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Surely life sometimes needs strong words, and those 
which are tame may he further from the truth than those 
which him .— R . H. W h i t e  (M a r k  R u t h e r f o r d ).

The Implications of Atheism.

It cannot be too frequently or too forcibly empha- 
sed that all supernatural beliefs signify a specific 
®.Heotual attitude. People sometimes say that

fe lin e are safer guides than ideas; but the truth is
at feelings are but ideas in solution. Theism is an 
0a, the idea of the existence of a personal Deity, 
1 e religion, in its popular acceptation, is an 

is 0tl0na? oondition induced by that idea. Theism 
and°’f though it naturally leads to religion ;

it is conceivable, though not in the least degree 
Probable, that a man may believe in God without 
,Jer worshiping him. So, likewise, Atheism, mean
ing the absence of Theism, is simply an
is eh0ctual attitude, or posture of the mind. This 
D .a P°*nt of the vastest importance, and, being a 
P ¡ot almost universally misunderstood or ignored, 
it if nvsce88Pry make it as clear as possible. Let 
j ? home in mind, first of all, that Atheism is not a 
bel'la ° r ejection of God. The Atheist does not 

icve that God exists ; and, surely, to deny or rejeot 
i^0 n.on'0xistent would be to commit the silliest aot 
G e nable. But, while not denying the existence of 
Veh" ^h eist does deny and reject, with all the 

emenco at his disposal, every definition or desorip- 
°f whioh he has ever heard or read. Inthe second plaoe, it must be remembered that tho

reije?C0 of Theism inevitably implies the absence of 
overy theological sense of the word. Of 

^ecr8e> this statement is open to serious question, 
an(jau8e mligion is a word to which so many different 
hy thC0I}^Ptin^ meaning8 have been attached even 
hut 60 °S*an8, Primarily every religion is nothing 
Na(.a mPPe.°f  divine worship. It is well known that 
ihsiBtre'Religi0n8 aro ooethioal. Their deities neither 
8hin Û °n cnltivation of morality by their wor- 
selvo ’ n ° r- do the7 P088ess moral qualities them- 
and h Ethical Religions are comparatively modern, 
is Q ,a.V0neyer been numerous. Chief among these 

V a n it y , which not only enjoins a particular 
Wh0u worship, but also teaches that morality is 
self ^ dependent upon the faith that expresses it- 
Cbr;nJP fhat worship. Henoe we find that the 
there |an °laim practically comes to this: That “ if 
thi8 ¡t , P° fchere can be no morality.” From 
atand • f>‘caHy follows that Atheism and immorality 

She1}1 relati° n °f  parent and offspring. 
8cienHra8e'e88ue8s °f  8Q°h a claim is self-evident to 
servoa ^denfcs of ethics. As Dr. Farnell ob- 
“ morap f carront number of the Hibbert Journal, 
p l e S L ? * »  W n ,  is, and must remain a social 
the uni-p611011'"  ^ ow» Atheism is neither a theory of 
has dron0r8j0’ nor a philosophy of life. The Atheist 
buiveja e<* u°khing save God and his worship. The 
J* toankin!fa£ 8’ and so do the social relationships 
the asBe c  ’ ^ ° w unattorably foolish, therefore, is 
fid of j., rtlon ^ a t  men adopt Atheism in order to get 
^°f6t f0« 8Gneo of responsibility, or to indulge in tho 
^ent. » 1118 °f wickedness without fear of punish- 
drQ8s for 8ffno matter of fact, Atheism provides no 

Ii5gi, 8Qdty consciences, nor any immunity what

soever from the consequences of wrong-doing. Lust 
degrades an Atheist just as surely as it does a 
Christian. Drunkenness is fully as injurious to tho 
one as to the other. Nature recognises absolutely 
no difference between them. Vice lowers a man’s 
social value whether he be a believer or an un
believer. The only thing that the Atheist has lost 
is tho sense of responsibility to an invisible Person 
the very existence of whom has never been proved; 
but, in most cases, that loss turns to gain ; the 
absence of the sense of responsibility to an absentee 
Deity has the effect of intensifying the sense of 
responsible relations with a very present com
munity. The central and most important doctrine 
in Christianity is that of entire dependence upon 
God. The most saintly believers spend the major 
part of their time in telling the Almighty what 
hideous, helpless worms they are, and how deserving 
of the flames, and in beseeching him to be gracious 
to them and do everything for them ; and if God 
must do everything for individuals, it stands to 
reason that lie must do everything for society. 
This pious waiting on God furnishes a satisfactory 
explanation of the awful social stagnation, and not 
infrequently tho social retrogression, that charac
terised the Ages of Faith. The Atheists realise that 
whatever needs to bo done for individuals, or for 
society, must be done by themselves, either as indi
viduals or as members of society; and it is the 
realisation of this truth by a rapidly growing number 
during the last sixty or seventy years that acoounts 
for the social progress that marks that period.

Tho direct implications of Atheism are that those 
who adopt it cease to engage in Divine worship, 
abandon all religious rites and ceremonies, and give 
up church and chapel going; and the indirect ones, 
the discovery that self-reliance, self-control, courage, 
aud benevolence are the supreme virtues, and the 
determination to make individual and social well
being the end of all endeavors. An opponent of 
Atheism laughs the idea of social obligation to scorn, 
saying:—

“  Modorn society is not a philanthropic institution, 
but a competitive system in which cunning reaps a 
greater harvest than honor. It condemns thousands of 
Naturo’s noblemen to hopeless drudgery, and enthrones 
the minority in idleness and luxury on the agony of the 
majority.”

We agreo ; but the writer of that extract forgot that 
the sooial conditions described are the inheritance of 
nigh two thousand years of Christian Theism. He 
had no right to complain, because, as Mr. Meyer said 
from his pulpit the other Sunday, “ God assigns our 
places to us,” and so tho minority reign in idleness 
und luxury and the majority are doomed to hopeless 
drudgery by tho wise ordinance of the good Lord. 
But the irony of the situation is seen when it can
not be denied that during the time Christian Theism 
has been visibly declining, tho position of the workers 
has been as surely improving.

The Rev. Dr. Orchard, in his Correspondence 
Column in the Christian Commonwealth for April 19, 
discusses tho implications of Atheism in such a slip
shod manner as to show unmistakably that he does 
not understand the Atheistic position. He says :—

“  If there is no God whoso wisdom and care are 
working out a perfect consummation which shall justify 
creation, evolution, history, and individual experience, 
thou, of course, it is not to be wondered at that chanco
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and circumstance, heredity and environment, caprice 
and arbitrariness do produce unfortunate results. But 
in that case we shall also have to accept the yerdict that 
our judgments of good or evil are entirely subjective. 
I f  there is no God,, there is no problem o f  evil, A 
materialistic science has no use for the idea. If, then, 
you can believe that there is no God, you must accept 
the consequences, and put out of mind the delusions 
under which you are suffering. The alternatives are : 
no God, then no problem of ev il; God, then the 
problem.”

Dr. Orchard’s correspondent, however, though full 
of doubts about prayer and God, though even expres
sing her disbelief in the supernatural, yet feels that 
there is a problem of evil; and so there is, despite 
the reverend gentleman’s denial. The only problem 
that vanishes with Theism is the theological pro
blem of sin. Under Atheism no terrible burden of 
guilt in the sight of a Heavenly Judge crushes the 
mind. That horrible delusion, which has been an 
asset of such incomparable value to the Church, is 
completely swept away. And the problem of evil is 
considerably simplified. The existence of evil in the 
endless forms with which we are familiar could 
never be harmonised with the belief in a just and 
good God. This is, of course, a very common argu
ment, and it is needless to enlarge on i t ; but we 
must protest, in the strongest terms, against Dr. 
Orchard’s strange contention that an acknowledg
ment of the problem of evil is “ a witness that faith 
in God is ineradicable.” Without a moment’s hesi
tation we boldly affirm that it is nothing of the sort. 
It is rather a witness that faith in God is ethically 
impossible. Dr. Orohard himself admits this, in 
effect, in the following statement:—

“  Faith in ultimate justice, perfect love, infinitesimal 
care, lies embedded within our nature, despite the fact 
that, owing to the vastness of the scheme, the diversity 
of its operations, and the obscurity of effects within the 
individual, we cannot find a perfect confirmation of this 
faith. But neither can we get rid of it. There would 
be no problem at all if it were not there.”

The whole of that passage is vitiated by the false 
assumption on which it is made to rest. The 
reverend gentleman has no right to assume that the 
faith in the ultimate justification of the processes 
of Nature “ lies embedded within our nature.” Does 
he not know that there are thousands of people in 
the City of London alone, many of whom are as 
competent judges as himself, who are absolutely 
devoid of such a faith beoause their reason disallows 
it ? And is he not aware that he is guilty of false 
witness when he declares that for such people there 
is no problem of evil ? Indeed, Atheists are the 
only people who can consistently believe in and 
rationally deal with it. Christians cannot admit its 
existence without denying their faith in the goodness 
of God. For Paul there was no problem of evil, for 
he claimed to have had revealed to him from heaven 
the perfect and final solution of it. In his system all 
things worked together for good to them that loved 
God, and, with equal justice, all things worked 
together for evil to them that loved him not. If he 
was right, we are living in the best of all possible 
worlds, and it would be an act of gross disloyalty even 
to imagine that anything in it could be better than 
it is. That is an eminently joy-giving faith to all 
the well-to-do, but an impossible one to all who 
honestly think. There is a problem of evil, and its 
existence annihilates God. Under Atheism, Secu
larism becomes the philosophy of life, and this phi
losophy attacks all the problems of human life, and 
seeks to solve them by the rational use of natural 
intelligence. Christian Theism is now reluctantly 
retiring from the field, covered with shame, having 
utterly failed to justify its right to survive.

Such are the implications of Atheism ; and the 
history of the last hundred years has been full of 
hints and signs that when Secularism, which is pos
sible only under Atheism, gets into full command of 
the field of life, the reconstruction of society will 
proceed on such lines as will make for the welfare of 
all its members without distinction of race or sex.

J. T . L l o y d .

Determinism and Morals.—II.

(Concluded from p. 250.)
The essential question in dealing with choice, possi
bility, etc., is, as I have said, what facts do these 
words cover, and what ought we to mean when we 
use them. If we have been using them with mean
ings that are not consonant with the facts, our plain 
duty is to revise our meanings in the light of more 
accurate knowledge. It is mere childish petulance 
for the Indeterminist to say that unless these words 
mean what he says they mean, they shall not mean 
anything at all, and shall be discharged from our 
vocabulary. When gravity was conceived as a force 
moving downward, no one could conceive of 
people existing on the other side of the ether. When 
gravity was corrected to mean a force moving 
towards a centre, people did not discard the word, 
they simply revised their meaning in the light 
of facts. And, really, neither language nor the 
universe is the private property of the Indeterminist 
and he is not at liberty to annihilate either unless it 
comes up to his expectations. He must simply 
submit to the revision of his ideas, or of the meaning 
of his language, or of both, as faots may determine.

For instance, Mr. Schiller asks whether a man does, 
after all, do what he does ? And, he adds, How can 
he, meaning thereby a distinct centre whence actions 
radiate into the world, do anything at all. But the 
only sense in which a man or a thing does anything 
is that he or it is the point at which a new pheno
menon comes into existence. A slate falls off a roof 
on a man’s head and kills him. The man’s head is 
split open, and, quite correctly, we say the slate did 
this. But surely no one ever argued that the slate 
could not have split the skull unless it were a self- 
originating centre of action. It is the junoture of 
foroes at a particular point in space and at a particu
lar moment in time that gives the condition for the 
production of any event. And this is as true of 
human action as of things. The reasoning that 
causes Mr. Schiller to doubt whether man is the 
effective cause of what he does, would lead him to 
doubt whether anything is the effective cause of 
anything else. On this line there would only bo one 
case of “ doing," and that would be by some assamcd 
creator at an assumed commencement of all thing0-

The question really is, not whether Determini01*1 
destroys choice, possibility, agenoy, eto., but what 
meaning Determinism can legitimately place upou 
these words, and is this meaning in harmony with 
what we know of the phenomena in question. And 
I do not hesitate to say that all these words have a 
perfectly intelligible meaning to the Determini0*'' 
and that this is in strict accordance with what we 
actually see and know.

Let me take, first of all, the question of cboicCi 
which forms the subject of a special chapter in Mr. 
Schiller’s book. Mr. Schiller asks, Must not Deter- 
minism deny that “  ohoices ” mean alternative0 
And his reason for so asking is that the alternative0 
must be unreal beoause the result is pre-determine ■ 
Well, let us see what is really involved in the fr<*ef 0 
choice. If I am watching a stone rolling 
hillside, and am in doubt as to whether it will fa^ 1 
the right or left of a given point, I shall not say 
that it does one or the other because it chose to “ 
so. I do not recognise any resident capacity in tjj 
stone that would lead it to prefer one path to tb 
other. But suppose instead of the stone I a 
watching a barefooted human being, and that on 
path is smooth while the other is liberally sprinkle 
with sharp-pointed stones. There would then be ® 
obvious reason why one path was chosen rather tha 
the other. Choice, then, is clearly a phenomenon o 
consciousness, and it involves a recognition of 
natives. It involves more than this. It g 
either an organio prompting in favor of certain thing j  
as when a baby drinks from a bottle of milk a 
rejects a bottle of vinegar, or a memory of cert 
experiences which makes one alternative more 
tractive than another. Without laboring the p01 ’
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(¡¡j ? ay safely say that all that is actually given in 
8 fact of choice is the consciousness of a selection. 

Dor6Mu*8 nofchi“ g ^  P°^n â whether it was 
 ̂ 8 f 6 ôr Qs *° have chosen otherwise or not. 

th f ar’ ^ 8n> Determinism is quite consonant with 
thfl *aCk ch°ice, and it has a perfectly reasonable 
Q£ cry of choice. For why is one thing or one course 

action more attractive to a person than other 
onl^h ° r ° ^ 0r ooursss of action ? Clearly, it can 
c y f' ^8?ause agrees beat with the tastes, the 

°yle8> in a word, the character of the organism. 
0qj a*88rnatiyes are there, and they are real in the 

y sense in TOhio>. they can be real, that is, in a
of their existence. But they are notC ognition

the! *k -^ r' ®°hiller’s sense, that is, in the sense of 
aid *n” e^aally attractive or selectable. For that 

inj. ... r.8ahy destroy choice altogether. There is no 
■W  meaoing to choice unless a selection is 
attr° , . auae one thing is more desirable or more 
aav fi!Ve ^ an another. A “ will ” that chose under 
“ ch ' 6» con^tion could no more be credited with 
fiffhf100 ' '̂3aQ our imaginary stone rolling to the 
if th °« coui^ ha said to choose its path. And 
one  ̂ <wi11” chooses between alternatives because 
oxte 1f Inoy8 desirable, its “ freedom ” is to this 
3sj. n“ 8acrificed and its selection is correspondingly

Th
like 8 r6a  ̂ ca9e *s> ^hen, that Mr. Schiller,
that nearty a*i writers on the subject, fails to see 
Uje .°n lines of Indeterminism “ choice ” has no 
a cho*D̂  whatever. On these lines there cannot be 
of a lc<r between alternatives, because, in the absence 
alts, 0;?rminativ0 influence exercised by one of the 
l>lind atlves> the action of the “ will ” would bo a 
doea esPression of energy. Determinism, however, 
giVe ec°gnise the reality of choice, and is able to 
eaC0 Perf0ctly satisfactory explanation of its exist-

Qativ0* ^ ^ rant Mr. Schiller that a3 to which alter- 
■̂ned sele°t®d in a given case is deter-

diger ’ an^ therefore things could not have been 
poggii-1?. to what they are. But he is again using 
4s ]\jr Jfy ?n a sense not warranted by the facts, 
identic l n s e s  the word, it means that under 
least if v, Con<̂ tions opposite things may ocour— at 
ingle’8s a8 ^°08 not mean this, his language is moan- 
sibiiit • a8 Spinoza long ago pointed out, pos-
'SOoran arr0WS as knowledge grows. To complete 
of thiDC° everything is possible because the causes 

&8 are unknown. A b a comprehension of
ltd ^  people speak loss and less of possibility, 
lias uQ fGf an^ more of necessity. Possibility, then, 
°0r kn j ren°e to the actual order of events, but to 
fhetnt °tp ^8®! or want of knowledge, concerning 
fhi8 0'r . f 0 6a7 there is a possibility of a man doing 
Ifidgg a  ̂ I® only to express the fact that our know- 
SUooirb °acerning the man’s whole nature is not 
}s the 0 0 Warra,nt a,ny certainty on our part. Nor 
llllagins fk altered instead of another person, we 
pOQtae Q f a8ent himself thinking out a probable 
la oulw action under certain oiroumstances,
Relative S? yinS that 
him ve strengths of

*̂ hig
^ o 'r ^ 06^’ /0a^3 os to another sense in which 

taafc e Possibility ” may bo used. It may be said 
at the u, 1 na are conscious of a possibility 

e teUiP^Pt of action. In one sense I should

This
ho is usually ignorant of the 
feeling that may bo roused in

W i f K  . - w O jU I U U J L I .  A L I  U JL IU  D U U D U  A  D U U U 1 U

a feel -  ‘ w ^ at ^06S *t m ean ? O bviously,
^ ‘dinn 11D® a°t iQ a certain dirootion is over- 

^SsquenH P°Wei'fQli there is no sense of choice, and 
d̂ JPly act ^ p 10 c°o 80i°u8nGS8 of possibility. We 
(•l , . ut given a oonsoiousness of contending
j 1Sfe k *S’ a conaciou8nes8 of alternatives— and
th the m ° aroa8e^ a sense of possibility. That 
k 0PPosit 0taent °f action I picture myself as doing 
d f10 *nore fk°  ̂ w^at I am actually doing. But this 
ij eient v  . my perception of the fact that, under 
{ in cerf11' '*0!18’ Pr°hably with but a slight altera- 
frSai°n to nln Actors, I might act in quite another 
tia this k -a  ̂ whi°b actually transpires. But far 

0ly \?ha01°n  00ntrary to Determinism, it is pre- 
u Determinism says will occur. The

question is, not whether a change of conditions will 
produce a different result, but whether under 
identical conditions two different results might 
alternately transpire. And this is not only untrue 
in fact, it is unthinkable even as a possibility. Even 
the old tag, “ There, but for the grace of God, go I,” 
while recognising a different possibility, also recog
nises that a variation in the factors— the elimination 
of grace— is essential if the possibility is to be 
realised in fact. It would indeed be strange if 
Determinism, which is based upon ths belief that 
identical conditions issue in identical results, should 
not recognise that any alteration in antecedents 
involve an alteration in consequents. That the sense 
of possibility implies more than this may be denied 
with the utmost confidence.

Even though one were to agree with Mr. Schiller 
that it is the task of the Determinist to explain the 
nature of choice, and how it is that what seems to 
be real is not really so, Determinism does not find 
the task insuperable. For the fundamental question 
is, I must again insist, not whether choice, possi
bility, agency, are real, but what do they really mean, 
and in what sense are they real ? And this question 
is to be answered, not by coming to the business with 
ready-made meanings, and asserting that unless the 
facts square with these meanings they must be dis
missed as illusory, but by examining the facts and 
letting these determine the meanings of the words 
used. Mr. Sohiller’s fault is, that while quite alive 
to the necessity of purifying and correcting thought, 
he does not see the equal neoessity of purifying and 
correcting language, bo that even though we must 
continue using the old terminology we shall at least 
be on our guard against its pre-scientifio implica
tions. And, in so doing, he only partly escapes from 
one tyranny to fall beneath another, or rather the 
same tyranny when encountered by a different path.

When we observe the sound rule of allowing the 
facts to determine our language, instead of vice versa, 
the Determinist, instead of denying that things are 
false which seem to be real, asserts that choice and 
possibility and agenoy are real in the only sense in 
which they arc, or ever could be, real. There is a 
real choice of alternatives, and the choice is consti
tuted by the conjunction of objective circumstances 
with internal tastes and capacities. The essence of 
Determinism lies in this. “ Choice ” becomes a 
meaningless word unless there is something in the 
thing chosen when brought into relation with a 
consciousness that determines its selection. To talk 
about choice in any other sense is to make the whole 
thing nonsensical, and to assert substantially that 
there is no adequate reason in the natnre of things 
why wo select a pint of tea or coffee for breakfast 
instead of a pint of Epsom salts. As William James 
says, “ Without selective interest experience is a 
chaos.” But selective interest is unthinkable unless 
there is something in the things selected that 
renders them preferable to the things rejected. 
But in so far as an attraction for the things selooted 
exists, Determinism is admitted. And, finally, if the 
fact of different things being selected by different 
people does not drive us back upon the inherited and 
educated capacities of the organism as one of the co- 
determinants to the result, then the whole problem 
becomes meaningless and insoluble.

The assumed moral chaos that Determinism intro
duces is, consequently, sheer moonshine. The moral 
and psychological facts remain what they were, and 
cannot be otherwise. The question is, what are 
they ? In science generally a large part of its work 
has consisted in correcting false notions of real 
things. It did this when it established the motion 
of the earth round the sun for that of the bud round 
the earth. It did this when it snbstitnted neural 
derangement for demoniaoal possession. The phe
nomenon upon which both delusions were based 
remained unaffeoted by the correction; and it would, 
indeed, be strange if the moral life should turn out 
to bo the only thing upon which soienoe must not 
place its purifying hand, for fear of hurling the whole 
edifice to destruction. C. Cohen .
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The Apocalypse.—VII.

{Continued from p . 267.)
Co m m e n c in g  chapter viii., the writer of the Apoca
lypse says that when “ the Lamb ” had opened the 
seventh seal, “ there followed a silence in heaven 
aboat the space of half an hour ”— a statement 
which is often cited as proving that no ladies were 
admitted into that celestial region. Bat, apart from 
this nnimpeachable evidence, the Lord God and all 
his holy angels were of the masculine gender; so, 
too, were the twenty-four elders, and the 144,000 
Jew believers “ which were not defiled with women 
and so also, apparently, were the great multitude of 
Jewish proselytes who were standing before the 
throne. Nowhere in the book is it so much as hinted 
that a single woman— or a married one— was present 
among the saints or the elect.

The Apocalyptist next says that he saw“ the seven 
angels which stand before God,” to whom were given 
trumpets (Rev. viii. 2). In the Book of Enoch we 
find both the names of these angels and the office 
which each held in heaven, the names being given as 
Uriel, Raphael, Raguel, Michael, Sarakiel, Gabriel, 
and Phanuel.

The writer of the “ Revelation ” goes on to say :—  
"  And another angel came and stood over the altar, 

having a golden censer ; and there was given unto him 
much incense, that he should add it unto the prayers of
all the saints upon the golden altar.......And the smoke
of the incense, with the prayers of the saints went up 
before God out of the angel’s hand ” (Rev. viii. 3—4). 

Here the writer has fallen into a slight error. The 
angel whose province it was to see to “ the prayers 
of the saints ” was Raphael, one of the seven, not 
“ another angel,” as may be seen from the following 
passages in the “ holy books —

Tobit xii. 15....“ I am Raphael, one of the seven holy 
angels, which present the prayers of the saints, and go 
in before the glory of the Holy One.”

Enoch xx. 3.— “  Raphael, one of the holy angels, who 
presides over the spirits of men.”

Enoch xcvii.— “ In those days yon, O ye righteous, 
shall be deemed worthy of having your prayers riso up 
in remembrance ; and shall have them deposited in tes
timony before the angels, that they may record the sins 
of sinners in the presence of the Most High.”

Psalm cxli. 2.—“  Let my prayer be set forth as incense 
before thee.”

The writer of the “ Revelation ” next says that “ the 
seven angels which had the seven trumpets prepared 
themselves to sound ” (Rev. viii. 6), and ho describes 
the seven as each “ sounding ” in succession, each 
blast being followed by some fresh heaven-sent 
catastrophe as a judgment upon the ungodly. This 
blowing of the trumpet was doubtless suggested by 
the following passage in one of the “ holy books,” in 
which the Almighty is represented a3 saying:—

“  Blow ye tho trumpet in Zion, and sound an alarm 
in my holy mountain: let all tho inhabitants of the 
land tremble; for tho day of the Lord cometh, it is nigh 
at hand ”  (Joel. ii. 1).

The whole of the apocalyptic narrative is a repre
sentation of what should take place on “ the day of 
the Lord ”— the great Day of Judgment. Continuing 
his narration, the writer says :—

“  And tho first angel sounded, and thero followed hail 
and fire mingled with blood, and they were cast upon 
the earth ” (Rev. viii. 7).

In one of the “ holy books ” the writer, speaking in 
the name of the Lord, pronounces the following 
judgment upon the heathen king Gog:—

“  And I will judge him with pestilence, and blood, 
and sweeping rain, and hailstones ; and I will rain upon 
him fire and brimstone, and upon all that are with him ” 
(Ezek. xxxviii. 22, Sept, version).

The same Old Testament writer represents the Lord 
God as saying of the inhabitants of Jerusalem: “ A 
third part of thee shall die with the pestilence, and 
with famine shall they be consumed in the midst of 
thee ; and a third part shall fall by the sword round 
about thee; and a third part I will scatter unto all 
the winds ” (Ezck. v. 12). This “ third part ” division

of death and destruction is adopted by the writer 
the “ Revelation,” who works it out in the m0.̂  
ludicrous manner imaginable. Thus, after the ra 
of hail, fire, and blood, which followed the m 
trumpet sound, he says :—

1 And the third part of the earth was burnt up, aud

in
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the third part of the trees was burnt up, and all gr 
grass was burnt up ”  (Rev. viii. 7).

After the second angel had sounded his trumpet tb0 
writer says:—  ,

“  And the third part of the sea became blood, aD 
there died a third part of the creatures which wete,
the sea.......and the third part of the ship3 was
stroyed ”  (Rev. viii. 8—9).

After the third angel had sounded, the writer 
of a star fallen from heaven : —

“ And it fell upon the third part of tho rivers an̂
upon the fountains of the waters....... and the third P
of the waters became wormwood ; and many men 
of the waters ”  (Rev. viii. 10—11).

After the fourth angel had blown his trumpet ff0 
are told :—

“  The third part of the sun was smitten, and the 
part of the moon, and the third part of the stars 1 
viii. 12)

Next, in Rev. ix. 15 it is stated that four angel®
bad

received  the com m and “ th at th ey  should kit1 . 
th ird part o f m en .”  A gain , in R ev. ix. 18 we r0 Q 
“  B y these three plagues w as th e  th ird  part of j. 
killed.”  L astly , in R ev. xii. 4 the tail o f  “  the g0 
red d ra g o n ”  oast dow n “ the th ird  part o f the ® 
o f heaven.”  It  is scarcely  necessary to  say tha 
only reason w hy the A poca lyp tist represent® ^  
“  th ird  part ”  o f  persons or th in gs a 3 in jare . 0 
destroyed  is because he had found such  a divi 
recorded in som e o f the “ holy  books.”  Om itting 
“  th ird  part,”  we find parallels o f m ost o f the wri 
statem ents in th e  Jew ish  scriptures, o f  which 
fo llow in g  m ay be taken as a sam ple :—  0f

Rev. viii. 12.—“ And the Joel ii. 2, 10.—“ a ^ ¿»y  
third part of the sun was smit- darkness and gloommess,^ness 
ten, and the third part of the of clouds and thick “a ftre
moon, and the third part of the .......the sun and the mo
stars; that the third part of darkened, and the^star 
them should be darkness, and draw their shining.” 
the day should not shine for the
third part of it.” „  ^0

C om ing to  ch apter ix. o f  th e  “  Revelation» 0j 
veraoious w riter says th at w hen the fifth u0to 
“  sounded ”  he saw “  a star from  heaven f a,Pe?,^.tb0 
tho earth ,”  and th at there was given  to  “  him  ¡(¡ ” 
star or the angel— “ the key o f the bottomlo®® 
W hen  the latter was opened, “  there w ent up a 8 ..
out o f the p it, as tho sm oke o f a great furnafi ‘ '^e 
A nd ou t o f the sm oke cam e forth  locasts  UP° ¿b0 
e a r th ”  (R ev . ix. 1 — 8). T hese “ lo c u s t s ”  w er0 b0 
m ost rem arkable species o f reptiles that c a |j erf1 
im agined, the genus being quite unknow n to m ¡p. 
naturalists. T ho fo llow in g  is the w riter ’ s o® 
tion  o f  them  :—  . otBet

“  The shapes of the locusts wore like unto^ ^0[g 
prepared for w ar; and upon their heads a® tuen'lf 
crowns like unto gold, and their faces were a- 
faces. And thoy had hair us the hair of wo® ’ laa® 
their teeth were as tho teeth of lions. And ^  tb® 
breastplates as it wero broastplates of iron, -0ta,
sound of their wings was as the sound of c ^ .jg Jik® 
many horses rushing to war. And they have ¿¡j0ir 
unto scorpions, and stings; and in their tai 
power to hurt men ”  (Rev. ix. 7— 10). piad'

T ho cherubim  in the tem ple o f S olom on  v7°^ ie ty r" 
headed w inged b u lls ; hero we have a now  v 
m an-headed w inged horses, w ith  long ff°,wlrmor 
having crow ns on their heads and plates o f a pji®' 
th eir  breasts. T ho nam e “  lo cu st ”  i® ^ ^ f t t  b0 
nom er. T he A poca lyp tist ’ s descrip tion  o f j,eti°
calls “  locu sts ”  reads very  m uch like the P . jDg 
nonsense o f the anoient seer Joel, w ho, ®Pefl 
the nam e o f the L ord , says :—

Joel i. 6.— “ For a nation is come up °
strong and without number ; his teeth are 
a lion.”  jg 0>&

Joel ii. 4, 5.— “ The appearance of the® jjjey r° 
appearance of horses; and as war-horsos



Apbil 30, 1911 THE FREETHINKER 277

Like the noise of chariots on the tops of the mountains 
do they leap.”

Nah. iii. 17.— “ Thy crowned are as the locusts.” 
Enoch lxxxv. 2.— “ And behold a single star fell from 

heaven.”
Respecting the apocalyptio locusts, the writer says 
ij “  power was given them ” to torment men for 
lve m°nths— “ but only such men as have not the 
sn w  on foreheads ” (ix. 3)— the result of 
8h li .orrnenk being that “ men shall seek death, and 

W\n no w‘8e find ^  1 and they shall desire to die, 
death fleeth from them (ix. 6). These stato- 

th6 . Were 8nggested by the following passages in
Qe holy b o o k s ” :—

Ezek. ix. 5, 6.— 11 And to the others the Lord said.......
u° J0 through the city....... and smite : let not your eyes
®Pare, neither have ye p ity : slay utterly the old man, 
the young man and the maiden, and little children and 
women : but come not near any man upon whom is the 
mark [on his forehead]

Job iii. 20, 21.— “  the bitter in sou l; which long for 
death, but it cometh n o t; and dig for it more than for 
hidden treasure.”mi

0 Apocalyptist further says of the creatures he 
calle“ locusts” : -

“ They have over them as king the angel of the bot
tomless p it : his name in Hebrew is Abaddon, and in 

j  tae ^ reek he hath the name Apollyon ”  (Rev. ix. 11).
is s° •°,atn0 Apollyon signifies “ destroyer Abaddon 
8 aia raean “ destruction." One would naturally 
cerf °8e ^ a t  king f'b080 horrible oreatures was 
Ca8 ai0'y “ a bad un but this appears to be not the 
the 00 Waa °°e  of the holy angels that carried out 
C0Q. Corntnands of the Lord God, and must not be 
late^Q11̂ 0  ̂ ®atan> wb° makes his appearance

Perl*^ re^ar^ to the origin of the Apocalyptist’s 
perfec°biE>g army of “ locusts,” nothing of such a 
the y ab8urd character can be found in aoy of 
"■wh’ h ^ books.” The following passages, however 
®oni *Ck ,wero certainly known to the writer— had, in 
babl Ĉ ° n w*th tho passages already noticed, pro- 

y something to do with the matter:—
0(2.E8d. xv. 29, 31.— “  And tho nations of tho dragons 
th sliall como out with many chariots, and from

o day that they sot forth their hissing is carried over 
j 16 earth, so that all they which shall hoar them may

at and tremble....... And the dragons shall have the
Pper hand, remembering thoir naturo, aud shall turn in 

® P°W0r to persocute them.”
]0 Isd°m xvi. 9.— •• For them, verily, the bites of
tn k 8 at*d Hies did slay....... because they were worthy

00 punished by such [creatures].”  
and^08 V” ' ■*"— " 'Lbus has tho Lord God showed mo ; 
and’ k a 8warru °f locusts coming from tho east; 

i behold, one locust grub was Gog the king.”
VergjgR8*' Passage is from the Soptuagint, which 
8to0fl nsed by all educated Jews who under
go Q ^ 0^ . The apoealyptio “ looust ” was really 
" Cen âur» w*th added wings; but tho name 
thQ kj*} would certainly be more appropriate to 
than u  creature described by the Apocalyptistji ‘  '-'iCMiouio u e tu riu u u  uy u

6 misleading appellation “ locust.

(To be continued.)
A b r a c a d a b r a .

A Fourpenny Wilderness.

on the Jew Boole.
i°lhme ^ as S0nt us, presumably for review, a little 
«cly Rik|°un^ *n shiny black cloth, entitled “ The 
^cuts, etQ6” 9 0°taining the Old and New Testa- 
Pation’ j. \ This is, doubtless, a very cheap publi- 
¡0ScriptiQn funereal oover bears an embossed
niUtl(ler on «... etfect that the volume is sold 
^u ty  0j st> whatever that may mean. There is 
r ‘hired n roa^*ng matter for fonrpence. Several 

t̂iafy e^ aSes °f small typo, strongly bound, should 
VeL distit,nfa ®c°tchman. Tho contents are, how- 

81 ^l°rioua } ^ Pazzbug- Wo have given ourselves 
cadache by examining this book. Like

the bashful curate, who had a questionable egg 
given him at breakfast, we admit that “ parts of it 
are excellent, thank you.” As for the remainder, we 
oannot discover any sequence in this volume of un
digested and disconnected tracts. The whole thing 
is merely a pot pourri— a literary Irish stew. If the 
indulgent reader cares to imagine Dod's Peerage, 
Mother Shipton’s Prophecies. Mrs. Beeton’s Cookery 
Book, T'uppers Proverbial Philosophy, Baron Mun
chausen's Travels, The Book o f Mormon, Rochester’s 
Poems, Every Man His Own Lawyer, Petronius, and 
some auctioneers’ catalogues, all bound together in a 
single volume, he will get a faint idea of the in
coherency and general confusion of the compilation. 
Its various divisions, too, like an awkward squad of 
Boy Scouts, arc of all sizes, and equally open to 
criticism. From the first blunder in Genesis to the 
last absurdity in Revelation, we have discovered very 
little that merits. A few sentences in Ecclesiastes 
and Proverbs make some pretence to sanity; but, 
like the plums is a workhouse pudding, there is a cab 
ride between each.

The author has, occasionally, a fine flow of lan
guage, such as in tho Psalm of Curses, whioh is the 
finest piece of invective we remember off hand, and 
might prove useful to landladies who have lodgers in 
arrears or to taxi-cab drivers who have to deal with 
hilarious Freemasons in the small hours. Th8 so- 
called historical tracts are utterly useless. They are 
an anonymous, dateless, plaoelees, legendary Salma
gundi, and of no more value than tho History of 
Cook Robin. Indeed, the quest was as exasperating 
as the proverbial search for the needle in the bundle 
of hay.

As a numerous father and respeotable husband, wo 
must reluctantly admit that our anonymous author 
is very tropioal in his treatment of sex matters. Ho 
is quite Oriental in his nastiness, and, as we all 
know, Eastern nastiness begins where Occidental 
pornography leaves off. The complete edition of 
The Arabian Nights is kept out of the reach of 
children, but the author of the Bible writes as 
lusciously and unrestrainedly, and his book iR 
open for all. Here, for a few pence, may be found 
plain, unvarnished acoounts of sodomy, rape, un
natural vice, and adultery written with all the 
nasty particularity and love of detail which is 
tho peculiar birthright of all Oriental scribes. 
The florid, heated rhetorio of the Song of Solomon, 
for example, leaves nothing to tho imagination, and 
the least lettered juvenile can appreciate the glowing 
periods, whioh are sufficient to make a bronze statue 
blush. The dedication to King James the First is 
an anachronism; it should have been inscribed to 
the chaste memory of King Charles II., who would 
have appreciated the delicate compliment so much 
more folly.

We do not believe in bowdierising any volume; 
but, if ever there were any ocoasion for suoh drastio 
treatment, it should be directed against suoh a 
pornographio book a3 this. Unfortunately, if all the 
objeotionable passages were deleted, the volume 
would be very much reduced in bulk. Furthermore, 
if the portions in which our anonymous author has 
repeated himself were also removed, we fear the 
volume would be further reduced to the size of a 
penny novelette. So, acting on this suggestion, our 
fourpenny wilderness has nearly vanished. It is a 
thousand pities it has not really disappeared. It 
should be published at ten guineas, and have a lock 
and key on it. Selling such a book at the price of a 
oigar is placing a premium on pornography. Filth is 
cheap to-day, when so much can be had for fourpence.

M im n e r m o s .

EDUCATION.
By education most hare boon misled, 
t o  wo believe because wo so were bred;
The priest continues what the nurse began, 
And thus the boy imposes on the man.

— Dryden.
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Acid Drops.

China is urging Great Britain to shorten the period agreed 
upon in which the opium traffic is to be abolished. The 
missionaries used to pretend that China was insincere in her 
attitude on this matter. They said that she did not want 
to stop the opium traffic, but merely to nurse an artificial 
grievance. But the event has proved how far this was from 
being true. China’s sincerity is now too obvious to be 
disputed.

It is admitted in the Daily News (April 21) that the Indian 
Government is doing all it can to prevent the rapid abolition 
of the opium traffic, which, by the way, Christian England 
forced upon China at the point of the bayonet. China, on 
the other hand, has in three years “  reduced her cultivation 
of opium by about 70 per cent.”  And the opium curse is 
nearly at its end in that vast empire. The opium dens have 
been suppressed practically everywhere. “  The history of 
the world,”  the Daily News confesses, “  cannot show such a 
revolution of national character in so short a period.”  How 
ridiculous, after this, sound the Christian boasts of ethical 
superiority ! We have so often heard that no Heathen nation 
has any power of self-redemption. Yet here is China making 
swift progress on her own initiative, while Christians are 
doing their best to keep her back.

Sir Hiram Maxim is known to regard the Chinese as 
intrinsically the top nation on this planet—having the 
biggest brain-pan and the highest development of personal 
and social virtues. A somewhat similar view is held by 
Messrs. Glen & Co., shipowners, whose action in engaging 
Chinese firemen for their steamer Gibraltar was protested 
against by the National Seamen’s and Firemen's Union. 
Messrs. Glen & Co. replied as follow s:—

"W e have to acknowledge receipt of your favor of yester
day’s date. You are, however, quite mistaken in thinking 
that it is for motives of economy that we carry Chinese fire
men in our steamers. The wages are practically the same 
as with Europeans. We would, however, be quite prepared 
to pay considerably higher wages to Chinese than we would 
to Britishers, as they are much more sober and steady and 
do their work much more efficiently.”

This is sad reading for Britishers; also for Christians who 
are beaten on their own ground by the Heathen to whom 
they send missionaries.

Prodigious I The newspapers report an extraordinary in
stance of “ Father Vaughan’s kindness.” The reverend 
gentleman does not ride on a donkey, like his Master; ho 
drives a motor-car; aud on his way from Nuneaton to the 
Convent at Atherstone he found a waggoner on the roadside 
with a broken leg. Would you believe it ? The reverend 
gentleman actually let the two policemen who were attend
ing the man lift him into the motor-car, and he was driven 
to the Nnneaton Hospital. One almost hesitates to believe 
in such a remarkable display of humanity. Who will ask, 
after this, what Christianity has done for the world ?

Hero is another instance of Father Vaughan’s kindness. 
He has a special recipe against the spread of Mormonism. 
“  The Mormons,” he says, “  should be taken by the scruff of 
the neck, rushed across our island, and dropped into the 
sea.”  What would the reverend gentleman say if it were 
proposed to serve Catholics in that way ? Yet the “  Mormon 
menace,” as he calls it, is an insignificant thing to what we 
may call the “  Catholic menace.”  The triumph of Catholic
ism would mean the total destruction of civilisation.

For the fifth year in succession the Wesleyan Methodists 
record a decrease in membership. Tho decrease this year is 
3,129, making 13,120 in five years. This decrease is really 
larger than it seems, since no account is taken of growth of 
population; and when wo bear in mind the extraordinary 
efforts mado to attract members, the figuros are the more 
surprising. The Methodist Recorder admits that there is 
nothing in any part of the census report to modify tho im
pression they m ake; while the Rev. Dr. Davison points out 
that the decrease is distributed with “  distressing uni
formity ”  over all parts of the country. The same gentle
man also offers his readers the cold comfort that this 
“ persistent diminution in numbers”  is not peculiar to 
Wesleyan Methodism. “  It is a characteristic feature of the 
Christian Church at largo at the present moment.”  This, 
wo believe, is quite true. All Churches are in the same 
position. And even though one shows increase occasionally, 
the gain is transient; while, such as it is, it is at the expense 
of other Churches. Meanwhile, the number outside the 
ChurcheB grows larger, not only in Great Britain, but all

over the civilised world. These are plain facts, and we a' e 
not surprised that Christians are uncomfortable in t®0 
contemplation thereof.

The fact that Christianity is losing its hold on the 
is admitted by Dr. Davison in the following remark. “ *° 
better or worse,”  he says, “  it must be acknowledged no 
merely that interest in theology is waning, but—what is 
infinitely more significant— that the hold of religion upon 
people generally is not what it was, not what it ought to *>0i 
not what some signs might fairly lead us to expect to nn 
it.” We are pleased to see that the steady pressure of f®c 
has led Dr. Davison to recognise what must be, to bin)' a 
very unpleasant truth. Preachers are so fond of assuring 
the public that no significance should be attached to figureS 
— when the figures are against them, and that this decrease 
of church membership is compensated by a “ deepen'0» 
spiritual life.” It is all so much pulpit humbug. Look & 
it how we will, so long as we look at it honestly, church h e 
is an expression of “  spiritual life,” and the decrease of th0 
former marks an unmistakable decline of the latter. T‘,B 
newspaper distinction between Christianity and Christian! y 
was never a real distinction. It was only one framed °y 
lukewarm believers, or by timid unbelievers, who lacked t 
courage of making public how much or how completely they 
had ceased to believe in Christian doctrines.

For ourselves, we are strongly of opinion that in na°  ̂
countries the Christian Church only presents tho froQ^,1fi 
does bocause of the tolerance of its avowed enemies on 
one side, and of the hypocrisy of others who for varion 
reasons— all more or less unpleasant—keep their difference 
with Christianity secret. Professions of faith in some all0S° 
nebulous genuine Christianity, and of profouud admiral® 
for some mythical reforming New Testament Jesus, are a 
symptomatic of ability to see the weakness of Christ'11̂  
teachings, and lack of courage, that causes people to bo 
before the social terrorism exerted by organised religion, 
is left for those who have the requisite courage to speak on ' 
aud these are naturally in the minority. Nearly forty y°arj 
ago Mill said the time had come for people to speak °at 
their minds on matters of religion, but wo cannot say fcJia 
things have improved greatly in the interim. What ®  ̂
happened is that the insistent pressure of the fore03 
modern civilisation have unconsciously produced a mods'® 
tion of belief and teaching, and, almost in spite ° f . 6all 
selves, growing numbers have found themselves outside ^  
the Churches. One day tho process will bo complef0’ a g 
Christianity will then be generally recognised in its tr̂ f 
colors as a system of essentially savage beliefs glossed o 
with a thin veneer of social sentiment and a ci?“ 19 
nomenclature.

A pretty little problem for discussion is opened up by ® ̂  
article in the Church Times. It is on the quostiot*  ̂
whether Dissent or Episcopalianism holds tho greater jo( 
tion for tho poor. This may bo an important question ^  
competitive Churches to settle, but a far more important 
is the use the Churches make of the poor. When 1 ^  
Charles Booth compiled his great statistical survey^ 
London life he pointed out that the Churches wore eD°*[Jey 
in a very keen competition for tho poor, not because 
were vitally interested in the removal of poverty, but b ec*^  
they were keen on enlarging their congregations. To 
end charities were so many baits hold out to the u°|iag 
tunate. This game is still being played, and alway3 , 
been played during Christian times. And when we..,jDg 
sider tho economic importance of poverty, as a factor gl 
tho Churches a social value, it is not surprising tha jt3 
efforts of Christianity should have been directed toW&r jjy( 
exploitation instead of towards its removal. S? CtfeO* 
organised Christianity battens on poverty, as it ba ^  
intellectually on depression and poverty of spirit. 
wo hope the community will bo intelligent enough to ^  
the problem of poverty out of tho hands of Churo ^  .jg 
Chapel alike. And if that is dono we do not despair 
solution.

The following is worth reprinting, if only becaflS° 
appears in such a pious journal as the Record { tbe

“ A clergyman had once preached a sermon, and 
end a prayer was offered on his behalf asking that h iog 
be blessed in his home and in his church. The 0 
petition was : ’ Enrich his soul, strengthen his body»
Lord, brighten his intellect.’ ”

We hope the prayer was answered.

&
We learn by a book review in tho Daily T e l e g Qva the 

certain Dr. Thomas Payne, who appears to hail tr . ^  ifl 
office of the late Prophet Baxter’s wonderful ^  foe 
“  honorably distressed to find so many young t“ 0“
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present day falling into infidelity.” We hope—in fact, we 
rather more than hope, he will continue to be honorably dis
tressed. We don’t think his book is likely to stop the rush 
to “ infidelity.” We judge that he champions Bible Science 
against Evolution. The failure of that policy is too con
spicuous already. Dr. Thomas Payne is apparently a musty 
back number.

The “ rights”  of the Roman Catholic Church in the 
province of Quebec seem to be pretty extensive. According 
to the Montreal correspondent of the Daily Telegraphy a 
jodge of that city annulled a marriage between two Catholics 
^hich was celebrated by a Protestant minister, and this 
decision was upheld by the Civil Court, the marriage being 
thus rendered illegal and the children bastards. This is a 
8°od illustration of the brutally bigoted policy of the Romish 
yhurch wherever its opportunities match its inclination to 
^tolerance. The marriage in this case was not even

mixed."

It appears that these “  rights ”  were expressly reserved to 
the Roman Catholic Church by Great Britain when Canada 
became a British possession; so it is said that the Civil 

ourt could not help itself. Yes, but Canada can help her- 
She is really a self-governing colony, and could break 

the insolence of the Romish Church at a single blow, if she 
°uly chose to do so.

rat \̂ ber Gonne has been telling the truth (for once, at any 
So ' t^° Manchester Branch of the Catholic Truth 

ciety. According to the Daily Despatch he said that—
1 Religion on the whole was not in popular demand. It 

Was jn demand on Sunday morning, when people put on 
*>eir best clothes and wanted to join the church parade, and 

wanted, too, to be considered good livers. On a week day, 
owever, there was no demand for religion of any kind.”

GoV *ioice over the part of this statement which Father 
ne deplores. An honest man’s food is a priest’s poison.

Su ^jaadius Clear ”  (Dr. Robertson Nicoll) evinces a mild 
&nd 8t  that anyone should doubt the honesty of clergymen, 
Churb8 -one W*J0 has done so, “  Does he mean that Free 
Wbat-R In n̂' sters are iu tho habit of sayiDg from the pulpit 
to j . .  ey.d° not believe ? Does he imply that they feign 
Tk 10Ve *n an orthodoxy which their minds have rejected ? 
I bp]'6 cou d̂ be no more odious charge than this. Is it true ? 
be f^.Y6 the truth is quite the other way." Well, it would 
crisv° • ^ <Ieed for one to charge all ministers with hypo- 
oth(f>.0r fns'ncerity. But it is equally foolish to go to the 
hshedc^ em° aud credit them all— Free Church and Estab- 
is Urn ^ . r°h— with honesty and straightforwardness, It 
pulpitj^honable, to our mind, that many occupants of tho 
Anfl w 0 deliberately teach things they know to bo false. 
state,,»0 Y 0 Proceed>ng on more than hearsay in making this 
of disu°n‘ ‘ ®ut, quite apart from this, there is another form 
true, besides saying that which wo know to be un-
¡̂th'oufc U° snPP*ess tho truth, or suggest a falsehood, 

be nn|.r 8aying that which in itself one actually believes to 
cletoy °' ^ nd what are we to make of the thousands of 
*houyb en, w*10> week after week, preach certain things as 
again«st th a Word °f adverse criticism had ever been said 
from th Uetu, ‘l How much would their congregations loam 
a0d doci*11 doubtful character of Christian teachings
‘“Oorant nJeri*3  ̂ Ho one can believe that all the clergy »re 
^0tlld sa°* concerning such matters. Those who
ate> reallV° .^onor ° f  tho clergy by assuming that they 
at> Atboi  ̂c5ed^ them with a degree of stupidity that even 
?ab>usly< 8 .rinks from doing. Unless the clergy are mira- 
'^dicato °un8h’ ^bey must know hotter than their sermons 
fade the’v have doubtless many excuses for tho atti-
8ut this d a^°Pt— we aro familiar with a number of them— 
S'eat rnan°eS rernovo the stigma of dishonesty from a 

empba Y °f oor clerical guides. At most it only serves 
8186 fke demoralising character of the profession.

infiihe ChrisHan World  hardly knows how to c:T r^ B h‘^
R a t i o n  on finding the Vicar of Malmesbury statmg^tn^
daniĤ i1011 8chools childron will be taught reVerenced
aliko^’JChristianity, and Bnddhism shou  ̂ jf
telini for our part, we do not hesitate o y  ^
Ä n 18 taught in the schools, this is tho way it «homd bo 
re£  tWhattho Christian World wants is the Chmtun
8f c t0,be 8ivt)Q tir8t or th,° 0Uly W t  helps°Ue to X° uded or placed in the background. . . .  tl)0
I f i f c 6 how hypocritical is the cry abo y  j j  
hiRtot Cai °  ^ 'Pt in the schools on account of its 1 ‘ *

1 valuo. When a Church of England

* « ■ » »  «■«»

are equally ready to protest that they desire the State to 
occupy a neutral attitude in relation to religion. Such is 
their notion of fair play to citizens and of straightforward 
controversy.

Australia is apparently going to accept a scheme for 
spending ¿688,500,000 on warships. She is to take twenty- 
two years about it, however, and by the end of that time it 
is to be hoped she will not want them. She calls herself a 
Christian nation, and she would not be like other Christian 
nations if she did not spend a lot of money on preparations 
for war.

Benjamin Disraeli, who died Earl of Beaconsfield, for all 
his supposed Christianity was proud of being a Jew. His 
nephew, Mr. Disraeli, seems to be more of a Nazarene. 
Curiously enough, he is patron of the living of Hughenden, 
where his uncle died, and he attended the vestry meeting 
lately, where he complained that the Revised Version had 
been put in the place of the Authorised Version in the 
church. The Bible that was read there, he said, ought to 
be the same Bible that they read in their homes. Wo 
wonder what Beaconsfield would have thought of his 
nephew’s taking part in a domestic controversy of that kind 
amongst Christians.

Rev. R. J. Campbell is setting up a sort of monkery near 
King’s Cross. Eight missionary preachers are to be trained 
there, and will be sent out when ready to different parts of 
the country to spread, we presume, the gospel of the New 
Theology. Mr. Campbell intends to keep them as far as 
possible from female contact, although he probably won’t go 
to the length of a peculiar regulation of the Middle Ages 
which forbade the entry even of female animals to some of 
the monasteries. Mr. Campbell’s young men will have to 
do all their household work, including cooking and making 
the beds. Their preaching, when they get to business, is 
apparently to be without wages, merely for the bare cost of 
living. This is a regime to which we have not heard that 
Mr. Campbell has subjected himself.

Spurgeon used to preach that “ unbelief”  was the un
pardonable sin. Adultery and murder could be forgiven in 
a minute, but “ infidelity ” could never bo forgiven, in this world 
or in tho next. We believe Spurgeon was quite right. Scep
ticism is the most deadly enemy of priestcraft, and it is 
natural that tho men of God should decline to let Him 
(capital, please) make it as easy for a sceptic as for a 
murderer. We note that this old gospel of Spurgeon’s is 
stoutly maintained by the Rev. Dr. Broughton, of the First 
Baptist Church, Houston, Texas. This reverend gentleman 
also believes in the second, and probably early, coming of 
Christ. Christ may come at any moment, oven before the 
preacher “  had done speaking ” — which might be a mercy to 
the congregation. And how would the sceptic look then ? 
H a! Hal. ____

Rev. Dr. Broughton related how a wicked sceptic was 
punished by the One Above for sneering at religion

“ Two men were sitting before a hotel, one a believer and 
the other a sceptic. The former suggested that they go up 
to the church to attend a revival. His companion refused to 
go and spoke sneeringly of the church. The conversation 
turning upon religion, the sceptic at length arose and extend
ing his arm to heaven called upon God, if there be a God, to 
strike him dead. He made tho challenge three times. Before 
the fourth was uttered a flash of lightning came from a clear 
sky and he was a dead man.”

Wo rather like that story. It is good of tho sort. It used 
to do duty in England, and it seems to have emigrated to 
America. Perhaps the Rev. Dr. Broughton took it over with 
him. We are glad to seo he keeps it well aired and exer
cised. But what will he do if a Texas cowboy asks him for 
the name of that “  hotel ” ?

Rev. Walter Wynn, pastor of the Chesham United Free 
Church, prints in his monthly magazine a letter he has 
received from Professor Alfred Russel Wallace, whoso now 
book, The World of Life, seems such a godsend to the 
theologians, although he doesn't believe a bit in their God. 
We venture to reproduce this letter in fu ll:—

“  Old Orchard, Broadstane, Wimborne,
Rev. W. Wynn, March 3, 1911.

Dear Sir,—Thanks for your favorable notice of my book. From 
the age of about sixteen I was an Agnostic, and was first brought 
to recognise that there was a spirit-world about 1865-70, by the 
phenomena I inquired into on my return home in 1802. This is 
stated in my volume on Miracles and Modern Spiritualism.”  
Without this demonstration of a spirit-world around us I might 
have been still groping in darkness.—Yours very truly,

A lfred R. W allace. ”
The last sentence of this letter is very important. It boars 
out our contention that Professor Wallace is simply a
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Spiritualist, and that his Theism, if it can be called so, is 
only an offshoot from his Spiritualism. He would be “ groping 
in darkness ”  still if it were not that he has what he thinks 
a demonstration of the spirit world.”  His arguments in 
The World of L ife  are, therefore, not his real reasons for 
believing in a Great Spirit. They are afterthoughts— excuses. 
They did not convert him or convince him ; neither ought 
they to—nor will they— convert or convince a single un
believer. Let us sum up the position in a sentence. Dr. 
Wallace’s book only leaves the reader “ groping in darkness” 
unless he already has Dr. Wallace’s “  demonstration of a 
spirit world.” We are glad to have his (unconscious) testi
mony to the value of his latest plea for God.

At the Spring Assembly of the Baptist Union, which 
opened at Bloomsbury Central Church on Monday, the 
report, presented by the Bev. J. H. Shakespeare, showed a 
decrease in church members of 3,775, and in Sunday-school 
scholars of 2,794. That is the tragical side of affairs. The 
comical side is the announcement of an increase of 18 
churches and 20 chapels. More bricks and mortar and less 
people. In the course of time, at this rate, every Baptist 
will have a church or chapel to himself.

In a fortune-telling case at the Newcastle-on-Tyne Police- 
court, counsel for the defendant argued that his client 
believed what she said, and did not impose upon or deceive 
anybody, and did not ask for money, and therefore it was 
“  no more a case than that of a minister of the gospel on 
Sunday’s prognosticating as to what is going to happen in 
the future.” The magistrates appear to have smiled at this. 
But surely the Catholic priest's taking money to hurry the 
souls of dead people through purgatory comes well within 
the legal gentleman’s argument.

A number of workmen going to Bibby & Sons’ oil-cake 
mills, in Great Howard-street, Liverpool, were set upon sud
denly in Eldon-place and brutally ill-used, seven of them 
having to be treated at the hospital. Their assailants used 
a variety of weapons, including bottles and iron bars. The 
assault was obviously planned, and a number of women 
were in the gang. “  The outrage," the Daily News report 
says, “  is thought to have been due to the bitter religious 
differences which have already led to so many disgraceful 
scenes in the city.”  Very likely.

General Booth addressed eight hundred convicts on Sun
day afternoon in Dartmoor Prison church. Was that sort of 
thing included in their sentences ?

The “  Blood and Fire ”  boss represented himself as the 
principal author of the Home Secretary’s prison-reform 
We wonder how Mr. Churchill will like that ?

Rev. Henry Drayton Wyatt, of Drayton Lodge, Aldershot, 
for twenty-one years vicar of Wyke, Guildford, loft £10,626. 
Not so big a lump as some, but enough to make it impossible 
for the camel to get through the needle’s eye.

The Camberwell Borough Advertiser has been collecting 
clerical views on Sunday cinematograph shows. Tho Rev. 
G. E. Thorn suggests that if the picture shows keep open till 
11 o’clock the churches should do the same, instead of 
closing up at 11. A good idea, if the congregation would 
stand it. We fear the churches would have to go in for 
smoking pews— and Scotch.

The Tottenham Hospital has refused to accept over 
£1,000 offered as the proceeds of Sunday cinematograph 
shows, and the Wood Green Hospital declines to accept 
any funds from such sources. Could anything be more con
temptible ? It is sheer Sabbatarian bigotry. Tho sooner 
hospitals are made 'public institutions the better.

“  The aged Scotch Sabbatarian’s objection to allowing 
even a mechanical instrument to work on Sunday expressed 
itself in an abhorrence of the use of an organ or other 
musical instrument in church. A lady belonging to the 
Episcopal Church persuaded a favorite old female servant— 
a Presbyterian of the old school— to accompauy her one 
morning to hear a newly-installed organ. On returning she 
asked her what she thought of the music. ‘ Oh, it was verra 
bonny, verra bonny,’ was the reply, ‘ but oh, my lady, it’s an 
awfu’ way o ’ spending the Sabbath.’ ” — Daily Chronicle.

“ Unto This Last.”

My readers will see that I have begun publishing the report 
of my recent debate with the Rev. J. Warschauer. Let me 
explain why I do so.

In the last letter Dr. Warschauer wrote me, which he was 
careful to tell me was his last, he referred to my remark 
that, while declining my suggestions as to the publication ot 
our debate, he had made no suggestion whatever on his own 
side— and this is what he said in reply :—

“ Pray, why should I ? To quote your words in an earlier 
letter, • I am afraid you misunderstand the position. 
know what I am doing, and the course which I propose to 
take is—if I may hint it—my business. Wait and see.’

I  must wait to see, but I  do not wait to act. My answer 
is a practical one. I start publishing the debate.

Dr. Warschauer is neither polite nor explicit. But b0 
may be taken to mean that he is acting “  on his own jn 
the matter of publication. Well, I am quite willing that ho 
should do that. One of my suggestions was that, as a 
quarrel had arisen, he should publish the debate f°r 
Christians while I published it for Freethinkers. He appears 
to be acting on this basis, and this leaves me free to do the 
same. _ .

I think it right to say that the present law of copyright i® 
very perplexed and unsatisfactory. There is a much-needeo 
new Bill before the House of Commons, but a long time may 
elapse before it becomes an Act of Parliament. Meanwbu 
the jungle of difficulty remains. Naturally, in my inter
pretation of tho law, I leaned to the side of justice and fa1 
play where tho law seemed doubtful. Besides, it ^ 8!! 
highly advisablo, not only that Dr. Warschauer and 
should publish in co-operation, but also that the publish0 
debate should bear the usual announcement of “  revised by 
both disputants.”  This being now impossible, I take tn 
only course open to me. It will bring me no profit; I 8ha*' 
in fact, lose money; at least I shall lose the cost of 
verbatim report. But I make the sacrifice in order tba 
Freethinkers, if no others, may have an opportunity 0 
reading the debate, and also that it may appear in print to 
show how little justification there is for Dr. Warschauef 
charge of “  rowdyism ”  against tho audience at Caxto 
Hall. G. W. FOOTE-

THE SUN-DIAL.
The ivy o'er the mouldering wall 

Spreads like a tree, the growth of years: 
Tho wild wind through the doorless hall 
A melancholy music rears 
A solitary voice, that sighs 
O’er man’s forgotten pageantries.

Above the central gate, the clock, 
Through clustering ivy dimly seen,
Seems, like tho ghost of Time, to mock 
The wrecks of power that once has been. 
The hands are rusted on its face ;
Even where thoy ceased, in years gone by, 
To keep the flying moments’ paco:
Fixing, in Fancy's thoughtful eye,
A point of ages passed away,
A speck of time, that owns no tie 
With aught that lives and breathes to-day-

But ’mid the rank and towering grass, 
Where breezes wave, in mournful sport, 
The weeds that choko the ruined court,
The careless hours, that circling pass,
Still trace upon the dialled brass 
The shade of their unvarying way ;
And evermore, with every ray 
That breaks tho clouds and gilds tho air, 
Time’s stealthy steps are imaged thoro : 
Even as tho long-revolving years 
In self-reflecting circles flow,
From the first bud the hedgerows boars,
To wintry nature’s robe of snow.
The changeful forms of mortal things 
Decay and pass ; and art and power 
Oppose in vain tho doom that flings 
Oblivion on their closing hour ;
While still, to every woodland vale,
New blooms, new fruits, the seasons brmgi 
For other eyes and lips to hail,
With looks and sounds of welcoming:
As where some stream light eddying r°ve 
By sunny meads and shadowy groves,
Wave following wave departs for ever,
But still flows on the eternal river.

-T h om a s  Love P<>aC
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

(Lectures suspended for the present.)

To Correspondents.

I£ooD-K>? 's Honorarium F und, 1911.—Previously acknowledged, 
Stii? Received since:—Mark Antonv, 2s. ; J. K.
j ? "  (Texas), 4s. Id. ; T. Stringer, 4s. Gd.; R. Taylor. 5s. ; 
rj'flj; ' ."•> ®3- • P. K., 2s. Gd.; J. P., 5s.; Two Little 
5s • t 2n ^ a'd0n3, 2s. Gd. ; William A. and Lucy A. Yates, 
BkVnV, i ' T'inlav (S. Africa), £1 ; B. Eiger, Is .; C. and H. 

j  j  ‘  e™> 5s. ; W. Milroy, 5s. ; J. Milroy, 23. Gd. ; A. C. B., 5s.
(Texas).—We are not surprised to hear that the 

iesn ',n your Pirt of the world, just as here, are making a 
your "v, e®or*: to " recover their lost foothold.” Thanks for 
Wotk̂  that we may long be spared to carry on our “  great 
;tUtingga3 you are 6ood enougb to call it. Thanks also for the

•ost?n°rR— n°t understand, and were waiting further 
ct'ons. It ¡s an right now. Wo were so busy In many

T.

is uu rigm, now. vvo were so uusy 
j  ^•'^“hat we quite overlooked the Easter Egg Fund.

—See paragraphs. Thanks for your good wishes 
y ^selves and your ’ ‘ weekly intellectual treat."
,T nr' *vnioht.—Thanks for the marked enclosures. 
^ ’ «■-Received.

ti^,Ta.IDQE’—The four Birmingham subscriptions run consecu- 
t “T6ly >n the list.

Saints.— See "  Sugar Plums.”  
aame :~~ .̂e are supposing you may not wish to see your full 
o f  m  V ?  Pnnt. The pious Christian who trusts to faith instead 
the i ak'*( h3 °ure a hernia is at least sincere—for ho pays 
ate  ̂ na*ty. But, as you say, what intelligence 1 And there 
hear v° *?anT °f them to be noticed separately. Pleased to 
(or vn U bave tound Mr. Cohen’s articles so helpful. Thanks 

5. ^ Poraonal good wishes.
atlc'e 0fSTER— Hardly worth attention. It seems the perform- 

DICk 0om0 obscure Christian on the make. 
teadt,r'VtRDa'—Glad you owe so much to the Freethinker. Our 
(fotn 8 ln general will be pleased with the following extract 
&nd ni °UIi (ettor • " My father being a Methodist local preacher, 
hot A yae“  be'n8 brought up in chapel, mine was a bad case, 
I Can  ̂° « 0 effected by your paper has been so complete that 
aa Possibl » conc0ivo my mental condition of a few years ago

W. 4 °y8°N— Tou will see that tho matter has taken a fresh turn. 
Treci/ij^8 wr‘tes: "M y sister, who has taken to reading the 
8he m ‘er lately—and is still nominally a Christian—says 
stuff. p admit ‘ hat the parsons’ sermons are certainly ‘ poor 
to Sctl(i oraPar0d to the contents of your paper. She asks mo 
Work, you k0r best wishes and hearty approval of the great 

J. (j, ¿ yon ar0 doing." Good!
Op to **<8. Africa) says : “ l a m glad to see that you keep 
dronq f, “ Siting form." We shall do that until the sword

Ĵ *s n our handa-
i. g, i )RVNT'—Rerhaps worth 2s.

(sisuff0 ^EE‘— cannot answer such queries by post. Your 
„ £*«<11 ,, tt,y ho referring to Archbishop Templo’s article in

that tv, VING'—Tleasod to learn that wo wero mistakon, and 
U0t ' 0 **-- J___ _____  ____•>

J’ H0;
y°t cr f 0a Sunday picture shows at Brighton is

Pleased you liked what you call our “  masterly
(°r niore0n Shakespeare last week. With regard to your wish 
Ale stock W9umayaay toat we have a Shakespeare volume on 
. 'sore, qi’e but progresses slowly, owing to our scanty 

a fern 'L“ e ctbsr questions you raise could not bo dealt with 
J. J W Sentonces in this column.

¡'ery ac'̂ El,r,:~~The Book of Enoch is not in the Bible. It is not 
" aPocrvr>vfi !e ®‘toer. It is included in some collections of 

1 ’ ’ literature. Unless you are a close student off l l a H  “ «v a o i ^u i o .  u u w a o  j u u  t u i o  n  v i v a a  h u u u u u u  u j .

°htainin„ > rs yo.u W0UM not be repaid for your trouble in 
g aiKUment ‘ t̂ ‘s °f no interest apart from “  Abracadabra’s ”

p e e k ’s Jiry We have beon unable to got your letter into this 
V . N the^ ake-np of the paper.

’t'th 8eeueirV'°es the National Secular Society in connection 
j 8R°ttl(ff k„ aFRurial Services aro required, all communications 

, Tias joraddrc3s«d to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance, 
r * ŝvvcaakl!.'16. T'd'tor of tho Freethinker should be addressed to 

*CT°»s ° '8tr0et, Farringdon-street, E.O.
?treet, g °p0I£8 must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 

QftR83tted.' ’ ’ by ®rst post Tuesday, or they will not be

'̂ooeer tp b êratnre should be sent to the Manager of the 
p bn no; t?sa> 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.,

t 0tl8 remit, 6 Ed‘ tor’
Tag B0Q<i hulfp f̂j for Lterature by stamps are specially requested

lj?00’ Post f̂7 be forwarded direct from the publishing 
8l ®<1.: ftt the following rates, propaid :—One voar.half following rates, propaid :—One yoar, 

yoar, 5s. 3d. ; three months, 2s. 8d.

Sugar Plums.

Next Thursday (May 4) is the date of the “  social ” nndoi 
the auspices of the National Secular Society’s Executive. II 
will take place, as usual, at Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet-street 
starting at 8 p.m., and ending well before midnight. The 
program will include some dancing as well as vocal and in
strumental music and a “  few words ”  by the Preside t. 
Members of the N. S. S. are at liberty to introduce a friend. 
Non-members, who cannot get an introduction that way, 
should write to the general secretary, Miss E. M. Vance, at 
2 Newcastle-street, E.C. She will be happy to send them a 
(free) ticket of admission.

The South African Rationalist Association, which was 
referred to last week in this column, dates from Johannes
burg ; its secretary is Mr. J. D. Stevens, and its address 
P.O. Box 1782. “  From the commencement of the year,”
Mr. Stevens writes to us, “  we have organised a series of 
Sunday evening lectnres—taking a bioscope theatre for the 
purpose—and the attendance has been most gratifying, the 
theatre being comfortably filled. You are, no doubt, more or 
less aware that we (shall we say ?) enthusiasts who keep the 
ball rolling, etc., are to a man, I think, regular readers of the 
Freethinker. We make an occasional raid on these sub
scribers and distribute say a gross or so of the numbers 
among our congregation.”  Mr. Stevens asks us to supply 
some cheap pamphlets and leaflets for distribution, which 
we shall have pleasnre in doing. We wish the South African 
Rationalist Association all success, and shall be glad to hear 
from it as to its progress occasionally.

When we were going down the stairs after our morning 
lecture at Glasgow we came across a pleasant-looking lady 
with two bonny little maidens on tho first landing. We are 
always delighted to see ladies at our meetings, and we are in 
love with all bonny little maidens, so wo lifted our hat and 
smiled our best smile, and stopped to exchange greetings 
with the group. The mother in conversation bore out the 
promise of her appearance. The little maidens had been in 
hospital with diphtheria, and were just winning back tho 
roses in their cheeks. Wo exchanged a few merry words 
with them, and took a nice kiss from each, and went our 
way. Now the mother, who conceals her identity, with her 
husband’s, under the description of “ Uddington Saints,”  
writes to say that the little maidens havo not forgotten. 
They want to soo us and hoar us again. They say wo wero 
the first stranger to kiss them after their return from tho 
hospital— and wo wore all the way from London to o ! So 
like a child’s remark, tho mother says, and wo “  ought to 
feel flattered." We do. Bless them ! But we've forgotton 
the object of this paragraph. It is to explain a certain little 
item in tho President's Honorarium Fund this week.

Tho North London Branch begins tho open-air lecturing 
season at Parliament Hill Fields on Sunday, May 7. Tho 
General Executive is taking the responsibility for the 
season’s work in Finsbury Park, which opens the same day. 
Camberwell and Kingsland Branches also start operations 
on May 7. ____

Secular Education is declared to bo 11 impossible ”  in 
England. It seems, however, to bo not only the possible 
but actual in Burma—under British rule. Take tho following 
answer recently given by Mr. Montagu in tho House of 
Commons to a question re religious education in Bnrma put 
by Sir John Jardine :—

“  Mr Montagu : As an experimental moasuro, facilities are 
being afforded for the imparting of religious instruction in 
thoso Government and local Board schools in Burma where 
parents and guardians ask for it. Such instruction may be 
given in tho school building out of school hours by teachers 
selected by the parents, subject to a veto by the Inspector of 
Schools in the case of undesirable persons. No member of 
the school staff may be employed to teach religion. I may 
add that no preference i3 given to any particular religion; 
that pupils can only bo taught religion at the request of their 
parents ; that public funds do not contribute to the cost; and 
and that no ceremony or ritual is permitted on school 
premises. (Ministerial cheors.) As regards Bombay, tho 
subject has been discussed at a conference over which Sir 
George Clarke presided last April, and a handbook of moral 
lessons for the use of teachers is in courso of preparation.”

Why cannot we have hero in England tho system that works 
so well in Burma ? Because the Government here is held in 
thrall by warring roligious sects, whom it is afraid to offend; 
while tho Government in Burma has a froo hand and is ablo 
to act honestly, giving tho people socular education, and 
leaving their religious training to tho parouts and spiritual 
advisers,
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“ Theism or Atheism ?

A Public Debate
HELD AT

CAXTON HALL, WESTMINSTER,
ON

THURSDAY AND FRIDAY MARCH 30 & 31, 1911.
BETWEEN

Rev. De. J. WARSCHAUER
AND

Me. G. W. FOOTE.

F IR S T  NIGHT.
Chairman: R ev . C. L. D eaw beidgk .

I n opening the proceedings, the C h airm an  said : Ladies 
and gentlemen, we do not want to begin this debate until 
everybody has found a seat, but I am quite sure you will 
agree with me that it does not matter at all if I  give my 
few remarks while they are moving about. As you know, 
the discussion to night—the debate— is between these two 
gentlemen only, I  mean, sometimes a man may stroll into 
a debate who knows nothing in the world about these 
debates, and he thinks a great deal depends upon him—how 
far he can show his sympathy or can get “ Hear, hear,” and 
so on, in the right place. Well, for the benefit of amateurs, 
I  would point out that this debate—this great discussion— 
is between two members only, and we shall be very pleased 
to hear how the audience take it, and all that, but, of course, 
the audience will play the game. They will not interrupt 
either disputant, however enthusiastic they may be for their 
own champion. Another point is that some of us are very 
busy men, and we have a long way to get home, and there 
is a tendency not to listen to the last speech. Now, it is 
sufficient for me, I  am sure, just to mention the fact for you 
to listen to the end of Mr. Foote’s speech, and the same 
applies to Dr. Warschauer’s speech to-morrow night. Well, 
then, Dr. Warschauer begins to-night. He has half-an-hour. 
He is followed by Mr. Foote, who will also have half-an-hour. 
Then Dr. Warschauer has a quarter of an hour, and Mr. 
G. W. Foote a quarter of an hour, and each of them has a 
quarter of an hour to conclude. There will be a warning 
note given to both speakers when there is ten minutes left 
of their half-hour; another warning when they get within 
three minutes of the end of their half-hour; and in their 
quarter of an hour speeches the warning will be three 
minutes from the end; so, if you notice a conversation going 
on up here—unfortunately, we do not possess a bell— you 
will know what I am doing. I  am not giving the tip to 
either disputant, but am warning him that he has very little 
time left in which to vanquish his opponent. No new matter 
is to be introduced into the last speech of either speaker 
either night. Well, it remains only for me to say how great 
a pleasure it is for me to come and preside to-night. It is a 
great pleasure for two reasons; first of all, we all agree, I am 
sure, upon one point, however different our opinions may be 
on everything else nnder the sun,— we all agree with regard 
to one point, and that is that nobody’s opinion is worth any
thing at all unless he is a careful and sympathetic listener 
to the other side as well. (Hear, hear.) The man who loses 
his temper as soon as the other party begins to put the other 
side— well, his opinion is worth nothing. It gives me great 
pleasure to come here to-night because all of us, I think, 
have come with the object of listening patiently to both 
Bides equally before making up our minds which of the 
champions has won. Also, it gives me great pleasure to 
come here because in my experience these audiences always 
behave excellently. Our opinions are cut and dried. Very 
often we feel very strongly one way or the othor ; but I think 
on no occasion is such large-mindedness and a senso of fair 
play shown as at these debates. This is not the first, of 
course, at which I have been present and presiding, so 1 
venture to think my task to-night will be a very easy one 
because I  have to keep order, and I am sure that no inter
ference on my part will be necessary. No doubt always, on 
these occasions, one section predominates. Well, they like 
to show they are in the majority. I hope to-night the 
majority are Christians, and they will like to show i t ; but, 
of course, they must not do more than that, even if they are 
one hundred to one. This debate is between thes9 two 
gentlemen, and the audience are not invited to take any part 
more than ordinary applause. It is quite likely, but I am 
not in a position to say more,— it is very likely that this 
debate will be printed. (Applause,) Personally, I hope that 
it may, because if it is a good thing for us to hear, it is a 
good thing for the British public also to read it. I will not 
now waste any moro of your time, as I see that practioally 
everybody has found a scat, and I will call upon Dr. 
Warschauer to speak to you for half-an-hour. (Applause.)

gentlemen, the title of this debate is happily so co.n01S(jer. 
practically to do away with the possibility of m’.snn 
standing it. A Theist, I  take it, is simply one who belie 
in G od ; an Atheist is one who disbelieves in such a su 
Being. But while belief in God is practically tantai 
to an affirmation of God’s existence, it does not necessa^  ̂
follow that disbelief is equivalent to a denial. e
Theist affirms, and what the Atheist denies, is that we ^  
sufficient evidence of the existence of God. I  am, of c o o j  
aware that there have been dogmatic Atheists like Feuer 
who said: “  It is clear as the day, and evident as the ' 
that there is no God ”  ; but that, I take it, is not t.n®. 0j 
tion of my opponent to-night, as it was not the P°®  ̂0 tg1 
the late Charles Bradlaugh. Mr. Bradlaugh in his 
A theism said “  The Atheist does not say there is no God' 
he says ‘ I  know not what you mean by G od ; I am wit 
idea of God ’ ; and my friend Mr. Foote, has put on re  ̂
his considered opinion, “ Atheism does not deny the e- 
ence of God ; that is to say of any God. Atheism is °PP°j j0 
to every form of Theism which has yet been propound0 
the world. The Atheist is a person who, if there be ^  
thing in Theism, is desirous of ascertaining what it ia' ^ e 
if it be true, of accepting it.’ (Applause.) I  venture to 9 j 
these words, chiefly to in order to show that I at 
understand the position of my opponent—an importan ^  
dition which is not always fulfilled. Bnt to-night f  ua ¡¡¡y 
more to say directly on the subject of Atheism, becaus 
task is that of commending Theism, only, with you' V . 
mission I shall not start by laying down any kind of d ^  
tion or proposition and then proceed to demonstrate 0 
method is the less showy, but, as I think, more scientm 
of inductivo reasoning ; that is to say, I  shall start wy j. 
known, and argue from that to the less known ; I 8 j gfoall 
at facts, and from my facts draw inferences; , o8
examine data, and then ask whether those data warra 
in arriving at tho conclusion of Theism. Such a.me fo0i if 
this should surely commend itself to those Atheists w. ¡’¡¡g 
there be anything in Theism, are desirous of ascert 
what it is, and if it be true, accepting it. That is an a 
ably sane attitude, such as is enjoined upon Cbri .fl 
in the words “  Prove all things; hold fast that wb1 
good.”  read

Permit me one other preliminary word. I  have fie 
somewhere an utterance of Mr. Foote’s in which he 8 I o i;. 
declines to accept responsibility for any theory of tb ^ at 
verse; but may I put it to Mr. Foote and to y°a’ are 
Theism and Atheism are both just that— that If oBJ
theories of the universe. The Theist accounts for ât, 
of phenomena by the hypothesis of a supreme Being > ^  
on the contrary, the Atheists are counter to it. "* ĉ 0 g0e
Theist and Atheist, wo have tho same lock to open, the key
maintains that Theism, the other that Atheism is 
which will open the lock. In other words, we both 
theory of the universe. .feeffl

Now permit me to begin by laying down two Py ujt0 
simple axioms, which, indeed, are truisms, ana * an 
undisputed; firstly, every phenomenon has a can ¿¡y, 
uncaused phenomenon is of course unthinkable; ®e £j0Ctsi 
every cause is at least adequate to produce its own 6 g0;
there can be no more in an effect than there is in tho gfl, 
that is implied in tho very notion, the very idea ot j,ie 
With these universally accepted and universally aPP a0\e$ 
commonplaces, I am prepared to go to work. We 
to look at the world as if wo were really seeing it for * a ^ g$
time, and ask ourselves with the luxury of wonder. 
did this kind of thing come to pass ? ” You will ad® ^  
what is true of any single phenomenon must be *r.u0catiged’ 
sum of phenomena. If every single phenomenon 18 ^
then the world, then the universe, must also be cause > ^  at 
the only question for us to ask is what sort of caaS0rBe. ,, 
tho back of this visible, tangible, physical 0? lT regted<' 
snbmit you are not in a position to say “  I am not1 is a
if you aro not interested your presence hero t'°'al.” j0 giv® 
very strange fact, and to say you are not interested » g0\?iv8 
up the problem, which is precisely tho same thing a .^g9 of 
it. But do you think that you can eliminate tho ^ ^ ay9 
cause for this problem by saying that the world ha b0 
been— that there has been no beginning? I want y ^ a O 90 
so good as to look at tho theory for a moment, B9ibl0 
although my friend Mr. Foote says he will not be rc9g foe hl3 
for any theory of tho universe, that really bappen8 Devfc 
theory. He says “  I would prefer to think the m »' t°naily ia 
began to bo, that as it exists now and did exist ete jnre. 
the past, so it will continue to exist eternally in tho^ tb3 
Now I confess to a certain amount of curiosity aj 
extraordinary channels of information which onabte -D tb0 
to say positively that matter did always exist eterna W i>°
past, because I should have thought the only a D<MoIf^eli  
has himself eternally existed in the past oould be & ■ tb>9
sure on the point. Can it be that Mr. Foote has de ^  tb 
information from a Mahatma ? For myself, I shrink
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mat?09'*1*011, theory of the eternity of matter is, as a
b . ,er o£ fact. I believe, open to serious scientific objection, 
Bak willing to let it pass. Granting for argument’s
0j 81™ eternity of matter, that does not get rid of the necessity 
th ° i! a cause f°r ft16 universe as it now is, because 
cha,re " ave keen certain changes, an infinite number of 

ages, that have changed the original fire-mist into the 
by!v'erfiQ which we are acquainted. At some time, 
an . ever remote, the change commenced, at the same time 

^  Waa reTu'red to set the process going ; so you do 
r °* *k0 idea of cause; you only push it further 

Prod cause of the universe must bo adequate to
cau- f k i s  effect. So, then, we ask ourselves what sort of 
¡H J3 the ’phenomena imply ? Let me give you a simple
■t cn fa .on' ff  y°u took up any printed page and saw that 
all . a,ned a mere jumble of numerals, capitals, and stops, 
°nce *0"e£iBer> making no sense, you would say at
glotn * ’ *kat is printer’s pie ; nobody has set up that con- 
{oan?rafe deliberately ”  ; but if you took up the page and 
&nd tl ™a* ** made sen8e> that the letters divided into words, 
8av u a6, w°rds made sentences, then you would immediately 
you those letters were arranged by someone,” Do not 
tiCSi 8 'f y°n get meaning out of it, it is because someone 
in an ffm0an'c '’  £n£o it? In other words, intelligibleness 
Wbat6ttec? a suro criterion of intelligence in the cause, 
that ,eV-Cr ictdligible as an effect bears witness of a cause 
tyjj,’^.^tolligent. This applies immediately to our subject. 
oause'/10 w 6V**'a^ eness o£ £oS‘c ’ then we ask what sort of 
1'kelv i 011’ f  8ay. i°°k  at the universe; is it remotely 
it, do08 't look as if the phenomena of nature occurred 
ohaot'̂  . Phazird fashion; are the processes of nature 
baS0(j'C’ Calculable, capricious? No; all our enterprises are 
intest-A°u tho assumption of the uniformity of nature, the 
iastifi'/ °* cosmos ; and that assumption is verified aud 
tetnrn t every time we put it to the test. In other words, to 
at ]ea ?° my illustration, we can read the book of nature— 
tuake ’ We kave spelt out a few pages, and those pages 
Mature8 ’ *k°y are not chaos. Therefore, I  maintain 
iuteliie intelligible, its cause must be intelligent—
*a°lude H and therefore conscious, because the greater 
*tadict"9 • ê8fl—unconscious intelligence would be a con- 
fact of *°n ln. terms— even though unconscious humor is a 
. But I ??,rience ! (daughter.)
it lea(j  ,WlB take you along another road to show you that 
gible> b 16 8ame Soa^ This universe is not only infceili- 
Uaijg ’0n " 1'i3 phenomena inclade intelligence and conscious- 
e ffe c t0«  ’ tbo cause must be adequate to produce its 

unintelligent cause could not produce intelligent 
0t 'vhur t. w in the effect must have been in the cause, 
thos0 ^fj . *t come from ? So then, my first answer to 
in Theis i81sts who wish to know what, if anything, there is 
Bus a Cam’ and it bo true to accept it, is that the universe 
P̂euCer S('~~that which so unorthodox a thinker as Herbert 

things r, °a ed an infinite and eternal energy from which all 
iutelligQ ?cee<̂ * and that cause or energy is conscious and 

‘ Let me now add a third truism to my other 
Wo cate , Phenomena havo causes, so all causes fall under 
eithert0 "or!0!i> aU(I two only; every phenomenon is due 

aĈ eut or design—either to chance or to purpose. 
^̂ Uartier S(r V U ^our garden, of which you wero so proud last 
't to0)j ’ ld not spring up by accident; those weeds which 
sPting t,DU. suck double to keep down—well, they did not 
Hith c r e d it l ,? ?  d.esi<?.a on your part. If you grow roses, 
"he othec j :a'k 6 ta8te, that is hardly a matter of accident; on 

w .  ‘,and. if two strings on your fiddle break just as 
inning to play, well, you may say in your 
happened on purposo ”  ; hut I put it to you,

w  Uano.. if two strings on your 
„ -tionQc^®8in“ 'ng to play, well, yc

do n happened on purposo” ; -------r — -------
y°0. w.5ea‘*y believo it. Now I will make a suggestion 

a§iinl ¡c . ~0n anything whatever happens over and over 
Wll, a „ j8 only the giving of throe knocks, you infer a 
°V ut6 ntrivance, an intontion. That intention may bo 
ĵ̂ ndinrr ° 70u’ i 118*1 as yon may see signals without under

lain} snvv, if* they mean, but you may say, “ Oh, yes, it 
ifPpen anvb lU®-0r ** W0Uld no* 80 rogular.”  If things 
J*at there • °w> there is no uniformity, then you conclude 
all"’ "^her19 Du 00n?r°li but whore there is order you infer 

,’epni„.®. there is uniform action vou infer directivitv:*«gul
vu8s6ob ~'aïity suggests a regulating mind; though tho 
l>6 uca90r,°f that mind might bo unseen, his existence wou 
»a efiecabtQd. because only such a cause could produce such

8V e p lnga to the question: Is tho universe caused by
If yoU H»0t Purposo ? There is really no third alternative.

a aaw.a.t this desk a lump of clay, shapeless, and witli-
Vls*ble agency (the Chairman and Mr. Foote, and

to asBnmlm°Tin8 to a respectablo distance), that clay began
&î  °^ ce ^ 8radually the shape of a bird or beast, you would
SH e  h80 6sa there was a hidden artist somewhere; if that Vna„_ °eRan i-
«Hill

uniform action you infer directivity ;

Ha- uegan t a a uiuaen arvisc somowuere ; u inaî
¡iff6hient •» ° , 1o and move and make sounds, your„ ___ __

----- --------- - “ ‘ « „ r e  are certainfion«T  'woal(i know no bounds. bon hydrogen,
s«diUtQ 0£ atoms—phosphorous, nitroge ' bi t;ioa which

Potassium—in tact, the common comm

we call an egg. Well, you expose these millions of atoms 
gentle warmth, and within twenty-one days they wi’ l he 
changed their structure and position entirely; they v 
have become tho tissue, organs, bones, beak, eyes, feath; i 
of a bird ; there must have been infinite re- irrangemont 
those atoms, and yet every one has gone to its right plac - 
every one has been properly used. I  ask you—Is it due to 
accident ? Queer accident, I say, which is always repeats 
with unfailing regularity. But if not accident, the other 
alternative is design. But someone may be inclined to 
interpose and say, “ Oh, yes, there is a third alternative after 
a ll ; it is neither accident nor design, it is natural law.” 
Let me say that is no explanation at a ll; that would be a 
mere verbal juggle; a law of nature is only a concise state
ment of facts; it says that things have been observed to 
happen in a certain fashion; it does not tell you why they 
so happen. Natural law describes a thing, it does not 
explain it. To say that the uniformity of nature is explained 
by natural law would be tantamount to saying that the facts 
are explained by themselves—they happen this way because 
this is the way they happen ; which leaves something to be 
desired as an explanation. It is being driven back to two 
alternatives only, purpose or chance. In order to a3k which 
of these two accounts for the sum of phenomena; if I 
showed you a faultless sonnet, and said that the way it 
came about was not that anyone composed it, but that a 
blindfolded person dragged letters out of a box and put them 
together, and that these made up the sonnet, you would not 
believe me. If I showed you a fine specimen of landscape 
painting—I had almost said Lansdowne painting, you see, 
my mind runs on the Mill (Laughter) and said nobody 
ever painted i t ; it represents the chance daubs of a child 
made in the dark, you would not believe mo. If somebody 
was playing a charming tune next door, and I told you the 
tune was produced by a baby striking at random the keys 
in order to amuse himself, you would not believe me. 
Neither do I believe that this majestic universe, pervaded 
by natural law aud uniformity, can be the outcome of any 
sort of cosmic freak or accident. If I must give an explana
tion I should say that prima facie  it looks to me a3 if it had 
been planned.

As a matter of fact it is that purpose in nature almost 
exactly, as according to the proverb : “ Drive it out with a 
pitchfork and it come3 back ” or rather, the truth is, you 
come back to it. Here is Haeckel who says in his History 
of Creation “  The much talked of purpose in Nature has no 
existence.”  Yet Mr. Haeckel, in the same work, defines an 
organic body as one in which the various parts work together 
for the purpose of producing the phenomena of life. And 
that is no isolated slip of the pen. He says again in the 
same work that the cells in an organism are following diverse 
occupations and yet working together for a common purpose.

Now, ladies and gentlemen, when wo find the great Haeckel 
first denying purpose in toto, and then having to admit it 
when he comes to details, admitting it, that should bo 
sufficiently significant. We might almost say, what need 
have wo of further witnessos ? (Applause.)

But let us go a step farther. Only an intelligent cause 
could aceouut for tho universe even if there wore only an 
endless repetition of the same phenomena. The fragile 
boauty of snow crystals, always arranged at GO or 120 angles, 
the color of tho butterfly, or tho petals of a rose, the artistry 
of a shell, all these reiterated to infinity would attest tho vast 
intelligence rejoicing in its work. But there is more than 
repetition. The one lesson we have learned from tho closer 
study of nature is tho master principle of the evolution of 
man. The history of the world is a constant reaching 
upward and forward. The watchword, tho motto to which 
tho whole creation moves is not only order but progress. 
We have not the spectacle of infinite monotony but of infinite 
ascent with further possibilities that are inexhaustible. 
Life has risen from the lowest and lower to the higher and 
highest strata culminating in a race capable of looking before 
and after, living the right and doing the good for their own 
sakes. If the story of the world is of a steady ascent to a 
far-off summit it is the less possible for us to say that tho 
origin of this was chance because you know from personal 
experience that an upward path is seldom taken by accident. 
On this same subject of purposo versus chance, I may be 
allowed to quote an amusing remark of Kepler’s. If it moves 
you to a smile I hope it will also move you to reflection. 
Ho writes: “ Yesterday, when weary with writing, and my 
mind quite dusty with considering these atoms I was called 
to supper, and a salad I had asked for was sot before me. It 
Beems then said I, if pewter dishes, leaves of lettuce, grains 
of salt, drops of vinegar and oil, and slices of eggs had been 
floating about in the air from all etornity, it might at last 
happen by chance that there would come a salad. ‘ Yes,’ 
says my wife, ‘ but not so nice ’ and well dressed as this of 
mine.’ ”  I must say I very much relish tho shrewd common 
sense of Mrs. Helper. Not even a salad of decent calibre 
could be accounted for by chanco, how much less this
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Universe I So then my second answer is this, that cause of 
the Universe which we are obliged to postulate, in addition 
to being conscious and intelligent is purposive.

Now I  come to my last point in this short opening address; 
is this conscious, intelligent purpose or cause of the universe 
personal ? There is a difficulty about this in many minds, 
but the difficulty is due, if you will allow me to say so, to 
inexact and superficial thinking. The fallacy is fairly 
obvious: because we have only known personality in con
junction with a material brain and a visible body, and be
cause the cause of the universe has no such material brain, 
and no such visible body, therefore it cannot be personal. 
Now let me ask you a question : How do you know you are 
personal ? Because you have got organs, eyes and ears, 
arms and brains, and viscera, and all the rest of it. All 
these might be complete, yet they would not make up a 
personality, but only a corpse. Personality is that which 
no sense can perform, which no scalpel can lay bare. Per
sonality consists in mind, intelligence, will, directive power, 
and so forth. Mill showed many years ago that there was 
no reason in the nature of things why those emotions, voli 
tions, and even sensations, should not exist apart from 
material brain structure just as well as with it. The body 
no more makes us personal than Kubelik’s genius is in bis 
violin, the violin is only the instrument for its expression, 
All that is most real in ourselves is invisible. I ask your 
attention to this: If mind, will, directive power, constitute 
human personality, then the same attributes must consti 
tute personality in the cause of the universe; but we have 
already seen that their cause is conscious, intelligent, and 
purposive ; therefore I submit that it is personal, (hear, 
hear,) in fact where there is a purpose there is a person, and 
this person the cause and ground of all existence, the life of 
all life, the energy of all energy, the planning and sustain 
ing power in all and through all and above all, the Theist 
calls God.

I am perfectly aware that I have left many tracks in this 
wide domain untouched. I  shall have pleasure in dealing 
with those points to-morrow evening when my friend Mr. 
Foote has presented you with Atheism ; but to-night I take 
it that it is my prerogative as the opener of the debate to 
lay down the lines which the discussion must follow, 
hope Mr. Foote will deal in his answer with the issues I 
have actually raised, and I will cordially address to him 
certain questions which, in order to facilitate his task, I will 
give him in writing :—

1. Does Mr. Foote accept tho axiom that every phenome 
non must have a cause adequate to produce it ?

2. If so, does he admit that the universe must have a 
cause ? Or if not, why not ?

3. Does Mr. Foote agree that whatever is intelligible 
bears witness to a cause that is intelligent ?

4. If so, does he admit that the universe, being intelli
gible, proclaims its cause to be intelligent ? Or if 
not, why not?

5. Does Mr. Foote agree that in all phenomena con 
trolled by human agency regularity and uniformity 
are evidences of design and intention ?

C. If so, does he admit that the universe being full of 
uniformity and regularity, demands for its explana
tion a purposive causativo agency ? Or if not, why 
not?

7. Does Mr. Foote agreo that human personality is con
stituted by tho attributes of consciousness, intelli
gence and purposive will ?

8. If so, would not tho same attributes constitute per
sonality in the cause of the universe which is, in 
effect, the contention of Theism ? Or if not, why 
not ?

I submit, Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, that you 
are entitled to have plain answers to these plain questions, 
and for my part I await thoso answers with the utmost 
interest. (Loud applause.)

Tho C hairman  : It now gives me great pleasure to call 
upon Mr. Foote to speak to you for half-an-hour.

Mr. G. W. F oots : Mr. Chairman, my friendly opponent, 
and ladies and gentlemen,— I have been in many debates in 
my time, although not in many quite lately, and I confess 
that this is the very first time I ever listened to an opponent’s 
introductory speech which I supposed contained his case, 
and then was tho unadvised recipient of eight carefully drawn 
conundrums,— (applause)—which I am supposed to giva my 
half-hour in answering, Aye or No. My opponent forgets that 
I am not in tho witness-box. I am one of the counsel in this 
case. He may put in the witness-box whom he pleases, but 
be cannot put in the counsel on the other side. Moreover, I 
venture to say that if anyone really wantod answers to those 
questions he would have delivered them to me beforehand. 
(Hear, hear.) I do uot pretend to have tho wonderfully 
trained intelligence of some of the gentlemen with whom I 
find myself in opposition. I am only a poor ordinary mortal

beforewho requires to think over an intricate question 
answering it, and who requires a good deal of time to tbin  ̂
over eight intricate questions before answering them- _ 
have the greatest pleasure in the world in handing v  ' 
Warschauer his conundrums back. (Applause.) I n0§ 
say that there is nothing in the conditions, the signed co 
ditioDs, of this debate which would entitle Dr. Warscban ^

to

to put questions to me or me to put questions to him.
One states his case,

We
the

that of

to
the
to

are to speak for half-an-hour each, 
other replies to it. I  repeat that my function is 
counsel for Atheism. I  do not want to put him in 
witness-box, and he shall not put me. (Applause.) .,

Another point I want to clear off. Dr. Warecbauer s ^  
fully read a passage from some speech of mine—it 
have been from the debate with the Rev. W. T. Lee I * 
not sure ; but he made me say I should prefer to believe ^ 
eternity of matter, and that as matter exists now 
it eternally existed in the past. The second part of 
sentence is obviously governed by the introduction 
the first. I did not say that matter has existed £t 
eternity. I said that I should prefer to believe in 
eternal existence of matter rather than in its creation J 
God. And I  gave this reason—I do know something & 
matter; I  do not know anything about God. (Applause-> l 

I do not quarrel with Dr. Warschauer’s opening state® , 
that Theism is belief in God and Atheism is disbelief in 
because I have said exactly the same thing. I  conten J 
too, against George Jacob Holyoake that disbelief was 
denial. I might disbelieve a man’s honesty without be » 
prepared to say he was dishonest. There is always a cor 
amount of opon-mindedness about disbelief— you do no ^ 
on to absolute denial, and I, as an Atheist, am willing\ 
accept Theism the very moment it intellectually and etb!cace, 
commends itself to my intelligence and conscio 
Applause.) . ¡„g

Dr. W arschacer  was skilful in saying, and very desig 
if he will pardon the word, but it belongs to his side o 
case (laughter)— in intending not to offer any defin»1.̂  j 
We shall see the misfortune of that presently. It i® ,sS ge> 
have denied that Atheism is a theory of the UnlV -¿jj 
Perfectly true, I was invited to debate many years ag°> gg 
the Rev. W. T. Lee, whether Atheism or Theis® ^ at 
the more rational theory of the Universe, and I salCl 
although I  was an Atheist and therefore a pe 
thought for himself and thought a good many 01 
neighbors thought wrongly. I had uot vet reache ,

wb°

,bleyet --
degree of swelled-headedness to imagine that I  was cap af0 
of accounting for the Universe. (Laughter), '¡he* \
heaps of things in tho Universe I do not undorstan ’ 
venture to suggest that there may be heaps of , lD fand. 
in tho Universe that Dr. Warschauer does not u nders^ j 
I put forward no theory of the Universe, but I take my gte 
on this, as I think the rock of commonsense, that it 18 0̂ f
rational to think that tho Universe in substance a® wo 
is eternal, than that it was created by a being who, if yolj te\&- 
tho trouble to define him will turn out to have no sort 0 ^  
tivity to the mattor which he produced. (Applau8e-'
I know that in this world it is not the lofty spirit 0 ,^ g 
that can create the lowest sentients in this w o r ' 9 
process of evolution of which we have heard so®6“ gayS 
from tho lowest form to tho highost. Dr. Warsobau® j0
- 1 *i- n TlO 9 w

oflf
from the cause the effect must follow, and it canno-' 
itself anything more than was contained in its cause- '  
that is in flat contradiction to the whole course 0 ^  
knowledge of Nature. (Hoar, hear.) Why, you 4 j erftbl0' 
gases, invisible, and in a certain rough seuso, imp00 ^ e f -  
and by a well-known process you turn them ®t cijt 
You have a definitely ponderable substance which y ff6jgb 
take up just as I do this glass. You can measure i ’r0gOlve 
it, see it, and scientifically it is a fact that you canB0 O ^  
your water back by another process into its con ^  ggt 
gases. If anybody means to tell mo that thero is n o0t i® 
sensations, characteristics in the water which wer ^0n- 
tho constituent gases, I say ho and I run differeu 
aries of the English language. ^at W®

It is rather this world than tho universe at âr^ e;grH- 4
should consult for our evidences of Theism or 
notice that whenever anyone wants to get over t ,
of details, he usually flies off into the widest u  a®a
the farther he gets from this world the safer h® , ^y 
the nearer he gets to God the less is he control ê  ^¡oin3’ 
highest qualities of man. Let us take these tbr® ^ at » 
Every effect ha3 a cause. Tautology 1 To cati1iug *8. % 
axiom is an abuse of language. To say that a ^jng 
effect is to say that it is caused, and to p^1
cause is to say that it has produced an effect- b -:*>i

4be diS sJ

ti o0:cause is to say that it has produced an eiieci- 1 ft 
sophy does not consist in trite tautology of that causo 
Perhaps I may be allowed to suggest that hoc ^  golub0̂  

“ set are merely subjective ideas, that there 18^  jja® 
oi continuity in nature at all. Finite intelhg® ^ ete i® a 
work with the conception of time and space ; bn 
break in nature ; there is no solution of contmu j



Apbil 30, 1911 THE FREETHINKER 28!

p 8 Par  ̂ °£ a process and that. We arbitrarily arrest the 
Nat°eSS a 8*veu point, because we want to study it, but 
n ure Koes on ; it is we that pause. I deny that my 
Pponent’s conception of cause and effect has any binding 

of p6,^P0  ̂ Mature, or even upon God, if God is the creator 
effp * ro‘ At the highest step cause is able to produce its 

e°t. Tautology again! It is only the cause because it 
that i r̂ uce t*10 effect; the proof that it is able to do is 
r 11 does- I defy Dr. Warschauer to give me any other 
tlieS° t *°r believin8 ^ can‘ ^  thing is done, you see it, and 
sav *u° 8ay ** was doae aad could be done is only to 

y the same thing over again.
Ca y °PP°neat took the ground that the universe was 
beli • ? ow d°es he know it? What reason has he for 
Upi®vin8.*t ? He used the word “  phenomenon ”  ; but the 

not a phenomenon; it is the matrix of all phe- 
®na- By the universe we mean all the phenomena 

Phen W° Can Percefve> an^ ah the causes of th 
The®1110118" And what are the causes of those phenomer 
]e y are carried back as far as science can trace them 
e]0 6 ®etaphysics and theology aside— to the physical 
Jon j s' 80me of which Dr. Warschauer recited ; and then 
fannl aV6 sc‘entiats coming forward, like Sir Oliver Lodge— 
Wr(̂ aus0 aod Oh’s)— well, you are both right and both 
Sir or * 8a‘d scientists, not theologians)— (applause)— like 
tbes IV]er l̂0^8e coming forward and suggesting that even 
each6 efl®men,!8' which cannot at present be resolved into 
ducid ber’ are neverthelesB all in some way or other pro- 
Poor °-U*i *be Pr' m*t*ve ether. Now, I am not giving my 
tion. c‘eotific corroboration of that theory; I  am only men- 
aptho^v1*1 aS Being put forward by eminent scientific 
other r'iwS' then, supposing we get back to the
kpow th ‘ °PP°nerd says God created i t ; I Bay, How do you 
y°n k tla  ̂<>.— B°w do know it ever was created? How do you 
that itn0W ^ ever Began to be ? And if you do not know 
Natur 6V6r began *° Be, I say the principle of continuity in 
Phmir rather carry you back to the eternity of the
have hV<3 SD')s*:ance than to the Creator who must himself 
of th„ 6°°  metaphysically defined as the primitive substance 

Br ^ rim^*ve substance.
all in' arschauer took the case of a lot of type. If it wore 
tht0wa beaP yoa would say it was pie. Well, it might be 
ti°n ¡n .'?n*i f.or sweeping. There might have been an inten- 

the pie in that case, but if you saw the type sot up 
that an intelligence had boen atC £0tds you would know

Way5» and when I see the type of nature set up in the same 
Bet icm Bv aU bebeve in the type-setter. If there was a type 
if c P Be was intelligent; if intelligent, he was conscious ; 
taati S,C10US> he was personal! That follows with a mathe- 
stumKr neceSB%  if you accept the “ if but that iB the 
])ri *ng-block. I do not accept the “ if,” and I say that 
<Join„ ars°Bauer has not yet given me any reason for

deBiI®ry 'phenomenon, we are told, must bo the result of 
hoip a I  appHent. Now wo see why Dr. Warschauer shrank 
a°c>dent n^ '°n8' d*d no*i *eb US wba* ho moant by cty „ jl1, or chance. If a coin is tossed in the air and you 
oa6> ea(!s ” or 11 Tails "  it is chance—unless it is a bad 
that it what do you mean by chance ? You do not moan
taean th t n°* head or tail by natural causation; you
^Bich > you aro n° “ individually in a position to foresee 
hian’g . c Wl*l be. Ono man backs his guess against another 
by naj’ is all. But the coin is going to fall head or tail 
of Qati/4 cau8a“ ° “ - Chance is an impossible conception 
If y0u ro' Chance is purely relative to man’s ignorance, 
grief. ■ an unhuown road in the night, you may comoto 
¡a y0ar u'; is not the road itself that leads you to grief, it 
simply ° 7 n *uch in the road in your ignorance.
Slice • n *Grm *0 cover human conclusions formed 
Opon’jj ? ^oro. I deny that you can put the term “  chance 
> ‘°gs d-lt6 ab‘ How could things happon anyhow, if 
'ye should*0* BaPpen according to their natural qualities ? 
^oulq j, G n°t be here; there would bo no hero, neither 
cBa,os ov °t0 a bhere. Nature would then indeed bo the 
iBgiiiallv* WBich the theologians tell us the spirit of God 
•Be difftc, . na°ved. Although if it wero as chaotic as that 
• luIe out h Wou*d «> «0, how did ho discover it ? (Laughter.) 
ls n°t fair Cbrnco as a theory; I do not accept i t ; I say this 
Pointed o' f h*1, ^arschauor must know that that has been 
? ? te*ialista ai ain and again by Athoists, agnostics, and 
6aB8tanCQ u B'irst, wo do not admit that the universe in 
N . . S ? 1 and wo do not see any necessity for 

befind ,or bhe creation of that which we do not know 
• is utf i (Hoar, hoar.) In the next place, wo say 

tk'S<i at all • ’ nconc°ivablo that anything that exists can 
¡fBQ5® inhor ,w*bhout inheront qualities, (hear, hear,) and 
‘‘ you CaQ en* qualities will decide its career, either solitary, 
fell Portion0*“ 0?1!,6 8ucb a thi°g ' or in combination with 

Df nrB tho infinite universe. I do not choose to 
‘Native •tutSObauer’B alternative, because I say it is no 
ltlv0s for ’ , 0  alternative I accept, if I must accept alter- 

uoiverso, is design on one bide, and natural

Chance is 
in ignor

causation on the other. I  am willing to make my stand 
one against the other.

Now let us follow Dr, Warschauer on this other alt, 
native, as I accept it, and see the difficulties of his posit' . 
He talks about the beauty in the world ; that shows beai 
ful design. How about the ugliness in the world ? An< 
he denies ugliness, I ask him to take a walk even throu 
any great Christian city. Dr. Warschauer forgets chat 
theory must bear the burden of all the facts. It was delig . 
ful to me, the ease with which he gave himself away wb n 
he was talking about the roses and the weeds in the garden. 
You know he said there were the roses—you were growing 
them ; you designed them in the sense that you designed 
them there; but the weeds came—you did not design them ; 
and Dr. Warschauer led you to think that the weeds must 
have come by accident or chance; but his own theory is 
that outside man’s design there is no accident or chance—it 
is all the design of God. So that you grow the roses, and 
God sends the weeds. (Laughter and Applause.)

Is everything in the universe planned ? Then I say it is 
a most astonishing thing that Dr. Warschauer’s Deity has 
so planned it that the evidence of His own existence are as 
difficult to discover now as they were two thousand years 
ago at least. At this time of day, after the human race itself 
may have existed, ruder and ruder the farther we go back, 
for a quarter of a million years, now, at the apex of civilisa
tion that Dr. Warschauer has referred to, half the people in 
this room at least are not satisfied that there is a God.

What a plan 1 If I were God and planned the universe I 
would at least plan it so that my own creatures that I 
designed—intelligent, conscious, and personal— should under
stand and believe. (Applause.)

A last word about evolution. I accept that challenge: 
Evolution is what? From the lowest to the higher, and 
from the higher to the highest. And on paper it looks 
beautiful. By-and-by the pyramid of evolution will be com
plete, and some future Dr. Warschauer will be at the apex, 
and he will -be able to look down on all the records of 
strife, and pain, and agony, and the struggle for existence 
below and say : “  It might have been brutal; it might have 
been horrible; it might have been unspeakable, but I, even 
I, am the result of it all, and my grandeur justifies the 
inhumanity.” (Applause.) I want no part or lot in that 
I cannot conceive a God of any intelligence, any wisdom, 
any humanity, bringing evolution through a great track of 
blood. (Loud and continued applause.)

(To be continued.)

MECANOPHILUS.
As we surpass our fathers’ skill,
Our sons will shame our own ;
A thousand things aro hidden still,
And not a hundred known.
And had some prophet spoken true 
Of all wo shall achieve,
The wonders were so widely new,
That no man would believe.
Meanwhile, my brothers, work, and wiold 
The forces of to-day,
And plough the Present liko a field,
And garner all you may 1 — Tennyson.

MEDITATION.
Flower in tho crannied wall,
I  pluck you out of the crannies,
I  hold you here, root and all, in my hand, 
Little flower—but i f  I could understand 
What you arc, root and all, and all in all,
I  should know what God and man is.

_________— Tennyson.

TRUTH.
Enough, and too much, of the sect and the nam e; 
What mattors our label so truth bo our aim ?

—  Whittier,

Obituary.
It is with regret I have to record tho doceaso of still ono 

moro of the old brave band of Secularists in Huddorsficld, 
Mr. John Boothroyd, who died in his sixty-ninth year, and 
was interred at tho Huddersfield Cemetery on Monday. Ho 
had been ailing more or less for a few years back, and finally 
had to lay up six weeks ago. Of a kind and genial nature, 
and fortified with tho principles of Secularism when in sick
ness, and with the knowledge that he would not recover 
again, he mot his end calmly, with one desire— that he 
shonld have a Secular funeral. The Secular Burial Service 
was read at the graveside by Mr. A.B, Wakefield, of Hipper- 
holrne, in a most impressive manner.— W. H. S pivey .
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

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

LONDON.
OUTDOOB.

B ethnal G reen B ranch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 
Fountain): 3.13, 0. Cohen, a Lecture.

E dmonton B ranch N. S. 8. (The Green): 7, J. Hecht, 
“ Meteorology : Biblical and Scientific.”

I slington B ranch N. S. S. (Highbury Corner) : 12 noon, Ivan 
Paperno, a Lecture. Wednesday, at 8, Ivan Paperno, a Lecture.

W est H am B ranch N .S.S. (outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford) : 7, J. J. Darby, “  Christianity Judged by its Fruit.”

COUNTRY.
I ndoor.

<33 Glasgow Secular Society (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street): 12 
noon, Annual Business Meeting, for Election of Office Bearers, 
etc.; 6.30, Social Meeting.

L eicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate) :
6.30, Sydney A. Gimson, “ The Future of Secularism.” 

L iverpool B ranch N. S. S. (Alexandra Hall, Islington-sqnare):
7.30, Members’ Meeting.

Outdoor.
H uddersfield and D istrict B ranch N .S.S. (Market Cross): 

Saturday, at 8, Geo. T. Whitehead, an Address.

Ralph Gricklewood,
A Twentieth Century Critical and Rational 

Expose of Cnristian Mythology.
(In the F orm of a N ovel.)

By STEPHEN FITZ-STEPHEN.
A Well-Wisher o f the Human Family.

388 pages, cloth. Price 3s. 6d.
Post Free.

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

BUSINESS CARDS.
Short advertisements are inserted under this heading at the ratQ 
of 2s. per half inch and 3s. 6d. per inch. No advertisemeI1̂ 
under this heading can be less than 2s. or extend beyond on0 

inch. Special terms for several continuous insertions.

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS. New Issue. 1. Hunting
U A i l D i D l  i-JXUAVX' UEJ U J . AlOV aoouo. i -•

Skunks, G. W. Foote ; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. Wnc^ ’ 
3. Principles of Secularism, C. Watts; 4. Where dre 
Hospitals? R. Ingersoll. 5. Because the Bible Telit 
So, W. P. Ball. Often the means of arresting a^en t 
and making new members. Price 6d. per hundred, P^ 
free 7d. fcjpecial rates for larger quantities. Samples  ̂
receipt of stamped addressed envelope.—N. S. S. Secret > 
2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

.liedJO U1 JUiO j
samples of all-wool Suits to measure at 80s. Fit, sty ’ 
and wear guaranteed.— Address 28 Church-bank, Dr 
ford.

J. W. GOTT is anxious to send patterns of his nnriva

THE

MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA-
An Address delivered at Chicago by

M. M. MANG.fi. S A R I  AN.
Will be forwarded, post free, for

THREE HALFPENCE.
, E.0*

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

FLOWERS «F FREETHOü GHT
By Q. W . FOOTE.

First Series, oloth • - • • 2s. 6d.
Second Series oloth ■ 2s. 6d.

T he P ioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street,
E.0-

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

Company Limited by Guarantee,

Registered Office— 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON. E.C. 

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

Secretary— Miss E. M. VANCE.

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 npon super
natural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
end of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
To promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com
plete secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such 
lawful things a3 are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
hold, receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, dovised, 
or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 
the purposes of the bociety.

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

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

The Society ha3 a considerable number of members, but amnch 
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 
welve members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

of
but are capable of re-election. An Annual General e,„ 
members must be held in London, to receive the Repor ' _ 
new Directors, and transact any other business that may® ¡tedf 

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, L 
can receive donations and bequests with absolute ge 
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to ^ ejr 
donations, or to insert a beqne3t in the Society’s favor om 
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest aPPreBe0utor5 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The eS lSe of 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary c  ̂ in 
administration. No objection of any kind has been ra jj»S 
connection with any of the wills by which the Sod j 
already been benefited. 0jj, 2®

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harpor and Batto 
Rood-lane, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C. 0[

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient tot ^  
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators :—“  *■ *>.
“  bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum ? g by 
“  free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a receipt eta,ry
“  two members of the Board of the said Society and the n tbe 
“  thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors 
‘ said Legacy.”  .  fiir *iH*

Friends of the Society who have rememberod it in » .flry 
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the ®e° wjj0 l 
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman. e9gar?> 
(if desired) treat it a3 strictly confidential. This is not n^.^ 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or 
their contents have to be established by competent tes
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Na t i o n a l  s e c u l a r  s o c i e t y .
s President: G. W. FOOTE.

Cntary •' Miss E M. Vancb, 2 Newcastle-at., London, E.C.

sECDr Principles and Objects.
6nrj ^ RIŜ  teaches that conduct should be lbased on reason

It knows nothing of divine guidance or
teoa.,ir®cce ’ 't excludes supernatural hopes and fears; it 5 tas happinesg
taoral guide. as man’s proper aim, and utility as his

g 0 " ‘ V10|

>̂bettU'ar*3™ a® rms that Progress is only possible through 
seek I' *s at once a right and a duty ; and therefore 
thon0u  ten?ove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of 

Seoul’ a.c^on> and speech.
as 8a atlan? declares that theology is condemned by reason 
bails'?.rs“ ti°ns, and by experience as mischievous, and 

Sonni as *he historic enemy of Progress.
Ĵ crnansm ____r.„ ^  5.-—asrQ accordingly seeks to dispel superstition; to 

e_ acati°n ; to disestablish religion ; to rationalise 
material ’ ’ °  Prom°to peace ; to dignify labor ; to extei 
the peopiJVĈ '^c*n8 > and to realise the self-government of

Any Membership.
^ow m „iso?  *s e^gible as a member on signing the

Pledge*k?'re *° join the National Secular Society, and I 
J-.61*1 ^ admitted as a member, to co-operate in 

°tmg Jts obiects.”
«me..

. day o f. .190.

^ ddresa..........

Occupation ...
D«ied this.......

With l8 ^odaration should bo transmitted to the Secretary 
P.S 8abacriPtion.

W 0yoDd a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every 
b; ®bet is left to fix his own subscription according to 

eans and interest in the cause.

i v t ..Immediate Practical Objects.
Ihougi., optimation of Bequests to Secular or other Freer 
beWoâ bocieties> for the maintenance and propagation of 
W *  °PmionH on matters of religion, on the samo 
“N a t io n 8 &Pply to Christian or Thoistio churches or

^ ¡ L AWiti011 o! the Blasphemy Laws, in order that 
®Ut *ay bo canvassod as froely as other subjects, with 

ïho hue or imprisonment.
'Vtcha ^establishment and Disendowment of the State
. AV,lw®ngland’ Scotland, and Wales.
i? ScbuM 10n of a11 Religious Teaching andBiblo Reading
vhe 8.' 01 other educational establishments supported

lia r,
endowed educational institutions to thoof all"Pl u and üuuuwua caucasi«

of ?f all classes alike.1 aLl masses aiiKe.
n^a3ay {0( of all laws interfering with the free_____ o .n L .u iu g  "> »“  “ ou ?,se

“Z.tOÏ the purpose of culture and recreation ; and the 
4̂ Art (?ei ln8 °£ State and Municipal Museums, Libraries,

w r ? *  ol tho Marriage Laws, liberty
M faciluCe *or husband and wife, and a r

« . ^ f t S ; Z 0oitho legal .tat»» o. » » « *0 
t may be independent of soxua ¡olencei and
V t ^ t i o u  of children from all forms of their
K u S  of those who would make a profit out
S C ^ W o i  all hereditary distinctions and Prm  ê
k(%5 Qoa spirit antagonistic to justice ana

i Ui f e to.vcmont by all just and “ ^p^cs^ociTiy
the masses of theJ ^ om m od iou s S C  and cities, where insanitary aud ‘ "p h y s ic a lâ  .the want of open spaces cause pny^

u p( and disease, and the deterioration organise
Sit p o t io n  of the right and duty of Labor towga ^
V t o >  PQtal and economical advancement, an 

Snv̂ i- PtQtoction in such combinations-N  institution of -  Ssa. ?  ‘he «-«he tr„„T UI the idea of Reform for that of Punish- 
3  piab<1 Plac0a * * «  of criminals, so that gaols may no 
ClQSo ■v.,5!f of phvq- b ûtaiisation, or even of mere deten ion, 

k?? are a«i:I?a ’ iotollectual, and moral elevation for 
¿jjU^tension 0{ C  with anti-social tendencies, 

tb.rhe p^ano  ̂ «ho moral law to animals, so as to socuro 
H hpu ot> o t i o n S  'ot and legal protection against cruelty. 

1<l£lal a- hitratirt£ Peace between nations, and the substi- 
QlaPutes, n ior ^ ar in the settlement of inter-

America’s Freethought Now spapar,

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 CD O N A LD ...............................................  E ditor.
L. K. WASHBURN ......................... E ditorial Contributor.

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

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

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

which are free.
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,

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

A NEW  (THE THIRD) EDITION
OF

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
By F. BONTE.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited.)

REVISED AND ENLARGED. 
SHOULD BE SCATTERED BROADCAST.

SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.
PRICE ONE PENNY.

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

PAMPHLETS by C. COHEN.

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

Full of facts and figures.

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

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

The Pioneer Press, 2 Nowoastle-stroot, Farringdon street, E.C.

DEFENCE OF FREE SPEECH
BY

G. W. FOOTE.

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

or Blasphemy, on April 24, 1883.

With Special Preface and many Footnotes

Price FOURPENCE. Post free FIYEPENCE.

The Pion7'.sb Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-stree E.C.
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A LIBERAL OFFER—NOTHING LIKE IT.
• j

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

Insure Your Life—You Die to W in; Buy this Book, You Learn to Live*
Ignorance kills—knowledge saves—be wise in time. Men weaken, sicken, d*® 
knowing bow to live. “  Babits that enslave ”  wreck thousands—young 
Fathers fail, mothers are “ bed-ridden,” babies die. Family feuds, marital

divorces—even murders—All can be avoided by self-knowledge, self-contro •
You can discount heaven—dodge hell—here and now, by reading and 
wisdom of this one book of 1,200 pages, 400 illustrations, 80 lithographs on 18 o-n 

color plates, and over 250 prescriptions.
OF COURSE YOU WANT TO KNOW WHAT EVERYONE OUGHT TO KN

T he Y oung—How to choose the best to marry.
T he H arried— H ew to be happy in marriage.
T he F ond P abent—How to have prize babies.
T he Motheb—How to have them without pain.
T he Childless—How to be fruitful and multiply.
T he Cueious—How they “  growed "  from germ-cell.
T he H ealthy— H ow to enjoy life and keep well.
T he I nvalid—How to brace up and keep well.

Whatever you’d ask a doctor you And herein, or (if not, Dr. F. will answer your inquiry fbee , any time)

Dr. Foote's books have been the popular instructors of the masses in America for fifty years (often re-written, is
and always kept up-to-date). For twenty years they have sold largely (from London) to all countries where Eng -c8 
spoken, and everywhere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and most for the price. You may save tne r 
by not buying, and you may lose your life (or your wife or child) by not knowing some of the vitally important truths i

Gudivoda, India : “ It ¡3 a store of medical knowledge in plainest 
language, and every reader of English would be benefited 
by it.”—W. L. N.

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

Most Grateful Testimonials From Everywhere.
“ I can avow frankly there is rarely *

be

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

Panderma, Turkey :
found such an interesting book as yours."—K. H. ( D 

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

Laverton, W. Aust. : “ I consider it worth ten times the 2 
I have benefited much by it.” —R. M.

ish*

Price EIGHT SHILLINGS by Mail to any Address.

ORDER OF THE P I O N E E R  PRESS,
2 NEW CASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C.

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

OF

“ BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

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

Beynolds's Newspaper says:— “  Mr. G W. Foote, chairman of the Secular Society, is well nown as »■ — . J flO1
exceptional ability. His Bible (Romances have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, *oVlS_ 1 
enlarged edition, at the price of 6d., has now beon published by the Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, F flrr,D ^  
street, London, for the Secular Society. Thus, within tho reach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of the 
of modern opinion is being placed from day to day."

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

S IX P ENCE — N ET

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEW CASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON

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


