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If I  seem to be a tactless and inconsiderate "  fighter,
I pray you to remember that “  conflict is the father of 
aU things,’’ and that the victory of pure reason over 
current superstition will not be achieved without a 
tremendous struggle.— E k n s t  H a e c k e l .

| matter ; they practised what they believed; if their 
1 religion was right they were right; and in making a 
hell on earth they were only imitating the God they 

. both worshiped, who had made an everlasting hell 
for his enemies hereafter.

I V v

Views and Opinions.

see hy John Bull that a man in the employ of 
be Cleveland Dairy Company has been prosecuted 

gQder the Act of Charles II. for selling milk on a 
snday. « Serve him right,” onr contemporary says, 
he Sunday drink traffic must be suppressed.”  The 

nl7 lacteal fluid it is legitimate to dispense on Sun- 
ay is the milk for babes that is dribbled out—we 
ad almost written drivelled out—in churches and

the Very poor, thin, watery stuff it is too, with 
Hut .max'mam of sloppiness and the minimum of 
it rl ? ei1̂  Even the babes are beginning to refuse 
son i k tee °lerical milkmen have nothing better to 
on y* friendly rivals, the publicans, carry
an,an°^her sort of drink trade. Both are privileged 
(3eaiPr°teoted on the blessed Sabbath. Both really 
oth —one in disembodied spirit and the
pr in disembottled spirit. And the former is 
ge a°iy—we might say certainly—the more dan- 
p J !?8 °f the two. When a man is loaded up with 
Ovor>oan,s Bnirit he ceneralh nulls his hat downBpirit he generally pulls his hat 

eyes and makes tracks for home or some 
ce of refuge. He zigzags a good deal, but 

yotTfl6!?? tenaoiously in the right direction; and if 
Oati •t interfere with him he will reaoh his desti- 
pail8°n,in time. But when a man is loaded up with 
ger °n 8 spirit he is generally quarrelsome and dan- 
ids J18’ ® '8 iodines to tilt the opposite way, 
dicti^ 8 i°ok a challenge, his mouth calls for contra- 
tyjjQ0.?.1 he wants to break the head of somebody 
a r * * « 8 from him, he regards the whole world 
i ’ety d as an exaggerated Donnybrook Fair. 
Uian orimes result from drunkenness; ever so 
frorV °; tee greatest orimes in history have resulted 

111 rehgion. * ,  ,

It i
have18 the fashion, we know, to deny that crimes 
they bre8nIted from religion; the pretenoe is that 
thia j ave resulted from the abuse of religion. But 
S6outinn°-nsen8e ; what is more> ifc is hyp°0risy- Per- 
Qe0r„QnJ ?  the name of Christianity, for instance (as 
^atiorLr°^  Pointed out in her fine review of Leoky’s 
^°°k u lsm> which is far more important than the 
tH(jert8®if) is not a mere exercise in human cruelty 
ieligj tbe cl?ak of religion. It was instigated by 

i ’ an<* iU8tified by religion. It flows, in truth, 
faith, j f lcally from the doctrine of salvation by 
ahd w  k n̂ s °P*nf°ns are determined by his will, 
f ie teall ^  tetelleot and evidence, then his beliefs 
tee a y a part of his conduot, and are amenable to 
?°fdvity '°^m°n °I punishment and reward to his 
^Stetio ¡' ^rong opinions are wicked opinions—a 

aggte8 a Perverse person—an Atheist is a leper— 
ltQPrison8 f1V° ^teei8t is a poisonous serpent; and to 

8°ciai ’ torture them, or even kill them, is an act 
Q tee ol5mt.ation* Catholio and Protestant divines, 

d Binoere days, had no doubt about the1i565

The theology which prompted the old cruelties 
was preaohed only the other day by the Bishop of 
Ely in St. Paul's Cathedral. He declared that “ the 
spirit of infidelity had become a menace to the 
national life and social health of the people.” What 
the Bishop of Ely wants is not the will, but the 
power, to set up a new hell of religious persecution. 
He would treat infidelity like small-pox, whose 
victims must be segregated for a start, and dealt 
with afterwards according to circumstances. There 
is no essential difference between the Bishop of Ely 
and the Pope of Rome on this matter. Never a 
Church in the world ceased to be a persecutor until 
it was obliged to. Ingersoll’s epigram puts the case 
in a nutshell. The Church did not leave off burning 
people alive because it was ashamed; it left off 
burning people alive because there were too many 
people who objected to being burnt alive. Fortu
nately, the number of such people does not diminish. 
There are also millions of people who are practically 
indifferent to religion. And behind them, or in front 
of them, as you choose, there are thousands who 
would fight to the death for freedom of thought and 
speech. Theologians and bigots know that faot; 
they have seen it stand out vividly even in Spain 
and Portugal—and it holds them in cheok.

One bigotry supports another; one superstition 
supports another. The Church has gained a great 
deal by the recent Coronation; for the altar sup
ports the throne, and the throne supports the altar. 
We see that the Arohbishop of York has just said 
that “ the Coronation revealed the position of the 
Churoh in our national life,” that “ its ministry 
anointed and crowned the King,”  and that “  it is for 
the Church to hallow and consecrate the national 
life.” The parasites are to hallow and consecrate 
the organism on whioh they prey! It is unspeak
able cheek, but it succeeds. That is the tragic side 
of it. The oomedy is only too obvious to persons of 
intelligence and humor. The tragedy is less obvious, 
but it is more important. Mr. Shaw need not sup
pose that he is the only man in England who is not 
imposed upon by Coronation ceremonies, and who 
realises that the King is only a man. He knows 
very well that there are others. But he expresses a 
truth in his peculiar way. The multitude have been 
bamboozled by charlatans with solemn faces, in the 
interest of adventurers and exploiters. Loyalty—as 
it is called !—has become ignoble and hysterical; we 
have beheld an orgie of sentimentalism; and thiB 
besotting of the general mind is bound to bear its 
evil fruit. To stupify is to brutify. We are not at 
all sure that the English character is not lost beyond 
recovery. Even the praise of peace is very largely a 
fashion of the hour. The trail of the sword was 
everywhere in the Coronation processions. The talk 
is of peaoe, but the money is spent on “  Dread
noughts.”  And “  where your treasure is there will 
your heart be also.” G w> Foote<
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In Defence of Christians.

If one listens to a certain type of Christian attacking 
Freethought the conclusion is that Freethinkers are 
a terribly debased lot of human beings. This is only 
what one who is acquainted with Christian history 
might expect. Christian charity usually takes this 
form towards its intellectual opponents. And it is a 
pretty problem for solution why religion in general, 
and the Christian form of it in particular, should 
produce this result. People hate each other in 
politics, in a way ; and there are cases where diplo
matic relations have been strained between advocates 
of rival scientific theories. But it is rare that 
people who disagree about political or scientific 
theories ease their feelings by attacking one another’s 
moral character. In religion this is most often the 
case. Probably a deal of it is an example of the 
workings of social heredity. Newcomers in the reli
gious world find the lines of procedure marked out 
for them : the stories are already prepared, and as 
religious education does not develop an over sensi
tiveness concerning truth, the same result is seen 
generation after generation with a monotonous and 
unedifying uniformity.

It is not surprising that Christians should attack 
the character of Freethinkers. The remarkable 
thing is that so many Christians should impeach 
their own character, and the character of their fol
lowers. And still more remarkable that so many 
Christians should regard an attempt to vindicate 
their character as an insult. The other week the 
Rev. R. J. Campbell delivered a long sermon, the gist 
of which was to demonstrate the fallacy of believing 
that men would labor for an ideal end if their own 
existence ended at the grave. In this he was only 
arguing as the vast majority of preachers argue. 
Other preaohers go further still. Lloyd George— 
who is a preacher of a kind—believes that there 
would be no unselfish action in the world but for 
Christianity. Some Christians are more drastio. 
They point out that common decency would dis
appear were it not for religion. People are honest 
towards each other, wives and husbands are faithful 
to eaoh other, parents care for their children, and 
children love their parents because of their faith in 
Jesus, in God, in a future life. And they who listen 
receive such statements as a compliment and resent 
their contradiction as an insult.

Now, while I am quite aware that humility is one 
of the Christian virtues, this certainly seems like 
straining a virtue until it becomes a vice. It is 
carrying self-depreciation too far. I do not like to 
hear a preacher asserting that he and his supporters 
are such irreclaimable ruffians that ordinary human 
feelings are not strong enough to keep them in order. 
That some of them are the better for a little watohing 
I should be the last to deny, but that all of them are 
not in this condition I strongly affirm. I do not 
believe that my Christian neighbors are only kept 
from burgling my house either because they believe 
in a God or because of the policeman on the beat. 
Were they so inclined they could easily evade the 
latter; and experience proves that when the latter 
can be avoided, the former is not an insurmountable 
obstacle to rascality. I do not believe that Christian 
husbands and wives, or parents and children, are 
what they are because of their religious beliefs, 
otherwise I should be denying them the possession 
of qualities that are obviously possessed by those 
who have no religious belief. I do not believe that 
all Christians are rascals held in leash by the fear of 
punishment. Many of their preachers say they are, 
a number of laymen say they are, and a propor
tion act as though they are. But all of them ! 
Well, I have a much higher opinion of Christians 
than to believe it.

I want to defend the character of Christians 
against the monstrous aspersions of their leaders. I 
claim that Christian men and women, as men and 
women, are as good as Freethinkers. And I am 
saying this in a Freethought journal because no

Christian journal would publish such a defence. 
They publish the libels only, and refuse to admit 
any vindication. The result is, that Christians who 
only read their own journals have come to believe in 
their own incurable villainy. They read what the 
Campbells and the Lloyd-Georges, and the host of 
smaller fry say about them, and they say to them
selves, “ Well, I suppose it must be true, all these 
good men are agreed that we are naturally a bad lot, 
and we are, I suppose, fortunate in having these men 
to remind us of our weakness. If we are what we 
are with religion, what on earth should we be with
out it ? ” And when these instructors of the people 
look at the Freethinkers and find they are not mis
behaving themselves as they ought to be doing if 
they followed the program of immoral instruction 
laid down for their guidance, they are naturally 
annoyed. They feel that Freethinkers are not play
ing the game as it ought to be played, and they arc 
as angry as a policeman hungry for promotion would 
be on a beat filled with none but law abiding 
citizens.

I claim that what the Freethinker can do the 
Christian can do. I believe in the substantia* 
equality of the human race, and that all are alike m 
kind, however much they may differ in degree. And, 
therefore, I call attention to a significant fact, of 
series of facts. Freethinkers as husbands or wives, 
as parents or citizens, are as well behaved as Christ
ians. No chief of police has ever reported that 
owing to the growth of non-religious opinions the 
number of crimes has gone up, and the police for®0 
has had to be strengthened. Freethought husband9 
and wives do not out conspicuous figures in tb® 
divorce court. They are not notorious as chile 
beaters. If Christians work for sooial and politic9 
reform so do Freethinkers. In extreme revolution 
ary movements Freethinkers have given their fiv®8 
as cheerfully as have the religious. All over tb 
oountry thousands of men and women give the* 
time and thought and their financial aid to ass'9 
the propagation of ideas which they believe 
benefit their fellows. When the Christian assert
that only the power of Christ keeps him sober, tb®

tb®

Freethinker legitimately replies that he oan refra1̂ 
from getting drunk without suoh assistance. The 
is really not a single social or domestic virtue Pra . 
tised by Christians that does not flourish with 
least equal strength with Freethinkers. 0f

Why is this? Are we to acoept the calumny0, 
the pulpit, and say that the Freethinker is so ®0<j. 
more richly endowed with the higher human 0 
ties that he can do without religious hopes and 
what the Christian is only able to accomplish v?* 
their assistance. For that is really what the 
ticular statement I am examining involves, 
implies that love for his wife does not make 
Christian a good husband, love for his ohildren 
not make him a good parent, a sense of duty -- j 
not make him a good citizen, a feeling of self-re®P ^ 
does not keep him Bober or honest. The lo?0  ̂ „ 
Christ alone constrains him. If that is so wb9 j 
superior kind of mortal the Freethinker must be j9 
do not say he is, I do not even believe he is» 
the Christian who implies as much. I am Pot' e$ 
the case bluntly because I want it to be 
plainly. g \s

It is true that a little set-off against the °b®,r|j0v0 
to be found in the fact that few Christians b® ^0 
religion is necessary to keep themselves up t° 
mark. In confidence, eaoh one would tell y°u 0ji* 
he would bo all right without religion, so far 9,9 ¡g 
duct was concerned. It is the other peopl®. t® 
afraid of, those who need the support of xe^°„g\\1
keep them decent. And the other people are eq e 
ready to give you the same assurance. ^ aC0tb®r’ 
maintains the policeman for the sake of the ^  (¡o 
There are many analogies in the world of 
the people who gained a living by taking 1
other’s washing. rbr& K

If all men and women were as bad as thei jjol̂
apologist would have them be, sooiety could ?  ̂
together for twelve months. A policeman 1
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eacher of morals, and he is certainly not improved 
y being shifted to an infinite distance and placed in 

aa ur]localisable heaven. Mere law is equally in
fective. Laws, to be effective, must rest upon a 
asis of public feeling; they are only effective when 
bey express the prevailing sentiment, which in 
eahty creates them. The moral groundwork of 

social life lies in the feelings and instincts and 
eas that are generated by social contact, and for 
18 reason substantially the same moral phenomena 
manifested by all irrespective of their religious 

r their non-religious opinions. The goodness of the 
reethinker is a standing puzzle to the Christian. 
18 finite contrary to what he is led to expeot. On 
c other hand, the goodness of the Christian—or his 

g 1. ne88 either—is no puzzle to the Freethinkers. 
18 Philosophy of life includes the Christian view in 
Way that the Christian philosophy cannot include 

ought. To the Christian the Freethinker is 
opinion plus a man, to the Freethinker is a man 

k an opinion. The Christian hates the man 
cause of the opinion, the Freethinker hates the 

Pinion because of the man.
si» ^nce my defence of the Christian against the 
inn ers bis leaders. I am standing up for the 
ke ate equality of Freethinkers and Christians, 
0jCanse I do not believe that Freethinkers are made 
te fb b  superior clay that they oan play the part of 
d mep and women under conditions that would 
aa oralise a Christian. The Christian can be just 
tbe^v°  ̂ a.9 ®'ree^binkers are if they only throw off 
g0 5lverfcing influence of their creed. They are as 
tbei W.ken bbey don’t allow their religion to distort 
b@ r.view of human nature. If a Freethinker can 
a Ch ■ r! bonest, and reliable without religion, so can 
fbat ri8^an- He is not an inourable moral cripple 
issu’ mua  ̂ 80t through life on crutches for the 

of which the clergy hold the patent right. 
buc)6rnea^  ^ e  Christian there is a man, or the 
troo??8.° f  one, if we can only get at him. The 
^‘tk I? ls.^hat most of them have been brought up 
bette**6 ^ ea ^ a t  ^eePer the man is buried the 

r> a*d they resent all attempts to disentomb 
8ia ', 4  ̂any rate, when next they hear a preacher 
d0rn er?n8 them, and telling tnem that neither 
êceni ° ah-eofion nor social ties could keep them 

meo and women without the addition of 
be pr°Us hopes, I hope that some Jenny Geddes will 
bature8en  ̂ Heat the clerical libeller of human 
at j 6 aa be deserves. And let them remember that 
defa„„ 0ne Freethinker has spoken out in their 

6n°fl. and be thankful. 0 . Cohen.

If Jesus Never Lived?

tWeutiethUr*°ns an  ̂ illuminating fact that, in the 
vig0r b Christian century, Christian divines are 
live ? mV discussing the question, Did Jesus ever 
8°Uie tv- cry that was so popular in the Churches 
Goapei years ago, “  Back to the Jesus of the 
toricai8| ^ave Hse to the serious inquiry, Is a his- 
fJ°8pels ?esus recoverable ? Can ho be found in the 
êry The search for him has been going on 

°laimin a 0usly over since, some of the searchers 
°thers a ^ a t ^ e y  have aotually found him, and 
l,tterabiVOrr'nf> ^ a t  ho is not there at all. It is un- 
®Uiith fpobsh to maintain, as Professor David
l8 hot 0°eS *n ^be British Weekly for July 6, that “ it 
Je80a ev Q question whether suoh a person as 
boihg « .er lis te d ,’’ the very idea that he did not 
ab idea rldiculou8.” That to Dr. Smith suoh
i aracteri0^ e0tl’ onable may bo true enough ; but to 
boontestam 16 as unHnable is to ily in the face of 

.bore are f  10 *ack8, almost every civilised country 
)l°b the > f^-olass Christian scholars who do ques- 

©ighto latorioity  of the Gospel Jesus. For the 
ija°assed Souths the subjeot has been publioly 
hii^brg. qii 8ucb centres as Berlin, Bremen, and 

*ely 1 be negative position is that it is abso- 
Cartain whether any such person [as the

Gospel Jesus] ever existed and Dr. Smith himself 
logically adopts it when he admits that “ it is a 
reasonable contention that the evangelic narratives 
are a tissue of legends,” for this is tantamount to 
admitting that it is reasonable to contend that no 
such person as we find therein portrayed ever lived. 
The lady, on whose behalf a friend consulted Dr. 
Smith, is “ not at all sure that such a person as 
Jesus ever existed,” and the Rev. Professor replies 
by saying that it is a reasonable contention that the 
Gospels are “  a tissue of legends.” What a desperate 
pass Apologetics has fallen into. The object of this 
article, however, is not to defend the position that 
the Gospel Jesus never lived, but, rather, to discuss 
the origin of Christianity, on the assumption that he 
never did.

Dr. Smith imagines that the existence of Chris
tianity necessitates a historic Christ. He says :—

“ And there is the historic fact of Christianity. A 
river has a source, and thence it is derived whatever 
tributaries augment it in its course. It does not follow 
that, because there is more of Plato than of Socrates in 
the Socratic dialogues, no such person as Socrates ever 
existed. And whatever part may have been played in 
its development by St. Paul [according to Pfleiderer] or 
St. John [according to T. H. Green], Christianity 
derives ultimately from Christ.”

This argument is fundamentally fallacious, and it is 
difficult to take it seriously. Specially inept is the 
allusion to Socrates, becauee it has no relevancy 
whatever. Nobody ever dreamed of denying the his
toricity of that great man on the ground that there 
is more of Plato than of him in the former’s works. 
Both Plato and Xenophon picture him merely as a 
big-brained human being. Neither the one nor the 
other deifies him. Now, the Jesus of the Gospel is 
not a human being, but a supernatural being, only 
“ in fashion as a man.” Such a being Dr. Smith 
claims as the founder of Christianity, this religion 
being his supreme witness in history. If the Gospels 
are “  a tissue of legends,”  does it not inevitably 
follow that their hero is a legendary being ? Surely 
the one contention is fully as reasonable as the 
other. Yet Dr. Smith differentiates between them 
thus:—

“  It is a reasonable contention that the evangelic nar
ratives are a tissue of legends, and that little or nothing 
can be ascertained of tho historical Jesus ; but the idea 
that it is uncertain whether any such person ever 
existed is simply ridiculous....... That is a historic cer
tainty.”

We hold that the four Gospels arc “  a tissue of 
legends,”  and we are consistent enough to add that 
their hero is a purely mythical character.

Let us now face the issue boldly. Our contention 
is that Christianity can be fully accounted for with
out tho introduction of a historical Christ. What is 
called liberal Christianity, as delineated by Professor 
Sohmiedel, Dr. Neumann, and Professor Harnack, is 
not historical Christianity, but a new religion based 
upon the four Gospels bowdlerised beyond all recog
nition. These religious bowdlerisers do not hesi
tate to say openly that the dootrines of the 
incarnation, saorifioial death, resurrection, and 
second coming to judgment found in those docu
ments “  take common rank with other myths of the 
same oharaoter, and have the same value as these, 
neither more nor less.” While in full agreement 
with them as to the mythical character of all such 
dogmas, we differ wholly from them as to the true 
nature of the Christian religion. Our firm convio- 
tion is that this religion differs in no essential sense 
from other great supernatural religions, but is fully 
as mythioal as any of them. Its survival is no 
evidence of its truth, any more than the survival of 
Mohammedanism testifies to its Divine origin and 
power. The Rev. W. Wooding, of London, though a 
liberal theologian, states that “ Christian worship 
began with a Divine person at its heart and centre,” 
but argues that later this worship was “  transferred 
to a man who in some way or other became confused 
with the Divinity.” This is an exceedingly in
genious theory; but it rests on the insecure founda
tion of references from extremely vague expressions
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in the Gospels and the Acts. One of those expres
sions is, “ the things concerning Jesns,”  which occurs 
four times. The phrase is highly ambiguous ; but 
the inference drawn from it is that there existed a 
pre-Christian Jesus-cult, which had already split up 
into various seots. Appollos represented one of these 
sects, for we find him at Ephesus (Acts xviii. 24—28), 
speaking and teaching carefully “  the things con
cerning Jesus,” when he knew nothing of the Gospel 
Jesus. Now the theory is that one of these sects 
was led by a man whose name happened to be Jesus, 
and that his personality was so attractive and com
pelling that under its magnetic spell most of the 
sects coalesced into organic unity. The only objec
tion to this hypothesis is that there is absolutely no 
record of this man Jesus apart from the mythical 
ones in the Gospels, the Acts, and the Epistles. In 
the earliest reference to him he is on an equality 
with God the Father, and is spoken of as “  the Lord 
Jesus Christ.” He is worshiped as the conqueror of 
death, and as sitting on the right hand of his Father 
in heaven. In the earliest Christian literature the 
Jesus-cult is thus the cult of a Divine Being who, for 
redemptive purposes, has taken up his abode in 
human nature. That Paul regarded this Being as 
historical is clear from the fact that he speaks of 
his atoning death and justifying resurrection. The 
fourth Gospel identifies Jesus with the Logos, and 
the Logos with God.

The fact is that there can be no reasonable doubt 
but that, in the New Testament, Jesus Christ is the 
Son of God incarnate who has actually lived and 
accomplished a mighty work for the eternal benefit 
of mankind. Now, the liberal Christians of to-day 
positively strip the God-man of all his supernatural 
attributes, and reclothe him with such human 
qualities as they deem essential to a teacher sent 
from God; and thus clothed he is the recipient of 
their reverence and love. But this mere man is the 
creature of their own fancy, the idealised projection 
of their own opinions and aspirations. The truth is 
that as a human theologian and ethical teacher 
Jesus is as impossible as he is as a Divine Redeemer. 
No one has ever put his moral precepts into practice, 
just as no one has ever been saved by means of his 
sacrificial death. Dr. Smith waxes sentimental 
at the bare mention of such a conclusion, and 
exclaims: —

“  Think of tho saints—how they have loved Jesus. 
Think of St. Francis of Assissi and his transforming 
vision, of which it is written that ‘ from that hour his 
heart was wounded and melted at tho remembrance of the 
Lord's Passion.’ Think of St. Thomas Aquinas bowing 
before his crucifix. 1 Thou hast written well of me,’ said 
tho voice; ‘ what recompense dost thou desire.’ ‘ None 
other,’ answered the saint, ‘ than thyelf, 0  Lord.’ 
Think of St. Bernard and his hymns : ‘ Jesu, the very 
thought of thee,’ ‘ Jesus, thou joy of loving hearts ’ ; 
and our own Rutherford : ‘ 0  Christ, he is tho fountain,’ 
etc. Was there ever a love like this? And the only 
possible object of love is a person.”

One wonders how Dr. Smith can fail to perceive the 
fallacy that underlies this appeal to sentiment. 
Can it be true that the reverend gentleman is not in 
love with the offspring of his brain ? Are there not 
ideas which are dearer to him than life ? Would he 
not willingly die for what he believes to be tho 
truth ? Are there no creations of romance for which 
he oherishes fond affection ? And will he not admit 
that ideal characters may be passionately loved, 
especially if they are believed to be objectively 
real ? To his question, “  Was there ever a love 
like thi8? ” we unblushingly answer, Yes, innumer
able times. There are hundreds of thousands of 
devout people who love Buddha with a love like 
that; but even Dr. Smith will acknowledge that 
loving Buddha as a God does not prove his Divinity. 
Neither does the love of Christians establish the 
historicity of the Lord Jesus Christ. The super
natural Buddha is a legend that has been woven 
round about one of the greatest teachers the world 
has ever seen. The supernatural Christ is equally a 
myth, and the New Testament is fully as legendary 
as the Lalita Vistara. But Christianity, like modern 1

Buddhism, will live as long as there are people foolish 
or selfish enough to treat myths and legends as if they 
were historical facts. However, the multitudinous 
discoveries of science in all its departments outside 
of the Church, and the growth and development of 
Rationalism in the misleading form of liberal Chris
tianity within her, are rapidly emancipating the 
human intellect from its long-continued bondage to 
the mythological interpretation of the Universe. 
Gods and God-men are all doomed, while man is 
already being enthroned as “  the paragon 0 
animals.”

Meanwhile, it cannot be too frequently or too 
emphatically insisted upon that the ecstatic experi
ences of saints possess no evidential value whatever- 
Luther’s interviews with the Devil were quite as re® 
to him as his colloquies with God and Christ- 
Neither God nor Devil has ever had dealings with 
people who do not believe in them. Supernatura 
persons have never taken the initiative in anythin?' 
They have never troubled unbelievers in any way- 
Free Church leaders are just now greatly concerns 
at the steady decrease in the number of the saints- 
but the Eternal Christ, the Lord and Head of th® 
Church, takes no notice. Mythical beings h&v 
never interfered in human affairs : all tho work h® 
always been done by their deluded worshipers. 
curse of it all is that the work of the world has bo® 
sadly neglected because of the foolish expectati® 
that God would come and do it himself.

J. T. LLOYD-

Social Reform Without Christianity-

F r o m  a speech  delivered by  M r. A rthur Henders®> > 
M .P .,o n  “ D em ocracy  and C hristian ity ,”  at ^ roWlVjr, 
H all, som e tim e ago, it  is qu ite clear that ^  
H enderson  is not prepared to  argue w ith  the l r 
th inker the im portant question  as to  whe  ̂
C hristian ity  is true or n ot. On th at p oin t his 
is m ade u p ; n ot as tho resu lt o f reasoning ,g 
m atter out, nor o f w eigh in g  ev idence ; he a° c?*,jy 
C hristian ity  as true purely  on fa ith , and ro®' i 
because he was born o f Christian parents and tr»1 
from  his ch ildh ood  to  believe in its tenets, and i® 
preju d iced  con stitu tion a lly  to  con sider whethe® ^  
ob jection s  o f F reeth inkers are valid  or not. ft
politics  and socio logy  are sub jeots fo r  argum ent ^  
d isp u ta tion ; bu t C hristian ity  is m atter f°® Qft 
question ing belief. I f  M r. H enderson  nnders_^ 
his m ental attitu de accurately , h is proper plac® 
the R om an C ath olic C hurch  and not in the g 
descrip t dissenting body  associated  w ith  Brow 
H all. H ere are M r. H en derson ’ s w ords :—  ^  t0

“ Now there are other objections that are ralSinaclJ 
religion. During recent years it has been very 0 
attacked from different quarters. Unbelief h»8  ̂ o0t 
concentrating against it. The literature P0)11 "of * 0 
from tho Press has struck at the very V1 , f reiigi0° 
teachings of Jesus Christ. We have been told 0 0f 
is a fabric of impossibility erected upon a found» 
error.’ We have been told that Jesus Christ, w ^ ote 
claim as tho Son of God, our Savior, is nothiOB .g au 
than a myth. We have been told that this n0j b® 
unsafe and a dangerous book, and that it won ^  (¡he 
difficult to write a book much more adapte 
needs of man. This is part of the attack. , able 
meet it ? It may be that many of us are u tiio8® 
reply and enter into intellectual discussion W1 ^¡tid®' 
who propound these new theories against ° u,£rjjaj; doei 
But some of us can apply to experience. g ug to 
experience enable us to do ? Experience ena gayiu?j 
meet these charges by standing four-square a“ ers0&d®d 
‘ I know whom I have believed, and I am P [̂¿ti 1 
that He is able to keep against that day thanable8 ®3 
have committed unto Him.’ Our experience ®j g0(j go 
to say ‘ Whereas once I was blind, now I boo to
positive is my sight, so tenaciously by faith 
God that—

‘ Should all the forms which men devise 
Assault my faith with treacherous ari,

I call it vanity and lies , „
And bind Thy Gospel to my heart.
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. Of course, after such a statement as this, reason- 
ujg on the matter with Mr. Henderson is quite out 

jJ*6 question. All we can do, in the circumstances, 
18 to leave him in his primitive state of ignorance 
a . beautiful faith and argue the question of Christi- 
an'ty and Social Reform without his assistance. In 
“ y previous article I dealt with the important part 
education necessarily plays in the social evolution of 
be people, and pointed out that previous to the 

Passing of the Compulsory Education Act in 1870, 
organised bodies of Christianity had grossly neglee- 
. . ^ 6  elementary instruction of the rising genera-
lQQ- Christians had also allowed the masses of 

People to live in hovels, under very unwholesome 
nd demoralising conditions, and it was not until 

parliament ^ad established the London County 
ouncil as the central administrative authority for 
ondon that anything of a very drastic character 
as done towards housing the working population of 
6 Metropolis. Now, I maintain that the London 

t Ouoty Council is not a purely Christian bodv, any 
ere than the House of Commons or the Water 
°,a.rJ or any of the Borough Councils are Christian 
dies. They are bodies composed of members 
ding almost every conceivable view on religion; 

1116 of them, it is true, are professing Christians, 
n any them are non-Christians, and many more do 
q.i 8eem to care a bit about Christianity or any 

er form of religious belief, 
for en êrPrise having failed to make provision

the housing of the working classes, the County 
prntl®’f and the other municipal authorities had to 
dat" 8 ex r̂a accommodation. That accommo- 
p '°u was made by the ereotion of very much im- 
a ,Ve<f dwellings in the metropolitan area itself, and 
Bvsu0 n.umber of smaller houses in the suburbs. 
Work' 8 ^broduction of the electrical tramway, 
0r lDS men were taken away from the madding 
Loud oifcy CQMfortable homes outside the
g area. This was a real step in social reform, 
surr 8 ™eans people were taken from unwholesome 
<3iti °UnJ‘nS8 and placed under more favorable con- 

in districts in which they had room forUIOLLAUL3 1U VYLHULI LliCy lifctU IUU111 IUI
ip fKjh> for physical and mental development. And 

'a very important ohange Christianity, as suoh,thi 
«a«
Co n° part. 

Qncil It is true that Christian men on the 
gave their support to the various schemesof r save tn eir  support to  tne various scnem es 

gro 0rM, but th ey  supported  them  on purely  seoular 
of , ads, viz., that they were fo r  the general benefit
k_ _ • flm f. f lin c o  colonm rtn nrnnl/1heaitj ani ŷ I that these schemes would promote 
of and happiness among a very deserving section 

j 8 community, i.e., the toiling masses of London. 
l0b «  see what else the London County 

hiupi?1 J°es for the sooial well-being of the com- 
Conri ftod of course what the London County 
thr0pCl, ^°08 *or ^bc Metropolis the various Councils 
or the kingdom do for the provincial cities

ns. Well, then, the L.C.C. runs 
)r‘jAramway service of 128 milos of ra il; maintains 10 

hoiv, 8esi 3 tunnols, and a free steam ferry ; manages 4

3 lodging bouses; controls 113 parks and opon 
27rw! c.°vering 5,000 acres in a ll; has charge of some

and 

^bese

estates coveriog 350 acres, workmen’s dwellings, 
Rtv, Edging houi
27 ooo T VeriDg 5l00(a ' , uu lunatics, 20.000 of which are lodged in 11 
ent UtU8 Managed by the Asylums Committee, and is 
^rusted  with the education of three-quarters of a 
to tj0n children in 915 elementary schools, in addition 
sell i ° ’n D-® physically and mentally defective 
aQ(| S' .20 secondary schools, and 7 industrial schools, 
p tyjUPbs in 7 training colleges ”  (London Year Book,

^bhoil0̂ 0 °nly a f0w ^bo things the County 
fbe f°r the ratepayers of London ; and in
fi°u8 j. Mistration of all these plaoes and institu- 
i'bprovn6 Goancil contributes largely to the social 
n a'D|M(Inen'i ^b0 people. The Metropolitan main 
potinC!i area is 140£ squaro miles. The County 
lt0P°rtani bo b^0 health of London ; it also has 
tu fbe n •, .ki®8 connected with the administration 
lbe col|Q1i- nS Aots, and its latest powers embrace 
r ^'Qisi i -011 local taxation duties and the 

GouuV 10Q ob kb0 Old Age Pension Act. Then 
^  ^rious^ Counoil Provides bands in the parks and 

°Pen spaces, and these perform on Sundays,

as well as week days, to the evident enjoyment of 
thousands of the citizens. And all this contributes 
in unmistakable fashion to the social improvement 
of the masses. Indeed, one has only to attend these 
band performances with some degree of regularity to 
recognise that during the last ten years a very 
marked improvement has taken place in the musioal 
tastes of the people; and whereas a few years ago 
the masses cared only for the simple melodies of the 
old writers, they now enjoy the classical master
pieces of Wagner, Beethoven, Mendelssohn, and 
others. Further, the County Council looks after the 
public health by clearing away insanitary areas, the 
prevention of the spread of the diseases of animals, 
milk inspection, control and provision of lodging 
houses, offensive trades, and nuisances. All this is 
purely secular work, whose end and aim are to secure 
the health and happiness of the people now, without 
reference to the consideration of whether there is or 
is not a future life.

Now turn for a moment to the work of the various 
Borough Councils and see what they do for the social 
welfare of the people. Many people think that 
Borough Councils deal mainly with the repairing and 
cleaning of our roads, with the removing and 
destruction of house refuse, and such matters; but 
they deal also with the health of the people, and the 
medical officer and his staff on every Council finds 
plenty of employment in dealing with cases of 
infectious diseases, and the sanitary inspectors in 
seeing that dwelling houses and shops are kept in 
good sanitary condition, and that people are not 
defrauded by shopkeepers who endeavor to sell 
adulterated goods for the genuine article. The 
Borough Councils also provide publio baths and 
wash-houses, free libraries and art galleries, pleasure 
grounds and open spaoes for the publio use, and 
when peoplo die, they also provide, within the 
Borough, a beautiful cemetery wherein they may be 
buried.

What more can they reasonably do to promote the 
health and comfort of the people ? When all this is 
done for the peoples benefit by purely secular 
agenoies, what is left for the Churohes to do in the 
way of sooial reform ? It is true that they provide 
occasional concerts for their congregations, but 
these entertainments are nearly always inferior in 
quality to those provided, at very reasonable rates, 
at the various theatres and musio halls either in 
London or in the provinces; they also give lantern 
leoture3 and cinematograph shows, but in this line 
they are outclassed by the shows provided at the 
fine pioture palaces all over the country. The 
Christian Churches, therefore, can only claim to 
provide one thing that cannot be got from any of 
the secular institutions I have named. They supply 
what they call “  spiritual advice and comfort,” or 
what might be more aptly called “  theological sooth
ing syrup,” for it is a medioine that is nauseating to 
those who are intellectually strong, and leaves those 
who systematically take it a prey to every form of 
priestcraft and superstition. Ahthur b _

Most Unnatural History.

“ Ip religion,
What damned error, but some sober brow 
Will bless it and approve it with a text.”

— S hakespeare.
T h o m a s  Ca b l y l e , probably prompted by an un
usually severe attaok of dyspepsia, onee drew 
upon his recollection of Shakespeare, and described 
man as a “ two-forked radish.” It mast be confessed 
that the term was more insulting than acourato. 
For instanoo, it would not have won the approval of 
that eminent scientist, Charles Darwin, or even of 
Professor Ernst Haeckel. Yet Carlyle erred in the 
most distinguished company. If Jehovah, who, it is 
alleged, inspired, or wrote, the Holy Bible, could not 
recollect accurately such an elementary fact as that 
the whale was not a fish, although he is supposed to
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have made millions of them, there is every excnee 
for the Sage of Chelsea.

Curiously, our Heavenly Father was always a 
most inaccurate writer. He was as careless of facts 
as a Christian Evidence lecturer. He could frankly 
contradict himself on ocoasion, and, when bankrupt 
of ideas, simply copy a passage he had written 
elsewhere in the same book and filled the vacancy. 
He very frequently said the things which were not. 
His crowning glory was his knowledge of natural 
history, which was both peculiar and extensive. His 
mathematics would disgrace a fourth-form school
boy; his geology was stupid, his history was almost 
entirely imaginary; but his zoology is almost too 
funny for words.

Wordsworth has told us that “  Nature never did 
betray the heart that loved her.” And this reminds 
ns that there is such an astonishing discrepancy 
between the zoological conclusions of earnest 
students of nature and the so-called soience of the 
three-headed idol of the Christian Trinity. The 
consideration of this difference affords us material 
for a few genial comments, entirely free from that 
acrimony so often imported into the writings of 
theologians.

In natural history proper not the veriest tyro, the 
most myopic bungler, would confound the hare with 
the ruminants. Yet the religious people would have 
us believe that the Creator of Linnaeus blundered 
about the hare chewing the cud, and fondly imagine 
that the Maker of Cuvier wrote delirious jargon 
about clean beasts and dirty beasts. As a fact, it 
was actually reserved for mere worms of the dust 
like Buffon, Lamarck, and Darwin, to clear out the 
Augean stable of the divine ignorance and to croate 
the science anew.

Jilsop and Bidpai, Phccdrus and La Fontaine have 
shown us that everything talks, from a potato-bug 
to a hairdresser. Even the taoiturn tapeworm un
folds itself when in liquor. From their animated 
descriptions there appears to be an international 
Esperanto. Surely, the Ancient of Days could have 
effected the capture of the various animals as simply 
as we capture sparrows by salting tbeir tails. A few 
minutes’ private conversation would then have veri
fied the accuracy, or otherwise, of his extremely 
entertaining Unnatural History.

In spite of George Meredith’s remarks about the 
“  Homeric laughter of the gods,” the venerable 
Jehovah has no sense of humor. The Christian God 
is rather the cause of laughter in his creature. He 
is as silly and as simple as a spring curate, and his 
scientific descriptions could not be improved upon 
for unconscious fun.

“  Wild beasts used once to roam at will through 
the whole of England, but now wild beasts are 
only found in theological gardens,” wrote a very 
juvenile writer. Similarly, in the saored volumo all 
the animals are “ froaks.” Where else can you find 
a talking snake, a lodging-house whale, or a pigeon 
co-respondent ? Where else are the fiery serpents, 
the dragon, the cockatrice, and the worm that never 
dies? Where, oh where, other than in the sacred 
Zoological Gardens, are the bedevilled pigs, the four- 
legged fowls, the unicorn, the cherubim, the ventri
loquia! ass of Balaam, to say nothing of the 
menagerie of the Apocalypse ? Even the “ human ” 
beings in the Bible act most strangely. The average 
lives of the patriarchs ran into centuries, and many 
fortunate persons had two funerals apiece. Some 
were so magnificently developed that ordinary men 
looked like grasshoppers beside them. Among such 
a collection of marvels it is remarkable that cats are 
nowhere mentioned. Maybe the third person of the 
Trinity, that Holy Dove, had a mortal objection to 
the animal. For the cat is, above all things, spiteful, 
and the Paraclete was such a nervous bogey.

These nonsensical ideas emanate from the Holy 
Bible, for, of all the strange, frantic, and incompre
hensible books which have issued from the addled 
brains of religious enthusiasts, this volume is one of 
the worst. And the work which Freethinkers have 
set themselves is that of freeing mankind from the

absurdities of pre-scientific times which are per" 
petuated by this fetish-book. To class the Bible as 
a scientific book is the last word in absurdity. I* \B 
a Salmagundi of riotous, exuberant, Oriental imagi
nation. If people would only read the volcm10 
instead of worshiping it, such absurd veneration 
would be impossible. The first stage in religi°DS 
evolution is to regard such a comedy of errors as 
divine truth. The final stage would mean tha 
England would sink to the level of Spain or Russia) 
where one person in thirty can read or write, liberty 
is a dream, and Freethinkers are shot like rabbits.

M im n e r m u s .

Aoid Drops.

We have drawn attention to the danger of allow'113" 
Catholic processions in the streets. They involve a serio° 
risk of a breach of the peace. Catholics are never sat‘s®e„ 
without having all their own way. They demand more tb* 
fair-play ; they demand monopoly. When their process«1 
go along the streets the general public must either app“*0 
or look dissent with bated breath and whispering hum0 
ness. An instance of this truth occurred at Canning ^ 
on Sunday. There was a Catholic procession “ in honor 
the Immaculate Mother of God.”  One member of “  ̂
general public didn't approve of such processions and s» 

ipon he was mobbed, and had to be rescued by 1 
police. “  Other men,” according to the Chronicle rep0 ' 

who expressed themselves against the procession en r°a 
wero also threatened by the crowd, and matters at one ti . 
assumed such a threatening appearance that the police o (| 
some difficulty in preventing a serious breach of the Pea°„g 
Does not this bear out our view of the matter? The o, ^ 
processionists claimod to dictate to their fellow citizen3 . 
all the streets they chose to march through. That is w 
Catholics call liberty. And it is the only liberty al‘° ^  
whcro Catholics rule the roost. Let us never forget 
late spectacle at Montreal, where the “ H ost” — that J* . 
central object of a Catholic religious service—was carrie 
the head of a groat procession and guardod with or 
swords and naked bayonets.

A correspondent who only half fulfils our conditio«3^ 
giving his name as A. Lang and his address as si 
Glasgow— sends us some cuttings, which ho hopes we u 
“  read and take note of,”  and tolls us that he will 
forward with impatience to tho next issuo of the

jfrtf
lorwaru wnu impatience io mo next issue ui »**-- 
thinker." Wo havo a sort of suspicion that this corre F ^  
dent is a Catholic; but he shall not havo loss attentw j 
that account. His first cutting is about another v?oQ 
cure at Holywell. It appears to bo from a Catholic J°u 
Here it is in fu ll:— jo

“ A core which has caused interest among the vis> , gt,
Holywell has been effected at tho famous shrine
Winefride. . rrC\g.na'

Patrick O’Reilly, of Ballingtougher, Downpatrick, * ^ tie 
interviewed last week, stated that in November. ^U l l l W V l D W O U  1UIOU W DUUJlfl>U. UJIilU I I I  i 'H J V C l U W  ’  A  (h* '

was working as a dock laborer at Liverpool, and live ^¡Ie 
Borry-streot, Bootle, with his wife and family- rtorfib1 
working in the rigging of tho s.s. Shannandore, in the W jeet, 
Dock, he slipped and fell to the deck, a distance of ’
sustaining spinal injury 
getting about on crutches.

For eight years he had

the weih
On Juno 13 ho came to Holywell, and bathed m 1 ^0ffl 

At the third bath he suddenly felt a shock go up_w»r got 
his legs to his head ‘ like the shot of a gun.’ When 
out of the water he was able to walk all right, ant ^  tb® 
back to the hospice, leaving his crutches in the cryp 
well. , . r,j3 b*0?

In reply to questions, ho stated that the pain w 
. . .  . . . . . .  __ t  l--. *v..4 *1______  _..-n „„in  inwas quite gone, but that thero was still pain in 

which was, however, decreasing daily.”
Our correspondent may think this a poser, 
it a little.

Let us osan111

la¡?
Now, in tho first place, nobody is obliged to 0̂]a

alleged facts. They must bo real facts. The s*.° jQis9>°® 
very circumstantially, but thero is a characteristic ' ,  ogjfiy ‘ 
of certain details. Who interviewed Patrick 
Wo haven’t oven got that important fact, which is.0 9y b° 
necessary for a start. Without it all other inquiri® p^ric» 
more waste of time. Further, wo are not told 1 . JIjCd 1 
O’Reilly saw this report of tho intorviow, and i t 130 ^ly b° 
by way of authentication. Moreover, it would Pr (et ^ . 
very difficult to learn much at Bootle of a dock a tba 
lived there ten years a g o ; and it must be a<3ttl ¿jjfliotl < 
inquiries at Ballintougher might not only be ipjony 0 
but very unsatisfactory. Finally, there is no t
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any medical man who attended Patrick O'Reilly as to his 
condition before and after the alleged miraculous cure. All 
^e really have, indeed, is a story which might not stand 
five minutes’ examination. Its appearance in print proves 
nothing. Some lies are printed, and some are not— as 
Robert Burns observed.

We will now suppose, for the sake of argument, that 
Patrick O’Reilly did hobble into St. Winefride’s Well, that 
to did feel the shock as described, and that when he got 
°nt of the water he was able to walk all right. We will 
not even pause to smile at the pain in his back going while 
the pain in his head remained— so that it was rather a half 
than a whole miracle. We want to ask why even a bond 
fide recovery should be a miracle at all. Had the crippled 
Irish laborer gone into the well with one leg and come out 
cf it with two, there would be no need of further argument. 
Rnt his malady was evidently nervous, and any doctor will 
tell you that what one nervous shock has caused another 
nervous shock may remedy. Women have becomo demented 
10 child-birth and have sometimes recovered their sanity 
^ith the birth of another child. Paralytics have been 
known to get out of their beds and run from the house in 
case of fire. Cures have even occurred, in a perfectly 
natural way, though in a most astonishing manner, in cases 
of chronic paralysis. A case in point is that of the late 
Eagene Lee-Hamilton, the poet, and author of one sonnet, 
at least, which is sure of immortality. For many years, as 
Jong as twenty we believe, he was in a state of perfectly 
nolpless paralysis, lying on his back and dependent on 
others for every convenience of life ; but suddenly, without 
a note of warning, the powers of life began to work in him, 
and presently be regained the use of his bodily functions, 
getting up, walking about, and living like any other man— 
even marrying and having a family. Patrick O’Reilly’s 
Recovery, even if it happened, is not as wonderful as Eugene 
Roe-Hamilton’s. And there was no likelihood of a miracle 
*n the poet's case—for he was a Freethinker. The sonnet 
■oat secures immortality for him carries the Landor-and- 
w°rdsworth idea of the sea-shell to its final evolution. The 
^Oftnur of the sea-shell when you apply it to your ear is not 
Reminiscent of the ocean whence it camo ; it is the roverbera- 
l°n of the blood-pulse in your own veins; and thus its 

mystical significance vanishes for over, loaving Atheism tho 
Hainor and Theism tho loser.

of men who pride themselves, not only upon being our 
guides in matters of religion, but also in matters of morals. 
And it would certainly seem that a body of men who had 
any justifiable claim to the latter function should not need 
to be solemnly warned that public morality is not served by 
publicly professing a thing to be true while believing it to be 
false. To proffer this advice to men out of the pulpit would 
be in the nature of an insult. It is, apparently, accepted as 
a necessary counsel when it is addressed to the clergy. And 
it is necessary because it is expressing the true state of affairs. 
Many of the clergy, of course, do believe in the New Tes
tament story in a fairly honest manner, but it is unquestion
able that a very large number would throw certain Christian 
doctrines overboard if they could do so without financial or 
social loss. As it is, they hang on to their positions in spite 
of their disbelief in the doctrines they preach, solacing their 
consciences with a number of Jesuitical excuses that the 
ordinary business man would be ashamed of. Hence the 
necessity for a Bishop to solemnly admonish his clergy that 
to tell a lie and act a lie is not the best method of promoting 
morality. ____

The subject affects more than the clergy. The laity are 
in much the same position. Anyone with a fairly large 
circle of religious acquaintances must be aware of a number 
of people who continue their attendance at church and 
chapel, and so support religious doctrines, without any real 
faith in thorn, Their attendance and their support have 
become social functions, badges of correct behavior, or 
methods of advancing their more material interests. Never 
having had the duty of intellectual honesty enforced by 
their religion, that virtue assumes to them the character of a 
luxury in which the foolish or the extravagant may indulge, 
but with which people of a more “  practical ” turn of mind 
have no necessary concern. The result is, that the pew 
does not practise honesty towards the pulpit, and the pulpit 
replies by acting dishonestly towards the pew. If the 
people demanded honesty the clergy would be more likely to 
give i t ; if the pulpit gave honesty, the pew would be more 
likely to expect and demand it. But as each is engaged in 
keeping the other toeing the line of unprovable doctrine, 
each assists the other in a process of intellectual demoralisa
tion, and, incidentally, illustrate to the outside world the 
corrupting influence of religious teaching as the higher life 
man.

ur correspondent’s second cutting contains a summary 
Port of a gerraon of Cardinal Logue’s, in which his Emi- 

b6 ce . declares that “ tho world is ever degenerating, 
comInf, more corrupt, and further removed from the 
-T ie s  of Christian faith and morality.” As far as 

the a it  ̂** concerned this statement is ridiculously false ; 
at H,68*1 1* *s seriously true. But what does it amount to
Utt ■ f .®n' 8b ? Why, simply this— that Christianity is an 

1 failure, aftor a trial of nearly two thousand years

B0̂ Ur ^respondent’s third cutting reports that Father 
St A°n’ ^ oue l**10 lea<Iers ° f St. Bruno’s College, near 
Wth Saf>̂ ’ had R>s loft hand blown off while experimenting 

a n°w kind of explosive. Well, what does this show ? 
father *^i8— ^ oro *s no sP0C’al providence for Jesuit

O’OTa v!° n°k °ff'cn fin,l ourselves in agreement with Bishop 
thosn ) Wo d° agree with his conclusion as to tho duty of 
tb6 /,,c . Tflymen who have lost faith in certain portions of 
aUxi .'ri8*l'an faith. The Bishop says ho is caused “  great 
IfQ y by certain tendencies in New Testament criticism
En , las noticed a number of books written by Church of 
fblracl clcrf?yraeu casting doubts upon the New Testament 
Chi-;,.*.68’ and upon the supernatural character of Jesus 

riSt;( And he adds
ref ^ ow the expressed doubts and denials which I have 

« « d  to above raise two quite different questions—tho 
■&B t '°n historical truth and the question of public honor,
heli l° *he question of historical truth—I do not myself 
0j  ̂Ve that any legitimate criticism can reduce the Person 
mj « n .  Christ to the human limit or eliminate the strictly 
it iHatp,0Ua Irom H 's lif°. I do most certainly believe that 
of hc,H° who doubt or deny the occurrence of the miracles 
t0 tL° " ? spel, and the miracles of the Creed, who do violence 
super evi^ence- I think the miracles and the teaching, the 
naturri.!ltura,l characteristics of the Person and the super- 
htdfirn1 cohere and are indissoluble. But if tho final
teallv °n  ̂ any°no i® that the events in question did not 
caueo occur, it is to me certain that he cannot Bervo the 
that n?* Pnhlio morality by constantly professing his belief 

ifb ^  hey did occur.”
concluding sentences we cordially agreo.

'b ^ishop1̂  *8 really more in the matter than is expressed 
P 'lore ’s closing sentence. The clergy form a body

Most of our readers will havo seen something in tho news
papers concerning the oxpulsion of Pastor Jatho, of Cologne, 
from his church on a charge of heresy. His heresy appears 
to have been of a mild kind, from our point of view, but it 
has raised a Btorm in religious circles. A Christian World 
correspondent, in reporting the case, notos that “  the 
journals which have been such warm defenders of tho 
liberty of conscience and of expression are precisely those 
journals which in ordinary times concern themselves least 
with church matters,”  and adds, “ An unpleasant foature 
connected with this press campaign is the fact that the most 
pro-Jatho journals are those owned and written by men who 
aro not Christians at all.”  This is precisely what we should 
expect to be tho case. A Freethinker who only desires 
liberty for himself, and who joins in suppressing by force 
opinions with which he does not agroe, is a disgrace to 
Freothought. He is merely replacing one tyranny with 
another. But wo are quito at a loss to soo why the 
Christian World should regard this as an “  unpleasant 
featnro ”  of the campaign. The only unpleasantness, in 
our opinion, is the Christian bigotry that Bet on foot tho 
persecution.

Wo hopo wo aro not too far behind dato in referring to 
the Juno number of tho Polytechnic Magazine. Writing in 
this pious publication, “  Nemo ”  says:—

“  I want to impress on the Christian worker that he is in 
possession of the Christian citadel with the enemy at the 
gates. It is not enough that he should say ‘ I am safe and 
comfortable inside.’ There are others outside, and one must 
go out and fight in order that they may gain safe entrance. 
Every day in our parks and street corners men are preaching 
forms of Atheism, and even in some of our churches very 
questionable doctrines are taught. Our young members 
come under those influences and are easily led.”

“ The sale of rationalist literature,” this writer adds, “  is 
enormous.”  Poor Christians 1 They aro really feeling the 
wind. Wo begin to pity him.

A verdict of suicido during temporary insanity was 
returned in tho case of the Rev. Arthur Ernest Ooodman, 
who was found drownod in a pond at Oxted. Mr. Goodman 
had been a missionary in India for twenty-one years, and it 
was said his health was broken owing to his work there. 
Thus does the Lord reward those who labor for him in the 
vineyard.
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Sir J. Crichton Browne does not suffer from over exacti
tude of statement when he is dealing with purely scientific 
matters. When he is dealing with other topics he is likely 
to be still more inexact. The other day he gave an address 
at the annual meeting of the Mother’s Union on the 
Marriage Laws. It was a subject on which he might have 
said something truthful and useful. What he did say was 
neither the one nor the other. His prevailing impression 
seems to be that it is possible to settle all questions about 
marriage laws by appealing to what “  Our Lord said,” or by 
discussing the meaning of doubtful New Testament texts. 
Such a state of mind is really deplorable in one who stands 
forward as a scientific man. Marriage is fundamentally a 
social fact, and it must be discussed, if it is to be discussed 
properly and profitably, with a view to social utility and 
well being. To imagine that modern methods can be 
altered, or the modern point of view destroyed by an appeal 
to the New Testament—the two principal figures in which 
were celibates, and which is disfigured throughout by the 
ascetic taint—is the dream of a religious enthusiast, not the 
considered view of a man of science or a sane social reformer.

Dr. Crichton Browne appears to he under the impression 
that monogamy was gradually established by the Christian 
Church. If that is so, we would remind him that the 
Old Testament is polygamous throughout, and that there is 
not a word against polygamy in the New Testament. 
Some of the greatest names in Christian history have 
plainly stated that there is nothing contrary to polygamy 
in the Christian religion. Monogamy is an ideal that the 
modern world owes immediately to Greece and Rome, and 
it is the persistence of their influence to which it is due. 
Moreover, the whole influence of Christianity was to coarsen 
and brutalise the relation of the sexes. It saw in marriage 
little more than the animal relations of men and women, 
and tolerated it more as a concession to human infirmity 
than for any other reason. This has been pointed out by no 
less an authority than the Rev. Principal Donaldson, and 
those who know Christian history will be the last to 
traverse his statements. Dr. Crichton Browne would bo 
well advised to restrict his observations to departments 
in which he has some claim to speak as an authority. To 
venture into others is only to raise a smile on the faces of 
decently informed people.

The Coronation superstition is being exploited to the very 
last dregs. The robes which King George and Queon Mary 
wore during the Westminster Abbey tomfoolery are actually 
being exhibited at the Imperial Institute. The price of 
admission on the first day was half-a-crown— then came a 
shilling, and finally sixpence, so that silly people of all 
classes might be accommodated. In the same way, moon
struck monarchists paid ten shillings each the first day to 
see Westminster Abbey as it was during the Coronation; 
that is, to see a lot of wretched woodwork in tho grand old 
building. That was bad enough, but to pay to see tho 
King’s and Queen’s mere clothes is worse still. It is worthy 
of mental and moral children. We believe some of them 
would pay to see the King’s nightshirt.

The Lower House of Convocation has been discussing the 
Church Marriage Service, and has adopted the Committee’s 
suggestions. The first was that marriage was ordained, not 
for such a coarse thing as “  procreation,” but for "  the increase 
of mankind ” — which is a genteel distinction without a 
particle of substantial difference. One would think that 
brides and bridegrooms did not know the way in which 
“  the increase of mankind ”  is effected. The second sug
gestion was that the clause relating to marriage as ordained 
to prevent fornication should bo omitted altogether. Pre
bendary Pennefatber tried to get in the words, “  secondly, it 
was ordained for a remedy against sin ” — another genteel 
expression for a very ungenteel thing. The Archdeacon of 
Taunton tried to get in the words, “  secondly, it was ordained 
to consecrate the union of man and woman.” Both reverend 
gentlemen failed. “  Procreation ”  and “ fornication ”  are 
thus to be kicked out of the Marriago Sorvice, if Parliament 
can bo induced to give its sanction to another revision of the 
Prayer Book. We hope, however, that tho Church is not 
foolish enough to imagine that it will bo able to save the 
situation so easily. The wife’s promise to “  obey ”  her 
husband is ridiculous in an age which sees forty thousand 
ladies in a procession seven miles long demanding Woman 
Suffrage. Besides, the word “  obey ” belongs to an older 
and lower stage of social development. George Eliot well 
said that marriage was a union either of sympathy or con
quest. We may add that the days of the marriage of 
conquest aro over. And if the word “  obey ”  doesn’t go it 
will empty the churches. Yet how can it go when it is in 
the New Testament ?

The broad objection to the Church doctrine of marriage is 
that it was never “  ordained ”  at all. It grew up, like all 
other human institutions. The priests simply got hold of i* 
as they got hold of everything else that was really important. 
They did not make marriage; it would be truer to say that 
marriage made them. They pretended that they invented 
it, and that it would disappear without them. The real 
truth was, of course, that marriage had a sociological justifi
cation. It was the only method revealed by experience f°r 
the rearing of offspring. No marriage, no home ; no home, 
no fam ily; no family, no tribe ; no tribe, no nation. 
This is now perceived by educated people, who know 
something of history and evolution; and with this the 
Church cannot possibly reconcile herself.

Why did the Daily News think it necessary to notice the 
Tory charge that Baron de Forest was a “ Catholic ” ? To 
notice such charges at all is to assist in playing the game ot 
bigotry. The proper thing for a candidate to do who is charged 
with being a Catholic, or an Atheist, is to reply : “  I d°n * 
know what my religious ideas have to do with this politic» 
contest; but since some people are so full of what I conside 
illegitimate curiosity I will ease their minds for once. I a?'1 
a Catholic (or, I am an Atheist). What then ? ” That would 
end it. Bigotry would be checkmated by a plain challenge-

Canon Newbolt says that the reason why the familiar 
lines of the National Anthem—

“  Confound their politics 
Frustrate their knavish tricks ”

was altered at the Thanksgiving service in St. Paul’s was 
that the language sounded “  too strong for a consecrate 
building.”  It has taken these Christian guides a long wbi^ 
to recognise the ignorant impertinence of the lines, and eve 
now there have been numerous protests against the altera 
tion. Still, it is rather dangerous work praying for the fra8“ 
tion of knavish tricks. The deity might, perhaps, give 
advice a wider application than some of the dignified clergy 
would find either pleasant or profitable.

The Archdeacon of Lincoln rofusos to take any partin 
a funeral service whore the remains are cremated. He say 
the whole practice of cremating the human body is contr 0, 
to the divine intention. Wo should hardly have thought ^  
On the contrary, a continuous cremation was once held to ^  
part of tho divine intention as rogards the largor portion ^  
the human race. And even now the largest Churc  ̂
Christendom still keeps to the cremation theory, 
announces itself as the only authorised holder of the 
to the crematorium.

A gleam of common sense has appeared on the Bourn^ 
mouth local Council. It has agreed to Sunday music 0 . ĝ 
pier during July, August, and September. If 1)0 (0. 
frightful occurs as a result of this wild debauchery we 08al 
sumo tho music will bo continued next season. A P^v^ja 
was also brought forward to run the trams on Sunday- ^  
was deferred until the next meeting. Sunday tram^ 
Sunday music at ono meeting was rather moro tlm ¡j 
reckless dare-devils of the Bournemouth Town ¡Bg 
could stand. Still, moral deterioration is easy, an“ f.1iere Is 
once embarked on tho primrose path of debauchery, * 
no telling to what dread excesses Bournemouth may c0

The nowspapors report tho death of tho survive  ̂ j0 
two Davenport brothers who exploited the Cabinet jjave 
tho name of Spiritualism. Merely as a trick it won ^ 9g0 ; 
taken its place with other tricks on the music-ha 
but being surrounded with mystery, and professo . (¡be 
with the aid of “  spirits," it caught on immensely keiyn0 
long-eared public. The oxposuro of tho trick by ‘ joing 
and Cooke, who proved it to bo purely mechanics, 1 0wn 
it themselves without tho aid of anything but g aj even 
skill, took the cream off the Davenports’ business.  ̂ tbe 
to this day there are Spiritualists who beliovo . jeCtive> 
clovor Yankees, who woro the sons of a Yankeo ^  ¡g a 
had the assistance of “  unsoon agencies.”  Bo pow 
full-grown suporstition 1

~  . f the H o'/
A young Jowoss, who received the baptism o 

Spirit during the lato Pentecostal Convention at fle»f
is reported to have “  been wonderfully hoalod y strajgbt- 
Lord.”  Her spine, which was bad, is now aim 8bortf 
“  She had ono leg,” Confidence says, “  three men ,, rjjjiS 
than the other, and they aro now the same o "  rated on- 
leaves us in doubt as to which log tho Lor _jj0rtene“  
Was the short one lengthened or the long on 
We pause for a reply.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements. Sugar Plums.

(Lectures suspended for the present.)

To Correspondents.

i 9RAENT's Honorarium F und, 1911.—Previously acknowledged 
*260 3s. 3d. Received since:—South African Rationalist 

ssociation (per J. D. Stevens, Hon. Sec.), E. J. Chapman, 
“ 2s.; M. Torrente, £1 Is. ; Dr. Sage, 10s. 6d.; J. D. 

Sevens, 10s. 6d. ; E. P. Beer, 15s. ; Mrs. E. P. Beer, 10s. ; 
V- Marzoff, 10s.; R. Upstill, 10s.; F. Forssetl, 10s.; E. T. 
l ary1?’ 5s. ; J. L. Black, 5s. ; J. Hallick, 5s. ; J. Cunningham, 
J3' ' H. Rosenthal, 5s. ; H. Sidersky, 5s. ; j .  Duery, 5s.; L. 
£>ne, 2s. 6d.; J. J. C. Leyds, 2s. 6d. ; G. B. Logan, 2s. 6d.;

• R. Levy, 2s. 6d.; V. Reeman, 2s. 6d. : F. Weiner, 2s. Gd. ;
• G., 28. Gd. ; G. A. Miicke, 2s. Gd.; Dr. D. B. Drosinsky, 

I8,'' M. J., 2s.; D. Coll, Is.; E. W., Is.—Total, £10.
j  • “ ■ Deacon, 2s. 6d.; A. Harvey, 5s.; R. Wood, 5s.

* Vance Testimonial F und. — Previously acknowledged, 
5 3s. Received since :—W. Wheeler (per S. Samuels), 5s.;

• <J. D. £ i ; j .  Hockin, Is. ; T. A. Matthews, 10s.; Gwilym 
ftnghes, is. ; D. W. D., 5s. ; E. B., £1 Is. ; A. Harvey, 5s. ; 
“ tackheath, 2s. Gd.; R. Wood. 2s. Gd. ; Mr. and Mrs. W. T. 
iiaah. 2s. ; N. Levy, 3s. ; J. Foot, 10s. 6d. ; J. Bevins, 5s. ; 
t, Tnoker, 5s. ; G. McClusky, £ 1 ; L. Kettridge, 4s.; W.

0sa- 2s. 6d. ; J. Ross, 2s. Cd. ; W. Heaford, £1.
Wa' ®LAMFIELD —We used to see the Bulletin regularly when it 
som Sent 10 U9 r̂om the office, but it has not reached us for 

j, 6 years now. For the rest, see paragraph.
attbscribing to the Vance Testimonial Fund, says: “ I 

the d 8ymPathiso with Miss Vance’s misfortune, for to me 
the ] P r'nation of sight appears to occupy the second place in 
of n °n® terrible afflictions that we are liable—the first,

A J °UtBe’ being the loss of reason.”
r^ K ibdy.—Order passed on to shop manager. Professor 
seij .anes. who was brought up as a Christian, thought him- 
nam o r  ,^t)beism, and wrote a defence of it under the pen- 
his • "  Dhysicus.” He died of a long lingering illnesB, and 
Bjr ®. 18l°ua wife, aided by the Rev. C. Gore, now Bishop of 
Chu-*?® lam> took care that he finished as a member of the 
•̂ horn ®n6land. But he never answered his own book. 
Bat f &8f ^?°Per reverted to Christianity some sixty years ago. 
fact th f '*'ie ^bese prove nothing. Against them stands the 
from p] a*\ lbe great leaders of Freethought were converted 
trua lr>8tianity. Personalities are not principles—which are 

ty g r £alse according to the evidence.
W e t ^ f ’^r'W e have no right to give you the address, but v 

Xaj, g ent bim your letter.
i ,arripB̂ Aa Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 

Xnit ^ In8don-street, E.C.
D a r r i n ! S ecular Society’s office is at 2 Newcastla-strset, 

Waa!i ^don-street, E.C.
'»ith SeeSeirV'CeS °* t*le National Secular Society in connection 
•hoaid i Hur'al Services are required, all communications 

6 addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vanco.
* Se\»ef?0r,.*b8 Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 

LyotDRs “ e-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.
“treat, p0 1̂018 mnat roach 2 NewcaBtle-street, Farringdon- 
lna®rt’e<l. U’ ’ first post Tuesday, or they will not be

Cai*m,s
•barking ?̂ Bon<1 UB newspapors would enhance the favor by 

^&t)*Rs f  16 Passages to whioh they wish us to call attention.
>̂'0neer0rp*'tera*laro flbould be sent to tho Manager of tho 

and uot. *®sa> 2 Newcastle-stroet, Farringdon-stroet, E.C.,
P*asoSs re • . Editor-
j to Bend haifpc^ ,f° r literature by stamps are specially requested

?®ce, poot^  w*'l bo forwnrded direot from the publishing 
Sd.. u ,J66' at the following rates, prepaid :—One year, 

1 ait year, 5a. 3 d ,. three months, 2s. 8d.

to

A Correction.

'  a i e p r i p j * ’*la*i in our ¡ssuo datod Dccombor 25,19 
. “bcity (. C article entitled “  Blasphemy,” wo go 

j., aiacter 0* ®ta ômcnts reflecting on tho professioi 
o 6 ®°taorc t *SS ^bzabeth Jones, tho Head Mistress 
lpete fio°f0fi *n*an*i School, Alfroton. Wo admit tl 
0 *Ss Jon6s ° Qndation for tho imputations roflocting 

h67  oxpress our sincere regrot for tho annoyai

G. W . F ootk

Miss Vance, who is on the East Coast, in care of her 
friends, Miss Kough and Miss Stanley (who, by the way, 
were added to the list of N. S. S. vice-presidents at the 
Birmingham Conference) is making good progress towards 
recovery. The fine weather and the fresh air are doing her 
a world of good. And then there is the rest. What a grand 
thing it is to lie fallow for a bit—careless of chronology, to 
imitate, at least in one respect, Dickens’s idle apprentice, 
who didn’t “ get through the time ”  but let it get through 
h im ! ____

Viscountess Harberton was often Tone of Mr. Foote’s 
auditors at Queen's Hall and elsewhere in West London. 
She directed in her will that her funeral should bo of the 
simplest sort, that her body should be cremated, and that 
no one who professed to have any affection for her should 
wear mourning.

Amongst the new Civil List pensioners we are glad to see 
Mrs. Davidson, the widow of John Davidson, the poet, whose 
tragic death stirred the nation a few years ago. One of 
Davidson’s troubles was that his genius was not marketable 
enough to make any material provision for his wife. Real 
genius seldom is. The £15 a year granted to Mrs. Davidson 
is money well invested. Davidson was a true poet, a true 
man, and a true Freethinker. He thought that even the 
Atheist did not go far enough. Nothing could be more 
uncompromising than his declaration against all forms of 
Theism. The gods went as man arrived. They were the 
imbecilities of his infancy. Man was the universe aware of 
itself. Man, and not any inmate of the pantheon, was the 
true deity. Thus did Davidson dot the i of Shakespeare’s 
superb panegyric on man in one of those ^magical prose 
passages of “ Hamlet.”

Wo are glad to see Mr. W. H. Davies in the new list of 
pensioners. £50 a year will keep him at least from the 
apprehension of inability to “ keep body and soul together." 
Mr. Davies was “  discovered ” by Mr. Bornard Shaw. His 
poetical output is small, but somo of it is perhaps the most 
beautiful and inevitable poetry of our age. His prose is 
quite as remarkable. Ho is a bona fide realist; a realist who 
knows nothing about realism, but writes realistically bocause 
he is built that way. Mr. Davies lived the life of a beggar 
and a tramp, and is not ashamed of it. Ho is 
not cut out for what the world calls work. Only of lato 
years has he found his true function. He is a born writer— 
and born writers are ono of the world's rarest possessions. 
We are glad that Mr. Asquith, or whoever is responsible, has 
had the sagacity and courage to put Mr. Davies on the Civil 
L ist—in spite of the Philistines.

Wo do not grudge Mr. Frederick Rogers his £50 a year. 
Ho lias worked hard for many years, in his own way, to 
promote tho succoss of tho Old Age Pension idea. We only 
wish be wouldn’t be so ridiculously blind as to fancy that 
his Master (John Ruskin) was tho originator of that idoa. 
Mr. Rogers, boing a Christian (of a sort) himself may think 
it a duty to claim the honor in quostion for Ruskiu bocause 
he also was a Christian (of a sort). But the fact is that 
Thomas Paine actually sketched out n schome of Old Ago 
Pensions in lliglits o f  Man before John Ruskin was born.

Mr. W. B. Yeats, tbo Irish poet and dramatist, is in tho 
now Civil List for £150 a yoar, and Mr. Joseph Conrad, tho 
novelist, for £100 a year, Mr. Conrad is not even a Britisher, 
although he writes in English ; but who would begrudge him 
his pension if ho were ten times a “  foreigner ”  ? Tho 
oncouragemont of genius in literature and art (genius in 
practical science can generally take care of itsolf, being 
related to tho commercial side of things) is one of a nation’s 
best efforts towards a higher civilisation.

“  I must toll you," writes a Melbourne correspondent 
(Mr. H. A. Blnmfiold), “  how dearly I love tho Freethinker 
and tho men who write it. It is the ‘ moon of my delight, 
that knows no wane.’ Ono thing I am sorry for is that your 
splendidly sustained advocacy of Freethought, and all that 
it implies, meets with such scant recompense. But you aro 
too old a battler to be discouraged; and, believe me, if to bo 
well beloved by your friends, and hated by your enemies, is 
to achievo success, thon this it is you have achieved.” Wo 
We endorse some of this. The Freethinker is hated like 
poison by myriads of Christians ; on the other hand, it is 
intensely loved by many of its readers, and is a part of their
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very lives. To be loved and to be hated—what can a flag 
like ours want better ? Sirens—and Superstitions.

“  Yon may be interested,”  a correspondent writes, “ in 
hearing of a plan I  have tried for increasing the sale of the 
Freethinker in this town. I  order two copies, and arrange 
with my newsagent that he displays prominently on his 
counter the second copy. If he does not sell it before the 
following Thursday, I  take it. But if he does sell it during 
the week, he immediately orders a third copy and places 
that on his counter. He may, or may not, sell it—but if he 
does not, I  take it. So that, whatever happens, the news
agent runs no risk of having an extra copy thrown on his 
hands, as I guarantee to buy it, and this is all he cares for 
from a business point of view. As far as we have gone the 
experiment is quite satisfactory.”  We wish other friends 
would go and do likewise. The Freethinker has always 
been supplied to the trade on “  sale or return,” but after the 
lapse of thirty years several agents don’t know it— or pre
tend not to know it. And either way does us a mischief, for 
retail agents cannot speculate if they cannot return the 
copies that are unsold. This correspondent’s guarantee to 
his newsagent turns the scale in our favor.

“  The small Branch of the N. S. S. here,”  write J. and S. 
Thomson, from Kenfrew, “  is making an impression. Early 
in the summer we began holding open-air meetings on 
Sunday evenings. This attracted an anti-infidel lecturer 
from Glasgow. He is getting all he asked for—and more. 
We have large audiences, which are more sympathetic than 
we anticipated.”

Not long ago we mentioned the formation of a new South 
African Rationalist Association, and soon afterwards the 
fact that the President had forwarded to us through the 
Hon. Sec. (Mr. J. D. Stevens) the sum of £4 towards the 
President's Honorarium Fund. We did not know at the 
time that the President was Mr. John Latham, an old friend 
(though not an old man) of Joseph Symes at Melbourne, and 
a valued friend of our own since ho came to England some 
eleven years ago. The Association has since supplemented 
its President’s donation handsomely. A cheque for £10 has 
just reached us, accompanied by the following letter from 
Mr. Stevens:—

“  At a general meeting of the Association recently held, 
and at the Sunday evening lecture held yesterday, the 
question of the N. S. S. President’s Honorarium Fund was 
raised, and I have much pleasure in transmitting herewith 
contributions as per list enclosed.”

It is pleasant—yes, and encouraging—to find that wo have 
readers and friends at such a distance. The Freethinker 
goes wherever the English language is spoken. And wo 
bear that cheering fact in mind in editing it. Many para
graphs written in London are necessarily more or less local, 
though never insular in intention and significance; but our 
articles are generally of universal intorcst. Freethought is 
international, and its principles are everywhere the same.

Wo havo been asked whether Secular Education literature 
for distribution can bo obtained from tho Secular Education 
Leaguo. Our reply is in tho affirmative. Application for a 
list of the League’s publications should bo made to Mr. 
Harry Snell, secretary, 12 Buckingham-street, Strand, W.C.

“  Bertrand L. Weber, the many-times-arrested Free- 
thought speaker of Chicago, is now at liberty under $400 
bonds. Tho last arrest, it seems, was caused by Catholics, 
and he was roughly handled by tho arresting officer, named 
Riordan, being thrown into the police wagon and his books 
— scattered by the officer’s upsetting his stand—pilod in on 
top of him. The crowd, which was with Weber, rushed the 
officers, who made a quick escape, some five hundred 
following and demanding Weber’s release. Bail was refused 
until the young man had been for some tirno in a cell. All 
this is persecution, for religions speakers are not disturbed. 
Other Chicago Freethinkers may conclude to try street 
speaking to ascertain whether the rule of the Catholic 
police against such speaking can be enforced. Meanwhile 
the authorities will bo mandamused to show cause for the 
suppression of free speech.” — Truthseekcr (New York).

GOOD EARS OF ANGELS.
Mamma: “ Yes, dear, the angels can hear everything; 

they heard your prayers last night.”
Effie: ” That’s funny ; I didn’t say them.”

“ Siren Land. By Norman Douglas (London: Dent * 
Sons, Ltd. New York : E. P. Dutton & C o.; 1911. Pp- 
and 25 illustrations. 6s. net.).

S ir e n  L a n d  comprises the sun-bathed stretch o* 
country from Pompei to Punta Campanella, wit*1 
that jewel of delight, Capri, and the neighboring 
islets and rocks which adorn the Gulf of Naples and 
the Gulf of Salerno—a land richly laden with trau*' 
tion, over which these charming pages linger 
lovingly. I can imagine no rioher reward of virto® 
than to be privileged to read this fascinating boo1* 
and dip into its pages amidst the scenes of enchant' 
ment made vivid for us by Mr. Douglas’s magio p®°‘ 
For not only are the themes dealt with of deep an® 
varied interest, abounding in entrancing aperf®* 
upon the story of a corner of Italy where the ancien 
and modern world and world-ideas still meet, an ’ 
indeed, remain inextricably intertwined, but tbe’t 
treatment is by a masterly hand, cunning not on j 
with rare gifts of style, but bold in carving fine*' 
chiselled thoughts and expressing daring judgmeh^ 
on topics which ordinary writers hold taboo. Srre 
Land, as our author tells us, is truly “ a favored lao > 
flowing with milk and honey, particularly the form®1 
Saint Non mentions as proof of its fertility the f®0̂ 
that you can engage wet-nursoB there from the ag 
of fourteen to fifty-five.” * For that reason 
abounds with interesting saints and tales of wonfl®' 

The Sirens, like so much else in our modern out j 
came direct from ancient Greece. Homer knew 9 
about them, and sang what he knew in the 0dysseJ' 
But, as tylr. Douglas remarks, like many other th*0eJ 
they were only an importation, one of the new me 
that, following the trade routes, crept in to feed 1 
artistic imagination of the Greeks:— . j

“ Now that we know a little something of the anC,̂ 4{ 
civilisations of countries like Egypt and PhccQ*cla j0j 
traded with Greece, wo can appreciate the wo**9® 3i 
Hellenic genius for borrowing and adapting. flt
the intelligent thief, is a typical Greek. For wl*a  ̂
they stole or appropriated—religions, metals, com gJ,. 
of life, architecture, enginooring—they stole 
quisito taste; they discarded the dross and took 
was of value.” , . jj

Tho stolen material was remodelled till its orig1 
creator could hardly havo recognised it. Tb® 
te8que, the cruel, became humane. Borrowed 8 
of frantio aspoot put on fair and benignant 
And every item was forthwith stamped 
hall-mark of Hellas: temperance. But after  ̂ ¡0®1 
came the Alexandrian period, with its pb*l°l°iS , 
and historical vagaries, and the prodigioflS , 'g; 
cretism of gods in the second and third oenn r̂ 
then medievalism, which dwarfed Hellenio 9 
into caco-demons and with their glories cr0'v?|g o9> 
saints. All this, and more, Mr. Douglas teAjcg 
and how the Siren Parthenope escaped by ‘‘ a$ei 
refuge during medieval storms in the narrow co ¡0 
of an amulet—such Siren-charms as are still se ¡¡»r 
tho streets of Naples and credited with Py0lJtiä> 
efficacy against tho evil oyo. Others, such as ^ 
sheltered themselvos behind musty saints;
Venere is in high repute as Healer of oertain d19 

What to the Greek was poetry became o0gst 
medieval Christian an ugly heap of prose. A® of 
the Greeks the Sirens are stamped with j i® 
eternal youth. They linger on sea-girt rocks, 
hand, or rise from the gleaming water, cla® 0jfm 
cymbals, and again vanish. But all thesei 6up®r' 
allegories were hardened into gross and sor“ ' . fl jigbji 
stitions when Christianity finally quenched th 0f 
of Hellas. For instance, in the royal arch ^¡g»- 
Portugal are preserved tho reoords of a c0£j  ̂ gter 0 
tion between tho Crown and the Grand 0g8®f 
the Order of Saint James as to who 
tho Sirens cast up by tho sea on the Grand (< fle *' 
shores. The suit ended in the King’s fav0^ '0lI8t®r? 
enacted—that Sirens and other marine qc^  
ojeotod by the waves upon land owned by c

- F. 17.
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Master shall pass into the possession of the King.’ 
A pity the decree did not include Centaurs and 
Unicorns.

One of the Sirens, the chaste Parthenope, found a 
resting-place and an honored tomb on the spot where 
now stands Naples. For a thousand years she domi
nated its social and religious institutions. She 
nominates them still. Is Parthenope dead ? If so, 
says Mr. Douglas, who, then, is Santa Luoia ? The 
Madonnas of Naples are all sea-queens whose crowns 
shine with a borrowed lustre; the Madonna della 
Where, the Stella di Mare—they are the re-incarna- 
fions of antique shapes, of the Sirens, of Leucothea, 
6fc., and their cult to this day is pagan rather than 
Christian, and peculiar to this part of Italy.

Mr. Norman Douglas knows and loves this land of 
nnfailing enchantment, this beautiful Siren Land, 
overgrown with hoary traditions, of which that of 
lhe sea-maidens is only one. His life has been spent 
a®ongst these villages and farms, whose inhabitants 
refleet the various cultures that have been imposed 
°Pon them during the last two thousand years of 
Political changes. Perhaps only those who have 
®een Capri and caught a near glimpse of paradise 
totn its commanding heights—a glimpse not merely 

physical wonders, spread out lavishly in that 
avored region, but of a scarce-buried antiquity 
hose outcrop is still seen in the institutions and 

ofei .e8 aronnd—oan fully appreciate the allurements 
Siren Land. But let Mr. Douglas sing its charms 

a“ d uses:—
. “ An old Hebrew, who taught the pleasures of a 

virtnouH life after exhausting those of a voluptuous one, 
Sa'd : Go to the ant. He forgot to remember that the 
But sleeps for half the year. Man alone is a perennial 
drudge. Yet many of us would do well to mediter- 
rancaniae ourselves for a season, to quicken those ethic 
roots from which has Bprung so much of what is best in 
°ur natures. To dream in Siren Land, pursuing the 
raoods and momories as they shift in labyrinthine 
rB&nos, like shadows on a woodland path in Juno: to 
stroll among tho hills and fill tho mind with new images 
°pon which to browse at loisuro, casting off outworn 
weeds of thought with the painless ease of a serpent, 
Bud unperplexing, incidentally, some of thoso questions 
of the day of which tho daily papers, nevertheless, 

j  know nothing—this iB an antidote for many ills.”
e„ 0 attentive reader will see for himself how 

octualiy a leisured “ mediterraneanisation ” has 
eu Mr. Douglas the strength to cast oil outworn 

' ’ 'g a .f th o o g w ,
jj r-Louglas has some pertinent remarks on tho 
\̂ Q fbon misrule which long desolated this region, 
of aCannot. as he tells us, estimate the vital strain 
8y , Ceotury of terrorism, its effect upon the organic 
indnGf1 commnnities—upon their arts, commerce,
Tho 8̂ r^’ an<* finer fibres of their social being.
Plea*0 ^ n8^8bmen who oomplain of certain un- 
ojj ^ant characteristics of modern Neapolitans, 
^ho  ̂ .^? W011 to remember that the Bourbons, 
b0e 88 miquitons rule British arms maintained, had 
8avi lncaPac,itated from further misohief when their 
i ar8 came from over the sea and practically re- 
hfjg Sê  tor another half century “  that rule of 
Way Da8» ttonks, lazzari, and other vermin which 
Ihg^Ponsiblo for this deplorable state of affairs.” 
tyrr 0 .^Bd been tyrannies before in Naples, odious 
bQen niea 1 but despots, secular and religious, had 
5 eli0 .̂0werlo8B to smother tho grand traditions of 
in6(ji^ lc oulture, the envy and delight of ancient and 
*talv°fVa* ^ arope. Naples was over the first city of 

°r speculative thought:—
The Neapolitan Academy for the Study of Nature 

the P 6 •̂ rHt *° b0 founded in the w orld; it preceded 
the i',n.^*sh Royal Society by nearly a century. One of 
®tru » V^bfost pages in human history is tho successful 
This °  Neapolitans against tho inquisition.
jj0u ’. an  ̂ much else, might bo said in praise of pro- 
Uot b°U ^ aP'es- But where philosophical books may 
''vhe°V0U imported into a country, much loss printed, 
ye rV « *  reading of Voltaire is punished with three 
Pape8 ^a!ley Savory, and that of the Florence news- 
it g 8 six months’ imprisonment—how incredible 
an,i f0t? 8 oowadays—the ilower of civilisation withers 

fades away.”

Southern Italy—the land of Bruno, himself born 
close to the realm where the Sirens held sway— 
still bears the stigmata of these ferocious raids of 
religion upon human freedom. Mr. Douglas shows 
that the Spanish domination is responsible for the 
cloud of monks and confessors that settled like 
locusts upon the land; for the shattering of political 
life and of wholesome domestic ideals by spy- 
systems, Jesuit-horrors, and the enforced seclusion 
of women in inner chambers, of women in convents. 
The Spanish influence brutalised the Neapolitans by 
beast-shows, maddened them by outrageous exactions, 
by the gallows, the rack, and the wheel. It filled 
the provinces with the fierce unrest cf banditism, 
and smothered letters, music, arts, and science in 
the sandy deserts of theology. It infected decent 
Catholic observances with a still-persisting realism, 
such as when, on Good Friday, the head of Christ 
crucified is ornamented with real human hair, while 
his body and the snowy winding-sheet are bespat
tered with fresh cow’s blood, in order to make the 
effect more life-like (pp. 195-6), To-day, the problem 
of Southern Italy is the biggest problem the Italian 
statesman has to face.

A fascinating chapter is that on Tiberius, who, in 
the closing ton years of his reign, ruled the world 
from Capri. His retirement to this outpost of Siren 
Land is of grave significance in the world’s history, 
inasmuch as then, for the first time, the centre of 
tho world was displaced, and, in the words of J. R. 
Green, “  never thoroughly restored. If Milan, 
Ravenna, Nicomedia, Constantinople became after
wards her [Rome’s] rivals or supplanters as the seat 
of empire, it was because Capri had lead the way.” 
It is impossible to-day to credit the oalumnies of 
Tacitus and Suetonius concerning the sage and philo
sophic emperor whose fundamental sanity is shown 
by the following trait:—

“  A man [I quote Mr. Douglas] was about to be put 
on his trial for insulting tho divinity of tho deceased 
Augustus, but the emperor stopped the proceedings by 
saying that ‘ Gods could avenge their own wrongs1 
(deorum iniurias deis curcc) —a genial, golden pro
nouncement which deserves to be graven ovor the 
portals of every church on earth. I suspect [says Mr. 
Douglas] that tho chief reason why it pleased u i to 
dislike Tiberius aroso from tho fact that Christ was 
crucified under his reign; the culpability of tho emperor 
in this matter is not obvious, but whon religious feelings 
come into play tho mind ceases to troublo itself with 
cause and effect."

The changes of two thousand years, the tramp of 
armies, and the innovations of new-fangled religions 
in Siren Land, have left the basic elements of 
humanity essentially unchanged. Mr. Douglas holds 
that the proper decipherment of the human palimp
sest of the Parthenopean region will show how faint 
are tho traces of Grieco-Roman schooling, how skin 
deep—as regards primitive tracts of feeling—are the 
scars of mediceval tyranny and bestiality :—

“  Christianity has only loft a translucent veneer liko 
a slug’s track, upon tho surfaco ; below can bo read the 
simple dosiro for sunsliino and family life, and a pan
theism vaguo and charming, the impress of naturo in 
hor mildest moods upon the responsivo human phantasy. 
Theirs is a Christianity with a pagan plus. Every one 
of tho heavenly host may bo cheated at a bargain ; the 
Virgin and her infant Son— tho adult Jesus is unknown 
here— are adored with feasts and flowers; thoy are 
tanti belli;  but to endeavor to imitate either of them 
would bo deemed a most unprofitable speculation. A 
Greek fashion of regarding the gods.”

But the pearl of precious price in this work is the 
superb chapter devoted to tho life of Sister Serafina. 
Born at Naples on October 24, 1621, the incidents of 
her birth, life, and death—of her doctrinal and 
mystical vagaries—are modelled upon those of the 
more celebrated Spanish nun, Saint Teresa, who was 
born nearly a century earlier. At an early age,—

“  her trances wero of so peculiarly an automatic form 
that at the sight of a crucifix, for instance, she would at 
once fall into an ecstasy, thus learning to believe im
plicitly and devoutly what most of her fellow Christians 
can but dimly hope to understand: the Real Presence. 
The crucifix which spoke to her (like that of St. Thomas 
Aquinas) is still preserved at Massa.”
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I cannot resist the temptation to cite this further 
delineation:

“ Like Santa Teresa, she merely coquetted, if I may 
decently so express myself, with the mysteries of the 
Trinity, that tremendous doctrine which exerts, from its 
very incredibility, a magnetic attraction upon this class 
of persons, affording the simplest test of what const! 
tutes the true religious mystic, whose mind, attuned to 
improbabilities, discovers to be plain, necessary, and 
beautiful, what others describe as simply puzzling 
Santa Teresa’s epigram on this subject, ‘ the greater 
the absurdity the more I believe,’ finds an echo in Sister 
Serafina’s pious exclamation, ‘ O luminous obscurity, so 
clear to all those who adore you.’ ”

A frame of mind this which wonderfully fits the 
average believer from Tertullian to General Booth 
The very name of Jesus was of so sweet a taste in 
her mouth that on uttering it she frequently swooned 
away—like a certain Bishop of Saluzzo, who, accord 
ing to the pornographic Saint Alfonso de Liguori 
perceived such a pleasant aroma in his mouth each 
time he pronounced the sacred word Marta, that he 
invariably lioked his lips afterwards (p. 160).

The morbid sexual basis of her mystioism was 
such that she refused to sit in chairs that men, even 
priests, had previously occupied ; suckling infants of 
the male sex were not tolerated within the precincts 
of her convents (p. 171). Even the motherhood of 
the Madonna, so touching and sublime to many, was 
hardly congenial to her ultra-virginal mind. We 
learn that when the Virgin and Son appeared to her 
simultaneously she was always in a dilemma whom 
to adore, and finally she prayed the Virgin not to 
bring the Son, as he attracted her so strongly that 
she feared to bs wanting in due reverence towards 
her (p. 172).

She was a strange amalgam of contradictions. At 
one time she exclaims, “  Oh that I could Bteal all 
the children from their mothers and lock them in a 
monastery.” In another mood, her tolerance becomes 
an examplo to Christians of all colors. Mr. Douglas’s 
summing-up is that had the adherents of Christianity 
thought and felt as Serafina did in matters of tolera 
tion “ there would have been no burnings and thumb- 
screwings, no hagglings as to probabiliorism, filioque, 
or Gadarene pigs—unlovely phenomena, calculated 
to make the world-reformer despair of uplifting a 
race that can wallow in such abysses of criminality and 
absurdity.” And yet, despite her miracles and macera
tions, her sanctity and her conventual foundations, 
her beatification is still deferred, although the price 
of canonisation, according to Silvagni, has now been 
reduced to 200,000 francs !

But I must plunder no more from this treasure- 
house. The reader must go himself and revel, as I 
have done, in these pelucid pages. Rarely have I 
lighted upon suoh a happy combination of literary 
grace and philosophical clarity.

W il l ia m  H e a f o e d .

The Apocalypse.—XVI.

( Concluded from p. 445.)
T h e r e  are many more passages in the “ holy books ”  
whioh the writer of the “ Revelation” made use of 
to make up his grand prophecy of “ things which 
must come to pass hereafter ” ; but I can only find 
space for the following extracts relating to the last 
Judgment, a new heaven and earth, the New 
Jerusalem, the light of God in heaven, and the 
“  River of the water of life ” : —

T he IIevelition. Tde H oly B ooks.
“ And I saw thrones, and “ I beheld till thrones were

they sat upon them” —“ And placed the judgment was set.
I saw a great white throne and the books were opened ”
and him that sat upon it......  (Dan. vii. 9, 10). “  I beheld
And I saw the dead, the great the Ancient of days, while he
and the small, standing before 
the throne; and books were 
opened : and another book was 
opened, which is the Book of 
life : and the dead were judged

sat upon the throne of his 
glory; and the Book of the 
living was opened ”— ‘ • The 
earth shall deliver up from 
her womb, and Hades deliver

T he R evelation. 
out of the things which were 
written in the books, according
to their works...... And death
and Hades gave up the dead 
which were in them : and they 
were judged every man accord
ing to their works...... And if
any was not found written in 
the Book of life, he was cast into 
the lake of fire ” (Rev. xx. 4 ;
11—15).

“ And I saw a new heaven 
and a new earth : for the first 
heaven and the first earth are
passed away...... And I saw the
holy city, new Jerusalem, 
coming down out of heaven 
from God” (Rev. xxi. 1, 2).

“ Behold the tabernacle of 
God is with men, and he shall 
dwell with them, and they shall 
be his peoples, and God himself 
shall be with them and be their 
God : and he shall wipe every 
tear from their eyes ”  (Rev. xxi.
3).

“  I am the Alpha and the 
Omega, the first and the last, 
the beginning and the end ”
(Rev. xxii. 13 ; xxi. 6).

The New Jerusalem—“ hav
ing twelve gates...... and names
written thereon, which are the 
names of the twelve tribes of 
the children of Israel: on the 
east were three gates ; and on 
north three gates; and on the 
south three gates; and on the 
west three gates”  (Rev. xxi.
12, 13).

The New Jerusalem—“ And 
the building of the wall thereof 
was jasper; and the city was
pure gold...... The foundations
of the wall of the city were 
adorned with all manner of 
precious stones ” (Rev. xxi. 18,
19).

“  And the city hath no need 
of the sun, neither of the moon, 
to shine upon it : for the glory 
of God did lighten it ”—“ The 
Lord God shall give them light ”
(Rev. xxi. 23 ; xxii. 5).

“ And he showed me a river
of water of life...... proceeding
out of the throne of God......  on that side,
And on this side of the river 
and on that was the tree of 
life, bearing twelve crops of 
fruit, yielding its fruit every 
month : and the leaves of the 
tree were for the healing of the 
nations” (Itev. xxii. 1, 2).

T he H oly B ooks. 
from hers, that which it has
received...... He shall select the
righteous and holy from among 
them” —“ I swear to you, ye 
righteous, that in heaven the 
angels record your goodness 
before the throne of the Most 
High”—“  Woe to you, ye sin
ners...... you shall be burnt in

the fire, and be recompensed
according to your deeds ” (Enoch 
xlvii. 3 ; 1. 1; civ. 1; xeix).

“ For behold, I create new 
heavens and a new earth : and 
the former things shall not be 
remembered, nor come into
mind...... for behold, I create
Jerusalem a rejoicing, and her 
people a joy ” (Isa. lxv. 13, l s)‘

“ I will set my sanctuary 10 
the midst of them for ever
more. My tabernacle also shall 
bo with them ; and I will he 
their God, and they shall be my 
people” —“ And the Lord Go“ 
will wipe away tears from 
all faces” (Ezek. xxxvii. ’ 
Isa. xxv. 8).

“  Thus saith the Lord.—-* 
am the first, and I am the l“31“  
and beside me there is no God 
(Isa. xliv. 6).

“ And the gates of the city 
shall be after the names of tnfl 
tribes of Israel; three gate3
northward...... and at the 0,1,3
side...... three gates ;.......and a
the south side three gates 
at the west side three gate3 
(Ezek. xlviii. 31—34). [Her® “ 
tribe is named for each gate.]

“  For Jerusalem shall h* 
builded wtili Bapphires an 
emeralds, and precious stone3' 
thy walls and towers and batt 
ments with puro gold”  (T°D 
xiii. 1G, 17).

“ The sun shall bo no m0r 
thy light by day ; neither * 
brightness shall the moon b j  
light unto thee ; but the o  
shall be unto them an e 
lasting light, and thy God
glory ”  (Isa. lx. 19). ¡he

And by the river upon , 
bank thereof, on this side

shall grow evy  
...... It shall b«tree for meat...... It sn»“  ~

forth new fruit every 
because the waters »*> 
issue out of the sanctuary • 
the fruit thereof shall b ^  
meat, and the leaf there0 
healing ”  (Ezek. xlvii. !")•

No one who has read the source passages 1 -0 
which the Apocalyptist derived his ideas oan b® ja. 
doubt as to the character of his so-called “ r° gB 
tion.” It is needless to say that the Apocaiyj^. 
contains no revelation whatever. The writer n.e’L-" 
saw nor heard any of the matters he descri 
oither in a vision inspired by God, or when “ J0 ef- 
spirit.” His book is but one of the many frauds 
petrated in the name of religion in an age of & 
credulity and superstition. He was one 0 jje 
Essenes to whom Josephus was referring ^b jjg
wrote : “  There are also among them who UD 
to foretell things to come by reading the holy ^ geg
and being perpetually conversant in the tb0
of the prophets.” The Book of Revelation l^ur0 
best example of this method of predicting I j,o 
events now extant, and there oan be no doubt a 0f 
the writer being fully qualified for the concoct'0 
such a work. t,b0

If wo take up a Christian commentary 0 g fljj 
Apocalypse, we shall find the book desoribeu^^j09l 
inspired prediction, in an emblematic or e9siv® 
character, of events occurring in the prog ¡gti^ 
kingdom of Christ, or in the history of the C 
Church, from the apostolic age to the end ° ^0tc 
Jesus and his Church are said to be referred
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beginning to end, the symbolical drama concluding 
the triumph of the Church and the downfall of 

? * its enemies. The author of the book, of course, 
18 sieged to be the holy apostle John, who actually 
8aw and heard all he has described in a vision inspired 
y God or Jesus Christ. The “ lion of the tribe of 

^udah ” (y. 5) ¡8 Jesus Christ. The Lamb with 
86ven horns and seven eyes ” (v. 6) is also Jesus 
hnst, the seven horns symbolising “  the fulness of 
!8 power,” and the seven eyes “ the fulness of his 
ision.” The four grotesque “ living creatures ’ ’ with 

6̂ ki an  ̂ w n̂ga (iv. 6—8) suggest “  whatever is 
hoblest, strongest, wisest, and swiftest ” in animate 
mature. The Woman clothed with the sun (xii. 5) 
^presents the Churoh, the Man-child she gives birth 
m, “Bing the “ seed of the woman” in Gen. iii. 15. 
i !uMan 8itfci°g  on a cloud holding a sickle (xiv. 14) 
8̂ the “ crowned Christ” ; the Bride (Rev. xix. 7 ;

9) is the Christian Church, notwithstanding the 
m,c *(hat the writer says that it is a city—Jerusalem. 

6 Man on the white horse (xix. l l )  is “ the glorified 
’’'at, the royal Commander ” ; eto., eto.
As I have already shown, there are in the Apoca- 

jPse proper (Rev. iv. 1—xxii. 15) a number of Chris- 
an interpolations, the majority consisting of but a 

words, such as—“ and of the lamb ”—“ and of 
a18 Christ ”—“ and the testimony of Jesus,” etc.;

n also that if these be erased there remains a 
j re y Jewish Apocalypse. This very important fact 
in H ^tly .ignored by Christian commentators, though 
anil mai°r*by of cases the interpolations are plain 
tw °^V*0U8> This matter has been dealt with in 
add °£ t^8 earJy PaPers: but to the reasons there 
Ch 8C0<̂  “ ay be added some fresh marks of the no”  

rjstian character of the writing.
the i s xx. 11—15 and xxi. 5—7 the Judge in 
in ^uJgment appears to be the Lord God ; but 
jod a^ ' XXV' an  ̂J°bn v. 22 it is stated that all 
Jolf CDen*i k0en S‘ven bo the Son. The apostle
havQ> assuming he wrote the latter passage, would 
the6 . knowledge of this divine arrangement; but
rw ,.Writer of the “ Revelation” certainly knew 

2 7  of it.
(el̂  °borch officers, such as bishops, presbyte-.. 
thQ0r?b or deacons have a place in the Apocalypse, 
tatnlga bhey are mentioned in some of the New Tes- 
iii. o°o Writ“ ga. (See Phil. i. 1 ; Eph. iv. 11 ; 1 Tim. 

g > 6 ; James v. 14).
^U nreason ing •< faith,” the great essential to sal- 
Ap0 n ln the Christian religion, is not found in the 

 ̂ alypse; its place is given to “ works.” 
and ®P*8t ĜS bo the seven churches (Rev. ii.
deipjA1') bwo are addressed to Thyatira and Phila- 
larn0 la.’ bwo small and insignificant plaoes; while 
^O ss^  m811011 as Tralles, Magnesia, Hierapolis, 
Pa8auSap. -̂roa8> Adramyttium, Miletus, Halicar- 
hav0 j ’ bJorylaem, and Synnada, most of which must 
the f. a,a Christian communities before the end of 
hloroor8b century, are passed over as non-existing. 
ieject \er> bbe Alogi, an early Christian sect that 
8q d0i bbo Apocalypse, assigned as one reason for 
•—whiDK no Christian ohurch existed at Thyatira

Thjg ] Waa doubtless correct, 
the re] lasb objection brings mo to the question of 
bypse Datlon oi bhe first three chapters to the Apoca- 
ehapfg°Per- As regards this question, I find these 
iest 0fr8,b° bo of nearly the same character as the 
Pottion book ; that is to say, Essene. The only 
'Uternn)0 *^ab can truly be called Christian are the 

6, 7 abions. Those are the following: Rev. i. 2, 
b. a, gand a few words in Rev. i. 9, 10, 18, and Rev. 
l ra8ed When these Christian additions are
f 8®ne rn bbreo chapters are non-ChriBtian and 
b̂ eir e*3 bhese chapters contain the same marks of 

j  88110 character as the Apocalypse proper, to 
b thj8 a8b now add another which is found only 

otion. Josephus says of the Essenes :—
Preservo tho books belonging to tho scot, and the

^hQ < 01 th° an9eUr
" WGre the ministers or teachers of 

re deair, Qrcboa of the Essenes, and as such they 
SQated in this section of the Apocalypse.

The E pistles to  the “ seven ch u r ch e s ”  w ere eaoh 
addressed to the presiding “  angel.”  Thus, we read :—  

Rev. ii. 1.—“ To the angel of the church in Ephesus.” 
Rev. ii. 8.— “ To the angel of the church in Smyrna.” 
Rev. ii. 12.— “ To the angel of the church in Pergamum,” 

etc.
Prom these Epistles it would appear that the many 
small communities of Essenes scattered throughout 
Asia were directed and supervised by the president 
of the central society, then located at some place 
not mentioned. We may also be sure that if there 
was no Christian church at Thyatira, there was cer
tainly a small body of Essenes residing there. The 
word “ angel,” in the sense of “ pastor ” is found 
eight times in this part of the Apocalypse; yet 
Christian commentators seem loth to admit that it 
refers to a spiritual leader, probably for the reason 
that no such title was ever given to one in authority 
in the Christian Churoh.

The first three chapters of the “ Revelation ” have 
no connection with the Apocalypse proper, and appear 
to have been composed after the other was com
pleted. This is evident from passages like the 
following:—

11 Rev. ii. 11.— 11 Ho that overcometh shall not be hurt 
o f  the second death.”

Rev. iii. 12.— “ He that overcometh....... I will write
upon him the name o f  my Ood, and the name of....... the
new Jerusalem, which cometh down out of heaven from 
God.”

Here are clear references to matters described for 
the first time in the Apocalypse proper, and of which 
the reader is assumed to have a full knowledge. 
What is meant by being “ hurt of the second death ” ? 
This, in Rev. xx. 14, is stated to be—being “ cast 
into the lake of fire.” What, again, is meant by 
“ writing upon him the name of God ” ? This, 
according to Rev. vii. 8, refers to the servants of 
God being “  sealed ” with the name of God on the 
forehead. Also, in Rev. xxi. 2, the New Jerusalem is 
first mentioned as “ coming down out of heaven from 
God.”

The Apocalypse, being founded on predictions in 
the “ holy books,” was bound, as a matter of course, 
to contain a “ Son of man ”—the latter personage 
figuring in the books of Daniel, Enoch, and 2 Esdras, 
not one of whose fraudulent writers could have had 
any knowledge of Jesus Christ. Neither, apparently, 
had the Apooalyptist. The short apocalypse in 
Rev. i. 10—20, which Christian commentators say 
symbolises Jesus Christ, is a new and later version 
of the Man on the white horse (Rev. xx. 11—21).

A b r a c a d a b r a .

RESEMBLANCE TO A GREAT PREACHER.
A Prcsbytorian clergyman, recently candidating for a 

pastorago of some importance in a Scotch community in tho 
middle wost, gives his experience—or rather a single 
characteristic incident out of it—in the following language :

“  The evening sorvice was like that of the morning, the 
only difference being that I saw this sturdy peoplo in tho 
light of tho sotting instoad of the rising sun.

But still no word, or hint, revealed to mo tho favor, or 
disfavor, with which my efforts had boon received by tho 
members of tho congregation, savo only that one man had 
ventured to remark ‘ that I had brought him in mind of 
Thomas Chalmers.’

I hurriedly exclaimed : 1 Is that so ? ’ in a tone which all 
too plainly implored him to go on.

‘ Yes,’ said ho, * whon yo blawod yir nose, if my een had 
boon shut, I cud hao swore it was Chalmers.' ”

AN EXCLUSIVE CHURCH.
An old darky wanted to join a fashionable city church 

and the minister, knowing it was hardly tho thing to do and 
not wanting to hurt his feelings, told him to go home and 
pray over it. In a fow days the darky came back.

“  Well, what do you think of it by this time? ”  asked the 
preacher.

11 Well, sab,”  replied the colored man, “  Ah prayed an’ 
prayed, an’ do good Lawd he says to me, ‘ Rastus, Ah 
wouldn't bodder mah haid about dat no mo’. Ah’ve been 
trying to get into dat chu’ch mahse’f fo ’ de las' twenty 
yeahs aud Ah dono had no luck.’ ”
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

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

LONDON.
O utdoor.

B ethnal G reen B ranch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 
Fountain): 3.15 and 6.15, Lectures.

Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park): A. Allison, 
3.15, a Lecture ; 6, W. J. Kamsey, “  Why I Reject Christianity.”

E dmonton B ranch N. S. S. (The Green): 7, J. W. Marshall, 
“  New Gods for Old.”

F insbury P ark : 11.30, C. Cohen, a Lecture.
I slington B ranch N. S. S. (Highbury Corner) : 12 noon, Ivan 

Paperno and Walter Bradford. Newington Green : 7.30, Ivan 
Paperno, a Lecture. Highbury Corner: Wednesday, at 8, 
Ivan Paperno, a Lecture.

K ingsland B ranch N. S. S. (Ridley-road) : 11.30, F. A. Davies, 
“  The World, the Flesh, and the Devil.”

N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. 8. (Parliament Hill) : 3.30, C. 
Cohen, a Lecture.

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford): Excursion to Loughton. Train from Stratford, 11.3.

W ood G reen B ranch N. S. S. (Jolly Butchers Hill, opposite 
Public Library): 7, F. A. Davies, “  Prayer."

COUNTRY.
I ndoor.

R hondda B ranch N. S. S. (Gwalia Restaurant, Tonypandy): 
3, T. Evans, “  Morals and Moral Sentiments in the Making.” 

Outdoor.
H uddersfield B ranch N. S. S. (Market Cross) : 8.45, Geo. T. 

Whitehead, “ Cash, Christ, Cant, and Crime.” Saturday, at 8, 
Geo. T. Whitehead, “ Civil Servants—Divinely Called.”

N elson, L ancs (Chapel-street) : Joseph A. E. Bates—Sunday, 
at 7.15, “ Kingcraft—Past and Present Monday, at 7.30, “ Some 
Chapters from Christian History Tuesday, at 7.30, “  Booth’s 
Bunkum : Sidelights on Salvationism ” ; Wednesday, at 7.30, 
“  The Prince of H e l l T h u r s d a y ,  at 7.30, “  The Free-will 
Fallacy.”

FLOWERS 0F FREETH0UGHT
By G. W . FOOTE.

First Series, cloth • - • • 3a. 6d.
Second Series doth - - - • 2s. 6d.

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

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

inch. Special terms for several continuous insertions.

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS. New Issue. 1. Hunting 
Skunks, G. W. Foote ; 2. Bible ami Teetotalism, J. M. Wheeler; 
3. Principles of Secularism, C. Watts; 4. Where Are Your 
Hospitals! R. Ingersoll. 5. Because the Bible Tells He 
So, W. P. Ball. Often the means of arresting attention 
and making new members. Price 6d. per hundred, poet 
free 7d. Special rates for larger quantities. Samples on 
receipt of stamped addressed envelope.—N. S. S. Secretary 
2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

HARRY" BOULTER, the Freethinker’s Tailor, 108 City-road 
(2nd floor), opposite Old-st. Tube Station. Suits from 37s. 6d.; 
Ladies’ Costumes from 45s. Catholics, Churchmen, Jews, 
and Nonconformists support their own. Go thou and do like
wise ! 10 to 8 at 108. ______ _

THE

MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA.
An Address delivered at Chicago by

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

THREE HALFPENCE.
T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastlo-street, Farringdon-street, E.C*

Ralph Cricklewood,
A Twentieth Cenlury Critical and Rational 

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

By STEPHEN FITZ-STEPHEN.
A Well-Wisher of the Human Family.

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

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

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 upon super
natural belief, and that hnman welfare in this world is tho 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, eto., eto. And to do all such 
lawful things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
hold, receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 
the purposes of the (society.

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

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

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

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

of
but are capable of re-election. An Annual General £
members must be held in London, to receive the Report' _ 
new Directors, and transact any other business that maYrainite&' 

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, fjty. 
can receive donations and bequests with absolute go ¿0
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favor ' BjoJD 
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest appr .ecui°f3. 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The e% ̂ [ee of 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary c° g in 
administration. No objection of any kind has been rfl jj»9 
connection with any of the wills by which the Boci 
already been benefited. ttcooki

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Bat" 
Rood-lane, Fenchnrch-street, London, E.C. 0l

A Form of Bequest.—Tho following is a sufficient f°rfl p̂d 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators :—“  1 
“  bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum ? ¿[ bf
“  free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a receipt 
“  two members of the Board of the said Society and the p ibe 
“  thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors 
‘ said Legacy.”  îllSi

Friends of the Society who have remembered it oretafy fjj 
or who intend to do so, should formally notify tb® wpo 'v'‘ 
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairma » ce9SRfL' 
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is n° ¡ei»idi 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or 
their contents have to be established by competent tes
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n a t i o n a l  s e c u l a r  s o c i e t y .
President: G. W. FOOTE.

Secretary: Miss E M, V a n ce , 2 Nowcastle-st., London, E.C.

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

• nc* knowledge. It knows nothing of divine guidance or 
nterference; it excludes supernatural hopes and fears; it 
ogards happiness as man’s proper aim, and utility as his 

to°ral guide.
Secularism affirms that Progress is only possible through 

’ w^ich is at once a right and a duty; and therefore 
barrier to the fullest equal freedom of®eeks to remove every 

tb°nght, action, and spo w 1A J uuu speech.
ag ecularism declares that theology is condemned by reason 
aso ^Pnrstitious, and by experience as mischievous, and

ails it as the historic enemy of Progress, 
s ecnlarism accordingly seeks to dispel superstition ; to 
too rn  educa£don i bo disestablish religion ; to rationalise 
to at ‘ I *° P10™0*6 peace; to dignify labor ; to extend 
tho well-being ; and to realise the self-government of

A Membership.
fr.liUy. Petson is eligible as a member on signing the 

“OW>ng declaration :—
pi }  desire to join the National Secular Society, and I 
tu-rJ0, myseif, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in 
^oniotmg its objects."

Name..................................
Address................................................................................
Occupation ........................................................................
Dated, this................day o f ......................................190 .

Wit?*8 declaration should bo transmitted to the Secretary 
p j  “  8nbscription.

^-Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every 
hi»mber îs his own subscription according to

toeans and interest in the cause.

Th Immediate Practical Objects.
thouyi legitimation of Boquosts to Secular or othor Froo- 
hete(0 Î Societies, for tho maintenance and propagation of 
c°ûdit'°X °P‘n*ons on matters of religion, on tho same 
Oton̂ .-101?? aa apply to Christian or Theistio churches or

Sensations.
Ueli

Th ua-
äU ? Abolition of the Blasphemy Laws, in ordor that

out f0°n may he canvassed as freely as othor subjects, with- 
Thq*Ty  ®no or Imprisonment.

^Wpv, disestablishment and Disondowmont of the State 
The av. *n. England, Scotland, and Wales, 

to ^ o l i t l o n  of all Religious Teaching and Biblo Reading 
by tim o°L 01 other educational establishments supported 

Th° Î5“a '̂6,
chil^f S*P°nlng ° f all ondowod educational institutions to the 

Th0 Aund youth ° f all classes alike.
°f Suiirj br°'’ atl°n of all laws interfering with tho free use 
H’todav^ £be PurP0S0 ° f culture and recreation ; and tho 
told Art r :°n 'nt’  ° f Stato and Municipal Museums, Libraries, 

A l>e£ 0riea<
equal i „ ^ m °f tho Marriago Laws, especially to socuro 
•tod fiipii-V00 for husband and wife, and a reasonable liborty 
f The E*ty ?£ di7orce.
that an Tnahsation of tho logal status of men and women, — 

The p 'gnts may be independent of sexual distinctions. 
r°to tlir. °cl ‘oa ° f children from all forms of violence, aand

f>t°toatn Hr,ood ° f thoso who would mako a profit out of their 
. Th» . ï °  labor., ->-110 Abr.l-7-
L°storinir utlon °f ah hereditary distinctions and privileges, 

.thorhooj] BP!r‘ t antagonistic to justico and human

?itio08 ^“Provemont by all just and wise moans of tho con 
to t0Wn dai'y  life for tho massos of tho pooplo, especially 
OWeln 8 and oitios, whore insanitary and incommodious 
^ea'tness’ and .tho want of open spaces, causo physical 
. The p and disoase, and tho deterioration of family life.
1 1 If for <?iu°ti°Ii of the right and duty of Labor to organiso 

.to to l 8 moral and economical advancement, and of its 
. The § ?l>al protection in such combinations, 
j °r»t m stltution of tho idea of Reform for that of Punish- 
.°ager bo B]° froatment of criminals, so that gaols may no 

places** »C° 8 o£. brutalisation, or oven of moro doten ion, 
a°8o ^ij0 o£ Physical, intellectual, and moral elevation for 

hxtoar° afflictod with anti-social tendencies. 
b®to hmaa 8I0U o£ £ho moral law to animals, so as to soouro 

. The p ne treatnnnt and logal protection against cruelty, 
o . a of Am“tion °f Peace between nations, and the substi- 
a£*0ttol diathltrat£on f° r War in the settlement of inter-

America’s Freethought Newspaper.

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

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

Subscription R ates.
Single subscription in advance ... ... 83.00
Two new subscribers ... ... ... 5.00
One subscription two years in advance ... 5.00

To all foreign countries, except Mexico, 50 cent3 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 eset S treet, New Y ork, U.S.A.

A NEW (THE THIRD) EDITION
OF

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
By P. 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.

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.

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

DEFENCE OF FREE SPEECH
BY

G. W. FOOTE.

Doing a Three Hours’ Address to the Jury before tho Lord 
Chief Justice of England, in nnswor to an Indictment 

or Blasphemy, on April 24, 1883.

With Special Preface and many Footnotes

Price FOURPENCE. Post free FIYEPENCE.

T he P ionkeb P ress, 2 Newcastle street, Farringdon-street, E.C.
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A LIBERAL OFFER—NOTHING LIKE IT.
Greatest Popular Family Reference Book and Sexology—Almost Given Away.

at 3 and 4 dollars—Now Try it Yourself.
A Million sold

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, die— 
knowing how to live. “  Habits that enslave ”  wreck thousands—young and oM 
Fathers fail, mothers are "bed-ridden,” babies die. Family feuds, marital miseries' 

divorces—even murders—All can be avoided by self-knowledge, self-control.
h ou can discount heaven—dodge hell—here and now, by reading and applying 
wisdom of this one book of 1,200 pages, 400 illustrations, 80 lithographs on 18 anatomic 

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

T he Y oung— How to choose the best to marry.
T he Mabbied— Hew to be happy in marriage.
T he F ond P abent—How to have prize babies.
T he Mother—How to have them without pain.
T be Childless—How to be fruitful and multiply.
T he Cueiods—How they “  growed "  from germ-cell.
T he Healthy—How to enjoy life and keep well.
T he Invalid—How to brace up and keep well.

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

Dr. Foote’s books have been the popular instructors of the masses in America for fifty years (often re-written, enlarge ’̂ 
and always kept up-to-date). For twenty years they have sold largely (from London) to all countries where English 1 
spoken, and everywhere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and most for the price. You may save the Pr‘ce 
by not buying, and you may lose your life (or your wife or child) by not knowing some of the vitally important truths it tell8.

Most Grateful Testimonials From Everywhere.
Panderma, Turkey : "  I can avow frankly there is rarely to j?8Gudivoda, India : “ It is a store of medical knowledge in plainest 

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

Triplicane, India : “  I have gone through the book many times, 
and not only benefited myself but many friends also.”— 
U. tr* . X.

found such an interesting book as yours."—K. H. (Chem*8̂ ‘ 
Calgary, Can. : “  The information therein has changed my who 

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

I have benefited much by it ."—R. M.

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

Price EIGHT SHILLINGS by Mail to any Address.

ORDE R  OF THE P I O N E E R  PRESS,
2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.O.

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

u

OF

BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

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

do®11ol
Ueynoldt's Newspaper B a y s " Mr. G W. Footo, chairman of the Socular Sooioty, ia well nown bb a — ,

exceptional ability. Hia Bible Bomanoes have had a largo Bale in tho original edition. A popular, revise 
enlarged edition, at tho price of 6d., has now boon published by the Pionoor Press, 2 Nowcastlo-street, Far»®» 
street, London, for the Secular Society. Thus, within the roach of almost ovoryono, the ripest thought of the lea 
of modern opinion is being placed from day to day."

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

S I X P E N C E  — N E T

TEE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LO N D O N ^J^.

Printed and Published by tbe P ioneeb Pbkss, 2 Newcastle-street, London, E.C.


