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I f  Midge will pine and curse its hours away 
Because Midge is not Everything For-aye,
Boor Midge thus loses its one summer day ; 
Loses its all—and winneth what, I  pray ?

— James T homson (“ E. V.” ).

The Deity of Christ.

*öore Chmt has always been rejeoted by a
tiane 0r leas numerous section of professed Chris- 
thâ Vp. k0arned books have been written to prove 
of q, . doctrine is inconsistent with the teaching 
Evennst an  ̂^be utterances of the primitive Church. 
8W i an Raider, who studies Christianity as he 
d0ct?8 “ oddhism or Brahminism, sees that the 
Q0(j lae tbe deity of Christ—or the dogma of 
b̂rinf• 8 • ®on—was 8lowly developed a3 primitive 

ieqni‘amty made its way among the Gentiles. It 
centuries to reaoh its perfection in the 

are Payaical subtleties of the great Creeds, which 
i’ete^0̂ 6̂ ^6̂  &bke by Protestant and Catholic. 
°0Qnf’ m °f the Apostles, speaks to his
8laiQ.r̂ en “ the man” Jesus whom they had 
the r  tae Sod Christ was an after construction of 

^ or®QO'Oriental mind.
With ] i? n.°̂  ProPoae> however, to trouble the reader 
l8ave j r 0r*?U8 proofs of this position. We prefer to 
inqelr 0 historical ground—at least, in the present 
ledCft o~~ian  ̂ tread the ground of common know- 

Ap common sense.
P °P n la  i r -°m  h i 8 t o r y  a n d  m e t a p h y s i c s , f o r  w h i o h  t h e  
in ^ a s  n e ‘ t b e r  l e i s u r e  n o r  i n c l i n a t i o n ,  a n d
to g0 * t  is  o f t e n  a s  e a s y  f o r  a  s k i l l e d  i n t e l l i g e n c e  
*0 w h in p0 ?!? 8,8 S °  r i g h t — t h e r e  a r e  o n l y  t w o  w a y s  
PortQ)j  T ? 6 b e l i e f  i n  C h r i s t ’ s d i v i n i t y  c a n  b e  s u p -  
th a t h o  a - j  m a ^  J50 a r 8u e d  t h a t  h e  w a B  n o t  b o r n ,  a n d  

t h  f )  n ° ^  ^ v e  o r  l * k e  a  m e r e  h u m a n  b e i n g ;  
O r ^  a t  b i s  s u p e r n a t u r a l  o a r e e r  p r o v e s  h i s  d e i t y ,  
jt did n^J n 8 a r 8U 0 d  t h a t  h e  t a u g h t  t h e  w o r l d  w h a t  
ltself. a n o w > a n d  c o u l d  n e v e r  h a v e  d i s c o v e r e d  f o r

*eply âbc the Beoond argument first; and in 
80qQai 0 have simply to observe that a very slight 
"oiWi aDCe w*tb the teachings of antiquity will 
.̂boever ° 8 ^ e  truth of Bookie’s statement, that 

trutl.88ert-8 ^at Christianity revealed to man- 
a°qpajnt *?8. w*tb whioh they were previously un- 
Mlfol fr i 8 ®Qbty either of gross ignorance or of 
i^bing jaud' -̂be note of absolute originality is 
i d been0 •0 .ntterances of Christ; what he said 
ltlCo&oeiv *n °tber words before him; and it is 

thro0„Lb 6 that God should come upon earth, and 
ĵ tOan iff ĥe painful and undignified stages of 
a®y hna merely to inform his oreatures of what 
bet os eady discovered.

^ b o r a l  f .nQ O w  t f t k e  t h e  f i r s t  a r g u m e n t — t h e  s u p e r -  
r.0ta  w i t h n 6f r  C h r i s t .  W e  a r e  t o l d  t h a t  h e  w a s  
n 8P e la 0riv  a  f a t h e r ; b u t  w h o e v e r  w i l l  r e a d  t h e  
¿ .y  o t h e r  l0a b y > .w i t h o u t  t h e  s l i g h t e s t  r e f e r e n c e  t o  
j? ltl t h e  f j ^ t t o r i t y ,  w i l l  Bee t h a t  t h e y  d o  n o t  c o n -  
fa G o s  8 ,  b a n d  t e s t i m o n y  o f  a n y  v a l i d  w i t n e s s , 
w  t h e y  w o  \8 W e r e  w r i t t e n  i n  t h e  s e c o n d  c e n t u r y  
tk6r0 W r itf-/6 ^ h e y  a r e  n o  e v i d e n c e  a t  a l l .  I f  t h e y  

Qey  a re  g^:?, h y  M a t t h e w ,  M a r k ,  L u k e ,  a n d  J o h n ,  
l , 64§ n o  e v i d e n c e  o f  t h e  m i r a o u l o u s  b i r t h

of Jesus; for neither of those writers was in a 
position to know the faots. The only persons who 
could know anything about the matter were Joseph 
and Mary. Joseph himself could only know he was 
not the father of Jesus; he could not know who was. 
Mary, indeed, knew if there was anything uncommon; 
but she does not appear to have informed anyone; in 
fact, she is said to have kept all these things hidden 
in her heart. How, then, did the Gospel writers—or 
rather two of them, for Mark and John were ignorant 
or silent—how, we ask, did they discover the minute 
details of the annunciation and miraculous concep
tion ? Joseph and Mary appear to have kept the 
secret, if there was one to keep ; and during all the 
publio life of Jesus, as recorded in the Gospels, not a 
whisper transpired of his supernatural birth; on the 
contrary, he is unsuspectingly referred to as “ the 
carpenter’s son” by his neighbors and fellow citizens.

YVere such “  evidence ” as this tendered in a court 
of law, it would damnify the case for which it was 
adduced ; and Catholics are sagacious in reminding 
the Protestants that the witness of the Bible is in
sufficient without the living witness of the Church.

A miraoulous birth is necessarily suspioious. The 
advent of a God should be entirely supernatural. It 
is not enough to dispense with a father; he should 
also dispense with a mother. Both are alike easy in 
physiology. But when there is a mother in the case, 
it is natural to suppose that there is a father some
where.

With regard to the miracles of Christ’s life, how
ever they are acceptable to faith, they are not 
acceptable to reason. There is an utter lack of 
evidenoe in their favor—at least, of suoh evidence 
as would be admitted in a legal investigation. It 
is this fact, indeed, which induces advocates like 
Cardinal Newman to lay stress upon the “  ante
cedent probability "  of the New Testament miracles; 
which is only supplying the deficiency of evidence by 
the force of prepossession. Even the Resurreotion is 
unattested. There is no first-hand evidenoe, and the 
narrative is full of self-contradictions. This is per- 
oeived by Christian apologists. They have abandoned 
the old-fashioned argument. They say as little as 
possible about the Gospel witnesses. They stake 
almost everything on St. Paul, who is not mentioned 
in the Gospels, who never saw Jesus in the flesh, who 
only saw him in a vision several years after the 
Ascension, and whose testimony (if it may be called 
suoh) would be laughed at by any committee of 
inquiry. They also argue, in a supplemental way, 
that the early Christians believed in the resurrec
tion of Christ. Yes, and they believed in all the 
miracles of Paganism; for the question at issue 
between Christians and Pagans was not whioh 
miracles really happened, but which were wrought 
by God and which were wrought by the Devil. In 
any case, however, belief is not evidence ; it is only, 
at best, a reason for investigation. The resurreotion 
was a fact or it was not a fact, and the disinclina
tion of Christian writers to face this plain alternative 
is an indication of their own misgivings. A counsel 
does not resort to subtleties when he has a good case 
upon the records.

The deity of Christ, therefore, is very far from 
proved ; it is even far from probable. Faith may cry 
“  He was God,” but Reason declares he was Man.

G. W. Foote.
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How Not to Do It.—IV.

(Concluded from p. 179.)
So far, then, the anti-Materialist attaok fails, partly 
because the question is raised in the wroDg way, 
partly because the scientific sense of the words used 
is not kept constantly in mind. Once the question 
is properly stated, there can be no valid objection, as 
Professor William James admitted, to speaking of 
thought as a function of the brain. It is a function 
of a special organ, or organs, because it always 
accompanies the activities of those organs. Mental 
phenomena varies with the physical condition in 
such a manner that experimental psychology is 
rapidly supplying us with formulas that cover the 
quantitative as well as the qualitative aspects. In 
health and disease this correspondence is maintained. 
There is, indeed, no phase of mental life, no feeling 
or thought, that is not the equivalent of some dis
turbance, or of some molecular rearrangement in the 
nerve centres.

This being an admitted soientifio truth, it is 
difficult to see on what grounds so eminent an 
authority as Dr. Mercier speaks of the “  fathomless 
abyss that separates mind from matter.” Surely in
variable concommitance is fair ground for assuming 
causal relations. True, I  cannot express a feeling or 
a thought in terms of molecular motion, any more 
than I  can express a smell in terms of color, or a 
color in terms of smell, or, strictly speaking, heat in 
terms of motion. It can be shown that color, smell, 
heat, light, sound, etc., have a common basis in 
material motion, but that is all. As color, smell, 
heat, or light, each has to be dealt with in terms of 
its own phenomena as being greater or less, vivid or 
faint, strong or weak, or as different visual effects, 
In taking motion or undulations as the cause of these 
phenomena, all that is shown is that, given a certain 
rate and kind of motion, color, etc., result. I  cannot 
say why vibrations of not more than 30,000 per 
second should induce a consciousness of a musical 
note, or why a greater rate of vibration should 
induce a feeling of heat or a consciousness of light. 
Still, no one assumes a parallelism and speaks of a 
chromo-physical phenomenon, as some speak of a 
psycho-physical parallelism in the case of the relations 
between thought and brain action. Yet there seems 
to me to be as much, or as little, justification for 
doing so in the one case as in the other.

For explanation, as I  have said, is a question of 
establishing equivalents. A phenomenon is explained 
when by analysis we have discovered the factors 
from which it proceeds ; and our complete knowledge 
of the subject is demonstrated when by synthesis we 
can reproduce the thing with which we are dealing. 
That we cannot do this in the case of thought and 
nerve structure only proves the imperfection of our 
knowledge, not the incorrectness of our assumptions. 
Or that we may never be able to do this is surely 
the weakest of all reasons for throwing over prin
ciples of reasoning that have yielded such splendid 
results when applied in other directions.

Finally, the anti-Materialist argument has the 
fatal quality of proving too much. I f  there be 
indeed an “ impassible gulf ” between action and 
thought, the fact is as fatal to the influence of 
thought on nervous action as it is to the influence of 
nervous action on thought. I f  no causal connection 
can be established between the two, the difficulty is 
the same, whether we approach the subject from the 
side of “  mind ” or from the side of matter. The 
distance between London and Glasgow cannot well 
be less than the distance between Glasgow and 
London. What, then, does the anti-Materialist make 
of the relation between brain and thought ? He can
not hold that mind is the cause of brain action. He 
has already declared for an “ impassible gulf ”  sepa- 
l’ating the two. True, if nerve action is not the 
cause of mental phenomena, the Spiritualist gains 
his point as to the autonomous character of mind; 
but this also involves the autonomous character of

matter. In this way matter is given the position oi 
independent power and spontaneity that has ai 
along been denied. In the very act of saving his 
life the Spiritualist comes very near committing 
suicide. .

Here, again, is another Theistic argument tha 
destroys itself in the very act of achieving success 
Eight through religious history—long before thfi 
special form of the argument became associated w't 
the name of Paley—it has been argued that the 
complex character of both inorganic structures an 
organio forms could not be due to natural force9 
alone. Some controlling, selecting intelligence was 
necessary. Under various forms this is one of th 
stock arguments of all forms of Theistio belief. .,

Now, in criticising this position, one may adr»1 
the possibility, and even the probability, of the 
existence of the Theistic “  supreme mind.”  S ° ff.' 
then, stands the case? It  stands thus. Natnra 
forces are selected by the “ supreme mind ” &D 
combined to produce a certain result. But n0‘ 
less the forces of the properties selected 
capable of realising the end gained the select^ 
and guidance would be. fruitless. Selection, oo&' 
bination, guidance, can only utilise what 1 
already existing. Nothing is added to what air08.' 
exists save the bare faot of direction. Thus, 1
making out his oase for a directive intelligence, tbs
l u a t u u j '  u u u  m o  U O I O D  i u j l  OI  u u g u v i t u  -

Theist has to admit, nay, he must assume, that th 
capacity for producing all the results we see b0l°aP 
to natural forces in the absence of any directive intw 
gence. But, in that case, if the end reached wo° , 
be impossible unless natural forces were capable 0 
realising that end, the statement that these f°^ \8
need a directive intelligence is obviously false. -. 
intelligence may be exeroised, but it is not essenti»1. 
At any moment there exists the possibility that 
has been, hypothetically, brought about by the op0{®' 
tion of mind, might have been produced io 
absence. ,

Thus, the argument commences with the stateme8 
that natural forces need the co-operation of miod 
produce a given result. But as this result can
be realised by utilising the capacities of the

oo,y
for®®8

employed to produce it, the means taken to p1ioêthe necessary co-operation of mind results in Pr0VXJ*. 
the possibility of the produotion of all we see 0 
out the intervention of mind at any stage, 
existence of a directive intelligence becomes, &

th®fthis argument, nothing more than the Blenders 
probabilities, while arguments drawn from ( 
souroes destroy its validity altogether.

As a final illustration of suicidal success, take ,
emphasis Theists lay upon the fact of naC p-
order. Historically, the establishment of th0 ^0 
ception of natural law was accomplished i® 0f 
teeth of religious opposition. The uniform^y^a 
nature was felt to be inimical to tho belief 0f
power and dignity of deity. Later, the fflC, ¡¡¡.
uniformity in nature was made the subjeot 0 ^  
numerable essays and sermons designed to P 
that it furnished one of the strongest proofs P°Sjj0v0 
for the existence of God. For my own part, 1 *e tbethe instinct that led religious people to opp03 
conception of uniformity was much sounder 
the opportunism that induoed them to use 
defence. For, in truth, it is the lack of uni 
in nature that might prove the existence oi 
uniformity follows from the mere fact of 0X, 
and so far negatives the necessity for any oont 
mind in nature.

To see this clearly it must be borne in . 
the fact of existence, of something existing» *l0cb» 
open to question. All reasoning assumes this

__zi. Ti. j . ____ __nil U1* i

it
0

i ty

,lli*i

even the act of doubting it. 
of all disputes and the common property of [pfy 
putants. Given, then, the existence of som pf°' 
and of necessity the manifestation of ce , j 0 
parties by which it is known to us e x c ¡ ¿ y  
idea of external interference, and a unifor ^ p t 
operation becomes inevitable. Thus, if A B ^  
the primary properties of existence, all bba?:0g,tioil 
will be due to one of these, or to their comb
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T®rying numbers and proportions. And, to take 
^lustration, so long as A B produce as an effect 

’ we shall not need to look beyond A B for an 
t,P a“ a^°n. But assume that A B produces at one 

me p, at another time G, and at yet another time 
what will be the conclusion reached? Obviously 

/V f 0me new force or condition has supervened, 
’ preventing A B producing its normal con- 

_quence, compels us to look elsewhere for the cause 
of the change.

^ ow> obviously, the uniformity of nature is only 
other way of expressing the fact of our belief in 
f . Peraisten°e of like effeots from like causes, and 
a“ under identical conditions natural forces will 
erywhere produce identical results. So long as 

n 1So0c.CQrs there is neither scientific nor philosophic 
cessity to seek beyond known forces for an ex- 

f^nation of anything that occurs. Nay, we cannot 
w eu t̂hink of a lack of uniformity in nature unless 

assume some extra-natural foroes coercing natural 
ces. Thus every demonstration of the uniformity 

euffi ' re *S really a f100̂  evidence of the self- 
th cII.en°y ° f  nature, an extra argument in favor of 
n ® 018missal of the theory of deity as useless. I f  
w were n°t uniform in its operations, Theism 

ula really be more reasonable than is at present

To put the essence of the last two arguments in a 
nutshell—A directive intelligence could not bring 
aoout any of the results produoed unless the capaoity 
J0r producing these results was possessed by the 
f°rce8 manipulated; but, once given the existence of 
8°mething, its orderly manifestation is at once a 
Necessity in fact and in thought, unless we assume a 
oeity checking its uniformity of operation. Thus, 
^oile the first argument destroys the necessity for 
direction, the second destroys the probability, if not 

possibiliiy, of its operation. The more successful 
tae Theist is with his argumentation the8n>*rti— 1 morejj ------- ‘■'j  i i iv u  jliio o i ig u u io u u a viu u  uuu m u i

rely does it undermine the position he iB tryin 
to uphold.
in * v.ave now 8°ne over a few instances of the manner

which critics of the Freethought position either 
tinf6-6** *n ^*8Provin8 their own case or spend their 
1 , e iQ fighting something that no Freethinker up- 
an d0 or that none deny. The list has not been by 
ca^ ,EQean8 exhausted. The same plan might be 
w .ou  ̂ *n 0phere of ethics and history, aB 
reaii sc*ence’ The case for religion is
diffi V817  0impi0» and those who know it have no 
bet *n exposing its weaknesses. The difference 
8j w®en a clever and a foolish, or an astute and a 
conf reii£>i°niBt, is that the former manages to 
maff 86 i88QO more successfully by discussing
or h °r8 have no bearing on the real question, 
q ^Preventing his audience seeing what the vital 
ay8litlon is. The cloud of words thrown out by the 
C1 ra8® theologian serves the same purpose as the 
tjjQncl ink thrown out by a cuttle-fish. It  prevents 
t.- °nemy seeing where the antagonist is. By the

> g h t
0  f k  ,  O  O  J

, fDc mk has cleared away the cuttle-fish has
safer quarters ; by the time the words haveQa  , —  w *  i j u u i i u c i o  , uy U U D  L1J-UO U1AD WI/J.U.C5 U U lV O

tQ n 81̂ ed the meaning of the discussion has been 
bee ° .n forgotten. Perhaps a little of what has 
l0„i 8a'd in these artioles may Berve to keep theo- 
betw& aP°i°8i0b0 nearer to the real points at issue 

60n themselves and Freethinkers, q Cohen

What is Conscience?
C(yvr ------* -----

1QEliTl?G on article entiled “ Freethought 
la5t ~l0n8cience,” which appeared in these columns 
djate] 8n0b, an intelligent correspondent imme- 
that  ̂ Cahed attention to the desperate attempts 
faith ar° ^eing made by defenders of the Christian 
digp^P.^bicularly by the Rev. Dr. Frank Ballard, to 
**hU>h * Secularist view of conscience. Inas- 
itiner aa ^ r- Mallard now acts in the capacity of an 
bsc ‘ n . Professor of Christian Evidences, it may 
tho lenb bo discuss some of the points raised byCjAÎ 1 UIOOUDO DOUIO U1 UUO

°orrespondent. The definitions of conscience

are many and various ; but it is well known that 
there are but two schools of ethics, namely, the in
tuitional and the evolutionary. According to the 
former, conscience is a kind of storehouse filled with 
intuitive moral principles or judgments which never 
vary in the least, unless some obstruction prevents 
their full operation, and which are absolutely un
erring everywhere and at all times. Conscience is 
an innate faculty possessed exclusively by man. The 
intuitive moralists call it a natural power of per
ceiving the distinction between right and wrong in 
conduct, and of feeling that the right ought to he 
cultivated and the wrong repressed. The divines go 
farther still, and pronounce it a supernatural faculty 
or power, or the voice of God within the soul. 
Socrates believed that he had within him “  a divine 
monitor,” “  genius,” or “  dæmon,” which never 
deserted him, and which always “  prioked ” him when
ever his conduct wa3 dishonorable, as, for example, 
when he made unworthy speeches to amuse his 
friend Phædrus as they both lay in the shade of the 
famous plane-tree by the Ilissus. The Christian 
divines are extremely divided in their opinions about 
conscience. Some maintain that it is incapable of 
making a mistake. Suoh is the position taken up by 
Dr. Ballard. “  There is no variation in conscience 
whatever,” he says. Then he adds : “ In this, not 
only are the Nonconformist, the Romanist, the 
Rationalist, the Tory, and the Socialist, absolutely 
one, but they actually differ in all their views and 
conduot because they are all one in this. Their con
science are utterly one and the same.” But this is 
very like the futile quibbling of little minds, to which 
a man with a dozen and more letters trailing after 
his name ought to be ashamed to desoend. The 
quibble lies in making a distinction between moral 
judgment and conscience. He charges Secularists 
with palpably confusing the two, and consequently 
with making false statements regarding consoienoe.

As this is a point of considerable importance, let 
us look at it more closely. Butler was a great philo
sopher as well as a distinguished divine. This is 
how Professor Robert Adamson epitomises the 
Bishop’s views in the Encyclopedia Britannica :—

“  There is in man a faculty which takes into con. 
sidération all the springs of action, including self-love, 
and passes judgment upon them, approving somo and 
condemning others. From its very nature, this faculty 
is suprome in authority, if not in power ; it reflects 
upon all the other powers, and pronounces absolutely 
upon their moral quality.”

In his Three Sermons on Human Nature Butler treats 
moral judgment as part and parcel of the faculty of 
oonscienoe. Even the Dictionary is dead against Dr. 
Ballard. This is the definition of conscience in 
Webster’s :—

“  The faculty,]"power, or inward principle which 
decides as to tho character of one's own actions, pur
poses, and affections, warning against and condemning 
that which is wrong, and approving and prompting to 
that which is right ; tho moral faculty passing judgment 
on one’s self ; the moral sense.”

Dr. Ballard being palpably wrong in drawing a dis
tinction between consoienoe and moral judgment, 
and in claiming that conscience is uniform, oertain, 
and unerring, Secularists are justified in their con
tention that conscience is the most variable and 
self-contradictory thing in the world, and that it 
cannot possibly be the voice of a perfect Deity. With 
exceeding ingenuity the Rev. Dr. Orchard endeavors 
to show that conscience is the voioe of God by iden
tifying God with the ideal of oonduct whioh any man 
may have in his mind's eye. To that there is no 
objection, if tho identification divests the Deity of 
personality. The persons we feel we ought to be do 
not exist except in our own imagination. The ideals 
whioh we cherish are the products of our own minds, 
formed therein as the fruit of our own experience 
and observation of social conduct. About such ideals 
there is nothing superhuman or supernatural : they 
are the offspring of our own brains, and serve only 
as intellectual forecasts of the future. Now these 
ideals vary among different nations, and among
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different classes in the same nation, and the varia
tion, in each case, corresponds to the stage in the 
evolution of mental culture and social experience 
reached by the nation or the class concerned. What 
is looked upon as positively wrong in one country is 
elevated into a virtue in another. That which to 
Mohammedans is a source of ineffable delight is an 
abomination to Christians. Such a state of things 
is utterly inconceivable on the assumption that this 
world was produced by and is under the management 
of an infinitely powerful and benevolent Being.

What, then, is conscience ? According to the old 
utilitarian school, it is “  merely the organised regis
tration in the modern civilised adult of his observa
tions of the consequences of the actions of himself and 
others” ; and, to a certain extent, this is true. Bat 
we must not forget that something is inherited from 
the past in the case of eaoh individual. The human 
raoe, as clearly differentiated from all other species, 
has been 6lowly evolving for the space of a hundred 
thousand years, at least. In what did this evolu
tionary process consist ? Very largely in “ throwing 
off the brute inheritance,”  as John Fieke puts it. 
Tennyson speaks of “ the ghost of the Brute that is 
walking and haunting us yet,”  and his exhortation 
is :—

“  Move upward, working out the beast,
And let the ape and tiger die.”

The significance of evolution is thus seen to be an 
upward trend as the result, mainly, of the struggle 
for existence and the survival of the fittest. With 
social life came, of necessity, social obligations, with
out the fulfilment of which, in some measure, social 
life could not continue; and social obligations may 
be summed up in the duty of acquiring and perfect
ing adaptation to the social environment. Good 
morals are essential in a society, and good morals 
spring from a well-developed social instinct. Now, 
all experiences and observations are carefully regis
tered in the organism, and, although they are not 
transmissible, they make an impression which im
proves the quality of the organism, and this im
proved quality is transmissible. No infant is born 
in possession of moral ideas, but some infants are 
endowed with such pure, refined, and healthy natures 
that they acquire them much more easily and rapidly 
than others. There is not a grain of knowledge in a 
baby’s brain, but some babies receive from their 
ancestors much more educable brains than others. 
And the more educable a brain is the more readily 
it gets filled with all necessary knowledge. Precisely 
in the same way has the moral sense been evolved. 
It is a growth of countless ages, and religion has 
retarded rather than quickened its development.

Dr. Orchard says that “  we are all in touch with a 
moral demand that is infinite.” What ho means by 
that becomes clear in a moment.

“  We are all in touch with a moral demand that is 
infinite. And the point at which it touches us all is 
the sense of obligation to be the highest we know. It 
all sounds very wonderful. I t  has been and can be 
questioned. But when the argument is over and we 
are qniet, back the feeling comes. I t  is undoubtedly 
God. When we realise that, then perhaps wo shall be 
content to submit ourselves to the demand, because we 
know that behind it there is also infinite power.”

That is a bold attempt to reconcile modern know
ledge and the shadow of anoient superstition. What 
Dr. Orchard understands by the term “ God ” cannot 
be discoverd from his writings. He still preaches 
the Christian Gospel, in which God figures as an 
infinite Person who loves and makes ourious sacri
fices for the fallen human race; but in his Corres
pondence Column in the Christian Commonwealth he 
tells ub that God is the ideal, and that the ideal is 
cherished by Theists and Atheists alike, both, in so 
far as they are true and noble, being alike servants 
of God. But surely this is nothing but reckless fool
ing about with words. The ideal of the Secularist 
merely signifies the state of human welfare at which 
we all ought to aim. This is the highest he knows. 
But fancy identifying God with the moral ideal, and 
saying, “ For the moral ideal so loved the world that it

gave its only begotten Son.” Fancy standing up >0 
a pulpit, before a crowded congregation, and praying 
thus: “ O thou moral ideal, we thank thee that thou 
hast brought U9 together into this thy house of prayer> 
and we beseeoh thee to be gracious unto us a? 
speak pardon and peace to our waiting hearts.”
“ the sense of obligation to be the highest we know 
is not undoubtedly God; it is simply our mora 
sense for which we are indebted to countless ®°ps 
of evolution, and which animals much lower down 
the scale, in a small degree, share with us. Our solo 
business in life should be to strengthen and ennoble it* 

It is a highly significant fact that the moral sense 
grew weaker and less efficient in proporción as to 
Christian faith waxed stronger and more ferven ■ 
Morally, the world was never lower than in toe 
ninth, tenth, and eleventh centuries. For hundreds 
of years the Church spent all her strength in heat® 
and scandalous disputes over the Trinity and to 
Incarnation, and allowed the state of morals to sin 
lower and lower until it touched the lowest depth o 
degradation in the eleventh century. From the 
thirteenth and fourteenth centuries forces cam0 
into operation which were calculated eventually t 
destroy faith and redeem morals. Those forces are 
gaining strength every day, and, as a result, to 
Church is decidedly on the wane, while the cause o 
morality is visibly waxing in power and momentum- 
The prospeots were never so bright as they are ac 
this moment. Supernatural sanctions and incentive0 
never succeeded in bringing mankind together in the 
bond of a common brotherhood; but in proportion a3 
the natural sanctions and incentives, which inker0 
in our own nature, are being discovered and brough" 
into operation, the passion for social reform becom09 
stronger and stronger. At last humanity is beg10 
ning to discover itself. j  rp l l oYD-

The Apocalypse.—II.

( Continued from p. 182.)

T he writer of the article “ Apocalypse ”  in 
Encyclopedia Bihlica, in referring to some of tb 
theories advanced by scholars upon the nature au 
origin of that book, says of Vischer (who consider® 
the work to be a Christian redaction of a JuwJ8 
writing): “  He has neither proved the Jewish ob» 
aoter of chapter ix. and following, nor justified b 
fundamental thesis regarding the unity of the book» 
etc. .

A little further on, the same writer says of ^e 1 
siicker : “  He has rightly discerned in the ApocalyP 
tist’s thrice repeated number of seven the fixed p*0 
of an author who wrote the Apocalypse as a whol ' 
and gave to his work the character of a literacy 
unity.” Aooording to the last-named scholar, “ 
Apocalypse is a literary unity proceeding iron1 
sioglo author, into which, however, Apocalyptio fr0® 
ments of various dates have been introduced by • 
author himself.” And then among the portions of 
book whioh this critio has set down as interpolate 
are chapters xi. and xii.—the chapters which w e 'f0 
told Vischer had not proved to be of Jewish cb0 
aoter. As a simple matter of fact, those ohapt0 
merely contain some Christian interpolations, 0°g 
sisting chiefly of a few words, inserted in Rev. x1, ’ 
15 ; xii. 10, 11, 17. t e

I  will now look through the sections whioh 1 p t0 
named as forming the original Jewish ApooalyP30 . 
see if they contain any marks which point unm*1 
takably to their purely Jewish origin. The fact tb 
the Christians, in taking their religion from J0^.0' 
took over also the Jewish soriptures, renders t ^  
task more difficult; but the following ciroamstau0^ 
narrated in that portion of the book will, I  tblD ' 
suffice to settle the question. D,j

1. The twenty-four elders sitting on thrones ar0° re. 
the throne of God (Rev. i. 4) were Jews, and rep ,j 
sented the twenty-four members of a Jewish con ^  
in foreign cities where Jews formed a consider0
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portion of the popnlation. Had the book been the 
work of a Christian, we should have seen the Hebrew 
deity surrounded by the twelve apostles, as in the 
Promise said to have been given to them by Jesus 
Christ—“ Ye also shall sit upon twelve thrones, 
i°dging the twelve tribes of Israel ”  (Matt, xix 28).  ̂

2. The “ servants of God ” who were “ sealed 
with the “ seal of the living God ” on their foreheads 
(Rev. vii. 2—4) were all Jews “  sealed out of every 
tr'be of the children of Israel,”  the total number 
b3»ng 144,000. It  is true that in verse 9 of the same 
chapter we are told that “  a great multitude, which 
°o man could number, out of every nation, of all 
Wbes and peoples and tongues,” were “  standing 
before the throne ”  shouting praises to God ; but the 
paragraph in which this verse appears (Rev. vi. 9 — 
*7) in admitted by all rational critics to be a later 
addition, and is, in fact, a Christian interpolation. 
Tnis will be seen from the following statements in 
tbe original sections :—

(1) In Rev. ix. 8—4 it is stated that loousts were 
sent upon the earth, with power to torment men— 
bat only such men as have not the seal of God on 

Ibeir foreheads.” Now only the 144,000 Jew believers 
bad this mark upon their brows; consequently, the 

great multitude” of converts from other nations 
which no man could number ” were 

a®ong the “  servants of God"  who 
Awarded and protected.
„ (2) In Rsv. xiv. 3 the 144,000 Jews who had been 

sealed ” are stated to be those “  that have been 
Purchased out of the earth that is to say, they com
posed all the people upon the earth who were to be

saved.”
(3) In Rev. xxii. 8—4 an angel of 

entod as saying: “  And his servants 
Service; and they shall see his face;

be on their foreheads. And there

not included 
were to be

God is repre- 
shall do him
and his name

- w.v vrvo«/ jur c/ctsU,U/d, auu uuum shall be night
4n,ln°re...... for the Lord God shall give them ligh t;

shall reign for ever and ever." 
the  ̂ .8 beoomes clearly evident that the writer of 
Sre S.e?̂ *ons from which the three foregoing passages 
Wh' k en knew nothing about “  a great multitude
iin„ no man could number” of non-Jewish he
wers,

Rsv. xiv. 6— 7 we read :—
. And I  saw another angel flyiDg in mid-heaven, 

aving an eternal gospel to proclaim unto them that 
-Well on the earth.......And ho saith with a great voice,

8,

?bis

-■■on uu tne eartn.......And ho saith with a great voice,
pear God, and give him glory.......and worship him that
roado tho heaven and tho earth and soa and fountains

waters."

J8wi ^ aa Ibe “ gospel ”  of tho writer of tho original 
the j j  C a ly p s o .  The word “  God ” stands for
Ren ^lB°.rew deity, Yahveh, who in the book of 
ihig6» 8 *8 represented as creating the Universe.
"Jg Sospel” may be Bummed np in five words— 
h0 n.r’ lAcd, and worship Yahveh.” Jesus Christ has
(Jq ^ In t.Vt 1 a V»1 n W f  nnlirntiAn fp V-» a P

R>0

j  vn-Ce in
S r i n e  is “

this plan of salvation. The Christian 
- “  Believe on the Lord Jesus Christ, and

Gtl «halt be saved.”
**• In Rev. xi. 19 we read

j I  here was opened 
L aven ; and there was

tho temple of God that is in 
j .  auu moro was seen in his templo the ark of
*** covenant.”

to d0 Ĝmple ” and the “  ark of the covenant ”  had 
y with the old Jewish religion: tho writer 

^Wavlk as a mabter of course, that they would 
C. ¿ f“ 0 necessary.

away r t'bo old heaven and earth had passed 
R o d ae °nly dwelling place for the “  servants of 
Jernga^P^the new earth was “  tho holy city, new 
boay^® ’” which oame down ready built from 
lbi8 Ci(- xxi. 1 —2). Upon tho twelve gates of 
!^elve r •u,6TQ “ names written thereon” of “ the 
■̂he 0 n ° e8 of the children of Israel ”  (Rev. xxi. 12 ). 
Ver8e 14 88 “  bhe twelve apostles of the Lamb ” in

It ujnv18 a Christian interpolation.
^ ¡ch  ’ Perbap8, bo contended that “  tho Lamb,” 

thQ aoveral times in the original portion
^brist, Y ca*ypse, was intended to represent Jesus 
aen8iv0 bl8’ however, is not the case: that in- 

fiuadruped corresponds with the Son of

man, the Elect One, and the Righteous One of the 
books of Daniel and Enoch—that is to say, a man 
chosen by the Lord God to be Master of the Cere
monies at the last Judgment.

In the first scene in which “ the Lamb ” appears, 
one of the twenty-four elders is represented as saying : 
“ Behold the Lion that is of the tribe of Judah, the 
Root of David, hath overcome, [and is worthy] to 
open the book and the seven seals thereof ” (Rev. 
v. 5). Then, instead of the “ Lion ” coming forward, 
and doing as the elder had said, something else 
happened.

“ And I  saw.......a Lamb [standing, as though it had
been slain, having seven horns, and seven eyes, which 
are the seven Spirits of God, sent forth into all the 
earth ], and he came, and he taketh the book out of the 
right hand of him that sat on the throne ”  (Rev. v. 6, 7).

Thus, the great Jewish “  Lion ” has been transformed 
into a Passover “  Lamb,” and, strange to say, we 
never hear of the Lion ngain: his place is always 
taken by the Lamb. The words placed within 
brackets are regarded by Volter as a Christian inter
polation, a faot which goes almost without saying. 
Could anything be more ridiculous than a Lamb 
“  standing as though it had been slain, having seven 
horns and seven eyes ”  ? The man who wrote such 
balderdash could scarcely be sane. Furthermore, 
the eyes of this animal, the interpolator says, are 
“ tho seven Spirits of God but if he had looked in 
the preceding chapter (whioh contains no interpola
tions) he would have seen that “ the seven lamps of 
fire burning before tbe throne ”  were said to be “  the 
seven Spirits of God ” (Rsv. iv. 5): there can there
fore be no doubt as to the words being an interpola
tion. Half a century later, the “ lamps of fire” idea 
is reproduced in the Acts of the Apostles (ii. 8), in 
whioh “ tongues, like as of fire” are described as the 
visible manifestation of the “  Spirits of God.” It  is 
also significant that the “ seven horns and seven 
eyes ” are never referred to in any other passage in 
which “  the Lamb " is mentioned. Similar interpo
lations of the Lamb having been slain, etc., are 
found in verses 9, 10, and 12 of the paragraph Rev. 
v. 9—14 ; but the latter is a later addition made by 
the writer of section Rev. v. 9—17—the two addi
tions treating of the same subjeot, the seoond being 
a longer and more detailed account than the first.

Again, in Rev. xiv. 1 we read:—
“  I  saw.......the Lamb standing on the mount Zion,

and with him 144.000, having [his name and] the name 
of his Father, written on their foreheads.”

Here the words within brackets are an interpolation. 
The Jew believers had only one name stamped on 
their foreheads—that of the Lord God. I f  wo turn 
back to Rev. vii. 2, 8, wo find an angel, having a seal 
of “  tho living God there was no other angel with 
a seal for the Lamb : obviously, tho oleot were marked 
only with the seal of God. In Rev. ix. 3, the locusts 
received the command to torment only “ such men as 
have not the seal of Ood on their foreheads"; in Rev. 
xxii. 8—4 the “  servants of God ” are stated to bo 
those that have 11 his name" on their foreheads. 
There was therefore no name of “  the Lamb ” written 
upon them.

With regard to this Apocalyptio “ Lamb," the chief 
problem requiring solution is the origin of that sym
bolical figure. We know, for instance, that in the 
Fourth Gospel John the Baptist is npon one occasion 
represented as calling Jesus Christ the “ Lamb of 
God "  (John i. 29). Did the writer of the original 
Jewish Apocalypse take his “ Lamb” from this 
source ? To this question we can return a decided 
negative: the Fourth Gospel was not written until 
nearly half a century after the Apocalypse, the 
author being probably John the Presbyter, a friend 
of Papias (A D. 180—160). To got at the origin of 
this enigmatical quadruped, we must turn back to 
the first scone in chapter v., in which the Almighty 
sitting on his throne holds in his right hand a book 
“  sealed with seven seals," and an angel proclaims in 
stentorian tones, “ Who is worthy to open the book, 
and to loose the seals ?” To this question there was 
no response, and the seer of the vision “  wept
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much.”  Then one of the twenty-fonr elders said: 
“  Weep not; hehold, the Lion that is of the tribe of 
Judah, the Root of David, hath overcome, [and is 
worthy] to open the book and the seven seals.” This 
“  L ion” was “ the Lamb” ; and in the short interval 
between the elder speaking and the Lamb’s appear
ance the change had been effected: we have, there
fore, to find the “ Lion of the tribe of Judah.”

In Gen. xlix. 9 the dying Jacob is represented as 
saying: “ Judah is a lion’s whelp.”  This statement 
refers, however, to the tribe of Judah, and to its 
aptitude for war.

In Isaiah xi. it is predicted: “ And there shall 
come forth a rod out of the stem of Jesse, and a 
branch shall grow out of his root: and the spirit of 
the Lord shall rest upon him, the spirit of wisdom 
and understanding, the spirit of counsel and might,” 
etc. David was the son of Jesse, and of the tribe of 
Judah; the reference was to a king descended from 
David, who should administer justice impartially, to 
the rich and poor alike: but no lion is mentioned.

In 2 Esdras xii. the writer of the vision sees a lion 
reproving an eagle that represented a line of kings, 
the explanation of which is given as follows :—

2 Esd. xii. 31— 34.— “  And the lion whom thou sawest
rising up out of the wood, and roaring.......this is the
Anointed One, whom the Most High hath kept unto the 
end of days, who Bhall spring up out of the seed of
David, and he shall come and.......reprove them for
their wickedness.......and when he hath reproved them,
he shall destroy them. But the rest of my people shall
he deliver with mercy.......and he shall make them joyful
until the coming of the end, even the day of Judgment.”

Here the reference is to a Jewish king—“ the Lord's 
Anointed"—the “ Anointed One,” in the Greek, 
being “ Christ,” from the verb chrio to anoint. Hence 
the word “ Christ ”  by itself has no connection with 
Jesus. The writer of 2 Esdras took the idea from 
the passage in Isaiah ; the writer of the original 
Jewish Apocalypse took his “ Lion of Judah” from 
2 Esdras. There were, of course, no visions such as 
these two pious writers have described, and no reve- 
latum from the Lord God. Abracadabra,

(To be continued.)

Acid Drops.

Mr. Justice Darling passed the customary sentence of 
death on Stinie Morrison, with its hypocritical “  May God 
have mercy on your soul!”  On hearing these words the 
condemned man cried out defiantly, “  I  decline mercy ; I  
don’t believe there is a God in Heaven,”  Upon which fact 
the D aily  Telegraph mado the following comment: —

“ A  man who, when he is sentenced to death, takes the 
opportunity of one of the most solemn moments of the 
Judge’s exhortation to assevorate his disbelief in God’s exist
ence, can hardly expect to receive much sympathy, either 
from the jury which patiently tried him or the public which 
accepts the sentence as justified.”

We should require a good deal more than Morrison’s heated 
exclamation to satisfy us that he is an Atheist. As a matter 
of fact, when he was in the witness-box he took the oath, 
and at one point of his evidence declared that he would 
repeat what he was saying if be Btood in the very presence 
of his Almighty Maker. So he was apparently a good 
Theist then. But even if he really is an Atheist, we protest 
against the principle that a murderer’s claim to sympathy 
rests upon his religious orthodoxy. This is carrying bigotry 
to a most extravagant pitch.

How those Atheists— as Talmage and Torroy have shown 
— will go on committing suicide. Here is another case. 
Bev. W. M. Fleet, having just accepted the pastorate of 
Zion Baptist Chapel, Burnley, was so overcome by the honor 
(or the work) that he hung himself in a lavatory at Victoria 
Station, Manchester.

A farmer named Murphy, having committed suicide, was 
buried in consecrated ground at Newtown, near Waterford. 
This was resented by the peasantry, who dug up the coffin 
by night and left it lying on one of the footpaths of the 
graveyard. The corpse was bulled again in a plot set apart 
for suicides at a graveyard twc miles from Waterford. No

doubt it w ill rest there quietly enough. The dead neve* 
complain of what is done with them. It  is the living that 
make all the fuss.

11 The decline of Militant Secularism ”  is the title of the 
first front-page article in last week’s Methoditt Records- 
The writer, Walter H. Armstrong, is probably a reverend 
gentleman, and that may account for his Rip-Van-Winkle- 
ism. One of the latest things he quotes derogatory to Secu
larism was written by George Standring more than twenty 
years ago. I t  must be admitted that this is remarkably 
fresh. Several dead Freethought papers are mentioned, bu 
we do not see the name of the Freethinker nor that of l » 1, 
Foote. What on earth do Christian advocates imagine that 
they gain by such tactics ? The pursued ostrich does not 
save its life by hiding its head and pretending that its un
seen enemies do not exist. I t  only perishes ignominiously.

Mr. Armstrong (whoever he is) states that “  a goodly 
number of journals have appeared and disappeared ”  in the 
Freethonght movement. He does not state that the Free
thinker has existed for thirty years, and has an improving 
circulation. Neither does he state that it had the suppuj 
of the late George Meredith— the foremost man of genius iu 
England. Mr. Cohen and Mr. Lloyd are treated as non
existent. There is no reference to St. James’s Hall an 
Queen’s Hall meetings, or to Birmingham Town H® 
meetings. The Methodist Recorder writer proves the deca
dence of Secularism by recording the names of the dead ana 
omitting those of the living.

How well-informed the Methodist scribe is w ill be obvious 
to veteran Freethinkers who remember the Secular move
ment forty and fifty years ago. After praising Bradlaugu 
(they all do that now he is dead), he mentions 11 able and 
powerful writers and speakers who co-operated with hi®, 
and includes amongst them Joseph Barker and ThomaS 
Cooper. Thomas Cooper was out of the field before young 
Bradlangh entered it. Joseph Barker opposed Bradiaugh a* 
long as he could and then retreated to America. But ou0 
need not bo surprised at these peculiar accuracies. Christ'®® 
historians are noted for such things. Many of them find 1 
difficult to be really accurate when they try. So great is tb° 
power of habit.

Just as a parting word to the Methodist Recorder and d 
staff. The success of Militant Secularism is seen in 
changed charaoter of Christianity. Every historic relig10 
dies by slow degrees. When the process of dissolution s0 
in it keeps its name but it keeps nothing else. Christ® 
teaching is not what it was fifty years ago— far from ® 
What was once Destructive Freethought is now preach0 
from scores, perhaps hundreds of Christian pulpits. Mil®8, 
Secularism keeps Christianity on the run, and it has to df0P 
one doctrine after another to keep from breaking do*f '
Hell is gone, the Devil is gone, exclusive salvation by 
is gone, the plenary inspiration of the Bible is gone ; iu 
the real difficulty is to see what remains.

faith
fact.

The new President of the Free Church Council is the B0 ’ 
Charles Brown. In his presidential address he was g00?4 g 
concerned with tho lack of recognition by the State of F*0 
Church representatives. He asked the meeting, “  v g 
should the chaplain of the People’s House of Representati*0 
always bn an Episcopalian? Why should not a FreeChu1-0 
minister’s voice be heard there occasionally asking * 
Divine guidance and blessing on the labors of our l0n ̂  
lators ?” Well, what wo are concernod with is, why sh0U 
any of them be there, at the expense of the Stato, to Pr '  
for a Divine guidance that no one relies on ? As a Non00 
formist, Mr. Brown should have protested against anymi®18 . 
of religion being there at all. Instead of that ho mer,jJ0 
cries out for a share of the plunder and the privilege—i° 
name of morality and religion, too.

I1V
Mr. Brown also asked—-quite legitimately this time— " {, 

Nonconformists should be excluded from the head tela®1 
ship of Stato supported schools ? This is a clear in j°s 
but it is one that Nonconformists have only themself00. 6 
thank for. Had they been true to principle Buch an iujuS ¡3. 
would by now be an impossibility. But others besides V 
Benters suffer in this direction. A ll over the country tliet0 
are cases where teachers who are Freethinkers h »v0 t0 
sacrifice promotion if they are brave and honest 0n° D̂ gOiJ- 
express their opinions. And this not in schools whose 0 
stitution provide for a religious head, but schools that h ¡, 
been built and are maintained by the State, and in ^  fl<p 
religion forms no part of the legal qualification tot ® ,gd 
ships. They are not legally excluded, but they are e.<0 
all the same. And none are more active in thus pun®
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freethinking teachers than are Nonconformists— a fact with 
which Mr. Brown must be perfectly familiar.

Naturally the Dissenting Churches are running Sir Oliver 
Lodge's recent address to the Free Church Congress for all 
't is worth. The B ritish  Congregationalist describes it as 
epoch-making, which can only be so on the ground that so 
*ew leading scientific men openly support Christianity. 
Although even here, we may note, Sir Oliver is not a Chris- 
“ an in the sense that those who listened to him were 
Christians. The Congregationalist remarks: “  Here was a 
gfeat scientist affirming, and that on scientific grounds, the 
®ntire reasonableness of the Christian revelation.”  We 
oog to point out that Sir Oliver Lodge was not domg, nor 
could he do, anything of the kind. It  is not possible for 
any man to establish the reasonableness of the Christian 
Revelation on scientific grounds. A  scientific fact is one that 
*s open to all, common to all, and which can be appealed to 
Without reference to personal idiosyncrasies. None of Sir 

hver’s arguments come under this heading. What the 
Christians have in Sir Oliver Lodge is, not scientific sup- 
port, but the left-handed patronage of a prominent man of 
ficieuce. And that is a very different thing ; although it does 
*mt pay Christians to observe the difference.

..The Methodist Tim e, is greatly impressed by Sir OUveFs
gening of man in the universe to »  white corP“ ®c it
Wood, and that if this were endowed with consc
t h ^ - as reasonably deny the mind of man as man denies 
Buh . °* the universe. A similar illustration, with the 
with'*U*i'0n a sma^ worm f ° r a white corpuscle, was used 
Lut t1rta  ̂e^cc* aga*ns* the Design argument by Spinoza 
^  the argument is capable of numerous modifications. 
With8: a ma86°* living in a cheese might, if it were endowed 
cum cor|sciousness, conclude that the combination of cir- 
hanStat3C9s resulting in its own being could never have 
And un êB* with a view to the production of itself.

if it were a maggot of eminence among other maggots, 
A8scai1 imagine it being invited by a United Free Maggots’ 
^ociatiQQ to address them upon this important topic. And 
xvas^.at8ument used to provo that tlio object of existence 
Cu ta° production of man would be used under such cir- 
of ¿I ancss, and with equal effect, to prove that the design 
h'on wL°i° universe— that is, the cheese— was tho produc- 
Ath • ,.magg°ts. Tho trouble would only arise when some 
ci^618“ 0 maggot ventured to point out the completely falla-

8 naturo of the Theistic maggot’s reasoning.

ill*
0pini18 ^ara^° specially selected scientists to givo their 
a Pa0/18 ° n relahiona hot ween religion and science, is all 
I j y f "  the solemn humbug that keeps Christianity alive, 
reijp-0 ^ ree Church Council really wish to know how 
a&kJt]°U8 ^Nefs look from a scientific standpoint they should 
Who 1080 no* believe in Christianity as well as those
to Rt? r^ 088 8t>ch opinions. And if both classes were invited 
Wlui ^  *rom the same platform wo imagino that those 
^fteran^ Ŝ ea^ would be a littlo moro cautious in their

b T  *8 a Pretty little trouble in America over one of the 
teCo a"f'eships. Tho vossel is to be called tho Utah, and in 
With°ni” 0n .°* the name the Mormon State has presented it 
Piet a B(jrvice of silver plate. Tho service, however bears a 
¿hit, Brigham Young and of the Mormon Templo, and
ibg “ a8 •'oused the indignation of other American Christians 
Co04 8ay is an insult to tho Christian peoplo of the 
m0iery- But tho Mormons aro as Christian as most, and 
poK, Christian than many. In practising or in teaching 
< & th0y arm or were, only carrying on an institution 
Nevy f.?a ‘ fy of which is admitted in both the Old and the 

0s*amonts. Thore is nothing incogruous in preaching 
Chti8t8'8‘ aBce and building and blessing battleships, but tho 

C0n8c'once is outraged when it is graphically re- 
Milton, an institution that was supported by, to use 
faith - 8 anguago, “ tho holy patriarchs and pillars of our 

and which was fully “  allowed by the law of God.”

°̂Weat ^ r.'8bton Dome Mission’s roport statos that “  A t the 
hri„b* e8^'mato, out of a combined population of 169,000 in 
floor o{°n au^ Hove, there aro 100,000 who never darken the 
Ao0n „ a Pi»ce of worship.”  That is one way of putting it. 
Brigbter Wa^ would bo that 100,000 people out of 169,000 in 
Worai,;011, an^ Hove never allow the door of a place of 

ShlP ‘ 0 darhen them. ____

the V n*on officials write to tho local press alleging that 
the pla„tc“  Army Home at Gateshoad sent out men to take 

t h ” °* "  ciearlera ’* on strike. "  As the institu-
cy Ra7. "  is kept up by public subscription and by 
n* taken in the ohurohesi to wbioh tho working men

are asked to contribute, we think it only right that these 
facts should be made public.”

The Baptist Times is down on the Roman Catholics for 
reporting as part of its work among the heathen the baptism 
of 137,224 infants in  articulo mortis. Well, it is a curious, 
not to say a mean, thing to chronicle. But all Protestant 
missions regularly report the baptism of young children, and 
there really seems little to choose between baptising young 
children who are healthy, but cannot understand Chris
tianity, and young children who are dying. Consider, also, 
the large proportion of children who are “  convicted of sin ” 
by professional evangelists, and we have a more degrading 
thing Btill. The Baptist Times remarks that the Roman 
Catholic practice degrades Christianity into “  mere magic.”  
Well, we should like to know what else it is to the uncivilised 
converts about whom Protestants boast? When they are 
not “  rice Christians,” Christianity is “  mere magic ”  to tho 
converts, as the reports of the various societies show plainly 
enough.

Rev. J. A. Shaw, of Wolverhampton, says, “  You will never 
get the people to believe in God until you remove the 
slums.”  But why then ? The happier people are in this 
world the less they care about the next one. The poor and 
wretched have always been the best supporters of religion.

Rev. William Riley, of Budge-street Congregational Church, 
Walsall, has been preaching recently on “  The Benefits of 
Suffering.”  I t  would be cruel to wish him a liberal supply 
of these benefits. But we don’t see what right he would 
have to complain.

Another theme of Mr. Riley's eloquence was “  Why Jesus 
Failed ?”  We don't see that it matters why ; the only thing 
that matters is that he did fail. Some peoplo would say 
that he made a frightful mess of it. We don’t say so, of 
course. W e should be sorry to hurt tho reverend gentle
man's feelings.

The famous preacher who always looked a difficulty boldly 
in the face— and passed on, has many disciples in the modern 
pulpit. Tho Rev. J. D. Jones, of Bournemouth, for example, 
is one of them. The other day he explained to an audience 
that faith was Borely tried by such things as Congo atrocities, 
Italian earthquakes, and Lancashire pit explosions. More, 
he admitted that it was impossible to say why such things 
were permitted in a world governed by a wise and good God. 
Well, in face of this contradiction between faith and fact, 
what is to be done ? A sane course would be to drop the 
faith until the facts justified it. Mr. Jones replies that we 
must keep on praising God, for, if there is a God, all must be 
for the best. So our only way of whether there is a God, or 
if thero is what ho is like, is by a study of the facts. But 
tho facts, as Mr. Jones admits, do not ¡mint to a God who is 
groatly concerned for human welfare. Nevertheless, we 
must beliovo to the contrary, and that, says Mr. Jones, “  is 
the A B C of the Christian faith.”  Mr. Jones thinks the 
Christian displays courage in clingiug to a belief in the face 
of ovidenco. To our minds it is sheer cowardice, trying to 
scrow up a little “  dutch courage ”  by parading a conclusion 
that reason shows to be utterly unwarranted.

The maxim that liars should have good memories applies 
with equal force to those who slander intellectual opponents. 
Wo have a vivid recollection of the Rev. R. F. Horton once 
advocating tho exclusion from human society of all who did 
not accept the belief in immortality, because they bestialised 
life and lowered the tone of everything. Now, in illustration 
of another point, he tells his congregation of a man of science 
— “  an unbeliever or an Agnostic ” — who, to find a remedy 
for pit explosions, “  shuts himself up in an atmosphero so 
dangerous that he literally takos his life in his hands, and 
he may at any time succumb to his intellectual and practical 
effort to save the lives of unknown miners who aro toiling 
beneath the ground.”  Wo are not surprised at this, but Dr. 
Horton ought to be, and when he gets over his surprise ho 
ought to bo ashamed of the creed that induced him to 
describe such men as “  bestialising life ”  and deserving to bo 
outcast from human society.

Dr. Horton adds to his slander of a class an insult to this 
unnamod individual, by saying that this scientific worker is 
filled with tho “  passion for God." I t  is the same groasy 
sort of piety that delighted in saying that Bradlaugh was a 
Christian without knowing it. As though men of firat-rato 
intelligence and character need to go to a parson to havo 
their feelings and ideas explained* On the whole, wo much 
prefer the direct) if unfair, hostility of men like Dr. Horton,
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than an intended compliment that would place Freethinkers 
upon their level.

Secularism is a word which, like Materialism, has more 
than one application, some of them— thanks to Christians—  
not over pleasant. We are not quite sure, therefore, although 
we have our suspicions, in what sense Canon Hensley 
Henson is speaking when he traces many undesirable aspects 
of present day life to the prevalence of Secularism. I f  he 
means that people attach too much importance to the 
pursuit of money and purely sensual pleasures, and in their 
pursuit neglect other and more important aspects of life, we 
agree with him. Only we would point out that this is most 
marked with those who would repudiate the philosophy of 
life that goes by the name of Secularism, and who would 
claim to be firm believers in God and a future life. The 
truth is, that the exaggerated “  spiritualism ”  of Christianity 
has always been accompanied by a highly devoloped sensu
alism. It  is highly significant that the lives of a large 
number of highly religious people have alternated between 
outbursts of asceticism on the one side and of sensualism on 
the other. The conclusion to be drawn from the things that 
Canon Henson deplores, is that Christianity has quite failed 
to produce that harmonious development of life which would 
allow all phases of human nature to find a legitimate, and, 
therefore, a beneficial expression. Other philosophies have 
to supply what Christianity lacks, while astute Christians 
work hard to claim the credit for the purifying influence 
they exert.

According to a Star report of a lecture at Islington by the 
Hon. J. L . Griffiths, U.S. Consul-General in London, the 
pious story of little George Washington and the hatchet is 
purely mythical. I t  was invented by the Rev. Mason Locke 
Weems, an itinerant preacher, book canvasser, and pam
phleteer, in order to pnsh a failing business. The story 
caught on and helped to sell large numbers of Weems’s col
lection of anecdotes. “  Great is humbug,”  the Star reporter 
says, “  and it hath prevailed.”

As we go to press we receive a Shanghai paper containing 
a full report of the prosecution we referred to last week, of 
a man who circulated as a leaflet a portion of Sir Hiram 
Maxim’s article on Missions and Missionaries translated into 
Chinese. We intend to deal with the matter at length in 
our next issue.

Wo have always said that the history of Ancient Roman 
Society needs to be quite re-written if it is to be properly 
understood. In the main, it has been written by Christians, 
and the systematic falsification of Pagan life on the one side 
and of early Christian life on the other, in the interests of 
Christian teachings and theories, has become a settled thing. 
Professor D ill’s book, among others, marked a saner view of 
things. And now we are glad to see the Church Times 
pointing out, apropos of a review of Deissmann’s L ig h t  
from  the Ancient East, the falsity of the orthodox Christian 
picture. I t  says, “  The pictures of a corrupt society, 
painted in lurid colors by men of letters, are greatly 
exaggerated, at least so far as the provinces are concerned. 
We have pictures iostead of a quiet domesticity, of simple 
piety, of steady industry. There was a conventional 
phraseology of religion which was found adequate for Chris
tian expression.”  I t  add3 that “  some pious notions on this 
head must be given up.”  Wo venture to say that when the 
truth is generally known and accepted it w ill be found that 
to the end of the catastrophe the better intellectual and saner 
social and moral life were to be found among the Pagans. 
When they were completely submerged, darkness settled 
down.

The Sabbatarian bigots have been soundly beaten at 
Dover. The fight for a Sunday service of tramcars has just 
come to a finish by a poll taken by ballot, which showed 
3,074 fo r  and 1,910 against— a substantial majority of 1,164 
in favor of sense and freedom.

The Christian bigots raised great opposition to the 
opening of cinematograph theatres at Brighton on tho 
blessed Sabbath or Lord ’s Day. The Watch Com
mittee, considering that such places of amusement kept 
people out of tho public-houses on Sunday, recommended 
the granting of seven days’ licenses to six cinematograph 
shows, on the condition that all the employees of such 
places should have one day’s rest in seven. But the 
Christian bigots were strong enough to induce the Council, 
by 21 votes to 17, to refer the matter back to the 
Committee. ____

“  Providence ” has been very active in Manchuria, where 
the plaguo has carried oil millions. Many villages are quite

deserted, all the inhabitants having fled or perished. 
Fudziadin, the Chinese quarter of Harbin, there were 40 0 
inhabitants, and hardly 4,000 are now left alive. Most o 
these are helpless children, for this plague, which is Pu ' 
monic, seldom attacks children under fourteen.

Mrs. Besant’s letter of congratulation to Mr. W. T. Stead 
ends with the words, “  May God bless you.”  Think of t 
Mrs. Besant of the late seventies and early eighties, an 
then reflect on poor Ophelia’s exclamation : “  We know vfba 
we are ; we know not what we may be.”

Rev. Harold Greenwood, of St. Thomas’s Church, Sander- 
land, has been preaching against the immorality of the ag0- 
People have lost the sense of sin, he says, and are fond of 
amusement and pleasure. “  We are getting so refined,”  b0 
said, “  so gloriously refined, that we are too refined for te- 
production.”  This is a reference to the falling birth-rat0' 
The reverend gentleman believes in old Jehovah’s primal 
commandment, “  Be ye fruitful and multiply, and replenish 
the earth.”  Apparently he forgets that there were (so tb0 
story goes) only two persons alive then, and that the world 
wanted a bit of filling up. We beg to remind him, also, tba« 
sex teaching is very different in the New  Testament. J08“ ’ 
and Paul both taught celibacy and no 11 reproduction ”  at alL
Tolstoy was undoubtedly a good Christian when he 
that there could bo such a thing as Christian marriage

denied

We have just received a telegram from Mr. White, t 
victim of the latest Malthusian prosecution, whose Pr0se n 
address is Durham Prison. He says he was arrested 
Monday, and asks us to “  see that his friends know about 
in our next.” We have alroady said that we never kne!f 
case so badly mismanaged from a public point of vl60j 
Those who run the Malthusian League have no idea 
fighting, and Mr. Holmes, whose pamphlet was attach0 1 
although he provided counsel for Mr. White’s defen0 ' 
seems to be indifferent about the fato of Mr. White him86 ' 
That old man's fine of jE25 should have been paid somehp^ 
His only crime is selling works which other people pubb J  
For twenty years, we understand, he has sold all sort8 g[ 
“  advanced ”  literature in the market-places of the North 
England. He has done no more. And he ought not to 
rotting in Durham Prison.

The Bishop of Southwell complains that “  the incorn0 ® 
some colliers is bettor than that of a large number of 
clergy.”  Suppose it is. What of that? A collier’s work  ̂
usefnl and even necessary. A  clergyman’s work is °_l 
Importance to anybody but himself. I t  brings him bread-

The Statesman (Calcutta) of February 26 remarks J , 
Doubtless among those who have not heard Mr. LI 

George the impression prevails that ho is a loud-W „ 
ranting demagogue of the style of the late Mr. Bradlaufi , 
We quite agree that Mr. Lloyd George is not a Bradl»°e J 
but we raise our eyebrows at the description of Bradla B 
as “  a loud-voiced ranting demagogue.”  Gladstone as a 
of oratory stands higher even than the Statesman— “  ,s 
editor will permit us to say so. And what was Gladst013..̂  
opinion of Bradlaugh ? It  will bo found on p. 16 of v0 jjje 
of Morley’s L ife  of the great statesman. Writing to 0j 
Queen after Bradlaugh's speoch at the Bar of tho Hon9 
Commons on June 23, 1880, Gladstone said: “ His a. 'jjp. 
was that of a consummate speaker.”  Comment i8 
necessary.

T H E  GOD OF MR. JONES. gt ¡s
Of all conceivable forms of enlightenment the 'v<j.u0w9 

what these people call the Inner Light. Anyone who a0y. 
anybody knows how it would work ; anyouo who kno')' ^gee 
one from the Higher Thought centre knows bow 1 j.arn8 
work. That Jones shall worship the God within bins d£8, 
out ultimately to moan that Jones shall worship ^
Let Jones worship tho sun or moon, anything rath®r .j j,0 
the Inner L ig h t ; let Jones worship cats or crocodil08' ^  j£, 
can find any in his street, but not tho God within-' 
Chesterton.

T H E  ABBO T’S NOSE.
Tho rose on the nose doth all virtues disclos0 • 
For tho outward grace shows 
That the inward overflows,
When it glows in the rose of a red, rod nose-

__2\ L . P eaC°
eh-
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Sunday, March 26, Queen’s (Minor) Hall, Langham-place, 
London, W. : at 7.30, “  Christianity and Peace.”

April 2, Stratford Town H a ll; April 9, Glasgow.

To Correspondents.

T. Lloyd's L ecture E ngagements.—March 26, Stratford Town 
Hall. April 2, Manchester ; 23, Liverpool.

• • Bates.—Thanks for cuttings, etc.
Beedebic Dixon.—W e have no taste—perhaps no faculty—for 

conundrums. I f  you do not officially represent the Society 
whose official letter-paper vou use, you Bhould plainly say so— 
every time you use it. Adieu.
• A. (Ayr).—We will think it over again.

■ Thelwall.—May your good wishes be realised.
• B. See paragraph. Thanks.
• Perbis.—Professor Fraser’s Golden Bough was first published 
ln two volumes, and afterwards in three. A  new edition is

^now being issued in Bix.
■ B- Ball.—Y our cuttings are always welcome.

• Oaklet.—See paragraph. Thanks.
H odbon.—We really cannot answer such inquiries by post. 

'if have no copies of the Bible Handbook left. A new and 
cheaper edition will be published before long. You will see the 
announcement in due course in our pages.
•Be h e l d .—Y our letter will do good. We wish Freethinkers 

ould ggt letters into newspapers more frequently than they do. 
cmer Brothers.—P leased to hear your advertisement in the 
reethinker brought you as many answers as two advertise- 

U 8n̂ 8 ’n another paper with a 200,000 circulation.
' . K-—Thanks for cuttings, etc. Glad you “ immensely 

^ t^ °yed "  onr Birmingham lectures.
aiiND,—Thanks for the tickets, though wo aro too busy to uso 

H R6m’ ^ Ur '8 aBvays mapped out a great deal in advance. 
'c ILV*RRTiIH.—Glad to hear you say, “ My admiration for yonr 
wi?k^iaona abiHty an<l whole-hearted integrity grows stronger 
ar . “ t® years.”  As a member of the N. 8. 8 Executive, you 
wP ,a a P?8'1'011 to view our actions behind the scenes, as it 

^  r® 1 which gives all the more value to your tribute.
carE'R RBADF0bi>'—There is nothing novel in it. Begging is 

j  ' tle|I on as a An® art in so many churches.
fan ^.B1.TEH0DSE-—May not the letter be ironical 7 We rather 

p 'a> I f  serious, it is too silly for anything,
tjj' WlLLis writes : " I  earnestly hope you will long live to edit 
b«in° r̂6e PreaB °f this country. I regard the Freethinker as
stiti*’  *n ®neat weapon in the long fight of braina versus super- 
ham°R' • correspondent says that several of the Birming- 
PrintedBa'ntS " would like to see the Warschauer-Foote debate

Bund ^‘8 8ubaor'P f'on to the President’s Honorarium
have “ .It is so small a return for the ploasuro and benefit I 
Hi . rea®lveff during tho years since the fiist issue of the Free-

'^E8l(DiTn.—You will see we have dealt with it. Thanks, 
supp — A fresh resolution, with tho additions you
(March 261'* ^  Ver^ be Pa88eA flt Queen’s Ball to-night

Tug q ”
Parp;CD̂ AB S° ci*ty. L imited , office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 

Te* K ngdon-8‘ r®et, E.C.
Barpi»1 jI,al 8E°onAR Society’s office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 

'V«*N tb8d0n'8tree‘ ’ E -C-
With Rp 88rv'ces of the National Secular Society in connection 
thould6̂ 11 ar ® ur*al Serviocs aro required, all communications 

L*ttEr , 8 a<f^r®ssed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.
• H «»p °r.,tbe Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 

Lecturj l  e‘Btrcet’ Barringdon-street, E.O.
•treet E p 0S8 mtl*t reaoh 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
‘userted^'^’ ’ ®r®t P08t Tuesday, or they will not be

Bioneer°lp ^ 81'a*inre ah°nld be sent to the Manager of the 
j, End not to tfi88xjq- R 8W0aatl0 -̂street, Farringdon-etroet, E.O.,

t h^tkiin» 8®nd ns newspapers would enhance the favor by 
I’*»8oi(S f 8 Paaaages to which they wish us to call attention. 

to >end A .iir11® *or iiterature by stamps are specially requested
Ta® i 'r e e t h - nnV ,tamP‘ -

in'08’ p o s fr  wil* b® forwarded direct from the publishing 
6d. • the following rates, prepaid :—One year,

’ ‘  year, 5s. 3d. ; three months, 2s. 8d.

^ r e 8 id e n t ’i8 Honorarium Fund, 1911.

ptQV- Eleventh L is t o f  Subscriptions.

SilveT«fly. acknowledged, JE159 13s. 8d. S. E. M., 4s.; 
’ R., f i . p * 10b- i A Friond, 2s. 6d .; T. Tbelwall. JE1; 

’ • E. Willis, 2s. 6d.; C. Heaton, 5s.; K. B. H., 2s.

Special.

I  SEE by the newspapers that the “  Rev. Mr. Dixon, 
of Chicago ” has been unanimously invited to become 
the pastor of Spurgeon’s Tabernacle I  understand 
that this is the Dixon (then of Brooklyn) who was 
the authority appealed to by the Rev. Dr. Torrey in 
support of his statement that Colonel Ingersoll was 
in the pay of the vendors of obscene literature in 
America. Dixon visited England daring the time 
that Mr. W. T. Stead assisted in exposing Torrey’s 
slanders on Paine and Ingersoll. He called on Mr. 
Stead, and a communication from him was inserted 
in the Review of Reviews. Mr. Stead pointed out that 
Dixon’s communication contained Dixon’s word, but 
no other evidence, and let the matter rest there. 
But I  obtained evidence from America, through the 
kindness of the late Eugene Macdonald, of the New 
York Truthseeker; and I  was able to show that Dixon 
was as unscrupulous a liar as Torrey. A lot of 
matter was published by me in the Freethinker at the 
tim e; and if Dixon settles down in London I  feel 
that I  ought to reprint most of it in pamphlet form ; 
for the slanderer has never apologised, nor shown 
the slightest sign of repentance ; indeed, 1 hear that, 
being in London, he has already resumed his dirty 
work. No doubt he feels pretty safe. So did Torrey 
—but he found he was n ot; the exposure inflicted 
upon him barred his return to this country. Dixon 
is not safe either. He may laugh, but let those 
laugh who win.

I  think the Freethought party will trust me to do 
a job like this thoroughly. I never scamped a bit of 
work in all my li fe ; at least I  possess that virtue. 
And I loved Ingersoll. Loved, do I say ? Why use 
the past tense ? I  love him still. Death has no 
power over my affection for him. I  would have been 
happy to do him any service while he was living ; I 
am proud to do him any servioe now he is dead. And 
what better service can I  do him than defend his 
character against Christian slanderers ?

Torrey came to London— and met his fate there. 
Dixon is coming to London— and—I leave the reader 
to fill in the rest— at the finish. q  ^  F o o t e

Sugar Plums.

There was a much improved audience at Queen’s (Minor) 
Hall on Sunday evening, whon Mr. Footo locturod on “  Deity 
Up to Date,”  with spocial reference to Dr. Russel Wallace’s 
now plea for God in the Wonders o f L ife . The audience 
evidently enjoyed tho locture from the first sentence to the 
last, and thero was great applause at tho end. Soveral 
questions wero asked and answered. Prior to the lecture 
Mr. Foote moved, and Mr. Victor Roger, the chairman, 
seconded the following resolution : “  That this mooting hails 
with pleasure and satisfaction the recent speech of Sir 
Edward Grey on Peace, and earnestly hopes that tho sug
gested arbitration treaty between Great Britain and the 
United States will soon be accomplished." This was carried 
unanimously.

Mr. Foote’s lecture to-night (March 26) winds up the 
Queen's Hall course. His subject will be “  Christianity and 
Peace.”  He w ill have a good deal to say about both, and 
particularly about the impudent way in which the Christian 
Churches aro (as usual) appropriating the Peace movement 
now that it is on the road to victory without them. Prior 
to the lecturo there will be vocal and instrumental music, 
and a poetical reading by Miss Florence Foote (Mrs. Walter).

Mr. Cohon opened the special course of lectures at Strat
ford Town Hall on Sunday evening. Mr. Lloyd occupies the 
platform to-night (March 26). We hope the local “ Baints” 
w ill do their best to get tho hall crowded.

Tho Warschauer-Footo debato (see advertisement), which 
takes place at Caxton Hall, London, next Thursday and 
Friday evenings, appears to bo exciting a good deal of 
interest. Tickets aro going off well, and several of them 
aro in tho hands of provincial Freethinkers, who are coming 
up to London to hear the debate. With regard to the 
tickets, the two shilling ones are for special front seats that 
will bo reserved for tho holders under any circumstances. 
Thu shilling tickets will entitle the holders to a seat for cer-



202 THE FREETHINKER MARCH 26, 1911

tain np to eight o’clock, after that it w ill be impossible to 
reserve them. Shilling seats are not numbered; the number 
written on each card is for a different purpose. We may add 
that double tickets for both nights are not printed. Those 
who mean to attend both nights have simply to buy two 
single tickets.

Miss Vance w ill be glad to hear, at 2 Newcastle-street, E.C., 
from able-bodied “  saints ”  who w ill act as stewards at the 
Warschauer-Foote debate. Disorder is not anticipated, but 
tickets have to be taken, people have to be shown to their 
seats, and not allowed to monopolise too much space indi
vidually, especially if there is a crowd demanding accommo
dation, as is very likely to bo the case on this occasion. 
These are some of the services which stewards will be 
called upon to render. We hope Miss Vance w ill find 
plenty of volunteers.

Several “  saiDts ”  have begged us to get the Warschauer- 
Foote debate reported and published. That matter lies, of 
course, in the hands of the two disputants. The copyright 
of the debate is theirs. No one has a right to report it in 
any manner without their permission. I t  is entirely different 
from an ordinary public meeting, as there is a charge for 
admission, and no entrance at all without payment. Dr. 
Warschauer is naturally averse to the report of the debate 
appearing in a paper identified with one side. Whether it 
would be advisable to publish the debate in pamphlet or 
book form is not yet decided. A first-class verbatim report 
is expensive, and our own experience of the sale of debates, 
at the price necessary to cover the cost of production, does 
not make us feel very optimistic in this instance.

Mr. Herbert Burrows lectures at South Place Institute 
this morning (March 26) at 11 o’clock on “  B, V. and the City 
of Dreadful N igh t”— “ B. V.,”  of course, being James 
Thomson, who was a thorough-goiDg Atheist as well as a 
powerful writer both in verse and prose. Mr. Burrows’ 
lecture should be interesting, and some London "  saints ” 
w ill probably be glad to hear it.

Laindon is a sequestered, but a growing, place on the 
London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway, and a most 
astonishing place to find a Freethought agitation in. Its 
existence there is due to Mr. R. H. Rosetti, who has taken 
up his residence there. We hear that he has now succeeded 
in fixing up a public debate on “  Is Christianity the True 
Revelation from God ?”  Such a debate is enough to shake 
Laindon to the very centre. I t  is to take place in the New 
Council School on Saturday evenings, April 1 and 8. The 
Christian champion is Mr. W. Skinner, of the International 
Bible Students’ Association. The Freethought champion is 
Mr. Rosetti himself. Mr. A. W. Turner takes the chair on 
the first evening at 7, and Miss H. Pankhurst on the second 
evening. Some of our readers may happen to be able to 
drop in and hear this debate.

W e understand that an important article on “  The Policy 
of Secular Education ” is to appear in the April number of 
The Nineteenth Century— and A fter. Its author is Mr. 
Halley Stewart, the new President of the Secular Education 
League, in succession to Lord Weardale. We understand it 
is not an apologetic but a fighting article, hitting out at the 
enemies of Secular Education all round. No doubt Free
thinkers will turn to it with much interest. Wo hope to 
give some telling extracts from it next week.

Scientists and Religion.

“  It is undoubtedly true that the investigation of science 
runs contrary to the unscientific thought has been tangled up 
with religion, as one tradition becomes affiliated with another. 
As I  once said, much that we called religion is only the debris 
of our grandfathers' science.” —P rofessor David Stars 
Jordan.

“  Regarding your last question, if in my experience I  have 
found men of science irreligious and anti-Christian, my obser
vations and acquaintance with a few scientific men indicate 
that in the same way that most Churchmen are unscientific, 
bo are most men of science irreligious.” —Da. W. C. K endall!

“  Scientific men, as far as I  have found, are divided on 
these questions much as is the case with other people.”  
P rofessor D. H. Bcott.

Bee Religious Beliefs of Scientists, pp. 99, 154-159.

ARE scientific men religious or anti-religions ? That 
is the question professed to bo settled by a book, 
lately published by the North London Christian Evi
dence League, entitled Religious Beliefs of Scientists, 
by Arthur H. Tabrum.

Man has been described as a “ collecting animal ” 
Borne go collecting with a shotgun or a net; Mr.

Tabrum has stalked his prey with a pen, and bis 
bag consists of over a hundred letters from eminent 
men of science in England and America—only ten 
are American—whom he claims to be neither anti- 
Christian or anti-religious. These letters are eked 
out with extracts from works of other scientific men, 
bringing the number up to 163.

Mr. Drawbridge—who is the chairman of this fiyS” 
words-long League—writes an introduction, in which 
he expresses an “  earnest wish that the reader win 
approach the subject in a thoroughly critical and 
scientific spirit.”  Well, we shall be most happy 
oblige Mr. Drawbridge.

We do not want, says Mr. Drawbridge, “  the un
supported dogmas ” of “  Atheist demagogues in the 
parks,” we want to know “  What are the facts ? 
Well, some of the faots are rather curious. E°!j 
instance, Lord Avebury will be surprised to find 
himself—in the list of Contents— under the heading 
“ Chemists, Physicists, etc.” And Sir J. Burdon- 
Sanderson, Sir W. Thiselton-Dyer, and Sir E. Ray 
Lankester, besides their other q u a l i f i c a t i o n s ,  will he 
astonished to find themselves under the beading 
“  Philologists and Orientalists.”  But these are 
trifles, mere gnats, compared with the camels ^ 0 
shall meet with before we have finished.

In reply to a question by Mi. Drawbridge as to 
whether he had selected the letters for publication 
and kept others back, Mr. Tabrum replied that he 
had received forty-eight others besides those poh' 
fished, of which eighteen stated they could not reply 
to his questions; “  of the remaining thirty letters» 
which are marked ‘ private,’ or for whioh permission 
to publish has not been received, seventeen are from 
correspondents who are distinctly Christian ; on0’ 
perhaps two, are Agnostic, and the remainder are 
favorable to the Christian position.”

So we do not get all the letters. Under °n0 
pretext or another forty-eight of them are kept back- 
Having a pretty extensive acquaintance 
“ Christian Evidence,” the withholding of tbes0 
letters gives cause for the deepest suspicion an 
reduces the whole inquiry to a farce. For, mark, 
seventeen are claimed as “ distinctly Christian” ; b°, 
many of those published are claimed as supporters 0 
Christianity who are nothing of the kind. And j 
a public man—writing upon religion—marks n1 
letter “ private,” it is generally because it contain 
some heresy which he does not wish to be publm*y 
known. But how many are marked “ private ” ? ™ 
do not know. They may only number half-a-doz0D’ 
or less, for Mr. Tabrum says thirty “ are mar»0 
‘ private,’ or for which permission to publish has W 
been received." This is the way the trick is works •itif the letter wifi not suit Mr. Tabrum’s collection, 
comes under the heading of “  Permission to pnbl10.̂  
has not been received” ; if it is found suitable, in. 1 
goes, or part of it. Christian evidences reqDir 
handling as carefully as vipers. .

Mr. Drawbridge also tells us that “ none of 
letters has been edited ” (notice the “  has been r  
But what does he mean by edited ? There is e^0 
dence all through the book that the letters n®.{ 
been edited. For instance, instead of giving uS 
Victor Horsley’s letter, we are told what be 8il J  
and in its place given a quotation from an artiol0 
his in the Nineteenth Century. Only four lines 
cited from Dr. Harmer’s le tter; from Prof00 j 
Dixon’s, three. Professor George Chrystal’a is 0 
given at all. In fact, you cannot be sure that ” 
have the whole of any letter in the book. As an . 
dependent investigation the book is quite wortm0 
But let us investigate this jungle a little further*

Some of the greatest of modern scientists 
absent, such as Darwin, Clifford, Tyndall, ¡0 
and Spencer. Darwin and Spencer figure larg0J_g 
the history of thought than any of the »»m   ̂
included in this book; and Clifford, Tyndall, ^ g 
Huxley are more than the equal to any , jj0y 
scientists in their own speoial sciences— and 
all rejected religion. And whereas we only 
few fines from thoso letters which do not an ^¡g  
Mr. Tabruro'd purpose, rre have pages of t*?0
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rom Professor Frank Cavers, who informs us that 
*8 duties include “  turning out with the football and 
arriers teams,” that “  many of Darwin’s theories 
ave fallen to the ground,” and that “  the whole 

question of Evolution is in the melting-pot.” Pro- 
essor Cavers is singularly out of touch with the 

Progress of modern soience upon this subject, as he 
,,oa*a find if he consulted the volume on Darwin and 

Thought, published on the centenary of 
arwin’s birth, and containing twenty-nine essays 
y leading scientists of the day. 

a fv,r Lankester, who Bpeaks with far higher 
uthority than Professor Cavers, comes down heavily 
P°n these pious detractors of Darwin. In his 
«cnee from an Easy Chair, published last year, 
apter v. is entitled “  Darwin’s Theory Unshaken,” 

,n whlob he remarks
“ It seems ill-mannered, if not ill-natured, that the 

year of the centenary of Charles Darwin’s birth should 
oe chosen by owners of anonymous pens in order to 
fv,arm Public mind with the preposterous statement 
that his celebrated and universally accepted theory of 
the origin of the species or kinds of plants and animals 
hy natural selection, or 1 the survival of favored races in 
the struggle for life,’ is undermined and discredited, 
yuch a statement once cooly made in the public press 
18 uecessarily believed by a large number of uninformed 
readers, and, for the moment, none the less harmful, 
because it is baseless. Those who seek to belittle 
Darwin's theory show, whenever they venture into 
particulars, that they do not know what Darwin’s 
theory is ”  (p> 27).

After describing Darwin’s theory, Sir Ray
flat 68̂ er ^ec âres> “ it  ¡B not possible to find any 

hralist of consideration who does not accept it."
■n ion11 occast°n of the celebration at Cambridge, 
La k ’ cenfcenary ° f  Darwin’s birth, Sir Ray
th e P ^ 6r Wa8 °bosen> as our leading scientist, by 
as j.r'Qano8ll°r ° f  the University to deliver an address 
Etn -6 rePreeentative of the Naturalists of the British 
B o i ’ ° ^ er addresses being given by the leading 
Gor l8̂ 8 United States, of Russia, and of
claAa?y‘ k*9 address, Sir Ray Lankester de- 
Drnni • largo majority of British naturalists
fhat T ed’. “ no doubtful or qualifying phrase,” 
hatu ^,arw*n’8 “  theory of the origin of spooies by
Co . selection...... remains whole and sound and

poncing, in spite of every attempt to upset it.” * 
fir(J, ofessor Cavers appears to be a religious man 
fonn8?. a scientist afterwards. Let him stick to his 

Jlba maad ha™ s .
Boise jpakr?m approached these scientists in the 
listen" ttD *nnoceni' whose faith had been shaken by 
tnajQ la 8 to an Atheist lecturer. Now, the great 
soien ° f professor’s are engaged in teaohing 
PiCaiC.° ln our universities, publio sohools, and teoh- 

InaHfQtions, and are not in a position of free- 
chii^an  ̂ dependence, for they have to teach the 
hj08 J en ®f parents of the most diverse beliefs, 
an<} J  r°^Siou8—at least, on the maternal side— 
Caae8 *} °P0n profession of Atheism would, in most 
soien’ ead to strained relations, if not dismissal. A 
^oulfi8 teacher once told the present writer that he 
to pQiji??*' d d  his positioh for a week if ho wore 

IQ ,,lsh hiB real opinions on religion. 
fbodonf0 0*rcam8tances, it is idle to expoot an inde- 
bofigf 1 answer to a question dealing with religious

Mo
fightip007^ » scientific men are no more fond of 
f le a s ' theological bogies than other men. As 
aBerf>c! ° r Uuxloy remarked, they “  have no such 
68re6̂ e  tendencies

^ rath v f tua,y ’ now and tb °n' bo stirred to momentary 
ign by tho unnecessary obstacles with which the 
the dHr ° r, ttl0 “ alicious encumber, if they cannot bar
anti .  ̂ Path.......but they havo better than mere
°ugkt business in hand; and if dogmas, which
their n° r  more fossils but are not, aro not forced upon 
Uon.exi°^ °e,„  they are too happy to treat them as 

•1-hen '
ettora confa-n* w.e ®nd—even *n bhe emasoulated 

tamed in this book—that scientists them-

Rc'unit front an Eaiy Chair, 1910; p. 34. 
T LaV Sermons i 1874 j p. 377.

selves flatly contradict one another. We reproduce 
a few opinions upon one subject: The Bible and 
Soience:—

T he B ible U nscientific. 
"M any of the statements 

made in the Sacred Eecord in 
regard to the natural world are 
not consistent with actual fact. 
That has long been recognised.” 
—Prof. James Geikie.

“  The Genesis story of crea
tion is to me a story, an alle
gory, and while it interests me 
greatly, it does not form a part 
of my religion.”—Prof. F. L . 
Charles.

“ It is, of course, true that 
scientific research has shown 
the imperfection of the cosmo
gony of the Old Testament, but 
it has done nothing more.” — 
Prof. Boyd Dawkins.

“ It is quite true that there 
are some facts of which we 
believe to be now well-ascer
tained which are at variance 
with some statements in the 
Bible ; but these statements in 
no way affect matters of Faith.” 
—Prof. S. A. Saunders.

It is noteworthy that out of this collection of one 
hundred and sixty-three scientists, less than half-a- 
dozen Btand out fot the soientifio accuracy of the 
Bible. In fact, the great majority of them never 
mention the Holy Book; they avoid it as the Devil 
is said to avoid holy water. Those who uphold the 
science of the Bible to-day are fossil representatives 
of a bygone generation ; even the Churoh has given 
up its defence. “  The faintest resemblance of har
mony,” said Dean Farrar, in The People s Bible History, 
“ between Genesis and physical science, can only be 
obtained by a licentious artificiality and casuistry of 
exegetio invention.” And CaDons Driver and Ryle 
are of the same opinion. More than forty years ago, 
Dr. Samuel Davidson, the learned Hebrew scholar, 
deolared, “  The reoonoilers of Scripture and Soience 
labor in vain.” * It  is far too late in the day to 
attempt to revive tho belief in the scientific aocuracy 
of the Bible.

It  is useless for these Rip Van Winkle’s—aroused 
from their slumbers by Mr. Tabrum—to vouch for 
the soientifio truth of the Bible. Do they believe 
that everything was created in six days ? That 
Adam was created out of dust and Eve out of one 
of Adam’s ribs— surreptiously extracted during his 
sleep? Do they bolievo in a universal Deluge and 
the fable of Noah’s Ark? Do they believe in a 
talking donkey ? In walls that fall down at tho 
sound of trumpets, and all the other fairy tales 
contained in this book ?

Science knows nothing of oreation. Science 
teaches that things have arrived at their present 
condition through a process of evolution from the 
simple to the complex. It traces the evolution of 
man himself, down through various phases of civili
sation, to the savage, feeding on raw flesh, without 
fire, without speech. Lower still, we find in the 
remains of the Pithecanthropus Erectus—the man
like Ape discovered by Dr. Dubois at Java—the link 
between man and the lower animals from which ho 
descended. That is the teaohing of Science. What 
does the Bible tell us about tho origin of man ?

The Bible knows nothing of the rise of man 
through oountless ages from lower forms. It teaches 
that Adam was created suddenly— like the conjuror 
produces the rabbit from the empty hat. Instead of 
the rise of man, we are told of his fall. He was 
created perfect, he sinned and fell, and it is upon 
this dogma of “  The Fall ”  that Christianity is 
founded. St. Paul deolared that it was to redeem 
mankind from the consequences of Adam’s sin that 
God sent his Son to suffer on the Cross.

Now, if instead of “  The Fall,” there was a rise of 
man, the whole fabric of Christianity collapses to 
the ground. Not one of tho scientists in Mr.

T he B ible Scientifically T rue.
“ Moreover, it is recognised 

that the Bible, as a record of 
truths, never falls foul of 
science in its search after truth.” 
—Prof. G. Sims Woodhead.

“  The more I  study the Bible 
(the foundation of all real re
ligion) the more convinced I  am 
of its Divine origin and autho
rity.”—Prof. Henry Mackintosh.

“  I  am a student of science, 
and honestly say, that so far 
from there being antagonism 
between the Bible and physical 
science, the reverse is the case.” 
— Sir William de Abney.

"  The longer I  live the more 
evidence meets me of the com
plete harmony between the 
Bible and Science.”—Prof. H. 
Orchard.

• Fresh Bevition of the English Old Testament p. 101 published 
in 1878* but written in 1870.
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Tabrmn’s book deals with this flat contradiction 
between the teaching of Science and the teaching of 
the Bible. What is the use of a thousand testi
monies to the truth of the Bible unless these glaring 
contradictions are explained away ?

It is a faot, well known to the legal profession, 
that you can very often obtain the answer you 
require by a judicious framing of the question, and 
Mr. Tabrum has an acute perception of this fact. 
In his letter of inquiry—or rather in the fragment 
of it we get on p. 7 of his book—after “  freely ack
nowledging the very limited extent of his reading on 
the subjects referred to,”  he adds, that he has come 
to the conclusion that “  between true Science and 
true Religion there is no real antagonism.” Then 
he puts the following questions :—

“  1. Is there any real conflict between the facts of Science 
and the fundamentals of Christianity ?

2. Has it been yonr experience to find men of Science 
irreligious and anti-Christian 1 ”

Of course, this is easily answered end commits the 
answerer to nothing. All depends on wbat you mean 
by “ the fundamentals of Christianity.”  Most edu
cated people, who call themselves Christians, have 
given up all belief in the Old Testament and all the 
miracles in the New. The fundamentals of Christi
anity, for them, being the moral teachings of the 
New Testament. So that, having eliminated all the 
points wherein the Bible and Soience come in con
tact, it is easy enough to subscribo to the first 
question, and, it is needless to say, most of the 
answerers gladly avail themselves of the non-com
mittal character of the first question to get rid of 
Mr. Tabrum and his impertinent questions. Many 
of them assert that there is no conflict between 
“ true science and true religion.” It  would be juat 
as sensible to say there is no conflict between “  true 
arithmetic and true astronomy.” Two truths cannot 
come in conflict. What we want to know is, what 
they mean by “  true religion ” ? Professor Turner, 
the astronomer, in his answer, goes straight to the 
point; be says:—

“  Your questions can only be answered if they are 
made much more definite. ‘ The essential teachings of 
the Christian religion,’ for instance, is a phrase which 
has meant many different things at different times, and
generally much more than it ought to have meant.......
Present opinion as to what is essential differs widely. 
The man of scienco naturally feels a disinclination to 
accept statements on mere authority, when authority 
proves so fiickle ”  (p. 219).

We may remark here, that we nowhere get the 
letter whioh Mr. Tabrum addressed to the scientists, 
but wo may gather a very fair idea of its contents 
from the answers given ; for instance, on p. 100, 
Professor Boulger writes : “ You quote a lecturer as 
saying that ‘ no scientists are Christians.’ ”  In a 
footnote to this, Mr. Tabrum explains, “  This asser
tion was made in the spring of 1909." We are not 
given the name of the lecturer or where he lectured; 
he appears from the blue, suddenly, with the marks 
of mythology strong upon him. Professor Boulger, 
with Christian meekness, remarks : “  This is a lie, a 
monstrous lie.” No one will be surprised to hear 
that Professor Boulger is a Roman Catholic. But 
we should like to read the whole of Mr. Tabrum’s 
letter, if it was only to eee whether “ a leoturer ” 
made an “ assertion” in the summer or autumn to 
match this spring chicken which arouses such un
scientific excitement in the Professor’s breast.

Professor A. H. Keane, says Mr. Tabrum, “ writes 
that he does not think that * Christianity ’ and 
‘ Soience ’ are reconcilable ” ; but, of course, we do 
not get his letter.

No doubt the forty unpublished letters contain 
many severe snubs to our inquisitive author; witness 
how he is fobbed off by Professor Arthur Church, 
who says:—

“ I  drew up a pretty full account of my own convic
tions in these matters ; but, after further consideration,
I  could not but feel that I  was scarcely justified in 
placing such a statement in the hands of a complete 
stranger.”

Professor D. S. Jordan is another scientist ^h° 
does not extend much sympathy, for he cruelly 
remarks that, “  much that we called religion was 
only the debris of our grandfathers’ science.” It 18 
to be feared that this caustic remark applies only too 
faithfully to Mr. Tabrum’s own religious beliefs.

Professor Ball is included among the believers on 
the strength of his citing a hymn verse in a lecture 
to children, and a reference to a “  Higher Power 
in a lecture at the pious Victoria Institute.

Nikola Tesla is also made to testify, although be 
deolared himself incompetent to answer the question- 
He also speaks of a “  Higher principle,”  but what 
this bas to do with the Bible, Christianity, or God, 
Mr. Tabrum leaves us completely in the dark- 
Perhaps he thinks that when they use the Lords 
Prayer, they commence “  Our Higher Power, who 
art in heaven.”  As Voltaire remarked of the prophet 
Habakkuk, he seems to be capable of anything.

However, we have had one good laugh out of Mr- 
Tabrum’s book—it is in the connection he traoes 
between Christianity and the rise of Japan. Pr°' 
fessor Ewing, in replying to his questions, sends » 
leoture delivered by him at Tokio twenty-five years 
ago, while in the employ of the Japanese Govern
ment. This, with three others by different authors, 
dealing with Christianity, were published in both 
English and Japanese. Mr. Tabrum evidently re
gards this as what Dick Swiveller would call ‘ ® 
staggerer,” for he gravely and impressively remarks- 

“ It is necessary to place these facts before the reader 
on account of the sweeping assertion, often made by th* 
enemies of religion, that the civilisation and progress 0 
Japan during the last twenty years are not in ‘h® 
slightest measure duo to a knowledge of Christi»11 
thought.”

So that it was through these tracts making 
Japanese acquainted with the religion of the 0°' 
called “ Prince of Peace" that enabled them 
smash the Russian battleships and repulse the armie8 
of the Czar on the battlefields of Manohuria.

I f  Mr. Tabrum’s reading—as he acknowledge0' '  
had been less “  limited,” he would have known tha 
when the Japanese Government began to put the* 
national affairs in order, a Commission was appoint® 
to inquire into the advisability of making Christianity 
the established religion of the State. After 
exhaustive inquiry, the Commission reported ®ga’cA, 
making the change. The Japanese adopted tn 
European civilisation but they would have nothing 
to do with our religion, they knew too muoh aboo
it- . h0

Then we come upon Dr. Andrew Crommelin, 
writes “ As an enthusiastic adherent of the Cfttbei' 
Churoh,” and Professor Windle, who cites Volt®» 
Ampere, Coulomb, Pasteur, Mendel, and Butler Bui"ie’ 
as adherents of the Roman Catholic Church. 
what are these doing in Mr. Tabrum’s galley ? 
Tabrum is not a Catholio. But why not ? 
are distinguished men of science who are. y -  
whole of Mr. Tabrum’s argument—if it oan be call0 
an argument—is an attempt to bludgeon the 
believer into submission by the weight of grC, 
names, and yet he flatly refuses to believe in 1 
religion of the great men last cited 1 Mr. Tabf° ' 
like the veriest quack doctor, refuses to take bis o ^  
medicine; it may do for other people, but he i0 0 
taking any himself.

The faot is, as Professor Soott says in his letter 
the same book, “  Soientifio men, as far as I ¡he 
found, are divided on these questions much as i0 
case with other people ”  (p. 99). Scientists a 
agreed as to the faots of astronomy, physics, ..
matios, and all the other sciences in so far as the?
are proved. But when it comes to religion, 
all varieties of belief and unbelief—beoause 
subject is not oapable of proof. 0r

When we first departed from the religion .^et 
grandmother, we were sarcastically asked who  ̂
we know better than believers like Newton .fl 
Faraday ? We see the same argument advance 
some of the letters in this book. We 8 ° “ . gfBl 
names of Newton and Faraday, among ot
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cited as a proof that science is not incompatible 
with religion.

Ip a future article we will show what they did 
believe, and why, and inquire whether they are safe 
guides for us in this matter. Man n .

TO LE R A T IO N  AND BLASPHEM Y.
No quarter whatever should be given to the bigotry of 

P®°ple so unfit for social life as to insist not only that their 
own prejudices and superstitions should have the fullest 
toleration but that everybody else should be compelled to 
tbink and act as they do. Every service in St. Paul’s 
Cathedral is an outrage to the opinions of the congregation 
of the Roman Catholic Cathedral at Westminster. Every 
Liberal meeting is a defiance and a challenge to the most
cherished opinions of the Unionists.......I  deny that anybody
has the right to demand more from me, over and above lawful 
conduct in a general sense, than liberty to stay away from 
‘he theatre in which my plays are represented. I f  he is 
Unfortunate enough to have a religion so potty that it can 
be insulted (any man is as welcome to insult my religion, if 
be can, as he is to insult the universe) I  claim the right to 
■nault it to my heart’s content, if I  choose, provided I  do 
®°t compel him to come and hear me.— Bernard Shaw, 

Efface to “  The Showing Up o f  Blanco Posnet."

TH E  TR IU M PH  OF SECULARISM .
It is Secularism that is hastening on the cause of moral 

and intellectual freedom in every land, spreading abroad the 
Rood news that science is beginning to formulate the laws of 
hfe, asserting in the face of all selfish institutions that human 
®*ture has a right not merely to its daily bread, but to its 
daily love and joy. I t  is only in so far as Christianity is 
1‘5e*f secular that it is of the slightest influence upon the 
ags in which we live .— Robert Buchanan,

T R U E  SECULARISM .
t; uv* an love and self-respect, human science and verifica
tion' llnman perception of the limitation of knowledge, have 

° - ore *n half a century than the doctrine of other- 
BUcj  11088 has done in nineteen hundred years.— Robert

Obituary.

S t e e p l y  deplore the death of Mr. George Payne, of 
bearf r ^ha lley Rango, Manchester, which occurrod from 
in y0 Saturday night, March 18. Ho went to bed
8'gn f 8I)'r’*is' an(I was found dead in the morning, with no 
life m  an3^hing but a sudden and poacoful passing out of 
°*Usg f Payno had been associated with the Freethought 
biost , more ^han thirty years, and was always ono of its 
kader^f01008 8uPPorters- In the eighties he was an active 
hjg ij Secular movement in Manchester. Of late years 
Hi0te ij"h  had boon too unsatisfactory to allow of his doing 
th0 1 ban subscribe. This he did to some purposo. Ho was 
Bu^d anbscriber to the N. S. S. President’s Honorarium 
i25o’*ia,n!i whjhin the last two or throo years he has donated 
0Qr ol 1° ^ .S e c u la r  Society, Ltd. Mr. Payne was ono of 
tesPecte8‘̂  friends, and wo always held him in the highest 
b°ticeabl Was both intellectually and morally a very 
Wfio ]jn 6 'nan; ono never likely to be forgotten by those 
porfCcti6w him. As a husband and a fathor ho was as near 
Jbaiici00°  aS hnman nature could roach. There was nothing 
*n the U8l nothing unkind about him ; his impulses wero all 
Seenied ?lrec.i‘i°n of considerateneas and humanity. He 
Hi8 mind ^ ° Ven *he little vanities of human nature. 
8eri0Ua a WaH. turned to the great interests of life and to 
going P'mciploa. As a Freethinker he was thorough- 

in favor of the forward policy. The 
&  C ! ed th «  more be was convinced of its wisdom. 
jWnosda6 8 rema*DH wore cremated at Manchester on 
Jh® fnnerai ° n°  ° ’c'ock- Mrs. Bradlaugh Bonner delivered 

attend ^re8s- Mr. Footo being unfortunately unable 
S®cmat q .*• Lloyd was present to represent the National 

ciety and the Secular Society, Ltd.

At £
j 7 yeang^h'^oad, North Shiolds, on the 14th inst., agod 
Va^son Caroline, dearly beloved wife of John
caQgkter nfD*i er of Coorgo and H. M. Duncan, and grand- 

eh>etfctv b® lato Thomas Thompson. Interred at Preston 
3 »a  Saturday last.
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American Piety.

W e have been favored with the following lively cutting from 
a London evening newspaper :—

"F IG H T  AT A  PRAYER  M EETING.
MINISTER KILLED IN THE PULPIT.

As the result of a duel with knives, fought in the pulpit of 
the Rock Creek Baptist Church at Williamsbury, Kentucky, 
the Rev. Robert Vanover is dead, his throat being badly cut, 
and the Rev. Isaac Perry and his cousin, Mr. Blaine berry, 
are in gaol under indictment. More than 100 prominent 
residents of the county who witnessed the fatal fight have 
been subpoenaed as witnesses.

This duel (according to the Daily Telegraph correspondent 
in New York) was fought at the opening of the evening 
praver meeting. Recently charges had been preferred 
against Dr. Vanover, and pending the trial, Dr. Perry 
filled the pulpit last night. Dr. Vanover had been excluded 
from the meeting by the trustees, but when the prayer 
meeting was convened he walked up the aisle and stepped 
into the pulpit.

According to the witnesses, Dr. Perry immediately has
tened toward Dr. Vanover, followed by Mr. Blaine Perry, 
and forthwith both ministers clinched and swayed about on 
the raised platform on which Btands the pulpit. The men 
had been struggling but a moment when several knives 
flashed out, and in another moment Dr. Vanover was dying 
from a gash in the neck.

Those nearest the combatants assert that Mr. Blaine Perry 
took a hand in the fight as soon as knives were brought into 
play, and held Dr. Vanover while the Rev. Isaac Perry deli
berately drew the blade across his adversary’s throat. A 
panic ensued when the flock realised what had happened. 
Dr. Vanover died within a few minutes after sinking down 
near the pulpit, and both the Perrys were arrested and 
hurried to gaol.

Several of the relatives of Dr. Vanover say that the fight 
between the two families has just begun, and two of them 
Btated openly that they will kill Dr. Perry unless the jury 
finds him guilty of murder in the first degree and the judge 
sentences him to be hanged. They say that the charges 
brought against Dr. Vanover do not warrant the murder of 
their relative. The Perrys, however, claim that Vanover 
first drew a knife.

Dr. Vanover was one of the most widely known mountain 
preachers in Kentucky. He * rode circuit ’ for many years, 
and had acquired a considerable reputation as a preacher of 
the gospel in remote country districts.”

The correspondent who favors ns with this lively catting 
sends us the following lively letter with i t :—

“  M y D ear F ootb,—
I  am sending you herewith a cutting from a news

paper which explains itself.
Kentucky is for the most part a mountainous country, and 

it is said that, physically, the Kentuckians are the tallest 
and finest specimens of the English race to be found any
where in the world, ft appears that their bodies must have 
grown at the expense of their brain, for we find that their 
intellectual capacity, especially as regards religion, is no 
farther advanced than in our neighboring principality— 
Wales. They have the same religious orgies, the same 
revivals in which the same people are converted and saved 
over and over again, and, in fact, all the religious tomfoolery 
that one finds in Wales Moreover, it is that particular 
State in the American Union where the internal Revenue 
Officers have the greatest trouble in performing their duties. 
It is the land of Illicit Stills, where the greater majority of 
the people are extremely pious, and where no work is done 
on Sunday except to shoot Revenue Officers. As many as 
twenty Revenue Officers have been killed in a single raid. 
Kentucky is the land of family feuds. Some of the Kentuc
kian families have kept up a feud for more than a hundred 
years, and some families have lost over a hundred members 
in the continuous fight that has been going on for so many 
yoars. The Kentuckians are said to bo the makings of the 
best soldiers in the world. It was the Kentucky riflemen 
that defeated the British General, Packingham, at New 
Orleans ; and in the Mexican War of 1848 they proved them
selves to be made of the right kind of stuff.

In civilisation thoy have not advanced very far, as is 
witnessed by the numerous religious revivals which have 
been going on for so many years.

Yours sincerely,
A m e r ic a n .”

T H E  CHURCH OF TH E  DEAD GOD.
Suppose one could bring one of the rough Galilean fisher

men who sowed the seod of the faith into a cathedral, and 
say to him, "  This is the fruit of your teaching ; you, whose 
mouths never spoke a word of art or music, who taught 
poverty and simplicity, bareness of life and an unclouded 
hoart, you are honored here; these towors and bells aro 
called after your names; you stand in gorgeous robes in 
these storied windows,”  would they not think and say that 
it was all a terrible mistake ?— A, C, Benson.
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S U N D A Y  L E C T U R E  N O T IC E S , Etc.

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

LONDON.
I ndoor

Q ueen’s (M inor) H all (Langham-place, W .): 7.30, O. W. 
Foote, “ Christianity and Peace."

Stbatfobd T own H all : 7.30, J. T. Lloyd, “ The Tragedy of 
Calvary and Modem Criticism.”

Octdoob.
E dmonton B bancu N. 8. S. (The Green): 7, W. Davidson, 

“  How the Church Treasured Books.”
I slington Bbanch N. S. 8. (Highbury Corner) : 12 noon, Ivan 

Paperno, a Lecture.

COUNTRY.
I ndoob.

Glasgow Seculab Society (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street): 12 
noon, Class ; 6.30, Miss Pemberton, a Lecture.

L eicesteb Seculab Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate): 
J. A. Hobson, M.A., “ The Referendum as an Instrument of 
Democracy.”

L ivebpool B banch N. 8. S. (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square): 
7, Bert Killip, “  Christianity and the Social Revolution.”

M anchester B ranch N. 8. S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road, 
All Saints) : 6.30, "  Esperanto.”  With blackboard illustrations.

R hondda B ranch N. S. S. (Parry’s Temperance Bar, Tony- 
pandy) : 3, Thomas Evans, “  The Soul and its Temple.”FLOWERS of FREETH0ÜGHT

B y  G. W . FO O TE .
Contains Bcores of entertaining and informing Essays an;. 

Articles on a great variety of Freethoaght topios.

First Series, cloth • - • - is. 6d.
Second Series cloth • * • - 2 s .  6d.

T hb P ioneer P bess, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdor-street, E.C.

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

inch. Special terms for several continuous insertions.

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS . New Issue. 1. B u n M  
Skunks, G. W. Foote ; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. Wheeler, 
3. Principles of Secularism, C. Watts; 4. Where Are 1°' 
Hospitals ? R. Ingersoll. 5. Because the Bible Tells 
So, W. P. Ball. Often the means of arresting attentio 
and making new members. Price 6d. per hundred, P09̂  
free 7d. Special rates for larger quantities. Samples o 
receipt of stamped addressed envelope.— N. S. S. Secreta® , 
2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C. ______ _

HARRY BOULTER, the Freethinker’s Tailor, 108 City-r°»¿ 
(2nd floor), opposite Old-st. Tnbe Station. Suits from 37s b •’ 
Ladies’ Costumes from 45s. Catholics. Churchmen, J® *' 
and Nonconformists support their own. Go thou and do 1>K 
wise ! ______ _

TW O S H ILL IN G S  in hard cash and 4 lbs. of 2s. Tea to' 
half-an-hour's work. Does this interest you? Particular 
from S. P alm er , Queen-street, Abertillery, Mon. __ -

FREETH INKERS I You will not do justice to yourselves if 
buy a Suit before seeing patterns of my 30s. and 50s. ,®UI.t9ie 
measure. Patterns and self-measure form post free. Fit, sty 1 
and wear guaranteed.—J. W. G o t i. 28 Church-ban 1 
Bradford.

THE

MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA-
An Address delivered at Chicago by

M. M. M A N G A S A R IA N .
Will be forwarded, post free, for

THREE HALFPENCE.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street,

THE S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y
(L IM ITED )

Company L im ited  by Guarantee,

Begistcred Office— 2 N E W C ASTLE  STREET, LONDON. E.C. 

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

Secretary— Miss E. M, YANCE.

T his Society was ormed 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 snch 
lawful things as are conducive to snch 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 np 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, hut a much 
larger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join 
it participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
its resources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
tion that no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
the Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
any way whatever.

The Society's affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
Directors, consisting of not less than five and not more than 
twelve members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

bnt are capable of re-election. An Annual General M®e eject 
members must bo held in London, to receive the ReP»ris0-. 
new Directors, and transact any other business that may ® ¡ted’ 

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, *L.0rit!' 
can receive donations and bequests with absolute ®
Those who are in a position to do so are invited • tbelf
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s faV° r j.eosiolJ' 
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest °PPrexeout°f< 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The e'oar$e 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary c :Bed 
administration. No objection of any kind has been r ‘ „  l)®3 
connection with any of the wills by which the So01 
already been benefited. , oCk, ”

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Batt 
Rood-lano, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C. of

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient sfî  
bequest for insertion in the wills of t e s t a t o r s “  I 
“  bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum w 
“  free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a receipt 
“  two members of the Board of the said Society and the ĝt t® 
“  thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executor 
‘ said Legacy.” tfill9j

Friends of the Society who have remembered it in *crctftr̂ ,jll 
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the fc>e ^jjo 
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman- cegs® h 
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is no ®
hut it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or rn.jCjoijy’ 
their contents have to be established by competent tes
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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.

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

g Principles and Objects.
k c o la r is j i teaches that conduct should be based on reason 

■ n,( knowledge. I t  knows nothing of divine guidance or 
n erferenco ; it excludes supernatural hopes and fears ; it 
Ofiards happiness as man’s proper aim, and utility as his 

moral guide.
Secularism affirms that Progress is only possible through 
iberty, which is at once a right and a duty; and therefore 
eeks to remove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of 
°ught, action, and speech.

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

' sa>ls it as the historic enemy of Progress. 
sd ec,u'ar*sm accordingly seeks to dispel superstition; to 
Pread education ; to disestablish religion ; to rationalise 

^orahty ; to promote peace ; to dignify labor ; to extend 
th& well-being ; and to realise the self-government of

1 People.

Membership.
Any person is eligible as a member on signing the 

‘ oUowing declaration
I  desire to join the National Secular Society, and I  

P*edge myself, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in 
Promoting its objects.”

Name...................................................................

America’s Freethought Newspaper. 

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

CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 1883-1909.
G. E . M A C D O N A L D ............................................  E ditob.
L. K. WASHBURN ....................... E ditorial Contributor.

Subscription R ates.
Single subscription in advance — ... 53.00
Two new subscribers ... ... ... 5.00
One subscription two years in advance ... 5.00

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

25 cents per month, may be begun at any time. 
Freethinkers everywhere are invited to tend for tpecimen copiet, 

which are free.
THE TRU TH  SEEKER COMPANY,

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

A NEW  (THE THIRD) EDITION
OF

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
By F. BONTE.

Address..... 

Occupation
Dated this............day of.............................190......

Declaration should bo transmitted to the Secretary 
^ th a subscription.

m ?®y°?d a minimum of Tw o Shillings per year, every 
ember is left to fix his own subscription according to 
18 roeans and interest in the cause.

Immediate Practical Objects.
tko l ^,e8‘^ mation of Bequests to Secular or other Free- 
h s t « !?  Societies, for j^e maintenance and propagation of 
CondV °X °P ‘n’ona on matters of religion, on the same 

itions as apply to Christian or Theistic churches or 
Ot8amsations.

Abolition of tho Blasphemy Laws, in order that 
out'f IOU may ko canvassod as frooly as other subjects, with 

rp,ear ° f  fine or imprisonment.
Chn i disestablishment and Disondowmont of tho Stato 

T|FC * 'n. England, Scotland, and Walos.
¡n g °. Abolition of all Roligious Teaching and Biblo Reading 
b» eools, or other educational establishments supported 

Stato.
clnlri ° Opening of all endowed educational institutions to tho 

ren and youth of all classes alike, 
of g 0 Abrogation of all laws interfering with the free use 
Sunl ay *0r d10 purpose of culture and recreation ; and tho 
ands L  °P °niug of Stato and Municipal Museums, Libraries, 

^ Art Galleries.
C(lual • -m °* dio Marriago Laws, especially to secure 
and t JU,8tico for husband and wife, and a reasonable liberty

Tb p  ty °-f divorco-
that 'lealisation of tho logal status of men and women, so 

Th n igbts may ko indopondont of soxual distinctions. 
fronj1?, rotoction of children from all forms of violonco, and 
Prpr« i 8reod of thoso who would make a profit out of their 
* ^oaturo labor.
*°steri ^ bo^ * on all horoditary distinctions and privileges, 
brotl10rk00*j antagonistic to justioo and human

ditfon°„ I ? pr?vement by ail just and wise moans of tho con 
in °* daily life for the masses of tho people, especially 
dwcliin“ a and c*ties> whoro insanitary and incommodious

gS. A.T1/1 4-1.». « t  MMA« or«o nnu OOnon" 0aK and the want of open spaces, causo physical 
pS aa<l disease, and the deterioration of family life, 

itself f r?m°tion of tho right and duty of Labor to organise 
cS t o i Z  moral and economical advancement, and of its 

The q Prptoction in such combinations, 
biem; ¡nU,| 'tution of the idea of Reform for that of Punish 
longer b i r̂eatment of criminals, so that gaols may no 
but pia„Q Pacoii of brutalisation, or oven of more deton ion, 
those wh* 0i phy8i°al. intellectual, and moral elovation for 

An Evt° ar? afflicted with anti-social tendencies.
hu l0U8'0n the moral law to animals, so as to secure 

Th6 p^ano treatment and legal protection against cruolty 
rotion of r ° tion Poaco between nations, and the substi 
ftationa] "Oration for War in tho settlement of ntor

(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited.)

REVISED AND ENLARGED. 
SHOULD BE SCATTERED BROADCAST.

SIXTY-FOUR PAOES.

PRICE ONE PENNY.
T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastlo-street, Farringdon-stroet, E.C.

PAMPHLETS by C. COHEN.

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

Full of faots and figures.

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

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

The Pioneib Press, 2 Newoastle-streot, Farringdon street, E.C.

DEFENCE OF FREE SPEECH
BY

G. W. FOOTE,

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

or Blasphemy, on April 21, 1883.

With Special Preface and many Footnotes

Price FOURPENCE. Post free FIYEPENCE.

T he Pioneer Passa, 2 Nowcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.O.
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SUNDAY EVENING FREETHOUGHT LECTURES
AT

Queen’s (Minor) Hall,
LÄNGHAM  PLACE, LONDON, W.

(Under the auspices of the Secular Society, Ltd.) 
MARCH 26—

Mr. G. W. FOOTE,
“ Christianity and Peace.”

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

Reserved Seats, Is. Second Seats, 6d. A  Few Free Seats. 
Music from 7 to 7.30. Lecture at 7.30.

GREAT PUBLIC DEBATE
ON

THEISM OR ATHEISM?
BETWEEN

The Rev. Dr. J. A. WARSCHAUER
(Representing the North London Christian Evidence League.)

AND

Mr. G. W. FOOTE
(Representing the National Secular Society.)

AT

C A X T O  N H A L L
ON

Thursday and Friday, March 30 and 31. 

Chairmen: Rev. C. DRAWBRIDGE & Mr. HERBERT BORROWS

RESERVED SEATS, 2s. FRONT SEATS, Is. BACK SEATS, 6d. 
Doors Open at 7.30 p.m. Chair Taken at 8 p.m.

STRATFORD TOWN HALL.
Sunday Evening Freethought Lectures

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

March 26—M r. J. T. L L O Y D : The Tragedy o f Calvary and Modern C ritic isr11‘
April 2 — M r .  G . W .  F O O T E  : « The Bible.”

A LL SEATS FREE. mA,
Doors open at 7 p.m. Chair taken at 7.30. p.m. Collection. Questions and Discussion

Printed and Published by the P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, London, E.C.


