many of the 
at>d afy Phenomena of Nature were so interpreted, 
te* w ald ?n? y be so interpreted. To them, the 
P68ti] and the earthquake, famines, floods, and 
taaBihinCe8’ 0oliP808 and comets, were very real and 

0 evidences of the existence of an angered 
favQy = ? hile- on the other hand, fertilising showers, 
P^dn f 6 w*nd8» plentiful harvests, and abundant 
of fjL c®8 of the chase were equally sure indications 
the a l ° d 8 (or the deified chief’s) good will. And if 
thjs y  d showed his anger or his favor so surely in 
th6 ok 8thl more surely would he show them in 

0ad°w-world whither he had gone, and whither 
^0rld°H? b*8 P0OP̂ e w°uld also go—a shadow- 
ahiy ’ ®he real existence of which was also indubit- 
SwOon Qife8ted every dream and vision, in every 

Jjj at\d trance of oommon experience. 
attitu/6 *8 no P088*tJility of comparison between this 
abd c e °f miud and that of even the most ignorant 

redulou8 classes of a civilised community in

this practical and scientific age. When most of the 
ordinary phenomena of Nature have been satis
factorily explained, and when the idea of law and 
causation is becoming more and more firmly rooted 
in the minds of men, there remains no need for 
supernatural explanations and no ground for super
natural beliefs. For all such beliefs have had a 
physical basis, and when the physical facts are 
naturally interpreted the belief in their supernatural 
interpretation must necessarily disappear. The sense 
of mystery is the parent of superstition; and, as 
Nature yields up her secrets one after another to 
the persistent inquiries of human reason, the sense 
of mystery tends to fade away. Nor does this view 
of Nature depend on each person’s own enlighten
ment and knowledge. The “  man in the street ” 
may have very little knowledge, and the man in the 
slum no knowledge at all, of the causes and nature 
of the phenomena around them, and of the methods 
by which these have been discovered; but this 
ignorance does not in the least affect their mental 
attitude towards such phenomena. They know full 
well that the causes are physical, and that they have 
been discovered, that “  scientific men have found out 
all about it,” and this is quite sufficient to put any 
idea of the supernatural out of court.

Thus we see that the superstition of primitive 
man is a very different thing to the superstition 
which some Agnostics would perpetuate to-day among 
the “ ignorant masses.” The one is a natural super
stition, based on what seemB to be daily and hourly 
evidence, arising from his absolute ignorance of 
natural law and order; while the other is an arti
ficial superstition, inculcated in childhood, and pre
cariously maintained in later life in the teeth of 
daily and hourly evidence derived from an ever- 
increasing knowledge of natural law and order. The 
superstitions of primitive man may have furnished a 
sufficiently effective moral motive for him, but if the 
superstitions of the ignorant masses of the twentieth 
century are the only means of furnishing a moral 
motive for them we are in a parlous state indeed.

Every advance in our knowledge of nature and of 
man’s place in it serves only to discredit the ancient 
theories and to endanger the ancient beliefs; while on 
the other hand, every such advance serves as surely 
to strengthen the foundations of rational morality. 
For the more firmly the ideas of universal law and 
causation are grasped, the more deeply will be 
realised the far-reaching and inevitable consequences 
of human conduct, and the greater will become the 
sense of moral responsibility. And every addition 
to our knowledge of the natural origin and develop
ment of our own race will furnish a surer basis for 
the moral sanctions in those sooial instinots which 
form part of our organio inheritance.

It would surely, then, be wiser for unbelievers of 
all shades of opinion fully and frankly to abandon 
this attitude of taoit acquiescence in the perpetua
tion of superstition on moral grounds, and to base 
the moral appeal on the firm and solid foundation of
rational ethics. A. E. Maddock.

T H E  DOOM OF C H R IST.

Since thou hast quickened what thou canst not kill, 
Awakened famine thou canst never still,
Spoken in madness, prophesied in vain,
And promised what no thing of clay shall gain,
Thou shalt abide while all things ebb and flow,
Wake while the weary sleep, wait while they go.
And treading paths no human feet have trod,
Search on still vainly for thy Father, G od ;
Thy blessing shall pursue thee as a curse 
To hunt thee, homeless, thro’ the universe ;
No hand shall slay thee, for no hand shall dare 
To strike the godhead, death itself must spare !
W ith all the woes of earth upon thy head,
Uplift thy cross and go. Thy doom is said.

—Itolert Buchanan,
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

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

LONDON.

I ndoor.
Queen’s (M inor) H all (Langham-place, W .) : 7.30, G. W . 

Foote, “  The Bible.”
I slington B ranch N. S. S. (46 Dame-street) : Monday, at 8, 

Discussion Class. Saturday, at 8, Elocution Class.
W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (Public (Minor) Hall, Canning 

Town) : 7.30, H. Thurlow, jun., “ A  Substitute for God.”

Outdoor.

E dmonton B ranch N. S. S. (The Green): 7, J. Hecht, 
“ Science and Christianity.”

I slington B ranch N. S. S. (Highbury Corner) : 12 noon, 
Ivan Paperno, a Lecture.

COUNTRY.

I ndoor.
L eicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate): 

6.30, S. K. Ratcliffe, “  The Passing of Puritanism.”
L iverpool B hanoh N. S. S. (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square) : 

C. Cohen, 3, “ Militarism, Patriotism, and Freethought 7, 
“  The Logic of Life.”

Manchester B ranch N. 8. S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road, 
All Saints) : 6.30, George Mason, “  The Philosophic Teachings 
of Lord Morley.”

R hondda B ranch N. S. S. (Parry’s Temperance Bar, Tony- 
pandy): 3, W . Windoor, “ J. C .’s Ride to Jerusalem.”

FLOWERS of FREETHOUGHT
By G. W . FOOTE.

Contains scores of entertaining and informing Essays and 
Artioles on a great variety of Freethought topios.

First Series, doth • . ■ 8s. 6d.
Second Series cloth ■ ■ • . 2 s .  6d.

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 advertiseme11" 
under this heading can be less than 2s. or extend beyond on0 

inch. Special terms for several continuous insertions.

PROPAGANDIST LEA FLETS. New Issue. 1. HuntW 
Skunks, G. W. Foote ; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. Wheels i 
3. Principles o f Secularism, C. W atts; 4. Where Are 
Hospitals! R. Ingersoll. 5. Because the Bible Tells 
So, W . P. Ball. Often the means of arresting attenti > 
and making new members. Price 6d. per hundred, V° 
free 7d. Special rates for larger quantities. Sample3 
receipt of stamped addressed envelope.— N. S. S. Secret 8̂ 1 
2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E .C . „

THE

MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA-
An Address delivered at Chicago by

M. M. MANGASARIAN.
Will be forwarded, post free, for

THREE HALFPENCE.
T he P ioneer P ress, 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 O NE P E NNY,

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, Ë«^'

T H E  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y
(LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee.

Registered Office— 2 N E W C A S T L E  S T R E E T , LONDON. E.C.

Chairman o f  Board o f  Directors— M r. G. W . FO O TE. 

Secretary— Miss E . M. VAN CE.

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 sets forth that the Society’s 
Objects are:— To promote the principle that human conduct 
should be 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 Artioles of Associa
tion that no member, as snch, 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 ^ 
members must be held in London, to receive the Report, 
new Directors, and transact any other business that may arise«

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, Limit® * 
can receive donations and bequests with absolute security 
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to m»®.( 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favor in tb® 
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest apprehensi® ' 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The execute 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary course 
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised * 
connection with any of the wills by whioh the Society b® 
already been benefited. „j

The Society's solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battcock, * 
Rood-lane, Fenchuroh-street, London, E .C.

A Form of Bequest.— The following is a sufficient form °f 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:— “ I give 
“  bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of £'"7^  
“  free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a receipt signed W 
“  two members of the Board of the said Society and the Secret®*  ̂
“  thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors for ^
‘ said Legacy."

Friends of the Society who have remembered it in their 
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the Secretary^ 
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, who 
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not necessarij 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid, *** 
their contents have to be established by competent testimony«
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n a t i o n a l  s e c u l a r  s o c i e t y .
President: G. W. FOOTE.

Bnretary;  Miss E M. Y a n c h , 2 Newcastle-st., London, E.C.
% -----------
s Principles and Objects.
andCtARISM *eac^ es conduct should be based on reason 
iite f Oŵ e<̂ oe‘ R  knows nothing of divine guidance or 
'eeajrt ifCe ’• exc*n<Iea supernatural hopes and fears: it 
inn. i llaPPiness as man’s proper aim, and utility as his 
m°sral guide.
Lib6 f ar*SI?  a® rtns that Progress is only possible through 
Seekf f t® at once a right and a du ty ; and therefore

7  remove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of 
f a c t i o n ,  and speech.

as , ulari8m declares that theology is condemned by reason 
ass .?i’?r8titious, and by experience as mischievous, and 

o 1 3 as the historic enemy of Progress. 
sptec? ari®m accordingly seeks to dispel superstition; to 
nroraTt e<̂ ucation ; to disestablish religion ; to rationalise 
toater' l ’ *° Prom°to peace ; to dignify labor ; to extend 
tbQ Ial Well-being; and to realise the self-government of

fen J . Person is eligible as a member on Bigning the 
ii j 18 § declaration :—

plej desire to join the National Secular Society, and I 
ptoJ^.^yeelf, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in 

ODlot®g its objects.”

Membership.

A deb,
Oc,

'eta.
‘cupation

^ted this.,..... .....day o f ...................................190........
declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary 

P.S * Ascription.
njlr^ycnd a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every
his~*Der left to fix his own subscription according to 

^cans and interest in the cause.

Th Immediate Practical Objects.
.legitimation of Bequests to Secular or other Froe- 

hetc[0Ji ®°cieties, for the maintenance and propagation of 
c°44itviX eplnions on matters of religion, on the same

as apply to Christian or Theistio churches or
8a“ons«

Hslfej E d itio n  of the Blasphemy Laws, in order that 
out feaa may he canvassed as freely as other subjects, with

i n  Ty°y hne or imprisonment.
Chw, disestablishment and Disondowmont of tho State 

Tb0 *n. England, Scotland, and Wales.
*4 g . Abolition of all Roligious Touching and Bible Reading

thtToï18’ 01 other educational establishments supported 
state,

chil̂ j dponing of all endowed educational institutions to the 
ïbe i ^ Q|I youth of all classes alike.

°1 SQog r°gation of all laws interfering with the free use 
S ^ y  for the purpose of culture and recreation ; and the 
*4(1 av, opening of Stato and Municipal Museums, Libraries, 

A. g  daUeries.
1 of tho Marriage Law s, especially to secure 

*44 6 for husband and wife, and a reasonable liberty
. The £ y °.£ divorce.
‘bat ay ?Uaiisation of tho legal Btatus of men and women, so 

The p^gbts may be independent of sexual distinctions, 
botp y^otection of children from all forms of violence, and 
^445»k? Sro°d of thoso who would make a profit out of their

°°htum of all hereditary distinctions and privileges, 
^jfiotQood B£)irit antagonistic to justice and human

i^*°4s i ? ? r?vement by all just and wise moans of the con- 
toWn‘  daily life for tho masses of tho poople, especially 
eilinn8 and cities, whore insanitary and incommodious 

^*^4es ' aud the want of open spaces, cause physical 
j, The and disoase, and tho deterioration of family life, 

for r ti0D o£ r‘Sbt and duty of Labor to organise 
aitQ (¡0 , lts moral and economical advancement, and of its 

. The protection in such combinations.
I *4t ¡n bstitution of tho idea of Reform for that of Punish- 

, £reatmont of criminals, so that gaols may no 
3  plac Piacos of brutalisation, or even of mere doton ion, 

8 o£ physical, intellectual, and moral elovation for 
k^4 at? afflicted with anti-social tendencies.
*̂4*4 hQcn0lls‘ori o£ *b0 moral law to animals, so as to secure 

A  pt ane treatment and legal protection against cruelty.
0.  “motion of Peace between nations, and the ubsti- 

'"°4ai j . bitration for War in tho settlement of inter
s t a t e s .
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TRUE MORALITY;
Or, The Theory and Practice of Neo-Malthusianism.

IS, I  BELIEVE,

T H E  B EST BOOK
ON THIS SUBJECT.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

PAMPHLETS by C. COHEN.

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

Full of facts and figures.

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

Socialism, Atheism, and Christianity.. Id. 
Christianity and Sooial 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 

or Blasphemy, on April 24, 1688.

With Special Preface and many Footnotes.

Price FOURPENCE. Post free FIYEPENCE,

T he Pion’eer P ress, 2 Newcaatlt.-street, Farringdon-street, E .C.
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SUNDAY EVENING FREETHOUGHT LECTURES
AT

V*-' Q u e e n ’s (M inor )  Hal l ,
LÄNGHÄM PLACE, LONDON, W.

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

Mr. G. W. FOOTED U R IN G  T H E  W H O LE  OF JANUARY.
To be followed by Mrs. BRADLAUGH BONNER, M r. C O H EN , and M r. LLOVP'

SUBJECTS:

January 1.—“ GOD.”
8.—“ SATAN.”

15.—“ CHRIST.”
22.—“ THE SOUL.”
29.—“ THE BIBLE.”

V

V 

JJ

THE FIVE LECTURES FORMING A COMPLETE REVIEW OF CHRISTIAN THEISM.

Yocal and Instrumental Music Before each Lecture. 
Questions and Discussion Invited.

Front Seats Is. Back Seats 6d. A Few Seats Free.
Music from 7 to 7.30. Lecture at 7.30.

A LIBERAL OFFER NOTHING LIKE IT.
A Million soId

■D?

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

Insure Your Life—You Die to W in; Buy this Book, You Learn to Live.
Ignorance killa— knowledge saves— be wise in time. Men weaken, sicken, die"'1̂  
knowing how to live. “  Habits that enslave ”  wreck thousands— young and ~ 
Fathers fail, mothers are “  bed-ridden,” babies die. Family feuds, marital misfltie 1 

divorces— even murders— All can be avoided by self-knowledge, self-control.
Yon can discount heaven— dodge hell— here and now, by reading and applying 
wisdom of this one book of 1,200 pages, 400 illustration», 80 lithographs on 18 anatofi>,c 

color plates, and over 250 prescriptions.

OF COURSE YOU W A N T TO KNOW W H A T EVERYONE OUGHT TO KN0 ^ ’
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 M other— How to have them without pain.
T he Childless— How 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 np and keep well.

Whatever you'd ash a doctor you find herein, or (if not, Dr. F. will answer your inquiry f r e e , any time)
l itDr. Foote’s books have been the popular instructors of the masses in America for fifty years (often re-written, enlarg6̂  

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 Pf?.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 i6*18'

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

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

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

Panderma, Turkey : “ I can avow frankly there is rarely to p.
found such an interesting book as yours.” — K. H. (Che®'0,.' 

Calgary, Can.: “  The information therein has changed my wt0 8 
idea of life— to be nobler and happier.”— D. N. M. 

Laverton, W . A u st.: “ I consider it worth ten times the pri0<’ 
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.
ORDE R OF T H E  P I O N E E R  PRESS,

2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C. ,
Printed and Published by the P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-Btreet, London, E .C .


