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Others may rase and destroy,—

Tear down, demolish and waste ;

Others may frame and construct,

Fitting together the stones,

As they think, of the city of God.

Mine be the lowlier task,—

Mine be the dropping of seed

In the long silent furroics of earth,
Where she bringeth forth fruit of herself.

— Ernest Ceosby.

Shakespeare and Jesus Christ.

Was onoe lecturing on the Freethought view of
8ous Christ, and the then secretary of the Christian
vidence Society came on the platform to oppose
0. He did not argue, but he told a story relating
0 Charles Lamb, who remarked in a certain conver-
sion that if Shakespeare entered the room they
aU stand up, but if Jesus Christ entered they
uld all fall upon their knees,
t am an intense admirer of Charles Lamb. He was
n infinitely more beautiful character than Thomas
arlyie>who sneered at him, and | believe that some
ina Prose *8 aB sure °f immortality as any written
~ "ne nineteenth century. | flattered myself that |
@w every scrap of Lamb’s writing, and almost
hvery scrap of what had been written about him
. 1 did not remember Mr. Engstrom’s anecdote.
111 could do, therefore, on the spur of the moment,
j aBto assume its truth and reply to it accordingly.
8aid that standing up if Shakespeare entered the
°om would be a natural mark of respect to his
bol°8sal genius. The very attitude of sitting would
®.tpo slovenly at the first aocost of that tremendous
pirit. All our faculties, mental and bodily, would be
reng to their highest tension by his sudden
”®Q. But going on our knees was an irrational
titude, and if we fell into it at the approach of
sbus Christ it would only show the humiliating
ature of superstition and the power of early
ellgious training.
mt is always well, however, to suspect the accuracy
Christian Evidence speakers. They are not
ained in a school of precision, and are apt to be
8loose in statement as they are flimsy in argument,
tj @hew that Lamb was a Deist. He did not accept
delation or embrace the deity of Christ. Conse-
quently j fejf cer”ajn there was a mistake some-
haere 5 perhaps not a very great one in mere form,
j QJprobably a considerable one in substance. That
~eling has since been justified. | have recently been
'Pping again into William Hazlitt—a fine writer,
jj°agh not so profound and quintessential as Lamb.
azlitt is very voluminous, and one of his essays had
~caped my attention. It is on “ Persons One Would
j. I8h to Have Seen,” and is an account of one of
088 famous evenings at Elia’'s. Lamb got into
Mh,°* subtle and solemn moods, shot through
so] (@oerfca*h fantasticality which so often annoyed
, emn people who were not subtle. He said that
j~Would like to see Guy Fawkes and Judas Iscariot.
01858%ather startled the company, but the reasons
1
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given were allowed to be excellent. “ Oh! ever
right, Menenius—ever right!” exclaimed Lamb, who
was now in the full tide of his wild profundity.
What followed shall be given in Hazlitt’'s own
words:— r
< There is only one other person | can think of after
this,” continued Lamb ; but without mentioning a name
that once put on a semblance of mortality. 1If Shakes-
peare was to come into this room, we should all rise up
to meet him; but if that person was to come into it, we
should all all fall down and try to kiss the hem of His
garment.””

The story in this form evidently does not serve the
Christian’s purpose. Lamb said nothing about
falling on one’'s knees in the attitude of worship.
No doubt he would have regarded that as a species
of blasphemy, or at least of idolatry. Kissing the
hem of Christ's garment is quite another matter. It
is a token of overwhelming respectful affection, not
of prostrate slavish adoration. It is an expression
of feeling by gesture which goes beyond words, just
as a lover who Kisses his mistress’s glove, or a bit of
lace that has adorned her dear person, betrays his
love more convincingly than he could do by the finest
sonnet or the most rapturous epistle.

For my part, | do not accept Jesus Christ as a
really historical character. | do not say—I am not
in a position to say : no one is in a position to say—
that there was or was not an aotual personage who
served as the nucleus of all that collection of legend
and mythology whioh appears in the Gospels. But |
am confident that the pioture of Jesus Christ
handed down to us is an ideal one, wrought by the
pious fancy of many generations. On the whole, it
is as imaginary as Hamlet or Othello, as we find
them in the plays of Shakespeare ; or, to take a more
appropriate parallel, as King Arthur, the fabulous
hero of early English romance.

Shakespeare, on the other hand, is indubitably an
historical personage. Those who say we know very
little about him talk ignorantly. We know more
about him than about any other playwright in the
mighty constellation of whioh he was the central
sun. The wonder really is, not that we know so
little, but that we know so much.

Take all the best things in the Gospels, and sup-
pose them to have been really uttered by Jesus
Christ, though nearly all of them were current before
he appeared. What proportion does the sum total
bear to the gold and jewels of Shakespeare’s genius?
We are somewhat blinded to the depth of Shake-
speare’s humanity by the splendor of his intellect.
He dazzles us so that we are apt to lose sight of the
streams of tenderness that sweeten the territory of
his mind. Wordsworth wrote of Milton as one
whose soul was like a star and dwelt apart. But the
soul of Shakespeare was no solitary star—“ pin-
nacled dim in the intense inane.” It was a royal
sun, raining out its beams with inexhaustible gene-
rosity. He took the whole world in his loving
embrace ; he blessed the saints and heroes, pitied
the cowards and villains, and smiled benignly on the
very fools. The world will have to change, and
human nature alter itself, before his vivifying glory
grows dim. Ben Jonson was most inspired when he
said that Shakespeare was “ not of an age, but for

all time'” G. W. Foote.
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Professor Thomson on Science and
Religion.—I11.

(Concluded from p. 772.)
Man, Bays Professor Thomson, has three pathways
to religion—praotioal, emotional, and intellectual.
The curious thing is that, having told us this, he
proceeds to point out—presumably, unconsciously—
that these are not pathways at all. Concerning the
practical pathway, we are told “ Many a man has
become religious when he reached the limit of his
practical endeavor. Of the emotional pathway, we
learn, “ At the limit of his emotional tension man
has often become a worshiper.” And man finds
religion along the pathway of scienoe because he
needs answers to questions “ which lie beyond
science '—that is, he gets off the pathway altogether.

It is a strange thing, but whenever apologists like
Professor Thomson grow unusually solemn in their
treatment of religion, they almost invariably end by
being funny. And it is certainly laughable that a
man should set out to describe the pathways that
lead to religion, and go on to point out that people
land in religion because they have not the strength
or the courage to travel along the roads indicated.
For dearly, if man could put up with the emotional
strain of life, or bear the disappointment of failure,
or submit to inevitable ignorance, then, on Professor
Thomson’s own showing, the need for religion would
not arise. Man does not reach religion along either
of these pathways ; he simply travels along them as
he feels inolined, and then, feeling tired, turns to
religion. And he might as well and as profitably
have taken to religion before he commenced the
journey. All that Professor Thomson has done is to
indicate that the main support of religion is human
helplessness and ignorance. This may not have been
his intention, but it i3 the only conclusion that
really emerges.

It is tolerably plain that Professor Thomson is
under the impression that the great field for religion
is feeling or emotion. This is indicated in the
remark that “ just as the great mathematicians and
metaphysicians represent the aristocracy of human
intellect, so the great religions geniuses represent the
aristocracy of human emotion.” In essence, there is
nothing new in this claim; neither is there any
evidence forthcoming of its truth. And there is
more in this distinction than meets the eye. But as
a mere matter of fact, there is no reason whatever
for the distinction. Coleridge’s dictum that poetry
is the proper antithesis to science is open to
serious objection ; but there is much more in it than
there is in the distinction of Professor Thomson'’s.
Scores of religious geniuses have pursued their work
with as muoh attention to scientific method and
precision as they were capable of, and have even
prided themselves on the fact that they made no
appeal to mere emotion. They have only fallen
back upon emotion when intellectual justification
has not been forthcoming. The “ heart” then
becomes a substitute for the head. It has become
popular to-day, partly for the reason just stated, and
partly because it is one easy of use by mediocrities and
even by stupid people. It gives a comfortable feeling
of superiority to a preacher to parade his feelings as
decisive disproof of the reasoning of such men as
Darwin and Spencer. They enjoy all the pleasure of
feeling wise, without enduring the travail that often
accompanies the getting of wisdom. It enables in-
herited prejudices to rank as reasoned conviction.
In addition, there is nothing that cannot be proved
or disproved once the soundness of the rule is
admitted.

The plea that religion is supreme in the emotional
sphere, that the emotions represent a superior court
of appeal, and that the religious genius is the great
interpreter of human emotion, meets us in various
forms, but in whatever form it is encountered, it is
quite fallacious. Intellectual activity is not, and
cannot be, divorced from feeling. There are states of
mind in which feeling predominates, and there are
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states of mind in which reason predominates. Bn

all intellectual activity involves a feeling elemen-
The often made remark that feeling and intellect ar

in conflict is true only in the sense that ultimate y
certain intellectual states, plus their associated f00'
ings, are in confiiot with other intellectual statesan

their associated feelings. But there is a strong
pleasurable feeling in merely intellectual activity»
just as there is a decided painful feeling in 1

obstruction. To realise this one need only conside

the keen pleasure that results from a rapid and easy
sweep of the mind through a long chain of reasoning»
and the positive pain that ensues when the terms o

a problem baffles comprehension. Professor Thom-
son gives an instance of this when he says that man
at the limit of his endeavor has fallen back upon
religion for relief. Quite so; it is the painful feeling
arising from intellectual failure that has thrown
some men into religion. In this they have aote

like those who fly to a drug for relief from a pain
they lack the courage to bear. They have taken a
narcotic when they needed a stimulant.

Really, religion is no more peculiarly oonneote
with emotion than are other subjects of investiga-
tion. One may even put the query whether there
would be any investigation at all in the absence o
emotion to serve as driving power. Action, even
intellectual action, is prompted by feeling, althougn
it should always be guided and justified by reason-
And the feeling for truth, the emotion roused in it8
pursuit and discovery, is as intense and as over-
mastering as is emotion when linked to religi°’0®
belief. Those who have made the pursuit of “ °adl
scientific truth ” their life’'s work have shown every
whit as much ardor and passion as those who g\
their lives to religion. The picture of a man giving
his life for religion is easily paralleled by a character
like Vesalius, haunting the charnel-houses of Europ0»
risking the most loathsome of diseases in the
interests of scientific research. The abiding PaS
sion for truth that animated a character like Bruno
easily matches, if it docs not surpass, the Per*f®
tetio propagandism of the missionary monk. f"O0
passion and enthusiasm and sacrifices of soientmO
workers is less advertised than the passion for reli-
gion, but they are none the less real, and certainly
not less valuable. And as the searoh for truth i8
inspired by feeling, so its disoovery excites and gra
tifies the most profound emotion. The state of miD
of Kepler on discovering the true laws of planetary
motion is hardly less ecstatio than that of a re
gious visionary describing his sense of persona
communion with God. Only it is emotion guidO
and justified by reason, not reason held in chec
and partly throttled by emotion.

When Matthew Arnold described religion
morality touched with emotion he substituted a fa'
lacy for a definition. Religion was assumed t
supply the emotional element necessary to g\
morality foroe and passion. But this is only anotb0
form of the fallacy under consideration. Religl0
does not take its rise in emotion, although there a
very clear reasons why, once existing, it should arou
strong emotions and, in time, rest upon tbeni |
support. Primarily, however, religion is as much a
intellectual conviction as is the Coparnioan systO
of astronomy. Religion exists first as an idea °r g
belief; it afterwards appeals to emotion. There ~
no religious emotions, only emotions connected
religion. There is, however, a religious idea, and
genesis is easily discoverable. The determining p°»
of nature that are conceived by the modern mm
terms of mechanical foroe are by the primitive >
conceived as living agents. The pressure of f®].
not otherwise explainable by uninstructed m 0 Al
gence, suggest the action of living beings, “ner
no reasonable doubt of this. And could pr*0L O
man, by some lucky acoldent, have hit upon the
theory of nature, the history of religion might »
be written in the words of the famous essay
Snakes in Ireland.

All religious belief is thus of the nature of EH
inference drawn from experience. The inferen
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false to fact; but in the conditions of its origin this
B inevitable. Bat, being an inference, religion is
n°t primarily an emotion, bat a conviction: and it
~nst stand or fall by its intellectual sanity. What-
ever emotional value it has is of a secondary value,
and even that must be tried by intellectual tests.
And it seems like dwelling on a truism to say that
Unless men first believed something about religion
fney could never have emotions connected with it.
Dope and fear may color our conviotions, they may
°08truot the formation of correot opinions, but they
arise in connection with a belief, and not indepen-
dently of it.

What is true is that religion is a subject in which
toe feeling element usually predominates. In science
feeling is kept mor8 under control, because it is
recognised as a cause of bias. In religion bias,
'nstead of being decried, is a desideratum. It is, in
fact, the mental bias, that is usually indicated in the
appeal to feeling. The cry of an unintelligent
Patriotism, “ My country, right or wrong,” becomes
In the present instance, “ My religion, right or
~rong." in science criticism is not discouraged,
jfacause it is recognised that the road to safety lies
“yway of oriticism and investigation. In religion
all the inducements are in the other direction. Cri-
ticism is an impertinenoe, and investigation may
cause disaster. The result is that, whereas in science
feeling is kept under proper control, or restricted to
fts legitimate functions, in religion it dominates all
else. And it does this largely through the element

fear. From the earliest time this is one of the
atfongest characteristics of religion. It is the un-
pleasant aspect of things that quiokena religious
convictions. Fear sets man worshiping, and fear
Prevents him criticising the object of his worship.
:n this way it is of the very essence of the religious
*dea to arouse one of the strongest of human
emotions.

But this does not mean that religion springs from
emotion, nor does it mean that religion can satisfy
human emotion more thoroughly than aught else.
Neither does it prove that religious geniuses are the
Aristocracy of emotion. Naturally, while religion
forms a large and intrusive portion of the environ-
ment, some people suffering from what Professor
-mehorrson calls “ strain ” will be inclined to turn to it
for help. But that is amere accident of the environ-
ment. Other people will find the same relief in non-
Nligious pursuits, and a fresh inspiration in the
human life around them. And these, one finds some
comfort in believing, are an increasing number,
"hey realise that oven emotion, if it is good, must be
susceptible of intellectual justification. And when
“ m not so, when mere emotion is pleaded as a
pound for rejecting rational conclusions, we have
Nationalism driven to its last ditoh. »~ ~

“ The Reality of the Cross.”

IhEiNoV Orchard, D.D., of Enfield, is a New
the Of%ian considerable note. He has, perhaps,
nj 'pbtlest intellect and the least prejudiced judg-
aj “°f all the prominent divines of the day. It is
biaays his desire to be fair to his opponents, to state
i cagQhonestly and to employ sound arguments in
thro™15"?: . H”> one ambition is to penetrate
arflo(Ugh *he hard crust of dogma, on every subject,
@&mo the truth which is supposed to be embedded

the U *8 0D " sear°h realities, especially
realifciea of religion. Whether the quest is
eXa™ spu} or not is a highly debatable point. For
ther ™ e>in the Christian Commonwealth for Nov. 29,
réc a appeared a condensed report of an address he
and = ™ delivered on “ The Reality of the Cross ” ;
doctjiPmuch as the Cross is the central Christian
0,.N IQo, it may be profitable to inquire whether Dr.
it Or ard has succeeded in discovering any reality in
VFiOb hfO admits, at the outset, that the teaching
the orthodox Church has so vigorously cham-
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pioned through all the ages is “ unintelligible to
the great majority of people to-day.” Theories of
the Atonement he brushes aside with admirable
courage; even texts of Scripture he ignores in his
eagerness to get to where all scriptures and dogmas
first came from—" to the experience in the heart of
man.” But how does he get “ to the experience in
the heart of man?” The path along whioh he
pretends to arrive there is certainly an illegitimate
one. He assumes the full historicity of the Gospel
Jesus, and selects certain alleged incidents in his life
as typical of “ the experience in the heart of man.”
Surely, Dr. Orchard cannot but acknowledge, as a
candid man, that such a oourse is utterly unworthy
of a genuine critic. He knows full well that a large
number of Christian soholars not only doubt, but
positively deny the historicity of the four Gospels.
It is certainly not through them that we can find
“ the experience in the heart of man.”

But we must follow our would-be guide to reality,
although we know that he ison the wrong road. His
point is that “ the Cross was oertainly a real issue
for Jesus, whatever we are going to make of it. The
shadow fell upon his life very early.” Then ho
proceeds thus:—

“ The shadow fell when, at twelve years of age, Jesus
visited the Temple. He felt that hero in these things
was his calling, not back again in the narrow little village
from whence he came. And then his parents found him
and asked him to go back with them; and he surren-
dered his vision at the calling of duty, and went back to
Nazareth. He meant to be utterly true to the immediate
things of life, trusting they would lead him to the truth.
So he wont down to Nazareth ‘and was subject unto
them.” That is the first shadow of the Cross.”

Of course, Dr. Orchard is aware that the Temple-
episode occurs only in Luke, and that many Christian
oritics treat it as legendary. Strauss did not hesi-
tate to pronounce the story obviously untrust-
worthy ; but even on the assumption of its
historicity, the fact that stares us in the face is
that it is only by putting an imaginative interpreta-
tion upon it that Dr. Orchard can see any shadow of
the Cross. Taking the incident as it stands there is
nothing to indioate that Jesus was unwilling to
return to Nazareth with his parents. The same
remarks apply to the allusion to the Baptism and
the Temptation as furnishing another instance of
the shadow of the Cross falling on Jesus. Granting
a historical basis for those tales, it is yet impossible
to tell where fact ends and legend begins. And in
any case the shadow of the Cross becomes discernible,
even to Dr. Orchard himself, only in the light of his
own interpretation of the alleged events.

Our divine discerns the shadow of the Cross at
various stages in the period known as the public
ministry of Jesus. The shadow continued to develop
until it reached its climax in the Garden of Geth-
semane. Here Dr. Orchard falls back upon his
ingenuity:—

“ It seoms to me thore is only one possible meaning in
Gethsomano. His *bitter cup’' was that ho should
have to fail with his work undone. There was no way
out save by compromise, by lowering the standard. Ho
rose from his knees, determined to go on and leave the
rest to God. That, as | understand it, was the issue of
the Cross for Jesus; to win by false means, or to fail
by the only moans that he believed he ought to trust in
and act upon....... Why do we bother about doctrines of
tho Atonement ? The Atonement is not a doctrine, it IS
something that is done. The fact of tho Cross iS a
universal fact in the life we are living.”

Dr. Orchard may rail at doctrines as much as he
likes, but there is no getting away from the fact that
what he offers in the above extract is a definite
doctrine of the Atonement, such a doctrine as robs
Jesus of every scrap of uniqueness and reduces him
to the stature of ordinary men. Furthermore, the
moment Jesus ceases to be a Divine Being he
becomes a very commonplace man. If, in the
garden of Gethsemane, Jesus was not God sweating
blood under the awful load of the world’s sin, then be
was less than a great man on the eve of a martyr's
doom. You read of no weak Gethsemare whimpers
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prior to the martyrdom of Socrates, of Giordano
Brnno, or of Francisco Ferrer. Divesting Jesns of
his Deity, Dr. Orchard strips him of his perfect
humanity at the same time.

In spite of his undoubted scholarship the reverend
gentleman is pre-eminently a man of feeling. In
fact, his emotions run away with him. Listen to this
rhapsody:—

“ How does the Cross save men ? Not by any theory.
But in this way, that the life of God comes there into
absolute victory in the soul of man, and the moment we
dare stand in front of it without reservation, then that
same life wakens in our hearts too. It is life touching
life, a vital process, beyond all theories, beyond all
descriptions. And so, while | reject all theories, | know
that fact, and | glory in the Cross.”

When a man works himself up into that mood it is
useless to reason with him. He is in a state of emo-
tional inebriation, and scarcely responsible for his
words; but the fact remains that the only theories
he rejects are those which differ from the one he has
adopted himself, and when sober he will surely admit
that, on his own showing, the death of Jesus, in the
absenoe of all theories, cannot be differentiated from
that of any other human martyr. And yet Dr.
Orchard exclaims: “ It is the Cross of Christ which
makes me feel I am a sinful man. It makes me
penitent because it discovers to me my cowardice
and failure. Jesus had to die because there are men
like me in the world ; he had to suffer because hun-
dreds of us would not suffer.” At this point the
reverend gentleman pours out a flood of contempt
upon himself. He cannot find words strong enough
for his self-condemnation. “ The very bread | eat,
the clothes | wear are touched with blood,” he cries;
“ and within me | find a spirit beseeching me to give
myself utterly in service to my fellows, and | dare
not, for very cowardice.” Surely, when he penned
those words he must have been in the blues, suffering
from a fit of hypochondriasis. We are quite certain
that he is not a coward, but very brave and noble.
In any case, why does the death of Jesus awaken a
sense of sin in him, any more than the death of
Bruno, or of any other man who has ever laid down
his life for his conviction ? The only explanation is
to be found in the fact that Dr. Orchard was born in
a Christian country, and brought up in Christian
beliefs.

Numerous questions crowd into the mind at this
point, and all must prove extremely puzzling to a
Christian believer. Dr. Orohard has painted a horrid
portrait of himself, which we know is untrue to life;
but he alleges that the Cross of Christ means that
God will never let him go. But if God has had him
in his grip all along, how on earth can he have been
and be the wicked fellow he describes ? If the pic-
ture he draws is a true one, God has held him to very
little purpose. If God sheds blood to bring us round
to his way of thinking, it follows that God's self-
saorifice is practically nothing but cruel waste. Even
according to Dr. Orchard’'s admissions, God's exist-
ence has been of no benefit to mankind. If the
reverend gentleman calls himself a failure, the God
who is said to hold him is an infinitely greater failure.
And if God holds one he holds all, and so we come to
the intolerable absurdity of God-held lunatics filling
our asylums, God-held criminals crowding our prisons,
and God-held landlords and employers grinding the
faces of their God-held tenants and employees! If
suoh a God exists he must be more insane than the
worst lunatic, more criminal than any deliberate
murderer, and more cruel than the hardest landlord
or employer that ever lived.

The Cross is anything but a reality. There are
hundreds of conflicting interpretations being served
out to the credulous at the present time, and they are
all alike but idealisations of a perfectly natural
occurrence. We are firm believers in vicarious
ministries, and we rejoice in the knowledge that the
altruistic spirit is steadily growing. We are sur-
rounded by people who do suffer in the service of
others, whose greatest joy is to witness beneficial
results, and who are animated by no other emotion
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than human love. This emotion is their only incen®
tive to heroic conduot. Many there are who carry
heavy crosses, and carry them vicariously, 80

humanity is slowly reaping the benefit; but tu

theological cross, in every one of its multitudinous
forms, Dr. Orchard's not excepted, has done inca-
culable harm by cramming men’s minds with a
sorts of notions which become embodied in all sor

of nefarious deeds. Why, again and again it h®
drenched the earth with the blood of her nobles
sons and daughters; and yet, in spite of its ngy
history, Dr. Orchard informs us that he glories in i
and urges others to do the same. The only thing
worth glorying in is the honest human effort to up-
lift mankind, the struggle for individual and socia
well-being. The Christian sects spend most of their
time in enlarging upon and condemning the wea

ness and failings and heresies of one another. Hap-
pily they are being gradually supplanted by tha
scientific Humanitariauism the only aim of whic

shall be to make every human being an active
member, in faithful service, of the social organism.

j. T. Lioyd.

Nonconformosis.

This interesting disease is found mostly among
members of the Lower-Middle-Class-Liberal-Back-
bono-of-the-Nation community. Apart from the
work of a few pioneers, who have never failed to dm
into the ears of a preoccupied public, but little has
been done until recently to arrest its growth or even
to investigate its peculiar characteristics. Severs
oauses have contributed to this inactivity, not the
least of them being that stupid British conven-
tionalism which has always rewarded enterprise wit
obstruction and dishonor. The consequences have
been two-fold—firstly, ignorance of the real nature
of the malady ; and, secondly, a paucity of physician0
sufficiently qualified to administer correctives. H 19
agreeable to find, however, that the fences erecte
by a timid conservatism are gradually being force
further back, and that the social preserves upon
which adventurers may not trespass are beoommg
more and more circumscribed; and to this salutary
process is due the increased knowledge of Noncon-
formists, of which I shall give a few particulars i°
this article. .
One of the earliest symptoms—the presenoe 0
which is, perhaps, the surest guide to a correo
diagnosis—is the smile. However slight the
tion may be, this particular symptom is rarely
missing. It may be seen in varying degrees 0
intensity, corresponding to the amount of function®
derangement, but it attains its perfection only wb0D
the disease has become well established. After a
long period of years it has been known to become
completely ineradicable, and it is then termed, *
popular parlance, “ the smile that won't come oft-
This appropriate phrase is true in more than on
sense, for it has been found that this singular com
traotion of the features, onoe so seduotive 1
conjunction with the utterances of some enthusiast!
mission preacher, does not “ come off ” nearly 8
frequently as it used to. .
Every physician knows the value of judici

questioning. A correot history of a case “rol™hO
patient’s own lips is of great importance. Now \
following question will be found materially JL991}j

in distinguishing the disease under notice—*“ wb*
do you consider the two worst forms of wickedness
If the patient answers, “ Horse-racing and intemper
ance,” he should be treated for Nonoonformosis.

Not the least curious feature of this ourio
complaint, and one which has given rise to con9l<lu0
able differences of opinion among members of
medical faculty, is the frequent reiteration by * ,
patient of some half-dozen terms whioh are bell0 ._
to bear reference to his religious persuasion. ®
vation,” “ righteousness,” “ sin,” and a few 0
cognate expressions, are ever on his lips. The the
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a®”een advanced that this peculiarity is the direot
outcome of the disturbance, and is inseparable from

" and for many years this plausible and apparently
natural explanation was pretty generally accepted by

he medical profession. The recent researches of
"r°fe88or Truthisgoode, however, which have thrown
@®uah a flood of light on this part of the subject, have
ailed to substantiate this view. That eminent and
Painstaking specialist collected evidence from up-
wards of 10,000 cases, and his investigations prove

hat the extraordinary symptom under notice is but
the manifestation in a particular direction of a weak-
ness which is general and constitutional. After
ruminating all those cases which were known to be
ereditary, no less than 97J per cent, of the
rofessor's remaining patients were found to have
Possessed a scanty and indisoriminative vocabulary,
and a very limited capaoity for ideas, before contracting
disease; and in the other 2J per cent, the pecu-
larity was either entirely absent or imperfectly
oveloped. The real value of this inquiry lies in the
Pfoof it affords that, apart from transmission, the
oisease finds practically all its victims among those
"yhose mental organism is already inherently defeo-
. Ve A mentality accessible to ideas, capable of
Independent thought and reason, and able to express
fl'Self through the medium of an extensive vocabulary,
Bseldom or never affected.

Attempts have been made to classify the various
~ages of the disease, so as to correspond with the
varieties of clothing worn by the patient. Nothing
approaching exactitude has, however, been estab-
lished. The question of apparel is largely governed
by personal idiosyncrasy, and the influence of Non-
conformosis upon a patient’s dress cannot be deter-
mined with any certainty. The most that can be
®aid may be conveniently put into two by no means
universal rules : (1) A severe attack will often adver-
se itself in a soft hat and trousers which have
abandoned the vertical orease for a series of hori-
zontal rings and a oertain inflation at the knees,
p) On the first day of each week the patient can
frequently be seen carrying a black book. This
latter symptom, although liable to appear at any
June, occurs most frequently in ohronic cases, and,
from its recurrence every seventh day, it has been
called the “ hebdomadal symptom.” Nonconfor-
mosis is the only disease distinguished in this
manner, though “ enneatio," or ninth-day, symptoms
are known to accompany some other disorders. If,
therefore, the diagnosis should leave any room for
uoobt, the appearance of the black book will afford
unmistakable proof of the nature of the disease.

An experienced practitioner, attending upon a
Ueurotio patient, will be ever on the watch for
Jhose strange delusions whioh his professional train-
In8 will have prepared him to expect. Noncon-
frrmosis, being a mental and nervous disorder of a
Particularly obstinate nature, is not without its
characteristic delusions. A singular and interesting
Phenomenon, however, whioh differentiates the com-
plaint under notice from all others of a Kkindred
Uature, is that the same specific delusion is common
i° nearly every case. The patient persuades himself
Into the belief that he and his fellow-sufferers are
healthy, normal individuals, and that those who are
free from the disease are the unwholesome members

society. It will be readily understood that this
Unfortunate perversion of the truth renders a patient
iebellious under treatment, and not infrequently
engenders a violent dislike for the attending
Physician. Indeed, history provides many instances
Juwhich a number of sufferers, drawn together by
?ho supposed injustice of some wholly imaginary
"-treatment, have sought the protection of the law
hgainst their medical advisers ; and, as the plaintiffs
have never been without their representatives among
Jhe legal profession, such aotions have sometimes led
to the conviction and imprisonment of useful and
Unoffending members of society.

loquacity and a tendency to exaggeration are
syrnptom8 which are seldom lacking, and their
aPpearance is an indication that the malady is
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making headway in the system. The garrulity of
the patient is a fairly safe guide in determining the
age of the disease. Indeed, by carefully noting the
progress of the talk, an expert practitioner can often
fix the approximate date of the seizure when the
patient himself is totally unable to do so. Young
physicians are warned that great caution is desirable
in conversation, for it has been observed that certain
terms, harmless enough when employed among
normal subjects, will aggravate these particular
symptoms and produce unlooked-for agitation. Such
words as “ Catholicism,” “ Licensing,” and “ Dis-
establishment ” should be used with the greatest
possible care, and only when absolutely unavoidable;
and it may be stated, as an invariable rule, that the
word “ Education” should never, in any circum-
stances whatever, be made use of in the presence of
a patient. The utterance of this one word alone has
been known to produce a sudden rise of temperature,
violent gesticulations, and a volubility highly detri-
mental to the welfare of the sufferer.

Little need be said as to the treatment of the
malady. The only method of any efficaoy is now
well known and widely practised. It was once
thought that the disease was incurable, and it was
only in the early stages of the disorder that the
physicians offered any hope of recovery. But wider
research and greater acouraoy of information have
resulted in such an improved treatment that com-
plete oures of what would once have been regarded
as hopeless cases are not uncommon. The curative
work, however, is the least important part of the
war now being waged against this malignant disease.
The valuable discoveries of Professor Truthisgoode,
referred to above, have concentrated the attention of
the medical profession upon predisposition, and the
measures now adopted are, as all the world knows,
preventive rather than remedial. At the very earliest
suspicion of an attack, an immediate and widespread
course of reading is prescribed, and a study of the
scientific attainments of the past century is often
particularly advised. It is a satisfaction to know
that this treatment, whioh is rendered the easier by
the enormous increase during the last deoade of
sound literature at cheap rates, is meeting with
considerable success. By taking advantage of this
wide dissemination of good books, many thousands
have been saved whose predisposition to attack
would in all probability have led to a definite seizure.
Year by year the official returns of sufferers show a
consistent decline, and some of the more sanguine
among medical specialists prophesy that, in the not
far-distant future, the last remnants of this dis-
tressing malady will be banished from our Bhores.

R. Nohth.

The Christian God.

{Reprinted from the New York “ Truthscckcr")

I HAVE read everything | could get hold of about
this God, and | have only confirmed my first im-
pression, that man has never made a worse Deity,
a more heartless, inhuman brute and called him by
the name of God. While there is cruelty, cold and
pitiless, in nature ; while there is strife, deadly and
merciless, in nature; while there is vengeance, re-
lentless and wicked, in nature; its cruelty ends with
death; its strife ends when the victim is still; its
vengeance ceases when the struggle is over. Not so
with the cruelty and vengeance of the Christian
God. He hates after death; he carries his torture
and punishment beyond the grave ; he pursues man
with pain and suffering through all eternity.

The raw material of all theology is the world about
us; the universe of things mirrored in the human
mind; but look into this mirror and, notwithstanding
you see sad pictures, beautiful pictures, horrible
pictures ; pictures of men burning at the stake, with
priests gloating over their agony; pictures of women
killed by tho savage blow of the barbarian, who laughs
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at their shrieks of anguish; pictures of crime that
make the blood run cold ; pictures of sufferings that
open every pore of pity in the human heart—these
altogether cannot express the merciless horrors in-
flicted by the Christian God upon unbelievers. The
hell of Christianity is all the pains and pangs of time
multiplied into eternal torment.

We judge a father by the way he treats his child.
We have the right to judge God by the way he treats
men. If Christian teachings are true, then the
Christian God will doom the larger part of the
human race to everlasting punishment.

Bad men must have made such a bad God; that
is, men with a bad religion.

We are told that the Christian God had a son ;
that this eon was born under divine influences; that
he was acknowledged by God to be his “beloved
son,” in whom be was “ well pleased,” soon after he
was baptised by John, but from that hour God
showed no interest whatever in his life or in his
career, and even let him die a cruel death without
making any attempt to save him or to help him,
although Jesus had cried out in disappointment,
“ My God, my God, why hast thou forsaken me ?”

No human father would treat a child as the
Christian God treated his “ only begotten son.” A
man with the affection of a parent for his offspring
would have done everything in his power to rescue
his child, and would have risked bis life to save him,
and, if he failed, he would have stood by and taken
the dear, dead body, with its red wounds, and placed
it lovingly in its grave, and when he could do no
more would have wept upon the sacred mound the
tears of helpless love.

Will not God do as much as man?
love as faithful and true as human love ? Can man
trust a God who will desert his own son when in
trouble ? Read the story of Jesus, and you will find
no evidence of divine love and care in it. Why, if
Jesus had been that son of God, the only child of
heaven, when wicked priests, through hatred and
revenge, had him condemned to die on the cross, his
heavenly Father should have hurled the cross to the
ground and then and there confounded his son’s
enemies by rescuing him from defeat and death.
The cross became a crucifix, and that dead body of
God’s son nailed to it is the eternal witness against
divine love. Wherever it stands to-day it denies that
there is a Father in heaven who cares for the chil-
dren of women.

Not a tear of God fell upon the face of his son as
he hung dying upon the cross. No sign of grief was
seen in the heavens when Jesus “ gave up the ghost.”
There was no divine mourner at his bier. A woman
wept for him. A woman’s love went to his grave,
but from the hour he died to this hour his Father in
heaven has never visited the place where he was
buried.

If such desertion and cruel indifference is the way
of God, then let us rejoice that we are men.

L. K. Washburn.

Is not divine

Obituary.

W e regret to announce the death of Mr. Walter James
Casey, which occurred on Sunday, November 26, at the age
of fifty-four years. For thirty years Mr. Casey was a
zealous and useful member of the N. S. S., availing himself
of every opportunity to promote the dissemination of Free-
thought principles. In recent years ill-health prevented him
from taking an active part in propaganda work, but his love
for the cause was a bright flame to the end. He was an
ardent admirer of Charles Bradlangh, to serve whom, in
every way possible, he regarded as the supreme privilege of
his life; and subsequently he proved equally loyal to the
present honored head of the N. S. S. The interment took
place on Friday, December 1, in the Islington portion of the
Finchley Cemetery, when a Secular Service was conducted
at the graveside by Mr. J. T. Lloyd. The N.S.S. was
represented by Mr. T. Shore and Miss Stanley.—J. T. L.
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Acid Drops.

Two of the biggest hypocrites in England—the Arc <
bishops of Canterbury and York, who take (15,000 an
¢ 10,000 a year respectively for preaching the 80SPE u
“ blessed be ye poor "—have issued an appeal against Weis
Disestablishment. They *“ call upon Christian men an
women everywhere to render impossible the accompli3’
ment of an act so disastrous to the religious life and we m
being of the country.” We can understand its beID
disastrous to the well-being of the country if that 1
identified with the material well-being of the clerical gentle-
man who run the present Church. But how on earth call
disestablishment—or even complete disendowment, which 1
not at all likely to happen—be disastrous to the religions j1
of the country ? The Archbishops’ statement implies [Pe®
all the Church clergy in Wales are mere hirelings, and tn
all their flocks are at heart entirely indifferent. It ag
implies that position and money cannot be compensated t
by the power of Christ and the assistance of the Almigb*/
All this may be quite true, but is it wise on the part of t
Archbishops to emphasise it in this way ?

Mr. Israel Zangwill has been telling a Christian Commone
wealth interviewer a story of his childhood which illustrat ~
the evil power of religious prejudice. It was on the Day 0
Atonement, and his mother wanted to spend the day in *
synagogue, so little Israel was left in the charge of tn
nurse. The rest must be told in his own language :—

“ *When | was seven weeks’ old and resident in the 600 3
city of Bristol,” he says, ‘ my mother (who is, of course,
authority for the story) was induced to entrust me for a
to the care of a Christian nursemaid—an uneducated g,r
16 ; but, becoming uneasy, she returned unexpectedly
inquire after me. g

" *She found the girl playing in the street, and
assured | was asleep ; but, insisting on entering the h°us”
she found me screaming in my cradle, my head covered W
a pillow, my face black, and my mouth full of blood,
girl confessed finally that, in revenge for the death of Ch
she had, with pins, pricked a bloody sign of the Crosson 1
tongue.””

Mr. Zangwill does not point out, nor does the New Theology
organ, but we will, that this cruel deed was done m
spirit of the New Testament. Ono of the many imposel
and clearly invented, things in the Gospel account of
trial and execution of Jesus is tho conversation betwe”
Pilate and the Jewish mob. They callod upon Pilate*
crucify Jesus, and overcame his reluctanco by crying “ ",
blood be on us and on our childron.” That cry was inven

by Christian malice to cover the Jews with infamy- Q
there it stands in tho record, and tho servant girl ba®* a
doubt read it or heard it, and she only wreaked her batr
on one of the “ children.” And she was by no means al®
Christian Churches had perpetrated awful, and sometlli3*
unspeakable, cruelties upon the Jews for hundreds of yea
in the name of that abominable text.

The New York Times published misrepresentations of

Ingersoll in its issue of October 9, and has refused™ to
them be corrected. One of the misrepresentations is x
odd. The Times said that Ingersoll’'s defence of the » |,
Routers, in a famous law case tried in 1882, “ wound up
his legal career. This overlooks the fact that several ye® 0
later Ingersoll conducted for a client a libel suit against
Times and forced the publishers to pay nearly 22,000 dol

We suppose the Times conveniently forgot that.

Pastor Russell, the Brooklyn preacher who is e BSyij
industriously advertised in London, is suing the ®r0°-gvij.
Eagle for one hundred thousand dollars damages. .je
dently, in his own opinion, he has an extremely Tp.gtor
character. There are some cnrious statements about 3 I
Russell in the New York Truthseeker. One of them IS
his wife obtained a separation from him for ILlcm°®
Surely that cannot be true. Men of God are so frequ
persecuted in that way.

According to the Truthseeker (Now York) the Womp"gf_
Los Angeles have been induced to register by the r0”J;ngg.
tion board meetings in churches and at prayer moo” eJjt
The women are expected to vote as the clericals want »
to in the December election. More than ninety thousa

them have registered.

The Rev. F. B. Meyer has just changed his opiniou

theatres and music halls. He has discovered tha; IS to
need recreation, and he is quite willing for bis.”* paging
visit the places of amusement approved of by him- QuSpI-

by recent incidents, if at any time they observe &ny



December io, 19ii THE FREE

p*ons item they are to let him know, then he will go and see

f°r himself and report to the County Council. The real
oensor of plays and music hall turns, he maintains, should
bo the Church. In fact, the reverend gentleman seems to
imagine that the true censorship centres in himself. He is
also resolutely determined to oppose, tooth and nail, the
slightest competition on the Church’s field day. ihero
must be no amusement on the Sunday. He knows that he
would soon be lost in that competition.

Providence again 1 According to a Christian World
nter, the present situation in China has been “ provi-
o®utially prepared ” to pave the way for the Christianisation
the people.” We don’t know how this is, but we do know
j ?.. would be thought of a man, or a body of men, who
itiated and maintained bad government and oppression in
0j OB forms, then created a revolution costing thousands
fives, in order to prepare for something else. Of course,
en/fo create revolutions, but then the same people do not
cate the conditions that call for the outburst. But, on the
.ypothesis of providential preparation, God creates the evil
order to apply the remedy. It is social vivisection on a
dossal scale—without even the excuse of the vivisoctionist.
ud We have heard of other preparations. The Spanish and
ussian Governments have before now “ providentially pre-
Pmd ” revolts in order to realise their aims. But they have
Hot received from outsiders for their efforts.
~mire the methods*”~ God, but don't imitate them, appears
* avery good rule in such cases.

un-n aPPeal to the British public to find £250,000 for a
WIVrsHy for China, there is displayed rather more than the
Wa atnounb °1 caQt an(l hypocrisy. The plea is put for-
ty rl that China is not able to found universities of the
ty sforn type, and she must rely upon Western initiative.
e do not believe that there is any great necessity for
ne*ersities of the type of Western institutions. What China
tar wD RiaP°  Western knowledge and ideas she will
, if she is left alone. And if her taking is to result in real
anv*’' WHLbe modified in accordance with the needs, and
PPfied in a manner suitable to the genius, of the Chinese
im AN %) an example of English—and American—
Pndenco and arrogance to assume that a country is not
ifised unless its institutions are copies of our own. It
ay be convenient for Greenwich to fix the world’s
pridian, but there is no roason whatever for Clapliam
j ,Parfog a moral barometer for the universe. Given free
fa-erc°Qrse between the nations—and China, when treated
tIy, has never seriously objected to this—and the people
bOdny nation are the best judges of what they need and the
= st architects of their own institutions. There is no more
mcation for forcing our institutions upon China than
do6*0 i8 *or foming them upon Japan. And we only try to
u ,?° in tho first case because China, not being a Christian
tl°n, is by teaching and tradition a peaceful people.

The humbug of tho whole thing is that the real object of
aPpeal is theological. The larger number of those who
Hbscribo would not do so unless tho idea of conversion was
., ere. gu(aganumber might be prevented subscribing if
a®theological aim was openly and honestly professed, the
aPPeal is issued in the name of civilisation. Not that the
fieologiCai side is neglected. Whichever card is played
~Pends upon the audience. In the secular press it is the
&3 for learning, culture, social development, that is
‘eased. In tho religious press people are warned that
j. *?as something is done education in China will follow the
of*68 of education in Japan. Which means that in Japan the
jjfi-istian game is up, but there is still time to nobble China.
jf Japan has not sunk into a horriblo condition without
. 'asionaj-y supervision, why should China? Or if Japan is
g sn°h terrible straits, why do the missionaries not say so ?
lie ~ becaa® it is not so safe to lie about Japan as it is to
raboat Ghinal The quarter of a million appeal v
of j,et*throughout with humbug. It is one more attempt
th6 j 0 Missionary societies to “ spoof ” the British public in *
Hoforests of their propaganda. The pity is that we have
J~Mfoent politicians with sufficient courage to denounce

~posture.

s°Uls' Driuton Berry, M.A., has been harrowing up the
that if the readers of Sunday at Home by assuring them
ita the “ governing authorities and the Government of
to thQriaro Pos'tively, deliberately, and actively hostile to
t™oy 8 Christian.” It would bo right and just and fair if
Vic? ~Ore friendly to the Christian religion; it is wrong,
fife  ant*unfair whon they are hostile to it. Such is tho
eHco of the point of view.
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Mr. Berry complains of changes made in certain text-
books. Just as if text-books ought to be used to promote
Christianity, but not used to oppose it, or even to treat it
with indifference. One story book for very young school
children depicted two children doing a tour of France ; they
rested under a fir-tree one night, and prayed before they
slept. In the new edition the prayer is omitted. “ The
beauties of Nature must raise our thoughts towards God ”
loses the last two words, and instead of “ prayer gives us
courage and hope ” the new edition says, “ Let us help each
other.” Such are the awful sufferings of Christians at the
hands of the “ infidel ” French Government.

“ My rich brother with idle hands,” said another school-
book, 41 am a son of God as much as you.” It now reads,
“lama man not less than you.” Shocking! The modern
Christians’ martyrdom is really terrible.

In one of the school-books, Mr. Berry says—though we
should like to see it to make sure that it is official, which at
present we rather doubt—the children are taught that no
knowledge of “ God ” exists, and that “ all we can do in
these matters is to make suppositions.” They are even told
that “ the Gospels contain moral conceptions which shock
the modern conscience ” and that “ immortality is merely
tho continuance of our memory in the hearts of those who
love us.” For our part, we do not approve of such things
being taught by the State, which should, in our opinion, take
the view that religion is entirely a personal and private
matter, and itself remain neutral. But if teaching about
religion is to be given at all in State schools, surely the
views of the majority should predominate in France as well
as in England. The notion that you may teach that Chris-
tianity is true, but not teach that it is not true, is one of those
egotistical conceits which Christians indulge in where they
have long been accustomed to playing the part of the
upper dog.

Mr. Birrell apologised to an audience the other evening
for using the word “ religion ” in connection with sectarian
troubles in Ireland. He said these people had no more religion
in them than billiard balls which meet one another in collision
on billiard tables. The apology was unnecessary, and quite
misplaced. To argue that people should not fight because
they are religious is offering the worst of all possible reasons
for their desisting. Men fight more savagely, if not more
heartily, over religion than over any other subject under the
sun. Mr. Birrell knows this as well as we do, and it is little
more than affectation to express surprise when religious sec-
tarians quarrel. Mr. Birrell also added that religious differ-
ences should not prevent our dealing with political questions
in a sense of justice. Again we have to remark that religion
always has prevented people dealing justly with political
and social questions. Mr. Birrell himself is a case in point.
His own religious prepossessions prevented him, while atthe
Education Office, from dealing with the Education question
in what most now agree is ajust manner, and which is the
only way by which a lasting settlement may bo effected.

The Daily Chronicle has been calling attention to the fact
that a performing horse, belonging to Bankes, a servant of
Lord Essex (Elizabeth’'s Lord Essex) was really too clever
and was burnt, with his master, for witchcraft. That was
during the lifetime of Shakespeare. Just think of it1 And
think of this—Shakespeare was writing his greatest plays
while the Royal Commission of divines were preparing the
authorised Version of the Bible. It almost looks like
Nature’s effort to rid the world of the Christian curse.

Wo take tho following from the Chronicle:—

“ Baron Gustave de Rothschild had a pleasant mixture of
caution and waggery. Once, while in the synagogue, his
neighbor suddenly plucked him by the sleeve and whis-
pered hoarsely, ‘1 have come away this morning without
locking the safe!’ *‘Don’'t worry, replied Rothschild,
looking round at the vast congregation, ‘we are all of us
here!’”

Good 1 But suppose the wrong one of them got back first!

It is worth noting that tho leaders of the rowdy section of
woman suffragists are religious. Mrs. Pankhurst is fond of
talking about God, and Mrs. Pethick Lawrence recently
declared that her suffragette raiders were going forth in the
spirit of the Lord. We don’t dispute it. Perhaps the lady
was right. We simply note it.

Eli Erichsen, a Dane, and an ex-monk of the Marist
Monastery, Dundee, has gained damages for libel against the
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Rev. Father Spink, of New Barnet, and two lay Catholics.
In the local edition of St. Andrew's Magazine they had
called him a “ foreign adventurer ” and his statements about
the morals and manners of the monks “ a tissue of lies.”
One witness testified to hearing Erichsen, as a Protestant
Alliance lecturer, tell his audience that life in the monastery
“ so far from being pure and holy was one round of drunken-
ness, immorality, and filth.” That's pretty strong, anyhow ;
yet the jury gave their verdict in spite of it. Or should we
say because of it ? .
The wife of a London parson, Mrs. Percy Dearmer, has
written a sort of miracle play entitled The Soul of the
World, which has been produced at London University.
Miss Henrietta Watson played the Virgin Mary, and Mr.
Farquharson the Angel Gabriel,—the first act representing
the Annunciation. This must have been the most ticklish
part of the performance; for all sorts of things have been
written about Gabriel’s role in the original transaction.

Mr. Cocoa Cadbury’s kept paper, the dear Daily News, is so
fond of filtering the information it gives its readers that it
shut out the whole Streatham Common case from beginning
to end. How could it stain its pages with reports about an
“infidel ” even if the police and the magistrate did act in a
way that was in utter defiance of the English tradition of
personal freedom, and thereby set a precedent that might be
used against all "advanced” men in the future? But the
dear Daily News never fails to report its proprietor’'s pious
utterances. “ Our Own Correspondent ” was sent down to
Bournville on Tuesday, November 28, to report a certain
function taking place that evening. A site in the centre of
Bournville was formally presented to the Anglican Church,
and Mr. Cocoa Cadbury was, of course, very much in
evidence. He made the presentation, and he had a lot to
say, as usual; including the influence of himself and his
beverage on the piety of Bournville. “ A larger proportion,”
he said, “ of the inhabitants of Bournville attended places of
worship than in working -class quarters of our cities.
Coming into touch with nature brought men into closer
touch with nature’s God.” The statement may be true and
the explanation false. The real explanation, we take it, is
twofold; first, the strong Cadbury influence, which naturally
drives the inhabitants in the Cadbury direction ; second, the
lack of rivalry to churches and chapels on Sunday.

“ Such things are unfortunately inevitable in war.” That
is what Lord Roberts says about the Italian atrocities at
Tripoli. And it must be remembered that his is a typical
military mind, which runs as naturally to the Christian
religion as rivers run to the sea. All the famous British
soldiers in India have been of that type.

It must be admitted, however, that Lord Roberts refuses
to believe that women and children were massacred. But
what is the use of his denial? He was not there, and he
knows no more than he hears. Reputable newspaper cor-
respondents, belonging to journals of England, Germany, and
the United States, that could be in no sort of collusion, testi-
fied to what they saw with their own eyes; and more than
one of them handed back their papers to General Caneva,
refusing to be associated any longer with an army capable
of such things. Lord Roberts is simply talking nonsense.
He is very apt to talk it in his old age.

The new Dean of St. Paul's (Dr. Inge) has what Shake-
speare would call a “ hanging countenance.” It is one of
the most macerated and dismal we ever saw. But why
should Christians quarrel with him because he does not pro-
phesy smoothly? They call him “ the gloomy Dean” and
the “ pessimistic preacher.” Well, was not Jesus Christ “ a
man of sorrows and acquainted with grief,” and was he not
a thorough-going pessimist with regard to this world ?
Man’s happiness, in his scheme of things, only existed in
the world to come. Paul distinctly said, indeed, that if
there was no resurrection of the dead the followers of Jesus
Christ were of all men most miserable. Dr. Inge may not
be good company for people who want to enjoy themselves,
but he appears to be a very good Christian. He sees, for
instance, that if progress is a reality in this world, it is all
up with the doctrine of another world.

Dr. Inge has just delivered himself of one truth at least.
“ The Church as an institution,” he says, “ has always been
disposed to truckle to the powers that be.” The only neces-
sary qualification is that the truckling must be profitable to
the Church. It fights tooth and nail against any “ powers ”
that threaten its social and financial privileges.
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With reference to the sudden death of the RO7, '
Cameron, minister of the United Church at Robertson, D
Hawick—whom “ Providence ” permitted to give out
text but not to deliver the sermon—we should like to P°
out that Christians attach no importance to such eve
nowadays. What a rumpus they would make, though)1
Freethought lecturer were to say “ Mr. Chairman a
Friends” and then drop dead on the platform. TbatwO .
be a “ judgment.” The “ infidel” would be arrested in
midst of his “ wicked career.” The hand of God would
visible enough then.

Another reverend gentleman's sudden death is report®
Canon Blogg, vicar of Frodsham, Cheshire, was moviDn
vote of thanks to the chair at a political meeting. He
just said “ I move with much pleasure” when he fell o
into his chair. In a few minutes he was a corpse. I
" Providence ” treats the household of faith as if they 77 »
mere heathen. “ As the one dieth so dieth the other, ye’
they have all one breath.”

Mr. W. B. Baggaley, a leading Nottingham lace mant®
facturer, and a magistrate, has attended church for 60 J&?
and heard some 6,000 sermons; and he has been us in
what good they have done him or others. 1Not t
much,” was his reply, holding up a piece of blank PaPn
We quite believe it, but why did he waste sixty years
discovering so obvious a truth?

Rev. J. D. Jones, speaking at Muswell Hill in support 0 ®
Congregational Fund for improving ministers’ salaries, *
a pathetic story of the poverty of a Nonconformist minis
who kept a wife and family (and himself, we presume)
(E70 a year. The worn-out wife fell ill, and as she lay dy?
she struggled to make the mourning clothes to be worn.i.g
the family after her death. Sad, no doubt. But is not
Rev. J. D. Jones aware that millions of families in Chris 1
England have to live on less than (670 a year? Why
this pity for the men of God ? Especially when they ~»
enlisted in the service of a Master who had not wb010 ~
lay his head, and who taught that poverty was the firs
blessings.

There seems to be a “ poor clergy ” problem in
Rev. A. S. Shaw, an eminent Baptist preacher, of ~ eVe>ere
Ohio, has just been saying that many soul-savers over n
are not given enough salary to live on. *“ The savin“jot
souls,” he said, “ is unprofitable, and many people 00 ng
care to have their souls saved. Under present conditi ~
the Churches ought to shoot or poison aged clergy
because such a course would be far more merciful ™ a\-aer
present one of allowing them to starvo to death.” We
from the reverend gentleman. Soul-savers, on the w
get more money than they would earn in other profess ¢
Even if they did not, why should thoy complain ? 1" 86 rf)
to us the height of impudence to complain that you a(e
paid well enough for preaching “ Blessed be ye poor.

Rev. George William Hudson Shaw (we stop ~0
jreath), of Alderley, Cheshire, has boon appointed to
living of St. Botolph's, Bishopsgate, London, E.C.
?ross income is ¢£3,000, and the net income 112,000.

ibo poor clergy 1

THE PIETY GAME.
The piety game is the game to be playing;
While daily you greedily add to your pile.
Ignore the harsh things that your critics are saying
And wear your lip curved in a heavenly smilo-
Let your eyes have a roll that is upward and saintly, _
If you violate laws make your clerks bear the blam >
The world will in time learn to chide you but faint y
In case you are playing the piety game.
Be a warden somewhere or a mild-mannered deacon,”
And your ventures will prosper, whatever they are,
It pays in these days to bo classed as a beacon
Whose glorious light may be seen from afar. ,
Crush other men whore you may pounce on them s 7
And if you are caught now and then in your sha
The world will forgive and keep praising you highly»
As long as you stick to the piety game.

Preach kindness and fairness and sweetness on Snn™®”"
Let the prayers which you utter bo lengthy and
And if your transactions are shady on Monday,
On Tuesday your goodness may still be avowed.
Learn to let your eyes roll in the saintliest fashion,”™
And if those whom you wrong raise their 70ice8Uol.
Be ready to smile with the sweetest compassion ;
There is profit in playing the piety game. York)*
—S. JS Kiser, in “ Life ” (NOvV7 10
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Sunday, December 10, Queen’s (Minor) Hall, Langham-place,
London, W .; at 7.30, “ The Star of Bethlehem.”

December 17, Queen’s Hall, London.

January 7, Shoreditch Town Hall; 9, London Freethinkers’
Annual Dinner ; 14, Shoreditch Town Hall; 21, Glasgow.

February 18, Manchester.

M8rch 24, Leicester.

April 14, Glasgow.

To Correspondents.

D. Conan's Lecture E ngagements.—December 10, Manchester ;

j J* Liverpool.
eT. Lloyd's Lecture Engagements.—December 10, Fulham
Ethical Society ; 31, Harringay.

President's Honorarium Fund, 1911.—Previously acknowledged
*326 10s. 2d. Received since:—W. R. Angell, 2s. 6d.; E.
Binder and Other Leicester Friends, £1.

A- C. Lunn—We would strain a point for a lady, but we are
obliged to make our rule absolute. We simply cannot find
“'me to coach correspondents up by post for spoken or written
controversies they expect to be engaged in. We are far too
bnsy already. And when our reoly is requested “ by return”

looks as though our correspondents imagine that editing this
journal, and lecturing, and attending to all sorts of party
business, are nothing. We cannot even write to say that we
cannot write. This intimation must suffice—and we hope
others will make note of it.

/'m F. Bat1.—Many thanks for cuttings,

j A—Itisa*“ chestnut.” Thanks, all the same.

«Tomkins.— Shall have early attention.

*FV. Hartgill.—See paragraph. Thanks.

D. says: “ It is now twelve months since | first read the
Freethinker, and | am glad to say that | enjoy it now more than
over.” This correspondent is thanked for cuttings.

Finder.—It is good of you to take the trouble. We thank
you for your good wishes, which we know to be so sincere.

*‘IOI?fggett.—Remy next week. The number has to be looked

T. Griffiths.—See paragraph.
r1 F— Your cuttings are always very welcome.
eFartridoe.—Glad to hear Mr. Heaford had a good audience.

Choates.—Sending as desired. Will write at length on
Nietzsche in the new year.

aom Storey.—Not quite in our way—and rather far-fetched.
Better luck another time. Pleased to hear you have been
tackling Mr. W. T. Lee.

R. E.—The human body is daily changing by waste and
repair. Some parts change rapidly, some slowly, but there is
nothing really scientific in the statement about “ an entire
change every seven years,” though it may be allowable as a

j @Inmon expression.
*Matson.—Under consideration.

“m M. Dowell.—Yes, a good hit in the circumstances, but hardly
suitable to our columns.
IRLiam Owen.— Alteration duly made,
looked. Thanks.

‘ll\/.l sru Bates.—T hanks for cuttings.
Arcel Leclercg—Wo don't edit this journal for any one
reader. Sorry you don’'t agree with us—but did we ever

ndertake to agree with you ? There is a jocular side to the

difference ; for, in fact, you completely misunderstand all that

j, "ehave written on the subject.
® Secular Society, Limited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street,

arringdon-street, E.C.

Jf National Secular Society's offioe is at 2 Newoastle-street,
A arringdon-street, E.C.
Vn~hoO services of the National Secular Society in connection
sih 8ecular Burial Services aro required, all communications
Lgb°Ud be addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.
25 RS *or *be Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
t<E bewcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.
°*orb Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
. rket, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be
p 'Verted.
who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by
g8 arking the passagos to which they wish us to call attention.
jJBRs for literature should be sent to the Manager of the
"°n®ar Press, 2 Newoastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C
Per ot to the Editor- .
tos°Ns remitting for literature by stamps are specially requested
Ta* 3end halfpenny stamps,

Freethinker will be forwarded direot from the publishing
in °6" Peat free, at the following rates, prepaid :—One year

& 6d.; half year, 5s. 3d. j three months, 2s. 8d.

Leap year was over-
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Sugar Plums.

Mr. Foote delivers the last two lectures (this side of
Christmas) at the Queen’s (Minor) Hall. This evening
(Dec. 10) his subject will be “ The Star of Bethlehem.”
The following Sunday’s subject will be “ The Shadow of
Calvary.”

The audiences at Stratford Town Hall have not been
quite as good as usual during the recent month's course of
lectures—probably for various reasons, but there was a big
rally on Sunday evening when Mr. Foote delivered the extra
lecture on “ The Crescent and the Cross.” And it was a
live meeting from beginning to end. No audience could
have been more appreciative and enthusiastic. Mr. Rosetti
took the chair, and a baby girl was presented to Mr. Foote
for “ naming.” The little one looked at the “ namer” with
big open eyes all the time, but wasn’'t frightened and never
murmured; indeed, being rather older than usual at such a
ceremony, she stood the talk over her remarkably well. She
bears the name of Romola Pankhurst. Her parents are old
and highly respected members of the West Ham Branch.

The London Freethinkers’ Annual Dinner, under the
auspices of the N. S. S. Executive, takes place on the second
Tuesday in January (the 9th) at the Holborn Restaurant.
The tickets are 4s. each, as usual. This includes both
dinner and entertainment.

Somehow or other Mr. Heaford’s lecture at Birmingham
did not appear in last week’'s Freethinker, Notice might
have reached our office, but we don’'t remember seeing it.
Mr. Heaford will accept our assurance that the omission was
accidental.

The Humanitarian (organ of the Humanitarian League)
for December contains an interesting “ spar ” between Mr.
H. M. Hyndman and Mr. H. S. Salt on the attempted
vegetarianism (at one time) of George Meredith. Mr.
Hyndman also drags in, quite gratuitously, such exploded
superstitions as vaccination, for which he is prepared to
stand sponsor at any moment. Mr. Salt’'s task in replying
to all this is not difficult but it is well performed. Mr.
Hyudman says he has given most of his time to the advocacy
of Socialism. That is true, and wo all honor him for his
life-long fidelity to his economical principles. But there are
other things than economical principles in life, and certain
forms of Socialism rather tend to encourage an authoritarian
view of tho rights of society over the individual—even in
matters where the compulsion is only the expression of the
pride and profit of professional experts.

Mr. Cohen lectures, afternoon and evening, to-day (Dec. 10)
at the Secular Hall, Rusholme-road, Manchester. We hope
the South Lancashire “ saints” will give him the large
audiences and the hearty welcome that he deserves.

We have received the following fresh subscriptions for the
Secular Hall, Leicester:—H. T. Clarkson T1 Is., Mrs.
Clarkson, £1 Is. Mrs. Hutty’s subscription (printed 2s. 6d.)
should have been Is. Mr. Gimson informs us that Dr. E. B.
Foote, of New York, has sent him £2 2s. in response to the
first Freethinker paragraph. Dr. Foote is truly a citizen of
the world. .

As long as we violate no confidence and inflict no injury
we feel at liberty to use any material that may be of use to
Freethought. We omit from the following letter all that
could possibly lead to identification :—

“ Dear Mr. Foote,—I| am writing to you this time with
the hope that you will be able to spare a moment to-morrow
and send to Miss------ and me your good wishes. For we
are to be quietly married the next morning, and wo both feel
that there would be something incomplete about our happi-
ness if at such a time we were not in the thoughts of one
with whom we are proud to be acquainted, to whom we owe
a good deal of our strength and inspiration, and for whom
we have only love, admiration, and gratitude.”

How strange this must appear to the Christians who never
weary of talking about the “ grovelling materialism ” of
Freethinkers. Those two young people, who take our very
earnest good wishes with them into their new life, have read
our writings and heard some of our lectures. They have
nothing else to thank us for—and they thank us so warmly
for that! If they value our *“ blessing” we value their
attachment. Their letter delights us beyond the applause
of millions.
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The Church Times gives the following answer to a
correspondent:—

“ K. L. S.—Blasphemy is an offence punishable by the
common law as well as by statute law, but since Lord
Coleridge in the Eoote case decided that Christianity did
not any longer form part of the law of England, it is not an
offence to attack the fundamentals of religion, provided that
the decencies of controversy are observed.

This is quite correct substantially. But the Statute of
William 111, still remains unrepealed, although no pro-
ceedings have ever taken place under it; and “ the decencies
of controversy ” is a perilously elastic expression.

This is not exactly a “ Sugar Plum,” but we have
nowhere else to put it. A telegram from Mr. Stewart
informs us that the Leeds “ blasphemy ” cases are down for
hearing to-day (our press day—Tuesday). We cannot,
therefore, give any report in our present issue. As far as
the Freethinker is concerned our readers will have to wait
till next week—for either news or comment.

Special Postscript.

Just as wo are closing up we have received from

old friend John Grange, one of the N. S. S. vice-presidents—
a considerate telegram—stating that Mr. Gott has been
sentenced to four months’ and Mr. Stewart to three
months’ imprisonment. The telegram adds, “ without
hard labour ”—which could not, however, be part of
a sentence for “ blasphemy,” which is technically only
a “ misdemeanor.” This is all we can say now. But
we shall have something to say before our lecture at Queen’s
Hall on Sunday evening, and more in next week’s
Freethinker.

The Bible and the Bishop.

The Bishop of London has written and published
for the_special benefit of “ working men,” a small
theological pamphlet, intituled Ol Testament Dim
cidtics, in which ho professes to consider and soifn
all such difficulties. Coming from such a persona™

one might havei reasonably expected that“ thetruth
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth,” would
have been stated. But this is far from being the
case, and one is obliged to conclude that the BishoD
to use the mildest expression, is neither more nor
less than a blind leader of the blind.” This is all
the more surprising‘seeing that* on‘pi 40 o f bfa little
book, he declares that an ounce of fact is worth
pounds of theory”—an important admission that
will serve as the keynote of our investigation.

Part 1 is mainly introductory, the matters referred

19 S Rl R A, S ardd e AEHEARR A SR ERe

gorth; Tnd Whe foreknaw from all flemRity <@

things which mu3t be hereafter ” (Rev. iv. 1). This,
of course, is purely imaginary; nobody knows, or
ever knew, such a being. Is it not more reasonable
to believe that this universe nsver had a beginning,
than to believe that, at some period in the distant
past, it was created by an Omnipotent Being who,
on the completion of his work, forthwith and forever
disappeared ?

The Bishop also assumes, p. 15, that the Bible is
the “ Word of God ” ; that it was written by men
who were specially inspired by God so to write
(p. 17); and that they wrote as they did because,
“in the childhood of the human race” (p. 18), it was
necessary that all men should bo treated as “ child-
ren.” In answer to which, | refer the Bishop to
St. Paul, who deolared: “When | was a child, |
spake as a child, I understood as a child, I thought
as a child; but when | became a man, | put away
childish things ” (1 Cor. xiii. 11). It is in this spirit
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that | purpose to compare the statements of
Bishop with the statements of the Bible. ,

The Bishop assures us (p. 23) that although * ~
Bible was not meant to teach us science,” ye* “
P* popular summary given in |ae|tﬂsros;[

chapter of Genesis is wonderfully scientific”
Let us see if there be " an ounce of fact” in this

statement.
The Bible states that the earth was “ created

«enji. ); that it was created before the sun wes

made ; that light was produced on the first day
after the earth had been created (v. 3) =and that the
sun and moon were “made” on the fourth day
(v. 16).

Soience, on the contrary, teaches that the earth
was made” and not oreated; that it originally
formed a portion of the sun, from which it was
detached by natural processes, and, therefore, could
not have been “created that the sun is the sole
source of light and heat in our system ; that the sun
was made before and not after the earth ; that the
moon originally formed a portion of the earth, and
was detached from it in the same manner as was the
earth from the sun; and that we must aocept thing0
as they really are, and not as we choose to imagire
them to be.

Now, the crucial question is not “ Is the Bible the
Word of God?” but “Is it true?”—that is, Did the
events whioh are spoken of in the Bible as being
real occurrences take place, or did they not? Now-
adays we are told by oertain clergymen that the
Bible is not the Word of God, but that it contains
. » statement that should be supplemented by fl
ist of the chapters—or is it verses ?—which are the
Word of God. Until recent times the Bible was
read literally, and to me it is a matter of astonish-
ment that professing Christians can do otherwise™
for did not Christ read it literally? Did he not
believe in the statements regarding the Flood (Luke
xvn. 26, 27); in the destruction of Sodom nod
Gomorrah, and the turning of Lot’s wife into a piH»r
of salt (Luke xvii. 28, 29, 82); and in Jonah, who
ived in the belly of a great fish three days
three nights ? (Matt. xii. 40).

pl?!- BMh°P Me°lares (P- 22) “ that the truth of

hs ° be decided b? fche fcrnth or
nu°I ~Resurrection”; that is, that “ the truth
depends on Rs being proved beyond

anddf&IR@dt%Haaf@rB?Rj raRsdsted" vihat FeaskeHl dRiked
rose into the air and disappeared behind a cloud ” {L°
xxiv. 42, 48 ; John xxi. 4-13). Where is the “ onnC
of fact’ in support of suoh a statement ?

The BIShOp says (p. 64) that these “dlfflculty
mostly arise from judging and oritiocising the OId "
tament writings as if they had been written in 1

I Rihetdentti ceRtury-« test whichrwe neverappty to any
other documents outside the Bible." A single illustra-

tion will suffice to show that this is a palpable error.
Yve read that, on a certain occasion in ancio”™
mKorae, there suddenly opened in the Forum “ a go¥

7Th|ch fcbe aaSars affirmed would never close up until

YRR TR RSN 85 HBr iR aW e ek i
“ Ieaped with his horse and armor boldly into
midst, saying that nothing was more truly v® ,@j,0
than patriotism and military virtue ” ; and that
gulf immediately closed, and Curtius was never e

a

after.” With whom does the onus probandi—that
the task of proving this story to be true— .g
With the historian who wrote it, or the student ~
reads it? With the historian, of course. Lo
dissect the story, and use experience and coca
sense in arriving at a conclusion. "
That “ a gulf suddenly opened in the Forum
may readily believe, for we know that such gulf8 &

been on various occasions caused by earthqu
We can also readily believe that a man n 7S

Curtins did leap therein, for we know that fa a
have often oourted what they believed  to ~g
glorious death. But what sane man PElieVes g

concluding part of the story—that the gm
up at the disappearance of Curtius, and did so
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his so-called heroic aot? Not one! Why?

ecause experience tells us that such an event never

occurred, and common sense teaches that it is alto-
gether incredible.

Apply this reasoning to the Gospel legend of the
resurrection. And, when doing so, let it not be for-
gotten that the question is purely a physical one.
rather the corpse rose from the dead or it did not.
~N“johwas it? The Bishop is silent on the point.

The difficulties, then, whioh the Bishop has under-
5 ® to solve refer solely to supernatural events-
at ig, to events which are said to have ocourred in
re°t violation of the known forces—miscalled laws
nature. All statements relating to mere
minary matters, whether individual or national,
beside the question, even though the writers
ereof may jjave preface™ them with the words
-thus saith the Lord.”
Who was Adam ? is the first question asked by the
. Jhop. la it not passing strange that he utterly
Suores Eve, the mother of the human race according
Othe Bible? For he mentions her only when he
8&ys (p. 26) that “ men are quite at liberty to believe
disbelieve the whole story of Adam and Eve, if
, ?/ like.” Of course they are; but then, to dis-
¢ffeve the story is to deny the truthfulness of the
. le, which it is his duty, according to the creed of
B Dhuroh, to uphold.
The one mistake which men should avoid is,” he
ays>" to disbelieve it on historical grounds.” Why
‘ Because, he says, “ history has been only able
. *race human language back to three great divi-
I8 and because “ traditions of a primitive state
, ~nocence refleot in every age and nation the
Juth of the Bible narrative.” Indeed! Traditions
J "he hoary past are not historic, and only prove
a" the first inhabitants of the earth were mere
~Vages, utterly ignorant, and but little above the
b6a®ts of the field; whereas, according to the Bible,
Adam and Eve were splendid specimens of
, inanity, endowed with intellectual faculties of the
e —order, and able to converse not only with
other, but, as the Bible tells us they readily
With God himself (Genesis, first three chapters).
QR 6 D*8hop has carefully avoided the initial diffi-
thuy. In the first chapter of Genesis we read (v. 27)
g ak Adam and Eve were created at the same time
@, in (jhe eecon3 ohapter, we read (v. 7) that Adam
(.88 Seated before (v. 9) the “ trees that were pleasant
u ~e sight and good for food ” ; before (v. 19)
ans6l? beast of the field, and every fowl of the air
» athat (v. 21, 22) Eve was created after them, and
a “ rib which the Lord God had taken from the
jeaQ If this were so, and if, as has been argued by
ai* ed professing Christians, the word “ day” means,
twenty-four hours but an soon of time, Adam
0, at the lowest computation, have been millions
yRars older than Eve.
c/ “GBishop evades all other crucial points of the
~ Acuity "—the serpent’s conversation “ with the
tj*an ”; -wbat the fruit was that grew upon
*ea forb>dden tree; and, above all, the Lord God's
ason for ¢riving Adam from the garden, which
UtwQll Was because “ the man is become as one of
®& know good and evil ” (Gen. iii. 22). And well
1 because, as every man who reads and thinks
W5, science proves beyond all doubt that the
t °ian race was evolved by nature and not created
atd an”® ~ kas existed upon this earth, not
Jea Fe years, but for tens of thousands of
an/8 Such persons as Adam and Eve never existed,
0 >eBthis is a scientific faot, it follows, as a matter
fa)?0?la0, that the religion that is based on this
m? 18 simply untrue.
ao™ 6 Bishop believes in the Lord God of the Bible,
bejj Proceeds on the assumption that what he
qd”™Gs must be true. But is it? He claims that
tW 18 omnipotent and omniscient, but he asserts
tW ,'G°d forces no man's free will” (p. 31), and
\R 82), although “ God knows what our aotions
&alik between now and the end of our lives, we
be free to do, or not to do, His will.” Where is

j
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“ the ounce of fact ” in support of such an assertion ?
To say that God knows what a man will do, and yet
that he does not compel him so to act, is a statement
that embalms its own contradiction. Oh! but, says
the Bishop, “ foreknowledge is not foreordination,”
that is predestination. Is it not? A simple illus-
tration will suffice to prove that such an assertion is
repugnant to reason and common sense.

One stormy, wintry night, not long ago, a train
rushed out into the darkness upon the bridge of Tay.
The bridge tottered and crumbled, and the train was
hurled into the stream below, and all within it
perished. Ten thousand years ago—ten hundred
thousand years ago—did God foreknow that that
event would happen ? If he did not, his knowledge
is not infinite, and he not God; but, if he did, then
follows surely, as the day the night, that he ordained
it, planned all the circumstances, and foreordained—
that is, predestinated—all the unwilling aotors in it.

That man is the creature of ciroumstances is
beyond all doubt; but that his lot in this life, and in
a future Btate of existence of which nothing is
known, was foreordained before the foundation of
the world, as is the Christian creed, is as incredible
as it would be unjust.

As a matter of fact, man knows nothing of a
Supreme Personal Being, nothing of a future state,
nothing of what may happen to him, even to-morrow.
All he knows is that he is a child of nature—that his
birth, his parents, his mental and physioal endow-
ments, and all other ciroumstances of his environ-
ment are due to the fatalism that is popularly termed
“ luck"—for fatalism and predestination are widely
different things — this, and nothing more. The
Bishop himself is a living proof of what is meant by
“ luck,” for where and what would he have been had
he been born in slumdom, instead of having been
favored by fortune at his birth and favored by
tortune ever since ? j. w. DE Caux.

(To be concluded.)

The Catholic Church and Science.

The half-yearly meeting of the Catholio Truth
Society has just been held. It is unnecessary almost
to say that very little if anything of the truth
relative to the past history of the Church was related
at that gathering, which was presided over by Dr.
Bourne, the Archbishop of Westminster and em-
bryonio Cardinal. One very interesting statement,
however, was made by Mr. James Britten, the
honorary secretary of the Society, to the effect that
Dr. Windle, President of the Cork University, is pre-
paring a series of Bhort Lives of Christian Men of
Science. As the work seems to be only in prepara-
tion, it is, perhaps, not too late to make a few sug-
gestions as to who ought to be included in this series
of short lives, and | therefore venture to suggest the
following:—

Copernious, the Canon of Frauenberg and Dootor
of Medicine, whose works were plaoed on the
Index and remained there till 1885.

Galileo, persecuted by the Churoh although an
ardent Catholio.

Thomas Campanella, the Dominican, who was put
to the torture seven times for having stated that
the number of worlds is infinite.

Giordano Bruno, who was burned at the stake.

Kepler, accused of throwing the whole Kingdom
of Christ into confusion through his foolish
speculations.

Newton, attacked for having dethroned Providence.

De Clave, Bitaud, and de Villon, whose works were
ordered to be destroyed. These authors were
banished from Paris and prohibited from living
in towns or going into public plaoces.

Buffon, whose writings were condemned because
the doctrines taught did not conform to those of
religion, and who was forced to abandon publicly
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his theories relating to the formation of the
earth.

Yossius, the geologist, who was condemned by the
Congregation of the Index.

Bishop Clayton, whose theories on the Deluge
were condemned.

Jacopone de Todi, who was imprisoned by Boni-
face VIII. for disseoting bodies in the interests
of science.

Yesalius, who was condemned by the Inquisition
on an unproven charge of dissection, and forced
to make a pilgrimage to the Holy Land. He
died on his way home. His real offence was not
finding one bone less in the male skeleton than
in the female, as, according to the teaching of the
Church, he ought to have done, since woman
was formed from a male rib.

Bernonilla, who was compelled to expunge from
his published work a statement that the human
body undergoes a continuous renewal.

Aragarian, who was pursued by the Inquisition and
afterwards burned at the stake for teaching the
circulation of the blood and likening the arteries
to the “ tree of life.”

Yerigil, an Irishman (afterwards Saint Virigile)
Bishop of Salzbourg, who was condemned by
Saint Boniface for daring to express the opinion
that the “ other side” of the earth might be
inhabited.

Pierre d’Apone, who was persecuted by the Con-
gregation of the Inquisition for teaching the
existence of the Antipodes.

Francesco Stabili, who was burned alive at Florence
for his belief in the Antipodes.

Christopher Columbus, who discovered America,
and who was imprisoned by the Church.

Honorius I1ll., who, although not claimed as a
scientist, ought to find a place in this collection
since he prohibited all ecclesiastics from taking
up the study of physics, medicine, and natural
science under pain of excommunication.

St. Dominio, who condemned all experimental
research.

Jean Barillon, the chemist, whom the Church im-
prisoned for his scientific opinions.

Corneille Agrippa de Nettesheim, several times
imprisoned on an accusation of magic.

Jerome Cardan, who was accused of impiety and
imprisoned at Boulogne, although, in his Autobio-
graphy, he declared his belief in God, the Virgin
Mary, and his guardian angel.

Roger Bacon, the Franciscan, condemned by Saint
Bonaventure, imprisoned for many years and
only released to die from his sufferings. After
his death his works were nailed to posts and left
to rot.

J. B. Porta, who founded a Societv for Physical
Researoh which was dissolved by Paul Il1.

Prinelli, who was beaten with rods for having said
that the stars did not fall.

Nicholas Remy, who executed 900 alleged insane
people in Lorraine alone, within a period of
fifteen years.

Boqguet, who executed 600 insane people in Jura.

Michaelis, the inquisitor and torturer of the
insane.

What voice did the Church raise against the cruel
treatment of the insane in past days ? The remedies
ordered by the Church were pilgrimages, flagellations,
exorcisms, and the like, which resulted in an exten-
sion of the disease.

I do not know whether the expression “ Men of
Science ” is intended to include members of the
other sex, but the Catholic Truth Society will un-
doubtedly wish to do honor to the Church’s hygienic
saints. We may, therefore, expect to see biographies
of St. Hilarion, who is praised in the Breviary
(Oct. 21) for not having, during his life, washed the
sack which he wore as a garment; St. Anthony and
St. Abraham, who are famed for never having washed
their feet; St. Sylvia, for only having washed the
tips of her fingers; and St. Mary the Egyptian, for
never having washed at all. If “ cleanliness is next
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to godliness ” these creatures must indeed be
from the kingdom.”

The proposed issue of biographies of “I‘e.
Science” will be awaited with interested expecta

Dudley WrighT’

The Romance of “ Mary Fitton.

The Women of Shakespeare. Methuen

SINCE poor, mad Delia Bacon fumbled at m”nli
among the graves at Stratford-on-Avon, there
been no more preposterous theory started concern
Shakespeare than that which Mr. Frank Harris
introduced in his two books, The Man Shakespea
and The Women of Shakespeare. There are so
stupidities so absurd that they can only be
by the weapon of ridicule. We deliver ourse
bound hand and foot if we take stupid POP
seriously. It is not helpful to argue in all seri® jg
ness, for it helps them and does not assist us.
wiser, though not easier, to laugh. This country
full of earnest persons who ought to be assiste ™
make themselves ridiculous. Instead of which»
do our best to make them dignified. It is, after
best to fall back on our sense of humor when
hear the cry of the crank or the squeal of
faddist.

The world has long agreed to regard Shakesp®
as the greatest of all writers; as head and ebon
above even Homer and Dante. His writings P/
him to have been among the sanest of men.
Harris pretends to find evidences that he wa® |,
erotic lunatio, a man of “ overpowering sensnalw”
Indeed, so keen is Mr. Harris to prove his case
he has discovered the poet's light of love in
person of Mary Fitton, who was Pembroke’s mis
She comes, like the poultry from a conjurers
from the sonnets; and, to give some kind of N
stance, Mr. Harris has to identify “ the dark la
of those poems with many allusions in the P g
Mr. Harris further contends that this “ imper
gipsy wanton ” was worshiped by Shakespeare
twelve years with a passionate devotion, “a° e
the seventh heaven of delight, now in the lo
hell of jealousy, rage, and humiliation.” ** jjy
mind racked by sensuality, “ erotio mania” gra  gj
clouded his brain. “ All the plays from 1597 on ~
of her presence.” As if this were not enoug 'ypell
only masculine lovers, but even Helena, in AU*_

By Frank Harris.

’

10

That Ends Well, pours out her love for Mary Fi g
it is Mary Fitton’s faithlessness, not his mot
that stirs the rage of Prince Hamlet. gb-

it will be seen that Mr. Harris's language thro
. at is colored, not plain, and rivals the brush o fl
pantomime scene - painter when it is dipp6‘ al
crimson lake. Indeed, the ordinary reader, be'DSN ji
instructed citizen of a highly eduoated na*io?']pb0
realise that Mr. Harris’s observations, like Rn
in Gautier’s story, lack le sens commun, thOUg 'mOgt

Rudolphe, they make up for the want by tb  dgly
brilliant qualities. Whatever Mr, Harris mljaal
dboutt « the professor-mantfarins® I

is remote from that of “ Truthful James,” who jO

something of an authority on matters Chinese- .g
the old cookery books, when a reoipe for rabbit P r
given, the instruction starts, “ First catch-bor?»
hare.” In the portraits of Mary Fitton at ion
the lady is depicted as possessing a fair compl, 4afji
brown hair, and grey eyes. Where is " e. aOirf
lady ” in all this ? In the initial stage of an 1£6t is
we see the warping of the judgment. So 6 0j-
Mr. Harris to prove that Shakespeare was

sualist that he leads off with a dissertation pgpg
animalism of “ Yenus and Adonis” and “ tb0
of Lucrece,” which were written years »0 ~o

poet is supposed to have met the lady-. . i0 thO

poems, by the way, are not carnal wr*1 eSe tW0
sense that the Song of Solomon is so.

verse-narratives are elaborated with a ooo ,
attention to detail which proves that the P

~ag
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Ha'n?® more of his verse than his subject. Indeed,
fh ~68cr™ e™ them as “ a couple of ice-houses,”
wn author of Liber Amoris waB a more trust-
g Yy guide than Mr. Harris,
oft Carr™a] 8eldom fails to make itself felt, nor does it
vanish entirely from the memories of men, and
n 18 Aguiar that the name of Mary Fitton was
gVer identified with that of Shakespeare until Mr.
affdi gB PrePoeterou8 claim is urged three centuries
ji  Shakespeare’'s death. Shakespeare’s career in
jji;“°:awas known in Stratford. His marriage and
after life in his native town was patent to all.
afte™n8 him and was buried beside him,
Nth s 6 " cMnri’ Death,” had covered his remains
oor = 8 No breath of scandal has spread its
0 °8w influence over his wedded life, and the
bron’°k *n”eiiniteness surrounds all the accusations
S k a&a™8k his moral character,
of ,,ake8P0are’s bust is one of the most interesting
ro ho poet’'s memorials. The face is full, ample,
t, Deed>apd healthy-looking. It is bland, cheerful,
passive, and English. Haydon, the painter,
the i~hanfcry» hhe sculptor, both agree in saying that
h08™ appears to have been done from a cast taken
aner death. Yet, in an instant, as if at the touch of
traeh°hanter’'s wand, this greatest of men is to be
iknsi°rmed into a very Caliban and his works turned
a horrible treatise on corruption, a siokening
NiH.rePelling Psychopathia Sexualis. The life of
‘ost *am Shakespeare is to be regarded as a story of
tje and morbid deviations. John Calvin was a
ad” ~“n”rew compared to the author of this theory,
evil Mvin’s little jest was that the human heart is
>happine8s a temptation, and the flesh a snare.
hayl ~ 8 slavery ho an obsession Mr. Harris would
g e Ws believe that Shakespeare was an erotic
lac>and that the mind which created King Lear
ihe iNam}jet was a continual prey to sexual impulses.
V d QO 8P*” hcomes to our aid, and instantly the
~he- accusation falls from our shoulders.
fO mmd’'s eye roves down the ages, and sees the
w 8°f the kings of thought, and of the man who
figd Nnflhest of them all. “ Oh, justice! thou art
rgV he brutish beasts, and men have lost their
asafQ" ~ 6reechest man of all this world is but
In an”™ a moral degenerate.
tfig J I'8 extravagances Mr. Harris has outdistanced
of , a°’nians. As Macaulay would say, it is a case
‘8h f ~P8 hrst and the rest nowhere.” There
Mar Ol?%e Bhtary proof that Shakespeare ever met
n Fitton. All this conjecture, foroed interpre-
u g0Q*dogmatio utterance on the part of Mr. Harris
ljg mPly word-juggling and literary sleight-of-hand.
keagQ0a8e8 studentB of Shakespeare of having “ no
’ b0 writea as if he believed they had no
tew8 And when he has daubed ordure on the
caiia¢,"On °f Shakespeare to his heart’s content he
thes =? Process “ an aot of worship, a dedication of
O~ Plrit in love, and an interpretation of the divine.”
taut*18 *rre8i8tibly reminded of a devout preacher
against Freethinkers. Outside religious
It jg08 8uch maudlin methods only provoke a smile,
the ky such means that we shall ever unravel
gjysterious personality of the author of Hamlet.
ve akeB8Peare’s humor is one manifestation of his
,% ! and who that looks honestly at the world
8ee™S its absurdities ? Shakespeare saw
ha\e’~-88 he saw so much else; but he could scarce
he Itnagined that anyone would have thought that
ttii,”88 an artist bewildered by his ambitions and
Oy his passions. It is anachronistic in every
tfOJ * It is Lucifer, Star of the Morning, hurled
8tapi?.®aven, and nuzzling with ignoble and superb
Ity among the litter and abominations of the

Mimneemus.

Hig a»nibal King : “ Take that missionary away.”
|hef: “ Why, sire, what displeases you ? ”
a Sy a*King: “ After being eaten he might start preach-

and | want no miracles performed on me.”
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National Secular Society.

Report of Monthly Executive Meeting held on Nov. 30.

The President, Mr. G. W. Foote, in the chair. There
were also present:— Messrs. Barry, Bradford, Cohen, Cowell,
Davidson, Davies, Dawson, Heaford, Leat, Lloyd, Moss,
Neate, Nichols, Quinton, Roger, Rosetti, Samuels, Shore,
Silverstein, Miss Stanley, Messrs. Thurlow and Wood.

The minutes of the last meeting were read and confirmed.

The monthly balance-sheet was accepted and adopted.

New members were admitted for the Birmingham, Kings-
land, Liverpool, and West Ham Branches, and for the
Parent Society.

The Secretary reported on the Birmingham resolution re
courses of study in Freethought that some additions had
been made to the list of books which had already been
received as a working basis. Messrs. Cohen and Lloyd were
elected as a sub-committee to make further suggestions and
report to the Executive.

Mr. Heaford, N. S. S. delegate to the meeting in connection
with the International Freethought Congress, gave an in-
teresting report, which was formally adopted.

Reference was made to the prosecution of H. Boulter, and
the Executive cordially endorsed the remarks appearing in
the current number of the Freethinker. <-

Mr. Lloyd reported on behalf of the sub-committee ap-
pointed to deal with the Liverpool resolution re Scholarships,
and submitted the following resolution :—

“ The Sab-Committee unanimously recommend that the
South Shields Branch Scholarship Scheme he accepted as
drafted and that the Executive draw up a preparatory list of
subjects to be studied and the rewards offered, and that the
Branches be invited to nominate candidates to apply for the
terms and conditions.”

This was formally adopted, the original draft ordered to be
filed, Mr. Shore’s name was added to the committee, and the
matter again referred to them for some practical suggestions
as to the means of carrying out the scheme.

The Secretary was instructed to engage Andcrton’s Hotel
for a Social Evening on February 1, 1912.

The meeting then adjourned until the first Thursday in

Jannary* E. M. Vance, Secretary.

The Seeker After God.

| sought for God through all tho world, and wandered
through the towns

Where souls of men are bought for gold, and women sold for
crowns,

And | saw tho children growing old to die ore they were
young,

But all 1 found were hungry hearts for a song that is never
sung.

So | turned my face to the high road, and | left the town
below,

And tramped through fields and gardens where the glad
white blossoms blow;

Then | came to the wide, wild moorland, and
smiled again,

And the little streams were chuckling to tho little clo. 3s of
rain ;

And | sought where the shining peewit was crying to the
moon,

Where the bluest bells were ringing soft a tinkling, tinkling
tune.

I sought Him in the gold of noon a-shimmering on the hills,

And in the gold of buttercups, and the cups of daffodils,

In the sun’s light, and tho moon’s light, and the light of
star-fire seas.......

But | sought in vain till 1 heard a voice come sounding on
the breeze—

“ A fool thou art, for Beauty is God, and He lives in all of

old earth

N ese* T homas Moult,

" Well,” said St. Peter to a bent shape that toiled up to
the gate of the hereaftor, “ what luck?”

* Dead-heat,” cried the veteran. *“ Send me back, and 11
rnn it over again.”

Life is not so bad for the man who meanders down the
path leading to eternity hand in hand with a sympathetic
woman.

School Teacher : “ Who dwelt in the garden of Eden ?”
Top Boy (holding up his hand) : “ The Adams’s.”
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

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

LONDON.
I ndoor.

Queen’s (Minor Hall (Langham-place, Regent-street, W .):
7.30, G. W. Foote, “ The Star of Bethlehem.”

Outdoor.

E dmonton Branch N. S. S. (The Green): 7.45, Mrs. Boyce, a
Lecture.

Istington Branch N.S. S. (Highbury Corner) : 12 noon, lIvan
Paperno and Walter Bradford. Newington Green : 7.30, lvan
Paperno, a Lecture. Highbury Corner: Wednesday, at 8,
Ivan Paperno, a Lecture.

COUNTRY.
I ndoor.

Birkenhead (70 Argyle-street): Saturday, Dec. 9, at 8, J.
Arthur, “ Has Man a Soul?”

Birmingham Branch N. S. S. (King's Hall, Corporation-street):
7, H. Thompson, “ The Borderland of the Unseen.” Illus-
trated.

Glasgow Secular Society (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street) : Rev.
R. Roberts, 12 noon, “ The Kingdom of Man  6.30, “ The New
Advance in Religion.”

L eicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate) :
6.30, John M. Robertson, “ The Bible in British History.”

Liverpool Branch N. S. S. (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square):
6.30, F. G. Jones, “ The Hereafter.”

Manchester Branch N. S.S. (Secular Hall, Rusholme-road,
All Saints) : C. Cohen, 3, “Man and Hi3 Soul ”; 6.30, “ What
the World Pays for Religion.” Tea at 5.

FLOWERS FREETHOUGHT
By G. W. FOOTE.

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

-2s. 6d.
2s. 6d.

First Series, doth - - -
Second Series doth e - - -

THE FREETHINKER

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS.

December 10,IB**

BUSINESS CARDS.

Short advertisements are inserted under this heading a t.hen[@
of 2s. per half inch and 3s. 6d. per inch.
under this heading can be less than 2s. or extend beyon

No advertis™ ™

inch. Special terms for several continuous insertions.

New Issue. LJXer;
Skunks, G. W. Foote ; 2. Bible and Tcetotalism, J. M. y  ydf
3. Principles of Secularism, C. Watts; 4. Where A*
Hospitalst R. Ingersoll. 5. Because the Bible
So, W. P. Ball. Often the means of arresting at dit
and making new members. Price 6d. per hundre ,
free 7d. Special rates for larger quantities. SamP/ iR
receipt of stamped addressed envelope.—N. S. S. Bb°b

2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

njjGs

THE pH

MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA'
An Address delivered at Chicago by
M. M. MANGASARTAN.

Will be forwarded, post free, for

THREE HALFPENCE.

JC*

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-stree ,

Ralph Cricklewood,

A Twentieth Cenlupy Critical and Rationa*
Exposé of Christian Mythology.

(In the Form of a Novel.)
By STEPHEN FITZ-STEPHEN?*
A Well-Wisher of the Human Family-

388 pages, cloth. Price 3s.

Post Free.

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C. The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street,

THE

SECULAR

SOCIETY

(LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee.

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

Chairman of Board of Directors—Mr. G. W. FOOTE.

Secretary—Miss E. M. VANCE.

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

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

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

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

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

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

but are capable of re-election. An Annual General Me ele
members must be held in London, to receive the -“eP°arljee.
new Directors, and transaot any other business that way

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, OX\NP
can receive donations and bequests with absolute
Those who are in a position to do so are invited
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s Mvor iol),

wills.  On this point there need not be the slightest appre/dfifitorS
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The e urgepl
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary o IP

administration. No objection of any kind has been P&
connection with any of the wills by whioh the Bo a
already been benefited. -Rattcocki

The™ Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and d
Rood-lane, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C. o

A Form of Bequest—The following is a sufficient 10O
bequest for insertion in the wills of tostators:—“ K £-/f,

“ bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum q w
“ free from Legacy Duty, and | direct that a receipt JorOt»ri
“ two members of the Board of the said Society and the ~ jp
“ thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executor
“ said Legacy.”

Friends of the Society who have remembered it rBteXf %

or who intend to do so, should formally notify the t wpo
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairma ' cessa'/j
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is no jOaid. 9
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or/ gti&oof*
their contents have to be established by competent te
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national secular society.
President: G. W. FOOTE.
Miss E M. Vancb, 2 Newcastle-st., London, E.C.

S Principles and Objects.
JNAR ISM teaches that conduct should be based on reason
iat knowledge. It knows nothing of divine guidance or
etference ; it excludes supernatural hopes and fears; it
Sards happiness as man’s proper aim, and utility as his
ta0*al guide.
Secularism affirms that Progress is only possible through
8 @ty. which is at once a right and a duty; and therefore
Kato remove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of
°ught, action, and speech.
ecularism declares that theology is condemned by reason
a&RBPrs™icus, and by experience as mischievous, and
alk it as the historic enemy of Progress.
s. e®ilarism accordingly seeks to dispel superstition; to
~ cad education ; to disestablish religion; to rationalise
rn,a.yi to promote peace; to dignify labor; to extend
H%er'al well-being ; and to realise the self-government of

People.
Membership.

y person is eligible as a member on signing the
QA.°Wwi«g declaration f -

p. S desire to join the National Secular Society, and I

“ yseif. ~ admitted as a member, to co-operate in
~doting its objects.”

teiul1’8 declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary
subscription.
" "Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, overy
Member is loft to fix his own subscription according to
1B means and interest in the cause.

] Immediate Practical Objects.

tho legitimation of Bequests to Secular or other Free-

lj.jgnt Societies, for the maintenance and propagation of
«°a°x opinions on matters of religion, on the same

Ofg~°ns as apply to Christian or Thoistic churches or

Abolition of the Blasphemy Laws, in order that
out f °n ma7 canvassed as freely as other subjects, with-
fear of fine or imprisonment.
g. “0 Disestablishment and Disendowment of the State
arches in England, Scotland, and WaleH.
ip Abolition of all Religious Teaching and Bible Reading
K, ,, kools, or other educational establishments supported
Restate.
chils °Pen’ng °f all endowed educational institutions to the
dren and youth of all classes alike,
of g 6 Abrogation of all laws interfering with the free use
0 day for the purpose of culturo and reoreation ; and the
&s . y cpening of State and Municipal Museums, Libraries,
| Att Galleries.
eqp Deform of the Marriage Laws, especially to secure
88l t for husband and wife, and a reasonable liberty
facility of divorce.
lhat Equalisation of the legal status of men and womon, so
p, I rights may bo independent of sexual distinction™
Itoth 6 Protection of children from all forms of violence, and
Biw greed of those who would mako a profit out of their
Ptrture labor.
fo3 . Abolition of all hereditary distinctions and privileges,
a spirit antagonistic to justice and human

Improvement by all just and wise means of the con
ip .ns of daily life for the masses of the people, especially
WI'I'WWS aad crbica, where insanitary and incommodious

«ngs, apd tM& wamhi of bp¥R epacdes, tansa Pyl
~»*moss and disease, and the deterioration of family life.
'WIf Prom°tiorl of the right and duty of Labor to organise

1*0r Its moral and economical advancement, and of its
rj? to legal protection in such combinations.
pW f <Substitution of the idea of Reform for that of Punish-
I® t in the treatment of criminals, so that gaols may no
*bo places of brutalisation, or even of mere detention,
HO K*aces of physical, intellectual, and moral elevation for
, Owho are afflicted with anti-social tendencies,
tlw Extension of the moral law to animals, so as to secure
ijj humane treatment and legal protection against cruolty.
~tio Promotion of Peace between nations, and the subBti-
tat: ot Arbitration for War in the settlement of inter-
““Qnal disputes.
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America’s Freethought Newspaper.

THE TRUTH SEEKER.

FOUNDED BY D. M. BENNETT, 1873.
CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 1883-1909.

G. E. MACDONALD ..oooiieeeeee e E ditob.
L. K. WASHBURN Contributor.

Subscription R ates,

Single subscription in advance — 53.00
Two new subscribers 5.00
One subscription two years in advance 5.00

To all foreign countries, except Mexico, 50 cents per annum extra

Subscriptions for any length of time under a year, at the rate of
25 cents per month, may be begun at any time.

Freethinkers everywhere are invited to tend for specimen copies,
which are free.

THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,
Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books,
62 Vesey Street, New York, U.S.A.

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 1d.
Pain and Providence ... ~. — 1d.

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-otreet, Farringdon street, E.O.

A NEW (THE THIRD) EDITION
OF

FROM FICTION TO FACT.
By F. BONTE.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Limited.)

REVISED AND ENLARGED.
SHOULD BE SCATTERED BROADCAST.

SIXTY-FOUR PAGES.
PRICE ONE PENNY,

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

DEFENCE OF FREE SPEECH

BY

G. W. FOOTE,

Being a Three Hours’ Addross to the Jury before the Lord
Chief Justice of England, in answer to an Indictment
or Blasphemy, on April 21, 1883.

With Special Preface and many Footnotes

Price FOURPENCB. Postfree FIYEPENCE.

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newoastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.



800 THE FREETHINKER DECEMBEB 10, 1911

SUNDAY EVENING FREETHOUGHT LECTURES

AT

Queen’s (Minor) Hall,

LANGHAM PLACE, REGENT STREET, LONDON, W.

DURING DECEMBER, 1911.

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

DECEMBER 10,

Mr. G. W. FOOTE,
“The Star of Bethlehem.”

DECEMBER 17,

Mr. G. W. FOOTE,
“The Shadow of Calvary.”

MUSIC BEFORE EACH LECTURE.

Front Seats, Is. Second Seats, 6d. A Few Free Seats at Back.
~Doors open at 7. Musical Program 7 to 7.30. Lecture at 7.30.

THE POPULAR EDITION
(Revised and Enlarged)

“"BIBLE ROMANCES

BY

G. W. FOOTE.

With a Portrait of the Author

Heynoldt't Neiotpaper Bays:—*“ Mr. G W. Foote, ohairman of the Secular Sooiety, is well known as *
~exceptional ability. Hib Bible Romancei have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, revised
enlarged edition, at the price of 6d., has now been published by the Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Far*I8® g
street, London, for the Secular Society. Thus, within the reach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of the I°a
of modern opinion is being placed from day to day.”

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

SIXPENCE —NET

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON»

Printed and Published by the Pioneeb Press, 2 Newcastle-street, London, E.O.



