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All truths wait in all things.—Whitman.

The Star of Jesus.

Nineteen centuries ago, according to an anoient 
tale which is accepted as serious history by 
Christendom, a wonderful star appeared somewhere 
ln the East to some nameless “  wise men,” who, 
Perceiving from its size, shape, lustre, or some other 
quality, that it was of a miraculous character, and 
portended something extraordinary, followed it along 
®ome unknown route to Jerusalem. On arriving 
there they inquired for the new King of the Jews, 
for they had concluded that the travelling jewel of 
“ ght was the star of his nativity. Nobody in the 
?% , however, had seen the star, or heard of any 
«lustrious birth. But King Herod, who ruled there 
t̂ that time, very obligingly convened a meeting of 

the most influential oitizens, who came to the con
tusion that if any remarkable child had been born 
aoywhere, it was most probably at Bethlehem.

During these proceedings, the star halted in the 
heavens; but as soon as the “  wise men ” set out 
:0r Bethlehem, it resumed its journey; until at 
length it arrived at that interesting little town, and 
8tood still over a public-house. Entering this novel 
Palace, they found, not only the king of the Jews, 

the king of the universe, just born and cradled 
ltl a manger. His mother had found the establish
ment full, and as no gentleman would go outside 
to oblige a lady, she had been confined in the stable, 

was literally “  in the straw."
The “ wise men ” gave the little king a cartload of 

Presents, whioh his parents took charge of until he was 
enough to enjoy them; and after they had 

propped on their knees and worshiped the infant, 
ta®y got on their feet again, and walked home. No 

knows where they went to, and nobody ever 
beard of them again. There is, also, only one doon- 
m®?t in the world that relates this pretty story, 
"bioh esoaped the notice of all the other biographers

this wonderful ohild. This dooument is supposed 
by the vulgar to have been written by a gentleman 
Qarued Matthew, but those who have studied the 
8Qbjeot more deeply tell us that nobody knows who 
^aa its author, or when and where he composed it.

There are, indeed, sceptics who ask how a star 
c°uld stand over a particular house, and how a few 
m^es of the earth’s surfaoe could make any difference 
• ° an object so remote. They even inquire, with a 
J°oular expression which is quite out of keeping with 
®Och a sublime subject, whether following a star is 

belike chasing the moon.
„ The marvellous child who was worshiped by those 
, 1̂86 men ”  grew up like other boys, although we 
b®ar little of him, exoept that he went with his 
P^ents to see “  the great city ” in his twelfth year, 
b'b had a slight misunderstanding with his mother, 

bt at the age of thirty he left his father’s shop, 
here chairs and tables were manufactured for the 

aetail trade, and took to open-air preaohing. His 
er»ions are still in print, and his numerous miracles 

Pr,°ve their truth and beauty. He turned water into 
*Qe; fed five thousand hungry people with five 

 ̂ *>ny rolls and as many sardines; oast devils out of 
Qtnan beings and sent them into the bodies of pigs ; 
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healed the sick without medioine, and the lame with
out surgery; cured blindness with ointment made 
of clay and spittle; and raised several persons from 
the dead without any other applianoes than his 
tongue. His fame spread far and wide, and excited 
the envy of his rivals in the ministerial profession, 
who entered into a conspiracy against him, and 
finally nailed him upon a cross, where he bled to 
death.

There were many miraculous signs and convulsions 
of nature at his death, but we are chiefly concerned 
with the celestial luminary that heralded his birth. 
The Star of Bethlehem was the morning star of 
human redemption. It is true the world is not much 
wiser or better now than it was then; that later 
philosophers have not eclipsed the wisdom of Socrates, 
Plato, and Aristotle; later poets the glory of Homer, 
.¿Esohylus, and Sophocles; later orators the splendor 
of Demosthenes and Cicero; later statesmen the 
ability of Pericles; nor later sovereigns the great
ness of Julius and Augustus. Nay, it is even true 
that the happiest period reoorded in history is that 
in whioh the Star of Bethlehem had scarcely risen 
over the world’s horizon, and was only seen by a few. 
If we contract our survey to the petty affairs of this 
life, it is difficult to show that the birth of Jesus was 
any advantage to us.

Those “  wise men of the East ” had faith or how 
could they have followed a wandering star! Faith 
is necessary to us who follow the Star of Bethlehem 
to-day; and as it led them to the cradle of Christ, 
so it will lead us to his throne in heaven. Faith is 
the one thing needful, and Christianity has through 
all the ages secured this blessing to mankind. For 
faith it extirpated Paganism under Constantine and 
his glorious successors. For faith it suppressed 
heresy with fine, imprisonment, and death. For 
faith it burnt the Alexandrian library and murdered 
Hypatia. For faith it drove men and women 
from the domestic hearth to monasteries and 
nunneries, to exchange the delicious smiles and 
prattle of ohildren for prayers and hymns. For 
faith it palmed upon the world a multitude of 
pious frauds. For faith it oonoocted creeds, and 
damned all who disbelieved them. For faith it per
secuted the unbelieving Jews, and tried to exter
minate them from the face of the earth. For faith 
it strewed eastern Europe and Asia Minor with the 
bones of millions of Crusaders and Saracens, who 
fought the great battle of the Cross against the 
Crescent. For faith it devised the raok, the thumb
screw, and the wheel. For faith it lit the fires of 
the Inquisition. For faith it incited Calvin to burn 
Servetus. For faith it manured French and Italian 
fields with the ashes of Bruno, Yanini, Dolet, and 
other pestilent infidels. For faith it wrought the 
Bartholomew massacre, and the Dragonnades of 
Louis the Fourteenth. For faith it kindled the 
flames of Smithfield. For faith it broke Calas on 
the wheel, and burnt De Labarre at the stake. For 
faith it ruined homes, divided parents from ohildren, 
and husband from wife. For faith it drenohed the 
earth with blood and tears. What but a religion 
inspired by faith could have done these things, 
which are so repugnant to our ordinary feelings ? Yes, 
the fruits of Christianity prove it to be divine; 
and the Star of Bethlehem shines with supernal 
glory over an ocean of blood. Q w> F o o te _
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Christian Unity.

I had once a carious experience in a railway train. 
It was during a night journey from Newcastle-on- 
Tyne with a solitary fellow-passenger. We fell into 
conversation, and I discovered that my travelling 
companion was recently home from China, and that 
he had returned in consequence of a supernatural 
visitation. He had, he said, received a message 
from the Lord, by way of a voice, to return to 
England in order to heal the divisions among Chris
tians. True to his message, he had thrown up a 
lucrative appointment and had come home to attend 
to the work. He was perfectly serious over the 
matter, and although on other subjects he was sane 
and interesting—two things that do not always run 
together—on this point he was as mad as the pro
verbial hatter. I wished him success in his work, 
but ventured the suggestion that he need have no 
immediate fear of any lack of employment. This 
incident occurred over a dozen years ago; the Chris
tian world is still as it was—perhaps more so.

Most Christians would agree with me in calling 
this person a monomaniac, although his form of 
mania is a common occurrence in Christian history, 
and has served in no small degree to keep the “ reli
gious consciousness ” alive. Yet this man’s persua
sion of a divine commission to unite Christians was 
only an extreme form of a delusion that seems to 
possess many people not usually classed as insane. 
A large number of Christian writers and speakers 
seem to regard it as proof of advanced and clear 
thinking to dwell upon the possibility of uniting all 
Christian sects, if they will only disregard—as they 
say—unimportant differences. At one time this 
basis of union took the form of a common belief in 
the Bible, although there is hardly anything upon 
which they are more hopelessly divided than upon 
the question of what the Bible actually teaches. At 
another time it is the common belief in Jesus that 
is to serve as a bond of nnion, ignoring the fact that 
the name of Jesus stands for a whole gallery of char
acters of the most irreconcilable description. Yet 
again, Christians are to unite on a common belief in 
God. Certainly, so far as a belief in some deity is 
concerned. But when we inquire as to what deity, 
we find the difference to be vital. Mr. Campbell 
denounces the orthodox deity as a blundering mon
ster, while other Christians retort that his deity is 
an impossible abstraction. Others plead for a purely 
idealised human character figuring as deity ; and yet 
others argue for a vague “ Power,” with a capital 
letter, so that it may look the more imposing. Many 
write and speak under the obvious impression that 
the more hazy and indefinite they are, the greator 
the chance of harmony.

But real union between men rests upon definite
ness of conception, not upon indefiniteness of 
meaning. A thick fog is not a good medium for 
combination, although it may be useful for stopping 
a fight. A strong and lasting union between people 
is formed when certain ideas or ideals are olearly 
seen and strongly held. And those Christians who 
suffer from the delusion of unity neither see clearly 
nor hold strongly. Their liberality of speech is the 
outcome of their indefiniteness of conviction. To 
use a rough figure, their thinking is like a river that 
has broken down its banks. It acquires width at the 
expense of depth. The advanced Christian, while in 
some respects a pleasing sign of the times, is in other 
respects an indication of the “ sloppiness ”  of modern 
religious opinion. He is a slave to phrases, lacking 
either the courage or the ability to look faots in the 
face.

The truth is that a common Christianity is a 
mirage of the Christian ages. There never has been 
such a thing, and one may safely say there never will 
be such a thing. Even in the pages of the New 
Testament we can hear the echoes of acrimonious 
discussion as to what on earth Jesus said, and what 
on earth he meant when he said it. In the course 
of the first three centuries of Christian history there

were hundreds of sects formed, all desiring unity» 
and seldom hesitating to resort to fraud, forgery, or 
even murder, to achieve it. Nor would it be correct 
to represent these divisions as being due to disagree- 
ment in trifles. Par from being so, some differences 
went to the root of the whole Christian faith. There 
were vital differences concerning the divinity 0 
Jesus, whether his resurreotion was pbysioal or 
spiritual, and even whether he ever existed at all in 
the flesh. And, as is common with Christian differ- 
ences, the longer the discussion the more numeroas 
the sects and the more disorderly their behavior. 
And whatever unity was finally produced was brought 
about, not by a harmony of conviction, but by the 
Church bringing the secular power to its assistance, 
and crushing discussion with the point of the sword. 
And this, as St. Louis said, is the only effective argu
ment against heresy—at least, it is the only onetha 
Christianity has ever discovered.

Even the Catholic Church, at its strongest, was 
unable to secure harmony of opinion or conviction. 
It was only able to security uniformity of expression, 
and even that but for a time. Heresies sprang 
every now and again, and were suppressed—than* 
to the co-operation of such eminently Christian 
agencies as stake and torture-chamber. And the 
came the Protestant Reformation, with its open 
Bible and rejection of papal rule. But this was a 
still more ghastly failure. Like the older Churo , 
it aimed at securing uniformity of belief, aD > 
like the older Church, it adopted the metbo 
of force. As a means of securing unity 
Christians, the infallible Bible was a more ghast y 
failure than the infallible Churoh. The only thing 
on which Protestants really showed any agreemen 
was in their hatred of the Catholio Church. 
they were just as unanimous in hating each otb® ■ 
Indeed, in spite of all the sloppy sentimentalis 
concerning Christian love, nothing has ever be® 
so effective in uniting bodies of Christians as “ » 
like and persecution of a common enemy. Hatr®  ̂
has always been a far more effective source 
union among Christians than goodwill. Makir»8 
ladder of moonbeans or a rope of sand would 
child’s play compared to the task of bringing Pea 
and harmony into the Christian camp.

In face of Freethought criticism, Christians son» 
times retort that their differences have arisen ov 
unimportant things. It is not true; and if it we ' 
the apology only aggravates the offence. One c 
forgive the quarrels of eminent men fighting <»5 
things they regard as of supreme importance. 
to be told that this eternal sectarian squabbli B»UU U U  I l U i l l  vUcxu u L i l o  U U o i U o i l  H U U b n i l l U i u  j .^

with its waste of time and energy, its hindrance . 
progress, and its cultivation of ill-feeling, is all flB. - 
nothing in particular, makes the whole tb> 
supremely ridiculous. From the Freethinker's P°*. 
of view, the apology contains a solid '
Religious quarrelling is truly about things that ^  
of no real value to anyone. Whether one ° n? y ej, 
bo baptised by total immersion, or merely sprio* 0{ 
whether Jesus suffered for our sins, or beoaufl i . 
them ; whether a clergyman should wear this ° r , jj0r 
kind of dress, pray in this or that attitude; who ^  
even there is a God or not, are all questions tba .j, 
so far as the conduct of life js ooncorned, not W ^ j

and determine the relations existing between» 
bers of the same society. m 0u

If Christians would only seriously face the <3°? ¡p 
of why there is not, and never has been, .o01 
religious beliefs, and why there is a progressive g. 
in other directions ! Not complete unity, of c° gut 
that can only come with complete knowledge- 0f 
there is a unity on certain things, and the a -.«■

the trouble of discussing. It is only the 
intelligence of a Christian that could allow 
matters to interfere with the real business

unity, so to speak, extends. Men of sclenc ^ 0y 
have disonssed their differences with heat, 0jjali 
have never demanded that their opponent’s 
be silenced by prison or the stake. And tb* egte&
the discussion the greater the body 
truth. The reason for this is obvious.

of «&&& Every611
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except religion rests its teachings upon a basis of 
observed and verifiable fact. The teachings have no 
yalue apart from the facts. And although men may 
ignore facts for a time, ultimately their existence is 
recognised and appreciated. But in religion there 
aye no facts to whioh appeal may be made. The 
mind runs riot, and there is nothing to hid it halt. 
Personal idiosyncracy usurps the place of observa
tion, and religious opinions are, in the main, little 
piore than an expression of a personal equation. It 
is for these reasons that while in science and 
sociology the tendency is towards a greater uni
formity in opinion and practice, in religion we have 
a growing diversity and confusion.

A study of Christian history makes at least one 
thing clear. This is that agreement among believers 
is a practical impossibility. The mere tradition of 
oighteen hundred years quarrelling is not likely to be 
eradicated with ease, or to be neutralised by brother
hood meetings overflowing with sloppy sentiment 
and pious gush, and engineered by chapel politicians. 
Of Christians we may truly say, “ Where two or 
three are gathered together, there is the prospeot of 
an intellectual Donnybrook.” Like the man who 
said that every man in his church was tainted with 
heresy, except his brother John, and he was “ just a 
little bit doubtful about John,” every Christian gazes 
at his neighbor with a distrustful eye. A real 
Christian can no more resist the opportunity of 
forcing his opinions upon others than a cat can 
avoid going for a mouse. It’s bred in them, and the 
hereditary pre-disposition is strengthened and de
veloped by a misdirected education.

Christian unity there never has been and never 
will be. “  A common Christianity ”  no more exists 
than does the centaur. It is a shibboleth with which 
Christian speakers gull their hearers and themselves. 
There is nothing they have in common except the 
Bame, and oven that is a condition of quarrelling, 
not a symbol of peace. There are, indeed, only two 
^ays by which Christian unity may be secured—by 
force or by agreement. The first was tried, under 
the most favorable conditions, and its failure was 
complete. We still have the ghost of the old des
potism with us, but believers now invent exouses 
for using foroe, and veil its operation under various 
devices of a social character. There remains only 
agreement; and that, too, is becoming more and 
coore diflionlt. Modern science, modern life, and 
Riodern Freethought, have so undermined the ground 
beneath the believer’s feet that he no longer feels 
secure of his footing. He professes belief, but there 
10 an uncertain note in his affirmation. He is certain 
°f nothing but his own uncertainty, and with each 
step of mental development this becomes more pro- 
counced. And, meanwhile, confronting the Christian 
stands the monaoing figure of Freethought, flashed 
Wlth a consciousness of past victories, strong in the 
certainty of its teachings, and confident in the 
ultimate triumph of its ideals. p rviwrcw

Immanuel.

Biblicat. soholars are profoundly convinced that 
Isaiah vii, 14 cannot legitimately be regarded as a 
Prediction of the virgin birth of Jesus of Nazareth, 
acd that Matthew’s Gospel claims it as such without 
Jhe slightest justification. In the Revised Version 
®he text reads thus :—

“ Therefore, the Lord himself shall give you a sigi 
behold, a virgin shall conceive, and bear a son, ai 
shall call hia namo Immanuol.”

Placed in its historical setting this passage hears 
P,ain and simple meaning. The Hebrew alma\ 
translated here virgin, is a word that inoludes a 
classes of women. Some critics identify almah wit 
the wife of King Ahaz, or with some member of tfc 
r°yal harem; while others infer an allusion to “ th 
Prophetess”  who bore a child to Isaiah. Thei 
are some who understand by the maiden the peopi

of Israel, who are often spoken of as the bride of 
Jehovah. The point is, however, that the term is a 
comprehensive one, and may be applied to a young 
woman of any class. Now, this portion of Isaiah 
was probably written during the Syro-Ephraimitish 
war (735-784 B.C.). The object of this war was to 
force Ahaz to join the alliance already concluded 
between Pekah, king of Israel, and Rezin, king of 
Damascus, “ for the purpose of opposing a barrier to 
the aggression of the Assyrians.” Jerusalem was 
besieged, and the greatest alarm was experienced by 
all within its walls. Ahaz, in a state of desperation, 
appealed to Assyria for protection. Isaiah totally 
disapproved of the king’s policy, and urged him to 
keep calm, trusting in Jehovah. “ Have no fear,” he 
said, “ the plot against thee shall surely fail. A 
young woman, who shall become a mother within a 
year, may call her babe Immanuel; but as surely as 
thou livest, before the ohild has learned to distin
guish between foods the lands of Pekah and Rezin 
shall be laid waste.” Such is the natural exposition 
of the words in order to fulfil which Jesus is said to 
have been born of a virgin and named Immanuel. 
Isaiah contemplated no supernatural event of any 
description, but merely the birth of an ordinary 
child whose name might happen to be Immanuel.

It is true that the English for Immanuel is With 
us is God, and it is also true that the people of 
Israel believed that God was present with them; but 
we must not lose sight of the faot that, like most 
other nations, Israel suffered from many vain delu
sions. One of these, no doubt, was the belief in 
Jehovah’s constant intervention in the national life, 
his friendship for Israel, and his hostility towards 
all others. A similar belief in the Christian God 
obtains in Christendom to-day’. Thousands upon 
thousands of people are set apart to prevent it from 
dying out, and an extremely tough job they find it to 
be. In the attempt to accomplish it they indulge in 
all sorts of extravagances. The new Bishop of 
Birmingham, Dr. Wakefield, for example, preaching 
in the Parish Church, St. Martin’s,recently, expressed 
himself in the following rhapsodical fashion :—

“  In a special way God is with us in Christ. The 
influence of God through Christ is seen throughout the 
whole world to-day, not merely the influence of 
the Divine Being, not merely tho fact that people 
recognise that thcro is a groat God, but tho influence of 
God through Christ is seen even by those that will not 
acknowledge the Christ as the Redeemer of tho world. 
They will all admit, when thoy are perfectly honest, 
that the result of Christianity to the world has been to 
completely change the ideals of man as to tho world and 
tho world’s management. God’s love is very different 
through God being with us in Christ."

One’s temptation, in characterising such a silly utter
ance, is to resort to more emphatic than refined 
expletives. The whole extraot is grossly untrue. 
What has God, in or out of Christ, done for the 
world since history began ? What is he doing for 
the world now? Is his lordship proud of the world 
as it is at this moment ? Can he rejoice in his own 
Birmingham as a God-governed and Christ-led oity ? 
If not, what on earth does he mean by saying that 
“  God has been in this world and for the world 
through its whole oareer, and that, in a very special 
sense, God is with us in Christ in the sense of a 
general thanksgiving, in tho world specially for the 
redemption of the world through Jesus Christ” ? 
Such words are not only empty but lying words. 
What did God do for the world in the tenth century 
when it touched the lowest depth of degradation in 
its whole history ? Even the Rev. Dr. Green, in his 
Handbook of Church History (p. 414), in describing the 
Popes, draws the following humiliating pioture:—

“  The crowning scandal was reached in the accession 
of Sergius III. through the influence of Adalbert, 
Marquis of Tuscany, and a noble and wealthy lady 
named Theodora. This woman, beautiful and depraved, 
had two daughters, Theodora and Marozia, of like 
character to herself ; and among them they disposed of 
the Roman See for more than half-a-century. Sergius III. 
paramor of Marozia, began the vile succession (904), 
and, after two of inconsiderable name, was followed by
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John X. (914), paramor of Theodora the younger (or, 
as some say, the elder). Marozia, who in the mean
time had married Alberic, son of Adalbert, caused this 
John (who had acquired some military fame by victory 
over the Saracens) to be imprisoned and put to death 
in the castle of St. Angelo.”

One might take almost any period in Christian 
history and find the conditions of life almost as bad. 
Yes, it is quite pertinent to ask what God in Christ 
is doing for the world to-day, and it would be emi
nently interesting if the Bishop of Birmingham, 
quitting his glowing generalities, would enter into a 
few details on the subject. Mr. Ramsay Macdonald 
is reported as saying that “  the trouble of these 
times is that nobody believes in any religion at all,” 
and as characterising the present as “  this accursed 
materialistic age.” And Dr. Wakefield has surely 
not forgotten that in welcoming Bishop Gore to the 
diocese of Oxford the Nonconformist Ministers’ 
Fraternal stated that “ the growing indifference 
to religion in this country seems to make it 
incumbent on Christian people to stand together 
against their common enemies.” In the face of 
such dismal confessions can the Bishop of Bir
mingham still give God a testimonial ?

To say that Christianity has completely changed 
man’s “  ideals as to the world and the world's man
agement ”  is to betray either inveterate prejudice or 
fathomless ignorance. Christianity brought abso
lutely no new ideals into the world; and no minister 
of religion has now the thinnest shadow of excuse 
for not knowing this. And yet only the other day a 
preacher asserted before a large congregation that 
we knew nothing about brotherhood until Christ 
came and revealed it. As a matter of simple fact, 
the Gospel JesuB neyer once referred, directly or in- 
direotly, to the universal brotherhood of mankind, 
nor did Christianity for sixteen hundred years, at 
least, ever rise to the moral elevation requisite to 
perceive it. Human brotherhood is not a Christian 
conception at all, although it was a truism among 
the Stoics long before Christianity appeared. “ But 
the spirit of Christianity is love,” someone exclaims. 
If we consult history we shall soon learn that, in 
practioe, the spirit of Christianity has been the direct 
opposite of love. At what period did the spirit of 
love dominate the Christian Church ? When it made 
war upon, and cruelly exterminated, the true-hearted 
and noble-minded Albigenses ? When, within a 
comparatively brief period, it burnt 81,000 persons 
for heresy in Spain, and condemned more than 
290,000 to punishments scarcely less severe; or 
when, in the Netherlands, in the reigns of Charles V. 
and son, it put 75,000 to death for daring to think 
for themselves ? The Christian spirit of love 
exercises itself only within the narrowest possible 
limits, only among those who think alike. Towards all 
others, Christianity sternly maintains an intolerant 
and persecuting attitude. Disbelieve in it openly, 
attack it in public, and you shall be pelted with 
detraction, obloquity, and vulgar abuse, and perhaps 
clapped into prison for months. Toleration never 
has been, and never can be, a virtue exemplified by 
any sect of really believing Christians.

Bishop Wakefield is too hopelessly steeped in Chris
tian prejudice to realise how glaringly he contradiots 
himself in one short sermon. After dwelling upon the 
beneficent, transforming, and regenerating influence 
which Christianity is alleged to have exerted on 
the whole world through all the ages, after saying 
that Christ “  really makes known to each one of us 
how we are to behave one to another, what our atti
tude to one another is,” after emphasising that all 
this “  is intensely influenced in this land of ours 
through Christ,” and that it is also “ intensely influ
enced everywhere where human beings are," the 
right reverend gentleman coolly adds that “ the 
world, no doubt, is very evil. Admittedly." But 
this need not make the Christian feel in the least 
depressed. Oh dear, no. Lat him go on thinking 
and talking about the glorious influence of God 
through Christ as “  seen throughout the whole world 
to-day.” Is such a course possible to people who

use common sense ? Surely the people of Birmingham 
are too wideawake to be taken in by such palpable 
trifling. According to this divine, God has been in 
the world through Christ for nigh two thousand 
years ; and yet this selfsame divine says, with the 
same breath, that the world is still, “  no doubt, 
admittedly very evil.”  No wonder that the world 
is displaying “  a growing indifference to religion."

“ God with us ”  may now be dismissed as a super
stition too absurd to be entertained by thinking 
people. The belief enshrined in it has been of no 
service to mankind at any time. It is a falsehood to 
represent those who do not acknowledge Christ as 
the Savior of the world as yet admitting that Chris
tianity has completely changed man’s ideals. What 
Christianity set itself to do was to stereotype ideals 
already in existence, and so prevent them from 
developing, and to foist upon humanity wholly im
practicable rules of its own. What we need to realiso 
this Christmastide is, not that God is with us, but 
that it is our privilege, because it is within our power 
as intelligent beings, to gradually get rid of the 
numerous individual and social disabilities and dis
harmonies which now fill the world with pain and 
sorrow, and to attain to that state wherein the ways 
of life are ways of pleasantness and all its paths are
p8aC0‘ J. T. Lloïd .

Secular Morality.

I.
The war between Science and Religion which started 
a few centuries ago is ever going on. Many pitobed 
battles have taken place, the blood of many brave 
warriors has been spilt for the noble cause of human 
liberty, and it is more than probable that this des
perate fighting will continue for many years to oome- 
No quarter is given, and the war will only end when 
one of the antagonists has bitten the dust, never to 
rise again. Which party will be victorious? Such a 
question will bring a knowing smile on many lips, fpr 
it is obvious that Reason and Truth will oonquer iO 
the long run. Although at first the champions o 
the supernatural had it all their own way, and too* 
advantage of their position to send their opponents 
to a glorious martyrdom, things have somewba 
ohanged since the last sixty years. The countless 
scientific victories have sadly disabled and reduce 
religion’s artillery, the black doth army is retreating» 
fresh reoruits are difficult to find, entrenchment 
once thought to be impregnable give way when tn 
banner of science is in sight, the ammunition stores 
are getting more and more depleted, and the remain- 
ing Church legions, after abandoning most of their 
weapons in the enemy’s hands, are wondering ho 
and with what they oan continue the fight.

The passionate appeals of the olergy enjoining to 
people Co return to the good old staunoh faith, ere 
quia ahsurdum of days gone by, are met with growing 
indifference. The absurd theories of hell and par^ 
dise have been abandoned; these ideas have serv 
their time ; they are now considered too ridionlo 
and childish to be taken into consideration. 
situation had grown so alarming that the Churob, 
order not to die, had to find some fresh excuse 
justify her existence. Turning away from pur® re 
gious dogma, she has taken up a newline of busin® ’ 
adapted herself to modern necessities—i.e., taken V 
a class of work for which she is quite inoompc^®0 , 
and is ever playing the part of a parasite. 
religionists now claim that they are solely reSpD- 
sible for the modern development of a larger 
soiousness of social duties and responsibility 
However, an elementary knowledge of history “ .g 
the study of present-day politics easily proves 
assertion to be false. — 00.

Another favorite argument often thrown at * 
thinkers is the following : “  Religious dogma may. ^  
stand on a very sound basis; modern archied0» 
researches and the greater knowledge we posse9
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tbs rise and evolntion of the various cults of the 
past oblige us to admit that, after all, the Bible is 
not the rock of truth we thought it to be ; but, in 
spite of all, Atheism must he checked and destroyed 
on account of its evil social consequences. Religion 
stands as a beautiful symbol of human virtue, Christ 
is the greatest moralist of the world, Christianity 
created morality, and if you destroy the virtuous 
illusions of supernaturalism you will lead humanity 
to an abyss of moral degradation and corruption.’

How often have we been told this !
In this present study I want to show the absolute 

falsehood of the above argument, and endeavor^ to 
demonstrate that between morality and religion 
there is the same contrast as between black and 
"white; that the habit of worshiping the Unknown 
leads to hypocrisy and to a serious lack of the social 
ponsoiousness which we must cultivate in ourselves 
in order to perform our duties a3  man and citizen.

II.—Religion Never Created Morality.
At the present day the word “  religion ’’ has prac

tically lost its original and etymologioal meaning, 
jind is used to convey many various and often con
tradictory ideas. We shall therefore be obliged at 
the outset to clearly define “  religion,”  and for that 
Purpose I propose to adopt Professor Tylor’s defini
tion, whioh, in my opinion, is the briefest and most 
concise of a ll: “  A belief in supernatural things.” 

Let us now look back to history, where the 
endeavors and errors of humanity are written in 
otters of blood, let us observe the rise and fall of 

Past civilisations, let our hearts beat with deep 
emotion at the recollection of our early ancestors 
nghting as best they could, with the paltry weapons 
at their disposal, the terrible struggle for life against 
aQ impassible nature which man only conquers by 
nnderstanding and obeying its eternal law. What 
shall we find ? That all religions have a common 
basis : primitive man’s incapacity for understanding 
natural phenomena. A few years ago I remember 
hearing Mr. Foote leoturing on that subjeot with his 
Usnal eloquence, calm and precise: What all im
partial students of history and anthropologists agree 
hpon at the present day—

“ the savage is now resting in his hut or cavern after a 
tiring day’s hunting and fighting wild beasts, sleep has 
closed his eyelids, when suddenly ho is roused by claps 
°f thunder, lightning rends the skies, in the distance he 
sees the rod smoko of burning forests, the howling of
the wind minglos with that of terrified animals.......
Panting with fear before these manifestations of a ter
rible unknown power, the savage throws himself on his 
knees and his lips cry out, 1 * * * * 6 Oh ! spirit of fire, thou who 
blastest tho mighty rocks and burnost the forest, have 
mercy upon me, spare mo 1’ ”

i S 18 canse °I naan’s belief in the supernatural
8 therefore fear— the fear of bodily pain, the fear of 
cath. Those who claim that religion stands as the
vidence of man’s yearning towards the divinity

jmm which he descended are therefore in the wrong.
, >8 undeniable that ignorance was originally the 

6st and most fertile ground for the growth and
6 jĜ °pment of all the religious errors that depress 

an  ̂poiBon our life.
„ '” hat is morality? It is the means whereby a 
« egarious sooiety protects itself against the egotis- 
fo*ld tendency of the individual. Its object is two- 
Cq<1: (1) By combining the various elements of the 
jjj^^bnity to increase the resisting power of same 
in tb 8t.ruSgle for existence. (2) At an early period 
val ° history of evolution nature taught men the 
com6 a“ d. neoessity of unity, therefore primitive 
Wa U nities enaotod laws by which the individual 
tn 8 rGstrained from committing certain acts dotri- 
*Uunity t0 the welfaro of the olan> tribs> or oom-

^bh*13 ^  reli8ion thafc taught man that murder, 
time ry’ et° ” WGre oriminal acts ? No, a thousand 
wro 8 n°* These elementary notions of right and 
Cll n8 were inculoated in man by the force of cir- 

0^ ances> by the pressure of natural necessities. 
°ne n 6r-u° continue living a gregarious life, the only 

Possible for humanity, its members realised the

power of discipline and its beneficial consequences 
for each in particular and all in general. This is so 
true that travellers who have lived among Esquimaux 
tribes report that, in spite of the fact that this race 
has little or no religion, it is governed by strictly 
moral rules. For instance, war is an unknown thing 
among Esquimaux tribes, and pauperism does not exist. 
These people praotise a kind of communism, whereby 
food supplies—fish principally—are divided among the 
members of the communities according to their 
respective wants.

This is so unmistakably true that Kropotkin, the 
celebrated naturalist and geographer, showed in a 
wonderful book, entitled Mutual Aid, that morality is 
not only to be found among men, but is also easily 
traceable among animals, especially those classified 
as the superior mammals. For instanoe, in the
frozen steppes of Siberia the reindeers, when 
migrating, never travel isolated, but always in vast 
herds. They are thus able to resist the savage 
attacks of famished bands of wolves. It is also to 
be noted that the latter never go hunting alone, but 
also in large troops, and are thereby more efficient 
as regards offensive and defensive movements.* Is 
it religion that taught these animals the noble virtue 
of helping each other?

Volumes could be written on the subject of the 
natural growth and development of morality.

Now that we have shown that morality does not 
depend on religion we must indicate the reasons 
which allow us to affirm that seoular or natural 
morality is the only true one, and is logically opposed 
to the so-called morality of religion in general and 
of Christianity in particular.

Dogma orders man to do this or that because this 
is right and that is wrong. But why? “ Because 
we priests to whom God has revealed the truth 
know how to differentiate between good and evil. 
You must not inquire further; your duty is to obey 
us.” The result of this disastrous teaohing natur
ally leads to intellectual atrophy and the complete 
extinction of human initiative, and to the degrada
tion of one’s dignity in the praotice of our moral 
courage.

History shows us the terrible tyranny exeroised by 
Christianity during several centuries. It was a 
crime to think, to express one’s opinion ; the man of 
soience bold enough to searoh for truth was publioly 
tortured and put to death.

How did Christianity receive the wonderful dis
coveries of Galileo, Copernicus, and Harvey; the 
philosophical teachings of Giordano Bruno, Michel 
Servetus, and countless others ? The memory of 
these days of orime was painfully revived only three 
years ago, when another glorious victim of religion 
—Ferrer, I mean—was cruelly murdered by order of 
the Spanish Catholio party 1 And what was his 
crime ? He wanted to make a better, nobler 
humanity, emancipated from the errors of the past; 
but he had the impudence of fighting for truth, and 
this religion never forgives.

Even in England of the present day, one of the 
freest of European countries, we find religion and 
God officially protected against those bold enough 
not to believe in him, and who doubt whether the 
stereotyped moral rules given by the Churoh are the 
best for humanity. We have not yet forgotten those 
brave warriors, Carlile, Bradlaugh, Foote, and others 
who suffered in prison for having proclaimed the 
truth.

Does not history show that Christianity has ever 
been on the side of the strongest ? For what pur
pose did she use the tremendous political power she 
once possessed ? For the methodical oppression of 
the people, of the nation at large.

We Freethinkers claim that secular morality is not 
only possible and realisable, but that this code of 
human morals based on truth is nobler and more 
efficient than the precepts derived from super
naturalism—i.e., the worshiping of the Unknown— 
the religion of fear, hostile to the glories of life.

* “ La Science et la Morale,” by M. Berthelot, Revue de Parit, 
February, 1895.
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III.—S c ie n t if ic  a n d  Se c u l a r  M o r a l it y .
Without giving a lengthy account of the great 

variety of definitions attached to the word “ morality ” 
and the theories expounded by the great philosophers 
of antiquity and modern times, I think we shall all 
understand more clearly what is meant by “  Scien
tific and Seoular Morality" by quoting a few extraots 
of a famous article witten by M. Berthelot, the 
greatest French scientist and Freethinker of modern 
times:—

“ I  insist on the fact that science ought to be con
sidered as the unique basis of morality; up to the 
present day, brute force and religion were the only 
known directing factors in human societies : brute force 
looking after the material order of things, religion the 
spiritual. But slowly at first, now with increased pro
gress, a new directing principle has arisen which has 
firmly taken root and gradually developed itself all over 
Europe— Science, i.e., our knowledge of the laws 
governing the material and moral world in which we 
live, and to which we must adapt the acts of our private 
life and the direction of human societies.

“  Human morality as well as science does not recog
nise a divine origin ; the social instincts, the sentiments 
and duties which derive from same are common both to 
mankind and to the superior animals. They have not 
originated from an exterior and divine revelation, but 
are part and parcel of the cerebral and physiological 
constitution of man. The hereditary perfecting of 
these instincts through evolution and adaptation to 
environment constitutes the real basis of morality and 
the starting point of the organisation of civilised 
societies. Secular morality cannot, of course, remain 
immutable; it can never become a dogma, but is gra
dually and constantly modified by the perpetual advance
ment of the physiological, psychological, and sociological 
sciences. In the same way as there exists next to 
positive science an ideal science derived from the former, 
which precedes and inspires the progress of same, we 
also find an ideal morality which announces and pre
cedes the evolution of future moral rules. This was 
the ideal morality of the Greek philosophers whose 
precepts Christianity appropriated for its own use [the 
Fathers of the Church have admitted this fact, which 
they attributed to some anticipated divine rovelation] ; 
it was also that of the eighteenth century philosophers 
whose principles of justice and equality were proclaimed 
to the world by the French Revolution. It is the 
morality of present-day thinkers who fight on behalf of 
the beautifal hope of the future: the fraternity of 
nations, the universal solidarity of mankind."

We may conolndo this study by stating the fol
lowing principles, which all Freethinkers will endorse, 
and for the realisation of which we must all stand 
united and with dauntless courage in the great battle 
for truth.

Human morality, above all, must be secular, and 
not subjected either to religious superstition or to 
metaphysical theories.

The basis of morality rests on the conscience and 
the reasoning powers of the individual; its principles 
are: respeot for the human personality, tolerance, 
solidarity, liberty, equality, fraternity— principles 
which can be resumed in these two words, “ Justice 
and Truth.”

Morality must be taught by the objective inter
pretation of history, art, and philosophy, but especi
ally by the daily example and practice of human and 
natural virtues.

Experimental science constitutes the basis and the 
directing factor of modern secular morality.*

F . 0 .  R it e .

The Epic of Judaism.

The Source of the Christian Tradition. By Edouard 
Dujardin. Translated by Joseph McCabe. Watts A Co. ; 
1911 ; pp. 308 ; 5s. net.

T h is  book tells quite a fascinating story—perhaps 
we had better call it a story, and no more. The 
facile elegance of Mr. McCabe’s translation bears one 
along from start to finish ; but this very feature,

* La Morale Laique, by P. A. Hirsch, Paris.

indeed, is perhaps rather a defect than otherwise in 
a criticism of Christian origins that should make its 
appeal primarily by its abundance of demonstrated 
verities rather than by the mellifluous flow of “ 8 
eloquence. Every page of the book is so fluid, so 
interesting, and always so suggestive; but then, at 
last, the question fatally arises: On what basis is 
the fine superstructure built ? For a book that 
delivers such a demolishing frontal attack on the 
orthodox Old Testament position, explaining its 
origin by reference to the growing political and 
social conditions of the small Bedouin bands that 
dumped themselves down upon Palestine, the corro
borative materials offered either in the shape of 
documents or records are surprisingly small. For 
instance, there is much legend rejected, and a slight
m odicum  accepted , from  the Old Testament narratives
without,however, any adequate critical or documentary 
aid to help us to understand the author’s principle of 
selection. For this reason, one feels at times lost in 
the clouds after reading this fascinating book, and 
that precisely because the author (or is it the 
translator ?) is so sparing of references to his sources 
of information. Surely a second edition can remedy 
this.

To begin at the beginning. Our author points to 
Abimileoh as “ the first Israelitish sheik” who 
sought to subdue the population surrounding the 
Jews. His attempt failed, and later it was renewed 
by Saul, “  the chief of the Israelitic tribe of Benja
min.” This, and more in the same strain, quite fan8 
to convince the critical reader who looks for facts m 
lieu of finely spun theory.

For all that, Edouard Dujardin is no apologist or 
trimmer. He stands, indeed, in quite a different 
category. “ Jahveh,” he tells us, “ who afterwards 
became the one God of the Jews, the Eternal of the 
Christians, and the Absolute of the philosophers, 
cannot have been a less abominable idol than Cainos 
or Milkom ” (p. 7).

The descriptions of Jahveh given by our author 
are not too flattering to the cloudy Deity of old 
Israel. The images of Jahveh were manifold ; he 
was an mrolith; at Jerusalem he was a braze0 
serpent; in Ephraim a young bull. His sanotuaries 
were numerous, and “ masculine, as well as feminm®; 
prostitution formed part of the cult of Jahveb 
(p. 10).

Wo are told that of ancient Hebraism no mono- 
ment of the slightest interest has come down to o8. 
Apart from a few stones of Jerusalem, apart fro® 
what the future may discover in the deeper soil o 
Palestine, nothing has survived the ages. D u ja r d m  
view is that no history is more pitifully obsoure tha 
that of the potty kings of Ephraim and Judah, d0'v , 
to the day when they were swallowed up in the floo 
of the Assyrian and Babylonian invasions. *  _ 
absorption and dispersion of the Jews by these con 
quering empires gave birth to Judaism as a history 
and an influence. The resurgence of the race bega 
in 588 B.C., when the Babylonians, under Nabncbo 
onosor, made Jerusalem a heap of ruins. . 0

According to Dujardin, the Restoration was t 
work of the Jerusalemites who had remained behin ' 
in and around the town, rather than of the do8C®, 
dants of the exiles of 588. There was no oaptiv1̂  
or slavery. The Jews had been forcibly transfer*1 
to the banks of the Euphrates, but had settled the 
and now lived there in freedom. The Babylonl ^ 
colony, the first of the Jewish colonies, rema® ’ 
grew, and lasted for centuries. g

The salvation of Judaism really came from 
who broke the Babylonian power. The >̂ersIaii 
Government expressly restored life to the 0®* 
States; its policy aimed at their development 0 ^  
currently with the prevention of the format®0 ^ 
large ones. Under the Persian dominion there 
from end to end of Palestine, a re-awakening 
stricken populations. This awakening of the J 
centred around Jerusalem, which stood am® ^ 
number of petty Palestinian States ; it all HapP®p.jaJ. 
not through miracle, but by a natural process 01 0pg 
to the development of the Athenian Republic a
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the republios of Hellas, or that of Rome among the 
C1ties of Italy.
, Jhe renewal of Israel centred in the work associa- 

with the name of Esdras. According to our 
author, the story of Esdras is, like almost all 

iblical stories, a doctrinal legend. Dajardin is not 
c ear whether he was a real personage ; his figure is, 
at any rate, shrouded in irremovable obscurity. But 
whether what is called the work of Esdras was that 
?. 0ne tnan or of many, “ or, better still, the colleo- 
,!ve work of the nation,” it is, at any rate, 
he first affirmation of the nationalism which was 

6 Point of departure of Judaism as a com- 
anting religious influence. After the foreign yoke 

ell upon them, the gloomy faith of the men of 
erusalem declared that Jahveh was the terrible 
aster who had thought fit to chastise his people, 

th f D0W- bought fit to restore it. They affirmed 
hat their disasters and their ruin and oppression 

Were the work of their national God himself, and the 
remaking of Judaism flowed out of that leading idea 
aDm °.reated its literature and religion.

This was the radical revolution of thought that 
changed the oharaoter of the old tribal Jahveh. 
ahveh, henceforth, was no longer a mere territorial 

^°d, sitting in the Ark, a lover of fat. He appeared 
o Esdras, to the Esdras group, in the agony of their 
hmiliation, as the terrible master who had done 

everything (p. 28), and exacted every sacrifice in 
return.

She nnutterable name then beoame identified with 
he Jewish nationality. The standard to which the 

Patriots of the Restoration were to rally was the 
name of the God. Henceforth, declares Dujardin, to 
h tar outrage to Jahveh would be to insult the flag, 
n a fine analogy he tells us that in great nations 
here is a blind and fierce idol, with sword in hand, 
he Fatherland, which demands human sacrifices, 

and to which fathers must bring their children as 
olocausts. At Jerusalem, the local idol was named 
ahveh. Tho brutal, exclusive spirit that animated 
he new idolaters is set forth in Deut. xiii. G-16—a text 

Which Dujardin plaoes about a century later than 
^ sdra8. And even as the purpose of the Inquisition 

as to establish a religion, so the purpose of the 
atrocities of Deuteronomy was to found a nation, 
^hd this idea is skilfully worked out in an admirable 
Series of illustrations drawn from the literature 

hmh sprang out of the inventive Esdras school andits successors.
Our author’s view is that the Persian suzerainty 
as the providential faotor which enabled the Jewish 

heocraoy to develop. By what proooss that develop
ment took place is acutely, if not accurately, indica- 

in Chapter II.—an extremely suggestive one, by 
be way. It serves as a fitting preface to a remark- 

le chapter on the Books of Moses conceived as 
°rming the national epio of a new theocratio im

perialism. It is pointed out that tho formation of 
be Jewish opio cycle arose in a way characteristic of 

crafty theooraoy. While Rome relied solely on 
Military force and administrative power, Jerusalem 

eed the devices of churches; its leaders began by 
bnexing the traditions, tho anoient glories, the 
Sends, the national reminiscences of their neighbors 

bd rivals before humiliating their gods, annexing 
p,.eir consciences, and ultimately their territory, 

irst, they appropriated the name and traditions of 
rael and fivnlnitod tho fndpd fWnries of that ancient

bame. But are we to insist that tho priests of 
®r08alem would deliberately, shamelessly forge the
osaio history ? Dujardin’s reply is emphatically 

“ We must," he says,

history

M
deM" ' ^ e mu8V ’ be says, “ not forget that we are 

aimg with Orientals ; that we are dealing with 
t . le®t8. with rulers who have no idea of writing 

in the modern fashion, but write merely to 
dogmas, give a divine character to laws, 

se institutions, preaoh a national faith to a 
and create for it a sublime past ” (p. 55). 

BmefWh°le chapter, which is devoted to the demon- 
ration of this position, is very ably conceived, and 

o, n a lar8e Part> afc least—might have been made 
re convincing if an appropriate array of notes,

le8itimi 
& t"e ,

authorities, and illustrations had been furnished to 
give confidence to the stumbling faith of the 
sceptical reader.

This work, which is a sort of natural history of 
Jewish supernaturalism, is a book to read—but 
especially to reread. On a second reading of some 
of its sections its general appeal (judging from my 
own impressions) seems to grow stronger on one’s 
mind. At any rate, the publication in English of 
this book (which from certain internal evidences 
would appear to be a first volume of some larger 
study) is a distinct enrichment of our Freethought
literature. William Heaford.

Acid Drops.

We see by an American cutting that a wonderful book is 
coming out by a wonderful German thinker, Rudolf Martin. 
The theme of it is “  the remarkable decline of religion and 
the almost complete disappearance of religious influence 
among the peoples of Europe.”  The author will also “  pre
dict the early disappearance of religion as a potent factor in 
the practical affairs of the world.”  Further, he raises the 
question, but does not answer it, whether mankind will go 
to the dogs or find some efficient substitute for the past and 
present religious restraints. We don’t think he need trouble 
himself over that question. Morality is a necessary part of 
tho general course of human evolution. It existed before 
religion and will outlive it.

Father Carr, of Formby, has had to be taught that the 
Catholic Church cannot use in England all the means it 
employs to raise money in Ireland. Lotteries and raffles are 
illegal on this side of the Irish Channel, and after repeated 
warnings Father Carr had to be prosecuted for selling rafflo 
tickets for a set of china in order to “  raise money for good 
work.”  He defended himself with some spirit, but the law 
is tho law, even for Catholic priests, and tho Birkdale Bench 
fined him £2 and costs, and refused to state a case.

Dr. Russell Wakefield, the new Bishop of Birmingham, 
told the recent diocesan conference that “ tho great mass of 
people outside the Churches constituted a great and grave 
problom.’ * No doubt. And you won’t settle it by shutting 
Freethinkers’ mouths under tho Blasphemy Laws.

Dr. Boyd Carpenter, the new Canon of Westminster, says 
that the world is “  hungering for religion.” It must bo a 
very dyspeptic hunger then.__

Tho following “  Acid Drop ”  appeared in our issue of 
December 1 0 :—

“  Rev. George William Hudson Shaw (we stop to take 
breath), of Alderley, Cheshire, has been appointed to the 
living of St. Botolph’s, Bialiopsgate, London, E.C. The 
gross income is £3,0i>0 and the net income £2,000. Pity 
the poor clergy !”

Tho statements in that paragraph appoared in tho news
papers. Only tho comments wore our own. Yet tho 
reverend gentleman picks us out for correction,— which is, 
after all, perhaps, a kind of a compliment. He writes to us 
as follow s:—

“  Alderloy Rectory,
Chelford,

Cheshire.
‘ P ity the P oor C lergy. ’ [no date]

“  To the Editor of the Freethinker.
“  Dear Sir,

Your facts aro not quite accurate. The gross income 
of St. Botolph’s, Bishopsgate, is not £3,090, but rather 
£4,230. The net income at my disposal will probably be, 
not £2,000 a year but £1,30J a year. Instead of scoffing at 
my multiplicity of Christian names, for which I am not 
responsible, and sneering at the largeness of my prospective 
income, for which I have no responsibility either, could you 
not add to your froo thinking a little fair-dealing, and ask 
for the facts? The facts are that less one-third part of 
tho gross income of St. Botolph’s is reserved for his personal 
use, and that the bulk is allotted for good purposes outside 
Bishopsgate. If you care to know in a year’s time how the 
Rector’s personal income has been expended, he will publish 
his balance-sheet if the Editor of the Freethinker will 
publish his side by side.

Yours faithfully,
G . W. H udson S haw . ”

The newspaper figures wo relied upon were incorrect, then. 
We understated tho gross income of St. Botolph’s, but wo
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overstated the cash going annually into the Rector's pocket. 
It turns out to be .£1,300 instead of ¿£2,000,— which is still 
enough to give point to our “  Pity the poor clergy! ” 
Besides, the words of that cry are not onrs; we are only 
responsible for the note of exclamation. We regret, how
ever, that we inadvertently placed the reverend gentleman 
¿£700 a year further off from the Sermon on the Mount than 
he really is. With regard to the balance-sheets, we may 
state at once that the Freethinker does not yet yield us any
thing either as proprietor or editor, though we hope it will 
in time. Our income is derived from other sources, and is 
hardly within measurable distance of Mr. Shaw’s. We spend 
it as we please. Mr. Shaw may do the same as far as we 
are concerned. We have no impertinent curiosity on that 
subject. Not how Mr. Shaw spends his income, but how he 
receives it, is the point. It seems hardly the thing to pay a 
man even ¿£1,300 a year for preaching the blessings of 
poverty.

Kev. Everard Digby, who gave evidence for the defence in 
the recent boxing contest at Birmingham, has since opened 
a picture theatre at Coventry, which is to be opened on 
Sundays, but not so as to be a rival to the churches and 
chapels, as it will not open until the evening after the hours 
of religious service. It will thus be possible, the reverend 
gentleman said, to go to church first and attend the cine
matograph show later; which is an admirable arrangement 
for those who want the double dose (piety first, and amuse
ment after), but not so convenient for those who, having to 
go to work on Monday morning, and not requiring the piety, 
would prefer their share of the amusement earlier in the 
evening. For the rest, the reverend gentleman spoke very 
sensibly. He said that attendance at a wholesome enter
tainment was far preferable to wandering aimlessly about 
the streets, as some young people d id ; and that 11 if the 
Church could not hold its own against picture palaces it was 
time they had a fresh lot of parsons.

The Telegraph reported “ an interesting and pathetic 
incident which took place immediately after the christening 
at the cataract of Princess Kaw-paw-qua (‘ Morning Beauty’), 
daughter of Mr. Louiss Palmer, of Cleveland, Ohio. The 
tiny girl is the grand-daughter of Chief Oghema Niagara 
(‘ Thunder water’), an Indian of the Oscanbee tribe of 
Kansas, and after the ceremony, which took place in the 
Cave of the Winds, under the Horseshoe Fall, Thunder- 
water, who, in 1866, had been christened at the same spot, 
gathered the few remaining members of his tribe about him 
and journeyed to Table Kock, on the Canadian side. There, 
with his face to the setting sun, the chief said : ' The Chris
tian says the pagan is a fool. I was raised pagan, I have 
lived pagan, and I ’ll die pagan. I  have seen Catholics 
warring against Protestants, Protestants warring among 
themselves, and both warring against the Jew. Indians 
never warred among themselves about religion. My grand
daughter is christened because she lives in a Christian 
nation and will have to obey Christian laws, but later she 
will be named a pagan, and when she is old enough to decide 
for herself she will choose between Christ and Manitou.’ ”

The Bishop of Madras preached at a great Church parade 
during the Coronation Durbar at Delhi. He assured his 
congregation that the King-Emperor “  reigned as God’s re
presentative over all Indians, Christian and non-Christian. 
He held the firmest belief in his Majesty’s divine authority.” 
That's all right. There’s nothing like knowing for certain.

The Kev, F. C. Spurr, of Melbourne, is a highly amusing 
theologian. In the Baptist Times for December 22, he trots 
out the oft-refuted argument of “  the changed world.” 
“  The coming of Christ,”  he says, “  has undoubtedly changed 
the world.”  He piously rhapsodises thus :—

“  Christ is changing the world. The world is His. He 
owns it. He died for it. He loves it. He would dwell 
with men and be their God. He would wipe away tears 
from all eyes. He would establish His Kingdom upon the 
earth, even the reign of righteousness and love.”

For nineteen hundred years has Christ been owning, loving, 
and changing the w orld ; and yet the following is the 
humbling confession which Mr. Spurr himself is forced to 
make in the self-same article:—

“  But the world at this Chnstmastide, 1911, seems to 
many to be in a very bad way. The Churches are 
neglected, organised infidelity grows, nations are at war, 
other nations are preparing for war, and social unrest is 
greater than ever it has been before. The world seems 
out of joint. And men are asking with contempt whether 
this is the boon that Christ has brought I ”

The second extract demonstrates tho rich reality of the 
first

At last the secret is out. As long as we are in this world 
sorrow is a necessity from which there is absolutely no 
escape. Therefore to banish sorrow would be the greatest 
of sins. This we know because Mr. Coulson Kernahan and 
the Rev. Thomas Phillips tell us so. Mr. Phillips goes the 
absurd length of asserting, in his own dogmatic style, that 
“  to banish sorrow would be to misinterpret the ends of life- 
One thing is certain, namely, that the banishment of sorrow 
would quickly bring about the extinction of churches and 
parsons. The object of science, on the contrary, is to era
dicate everything that makes life sorrowful and sad, and 
bring into play all the forces that make for health and hap
piness, peace and joy. Of course, when science achieves its 
end, men like Mr. Phillips will have to look for another job.

Bev. Clarence Kicheson, of Boston, U.S.A., who is charged 
with the murder of Miss Avis Linnell, to whom he had been 
engaged before he saw his chanco of getting engaged to a 
wealthy Boston girl, tried to commit suicide in his cell, and 
had to be taken to the prison infirmary in a very precarious 
state. It is said that a signed confession was found lying by 
his side.

The subject of a bowdlerised Bible was discussed at the 
recent conference of head masters at Sherborne School. 
Dorset. Rev. Lionel Ford argued that certain parts of the 
Bible should be omitted in the earlier stages of Scriptural 
education. That was a nice way of putting it. He stated 
that much would have to be left out “  for which young boys 
might not be benefited through reading.”  That was a nicer 
way of putting it. It left the road open for “  old boys ” to 
the curried dishes of Holy Scripture. But such dealings 
with the Grand Old Book were far from satisfying the Rev- 
J. R. Wynne Edwards, of Leeds Grammar School. “ Are 
we,” he asked, “  as the headmasters of England, to say that 
the Bible is an immoral book ?” Were they to declare that 
“  the Bible is unfit to be put before little boys ?” Perish the 
thought 1 Knowing the Bible is unfit is one thing; admit
ting it is quite another thing. Let the old smut be offered 
to the young boys as the Word of God, as it always was and 
always shall be. Amen.

The Beautiful Garden.

T hky lived in the beautiful garden,
The children of high degree ;

The one was the wife of the other 
The “ she ”  was the rib of the “  he ” —

Up above with his face at the window,
Was their Heavenly Father, J . ;

He wanted to catch them tripping,
So he watched them day by day.

He’d planted some trees in the garden,
And loaded the boughs with fruit,

And said, “  You can gather from that one,
And that one, and that one to boot;

But the tree that you see over yonder 
I  shouldn’t advise you to climb ;

It is bearing some capital apples,
But to eat them’s a capital crime.”

“  Old Harry ”  came into the garden,
In the form of an upright snake ;

He’d instructions to try and induce them 
To pluck the fruit and partake.

He offered them some and they took it,
And the Lord at the window spied,

For the ways of the Lord are narrow,
And the range of his vision wide.

As soon as they’d eaten the apple 
It opened the eyes of the pair ;

Each one then looked at the other,
And they saw that both were bare.

“  The voice of the Lord they heard walking 
In the cool of the day ” — so they “  guyed ”

For those that he loveth he spanketh,
And the palm of his hand is wide.

They were chucked from the beautiful garden. 
And the gate of the garden slammed;

And you’re all well aware of the sequel—
We are most of us doomed to be damned.

A few will be “ crowned ”  and “ feathered ” ;
But the rest will all be 11 fried ” ;

For the gates of heaven are narrow,
And the mouth of hell is wide.

—Albert Itoscoe, the “ Beacon•
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U r. Foote’s Engagements
January 7, Shoreditch Town Hall; 9, London Freethinkers’ 

Annual Dinner ; 14, Shoreditch Town Hall; 21, Glasgow.
February 18, Manchester. 
March 24, Leicester.
April 14, Glasgow.

To Correspondents.

• • L loyd’s L ecture E ngagements.—December 31, Harringay.
Rnuary 7, Edinburgh ; 14, Liverpool; 21, Shoreditch Town 

yy a > 28, Battersea. February 11, Glasgow.
' ®• B otkin.—It was Pope who wrote “ An honest man’s the 
oblest work of God.” It was Ingersoll who wrote “ An honest 

, noblest work of man.” Your epigram is not bad,
nt Pope and Ingersoll cannot be improved.

*̂,.D Eaint.—We should like to see the report if you would 
aindly send it. We fear the local speeches would not greatly 
interest our readers at such a distance.
• H. Jackson (N. S. Wales).—Change of address noted. The 
work you mention will be published early in the new year. 
-Remittance passed to shop manager.
\ B- —It is poor stuff and behind date at that, so we can 
bardly turn back to it usefully. Thanks for your new year’s 
good wishes.

C.—Token of remembrance arrived duly and safely, 
•thanks.

g  ‘ Bail.—Thanks for cuttings.
• Meins.—We cannot write paragraphs on newspaper cuttings 
a month old. You say the fact that some of your best friends 
^C h ristian s “  only proves that religion has not much to do

ith the making of the man.” It may prove that in the case 
?! your friends. But religion is like other diseases ; some take 

q 1 mi'dly and others badly.
to the Christmas holidays much correspondence naturally 

j  stands over till next week.
n  ®EctJLAR Society, L imited , office 

T * arringdon-street,E.C.
National Secular Society’s office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 

^arringdon-street, E.C.
Ben the services of the National Secular Society in connection 

‘th Secular Burial Services aro required, all communications 
uould be addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.

I°r the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 
L* ^^aatla-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

oture N otices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
ina©0V d^'^’ ’ ^  *>°S* ■̂nes^aF’ 01 W‘N not

^ ^ B bs who send ub newspapers would enhance the favor by 
asking the passages to which they wish us to call attention. 

J>ers for literature should be sent to the Manager of the 
loneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.O., 

p and not to the Editor.
®aBONs remitting for literature by stamps are specially requested 

Ta° S6nî  halfpenny stamps.
•freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing 
mce, post free, at the following rates, prepaid :—One year, 
Us- 6d.; half year, 5s. 3d.; three months, 2s. 8d.

is at 2 Newcastle-street,

Sngar Plums.

Owing to the Christmas holidays, which printers expect 
:? .°n joy  as well as other people, this number of the Free- 

tinker is got out under considerable disadvantages, and is, 
therefore, not quite up to our usual level. But the next 
number, being the New Year’s issue, will be a special one, 
and will more than compensate, wo hope, for all the short
comings of the present issue.

Fri intend to pay more attention to the literary side of 
Rethought in the new year. Notices of important new 

n°oks will appear from time to time, and a chatty column 
opt more or loss regularly open for minor publications, etc. 

¿his feature of the Freethinker used to be highly appreciatedby many readers.
F n

think ' *ho writer of an article in this week’s Free- 
her, is a French journalist now residing at Paris. For 

bersb^ears b® resided in London, He continues his mem- 
a j  °f the National Secular Society. His article is not 

nslation ; it was written in English.

*bvit'8,i London “ saints ”  and North London ones too ar 
ever,- make note of the January course of Sunda 
aUB !n§ lectures at the Shoreditch Town Hall under th 
c0Ur«CeS ^he Secular Society, Ltd. Mr. Foote opens th 

e, and will be followed by Messrs. Cohen aqd Lloyc

The admission is free, with a collection. Some front seats 
are reserved at a shilling each.

The London Freethinkers’ Annual Dinner is very near 
now. It takes place at the Holborn Restaurant on Tuesday 
evening, January 9. The four shilling ticket covers the 
dinner, the speeches, and the musical entertainment— quite 
a four hours’ program. Those who like to wear evening 
dress can do s o ; those who don’t can dress otherwise. 
Mr. Foote will preside, and be “  supported ”  by Messrs. 
Cohen, Lloyd, Heaford, Moss, Davies, Roger, and other 
“  pillars of Israel.”

There was a whisper that the Home Secretary would be 
doing something in the Leeds “  blasphemy ”  cases when 
they were no longer before the Court of Appeal. We hardly 
dare to hope that this is true. “  Blasphemy ”  prosecutions 
all take place under Liberal governments, and Liberal Home 
Secretaries are generally as hard as nether millstones in 
such matters. But we shall be delighted if we find we 
were mistaken in this instance.

The Secular Education League has just issued a new 
number of the Secular Education Chronicle, a copy of 
which will be forwarded free to applicants by the Secretary, 
Mr. Harry Snell, 19 Buckingham-street, Strand, London, 
W.C, The new number contains some useful and interest
ing matter, including a statistical article on “  Secular 
Education and Crime.”  We think a good many of our 
readers would like to see this publication.

We are glad to hear that the South African Rationalist 
Association, Johannesburg, is still holding successful Sunday 
evening meetings, and has sent a series of carefully prepared 
resolutions to the Sunday Observance Commission which 
was then nearing the end of its inquiries.

In our issue of December 17 we mentioned the case of a 
reader afflicted with consumption who had been obliged to 
give up buying the Freethinker, which was about the greatest 
consolation left him. We would not let him lose that, so we 
ordered it to bo sent him weekly from our free list. Having 
received his first number, he writes us a note of thanks. 
“ Sir,” he says, “  you have given me a new lease of life. No 
doctor could have given me a better prescription.”  He 
wishes us and all our readers a merry Christmas and a 
happy new year.

The Freethinker has readers and friends in all parts of 
the world. Here is an extract from a letter just received by 
us from a medical reader dating from Mississippi, U .S.A .:—  

“  I find your paper to be in every way the best one I take 
in, and I take in a good many ; your style is so satisfactory to 
my mind. I would not be without it for anything. I had a 
controversy with a ‘ Baptist ’ here the other day, who was 
letting off a lot of gas with regard to the ‘ deathbed terrors of 
Atheists,’ and especially of Voltaire, whom the good man 
did not seem to know was a Deist. I said to him, ‘ My dear 
fellow, wait a minute ’ and went over to my house, got your 
book Infidel Deathbeds, and returned. I said, ‘ I am now 
prepared to give you the deathbed of any Freethinker you 
feel an interest in, and I would like you to name your 
choice.’ He declined the favor, saying he did not want his 
faith disturbed. Everyone laughed at him, and he walked 
off. It was a case of ‘ calling his bluff' as they express it 
here.”

A pretty triumph over an orthodox braggart.

CLERICAL HUMOR.
A local preacher who occasionally got his metaphors 

mixed was preaching on self-righteousness, and ended his 
discourse by saying, “  Let us remember that, after all, our 
righteousness is but filthy rags hanging on the branches of 
barren fig trees." On another occasion he was preaching on 
besetting sins, and when comparing these to obstacles in our 
path, exclaimed, “  Let us beware of these stones by the 
wayside, lest they turn again and rend us.”

The at one time well-known preacher among the Wesleyans, 
Peter Mackenzie, in reading the third chapter of Daniel 
invariably abbreviated the fifth verse wherein are enumera
ted the instruments of the Babylonian band, most of them 
with hard names, to the “ cornet,”  etc., and when the names 
were repeated in verses ten and fifteen, said, “ The band as 
before.”

He was a lay preacher of the old order who was admitted 
on to full plan without having read the prescribed “  Wesley’s 
Sermons,”  etc. He boasted of his lack of “ book learning,”  
and scornfully told a student of the new school who was 
learning Latin, that “ English was good enough for Paul ; 
ain’t it good enough for you ? ”
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The Causes of the Glacial Epoch,

One of the most fascinating of all scientific studies 
is that which deals with the causes of the various 
Ice Ages which have in past periods devastated what 
are now the Temperate Regions of our earth. The 
date of the last glacial visitation is indeed remote 
when judged from any ordinary historical stand
point. Nevertheless, its occurrence is of quite recent 
date when geologically considered. Science did not 
even suspect the former glaciated conditions of the 
globe until the nineteenth century of our era. But 
with the accumulation of geological data, countless 
facts were revealed which pointed to their former 
existence, and astronomical science subsequently 
lent her aid in plucking out the heart of their 
mystery.

During these frigid epochs immense areas of 
Northern America and the whole of Northern Europe 
were overlaid by tremendous ice sheets. It is true 
that some authorities have argued that Northern 
Europe and America did not simultaneously suffer 
from these invasions of extreme cold, but the great 
majority of those best competent to judge are of 
opinion that the glacial visitations were general in 
their nature. “  Great Britain and Scandinavia were 
not alone at the time of their desolation; around 
Europe and America, around the Old World and the 
New, the great Ice Age wrapped its deadly mantle.” * 

The prince of geologists, Charles Lyell, strove to 
explain the vicissitudes which the earth’s olimate 
has undergone in terms of the pronounced differ
ences of distribution of land and water which our 
globe’s surface has from time to time presented. 
But as the general configuration of continents and 
oceans is now known to have undergone very slight 
changes during the most recent geological eras, this 
attempted explanation must be abandoned. As a 
matter of fact, no strictly terrestrial agenoy seems 
in any way adequate to account for the occurrence 
of an Ice Age.

Of all the theories yet advanced, those associated 
with the names of Adhemer and Croll, which were 
afterwards supplemented by that of Sir Robert Ball, 
must bo considered as the most conclusive so far 
advanced. This astronomical theory has one im
mense advantage, inasmuch as it possesses a firm 
mathematical basis. It is a logical deduction from 
the ascertained laws of gravitation. Without any 
exaggeration whatever it may be said that, if geo
logical science had not detected the former existence 
of a glaciated Northern Hemisphere, the deductions 
of astronomers would have compelled the geologists 
to invent it.

The great central luminary of the solar system 
occupies the pride of place in any inquiry into the 
problem of glaoiation. Were our earth denied the 
benificent beams of the sun, life would immediately 
come to an end. In the absence of the genial 
warmth which great Sol showers down upon us, the 
temperature of our terrestrial abode would sink to 
some 200 or 800 degrees Fahrenheit below zero. The 
animated earth would then become a floating grave
yard indeed.

What, then, were the causes of the arctio condi
tions which an Ice Age makes manifest ? A glance 
at the constituent bodies of the solar system will 
help to make this clear. Were the earth the solitary 
satellite of the sun, the path of its annual journey 
round its central luminary would undergo no material 
change from year to year. But the earth is but one 
of many planetary bodies whose centre of attraction 
is the sun, and its movements are complicated by the 
forces exerted by its neighboring worlds. The earth 
is merely a fifth-rate planet; Neptune, Uranus, 
Saturn, and Jupiter are the giants of our system. 
Venus is nearly the size of our globe; Mars and 
Mercury are considerably smaller. In addition to 
these, hundreds of minor planets wander along paths 
distributed between the orbits of Jupiter and Mars.

* Ball, Ice Age,

Kepler proved that the paths pursued by planets 
are elliptical in form. Newton demonstrated the 
necessity for these elliptical motions in terms of 
gravitation. The law of gravitation pronounces that 
the attraction between any two masses varies directly 
as their product, and inversely as the square of the 
distance by which they are separated. Practically 
all the motions of the planets have been completely 
explained by the Newtonian law.

One is, however, apt to forget, that though the sun 
attraots the planets, the planets also attract the 
sun. Planetary gravitation has frequently been 
overlooked owing to its utter insignificance when 
compared with the sun’s attractive power. The 
solar orb is 1,047 times heavier than that of the 
giant planet Jupiter, while if the sun “ were sub
divided into a million equal pieces, the mass of each 
one of them would be greater than the mass of the 
earth.” And just as a mutual attraction exists 
between the planetary bodies and the sun, so an 
attraction exists between the planets themselves. 
The path of each planet is thus mainly determined 
by the gravitational pull of the sun, but it is also 
appreciably modified by the attractions of the other 
planets. Fortunately, however, the problem under 
consideration is largely simplified by the over
whelming preponderance of the sun’s mass over that 
of all the other members of our system put together- 
As a result, the orbital revolutions of the planetary 
bodies are almost what they would be in the absence 
of the additional planetary bodies which make up the 
sun’s retinue.

Nevertheless, the perturbations set up in a planet s 
orbit are distinctly measurable. The circumstance 
that the perturbations which observations of the 
path pursued by Uranus disclosed, subsequently 1® 
to the discovery of Neptune, is sufficient to demon
strate this. Yet the fact remains that the attract100 
exercised by the sun upon his entire family of planet 
is so vast that no radical modification of the* 
orbital movements is conceivably possible. ,

The planetary perturbations to which the globes 
orbit is susceptible are sufficient to bring about very 
material changes in the earth’s climatal conditio0®' 
Two of our planetary neighbors are mainly respon
sible for this. Our nearest and brightest neighbor» 
the peerless planet Venus, constantly tends to Pnl 
mother earth from its natural orbit and cause it 
swerve in its journey round the sun. Estimated 1 
tons, the pulling power exoroised by Venus reach0 
the stupendous figure of 130,000,000,000 tons. _ Tro 
mendous as this attraction is, it sinks to utter in®1* 
nificance when compared with that of the solar or • 
It only amounts to the twenty-seventh thousand 
part of the sun’s attraction. The perturbing hj0 
ences of Jupiter must also be considered. * 
immense distance of the Jovian planet from * 
earth materially reduces his perturbing Pov̂ eljg 
Still, the enormous mass of this planet, w^'c?-0g 
1,000 times that of Venus, renders his perturb1 
influence very considerable. As a matter of fact’ 0f 
is about half that of Venus, while the attractions 
the remaining planets are comparatively uDl y 
portant. Jupiter and Venus must be held v0 
largely responsible for those perturbations of  ̂
earth’s orbit which cause those catastrophes 
extreme cold which form the subjeot of this art1? ^g

As all are aware, the earth travels in an elnP 
path around the sun. The shape of this °v gSl 
however, is subject to certain changes. At t1 v 
the orbit gradually changes from that of a ° e ^ 0 
circular form into that of an ellipse, and then,111 ,y 
course of hundreds of thousands of years, sl° 
reassumes a nearly clroular shape. _

Through vast intervals of time, a gradual ipcr 
and decrease in the elliptioity of our earth’s 0 ,

These orbital changes exercisetakes place
found influence upon the earth’s climate. 
therefore, necessary to estimate the possible the ^ g 
changes which result from these variations id ^  
shape of the earth’s orbit. When the oooontrioi1 DJi 
earth’s path has attained its highest possible gJjDl 
the globe is then, on the whole, nearer to the
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This is due to the circumstance that, 
major axis of the ellipse is unchange , minor 
axis is at its minimum. And the shorter the mmo^ 
axis, the nearer is the earth to t e
greater the quantity of heat received by our planet 
during its orbital revolution. Obviously, the total 
hght and heat received from our central luminary 
can vary very little. The variation is indeed so 
trifling that some scientists have urged that it is 
utterly inadequate to account for such stupendous 
climatal differences that a Glacial Epooh demands, 
put the totality of annual heat received by the earth 
18 far less important than its mode of distribution. 
A complete failure in grasping this all-important 
circumstance has vitiated nearly all negative 
criticism of the astronomical theory of Ice Ages. 
The proposition that the total heat recoived by the 
'“’hole earth from March to September is equal to 
that received by the whole earth from September to 
March has been misunderstood as implying that the 
heat derived from the sun in either the Northern or 
the Southern Hemisphere during summer is precisely
e<lual to that derived during winter. The real 
of the Coco------ -—:i_: 1— j : « ----- *-------- Al-:- ~ facts 

as Sir
rn. — puts it in his chapter on the Astronomical 

e?ry °f the Ice Age: “ Of the total amount of heat

ijae case are strikingly different from this
• c a l l  nnfcfl if, in hia nhn.nfior nn tihfi Aftf.rm

Received from the sun on a hemisphere of the earth 
ln the course -  - i - L "n —  — * ~ 5 a

and
of
37

year, 63 
per cent.

per cent, is 
is received

received in 
during thesununer 

'winter,
t ^^tiematical and physical considerations necessi- 
of fv“” e oonclusion that during the various past ages 
j be earth’s life the Northern Hemisphere basked 

a summer of 199 days, which was succeeded by a 
arnter of 166 days. At other periods this seasonal 

rangement was completely reversed, the winter 
Uprising 199 days and the summer 166 days only,

63 
87

- O -------------J *■* —--------------
!t must be borne in mind that in each instance 

Per oent. of heat was received

is

Northern 
its winter

m summer and
per cent, in winter. The climatal conditions in 

he two cases were of necessity widely different.
The earth now stands in a position intermediate 

i° t ? e *wo extremes cited above. Those who dwell 
*? ‘ he Northern Hemisphere enjoy a summer period 

186 days with a winter of 179 days. Our summer 
hys are thus longer by seven than the winter. In 
1 ® Southern Hemisphere, however, the winter 
•Rhtly exceeds the summer in length of days.
So long as the earth’s orbit retains a nearly 

j5°ular form no extensive glaciation is possible. 
® seasons are then bound to follow each other 
her the same conditions which now obtain. But 

o t b ’ ow’nS to the disturbing influences of the 
her planets, the earth’s orbit passes from a prac- 

Coca*!y. circular to an elliptic state — and such a 
tim 1̂ °n *8 on^  reacbed after immense intervals of 
a 6 then it endures through a period which is 

Ply sufficient for several Glacial Epochs. 
a w “ en the earth is so poised that its
jj tnmer is exhausted in 166 days and i._ _____

gers through 199, its Northern regions will be the 
Wb^K 01 brief and intensely hot summer, during 
a 10b the sun is at its least possible distance, and to 
^prolonged and pitiless winter, during which the 
Co A8 ,at its furthest possible distance. Under such 
ja .ptions, the merciless rigors of the winter would 
8noUltate the accumulation of mountains of ice and 
faiJWf wbile the succeeding transient summer would 
bad b liqnefy *be amount of snow and water which 
(Jq . been transformed by cold and pressure into ice 
fro*n£ the reign of winter. Thus the ice waxes 
b8 ?eason to season, and its sheets extend far 

y°nd their present confines, 
the  ̂ ,8°lar heat is essential to the drawing up of 
in v ^ ^ tu re  of the oceans before this can descend 
a8tr °™bern latitudes in the form of snow. And the 
80lJ °nomioal theory guides us in our search for the 
atta‘C° heat. When the earth’s orbit has
an(j lncct its highest possible degree of eccentricity, 
i0t -ben  the Ice Ago has reached its maximum 
as a the total quantity of heat which the earth 
ilQPri k reeeive8> i® D°t reduced. But as the ice- 

E ^oned Northern Hemisphere derives less, the

unglaoiated Southern Hemisphere reoeives more. It 
follows from this that greater volumes of aqueous 
vapor will be produced in the Southern Hemisphere, 
which, having been put in circulation by the air 
currents, will be finally deposited in the form of 
snow where the ice sheets are extending their 
imperious dominion.

The blind forces of Nature, which produced the 
great Ioe Ages of the past, are still in operation. 
Our earth is now a few millions of miles nearer the 
sun in winter than in summer. But the precession 
of the equinoxes will slowly but inevitably alter the 
relative duration of the seasons of the year. From 
their present position of slight summer ascendancy 
they will pass towards equality. This will be 
succeeded by a period when the summer of the 
Northern Hemisphere will be seven days shorter 
than the winter, which will fall at that period of the 
year when the earth is at its greatest distance from the 
sun. There seems to be no rational esoape from the 
melancholy conclusion that at some distant, but 
most certain date, the eccentricity of the earth’s 
orbit will attain so high a value that desolating 
glacial conditions will return. Past ages have 
witnessed numerous arotio encroachments upon the 
Temperate Regions, and we have every reason to 
anticipate their recurrence. Ice sheets over a thou
sand feet in thickness have enshrouded Northern 
Europe and America in days long past. And, as the 
centuries roll on, the ice-fields will again glide south
wards from their polar home, and a death-like still
ness will invade the dwelling-places of the most 
cultured and refined races of mankind.

T. F. Palmer.

Egyptian Religion.

“  The Pagan Egyptian embalmed his dead because he 
believed that the soul would return to the body after death
.....The Christian Egyptian believed that at the resurrection

ho would receive back his body, changed and incorruptible,
and that it was necessary to preserve...... that which he would
obtain, without any trouble on his part, by faith through 
Christ.”

The Guide to the Egyptian Collections in the British 
Museum, printed by order of the Trustees, is of great 
interest generally, and much of it of special interest 
to the Freethinker. The book contains 53 plates 
and 180 illustrations.

The Predynastio Egyptians evidently believed in a 
future life, for they “ buried with the dead food and 
flint weapons for the chase in the ‘ other world.’ ” 
Their religion at this remote period was of Afrioan 
origin.

“  Earth, air, sea, and sky wero believed to be filled 
with spirits....... every object, both animate and inani
mate, was inhabited by a spirit, which could assume 
any form it pleased and occupy the body of any man, 
woman, quadruped, bird, fish, insect, reptile, tree, etc. 
All classes wore intensely superstitious, believed in the 
existence of spirits—good or bad—witches, fiends, and 
devils, which they tried to cajole or placate with gifts, 
or vanquish by means of spells, magical names, words 
of power, amulets, etc.”

The incarnations of these became gods. Symbols 
of spirits were fashioned and were worshiped as 
fetishes. These they either admired or feared, and 
the earliest known religion consisted of rites and 
ceremonies for propitiation of them; gifts being 
made much as bfferings are now made at shrines and 
in the Roman Church.

“ At a very early period an attempt was made to 
group the gods into families containing husband, 
wife, and son.” (The common Egyptian word for 
God was Noter, and in the Dynastio period this 
probably meant high, exalted, sublime, or divine.) 
Osiris was the man-god who rose from the dead, was 
deified, and became king of the “  other world ” and 
judge of the dead. In addition to this man-god were 
a host of others. There was, for instanoe, the god of 
the primaeval watery mass out of whioh the world 
was made ; “ Thoth,” who created the world and all
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things in it by a word ; “  Hathor,” who existed in 
seven forms; “ Menu,” god of virility and generation; 
“  Bast,” the cat-goddess (the word for oat was Mau, 
seemingly onomatopoetic); and over a thonsand gods 
are actually named in that famous production called 
the Book of the Dead.* At one period it is evident 
that the priests attempted to give their religion a 
Monotheistic character, and this is exemplified in 
the doctrine of “  Oneness,” or “  Unity.” Ra was, 
therefore, the “ Lord of heaven, lord of earth, maker 
of beings terrestrial, the ‘ one God ’ creator of man,” 
etc. We are told :—

“  It has been argued that the Egyptian idea of the 
oneness of a god is a totally different thing from Mono
theism ; but taking the facts as they stand, we are 
justified in saying that when the Egyptian declared 
that his god was ‘ one,’ his meaning was identical with 
that expressed by the Hebrew in the words 1 The Lord 
our God is one ’ (Deut. vi. 4), and by the Arab in his 
declaration ‘ God, He is one ’ (Kur ¡in Surah cxii.).”

The following reads like Genesis:—
“  The Creation.— In the beginning....... he felt the

desire to create this universe....... he spake a word ex
pressing this desire, and the world came into being. 
The first act of creation was the appearance of the sun 
from out of the water ; the light separated the heavens 
from the earth, and the sky was placed upon four 
pillars,”  etc.

But while our Genesis records the making of man 
out of the earth itself, the Egyptians believed that 
he was formed out of the tears which fell from the 
eye of Ra, whioh, dropping upon members of his 
body, turned into men. “ After Ra had been reigning 
for a time, men and women began to speak con
temptuously of him, and to blaspheme him ” ; so they 
were destroyed, with the exception of a small com
pany. In the Book of the Dead a general destruc
tion is recorded, caused by the Flood. And there is 
a significance for us in the following:—

“  The only beings who survived were those in the 
‘ Boat of Millions of Years,’ i.e., the Ark of the Sun-god 
with the god Temu. After the earth was covered by 
the Flood, Temu sailed over the waters to the Island of 
Flame, and took up his abode there. Subsequently he 
was succeeded by Osiris, whose authority was disputed 
by Set, the god of E v il; but eventually Set was over
thrown, and Osiris ruled triumphantly.......He was
regarded as the god-man who suffered, died, rose again, 
and reigned eternally in heaven. He was the 1 king of 
eternity, lord of the everlastingness, the prince of gods 
and men, the god of gods, king of kings, lord of lords, 
prince of princes, the governor of the world, whose 
existence is everlasting.’ To the Egyptians, Osiris was 
the god who 1 made men and women to be born again ’
....... he was the resurrection itself, he was both god and
man.”

The phrase “  They shall be weighed in the balance 
and found wanting ” was once believed in, for in the 
Judgment Hall of Osiris sat the great judge of the 
dead, and the soul of every man was brought there 
and weighed in the “ Great Balance.” But in those 
times the soul of man was believed to be the heart of 
man, and the heart was weighed against a feather, 
which was the symbol of righteousness. When the 
heart failed to counterbalance the feather it was 
oast to the “  Eater of the Dead.” On the contrary, 
when they corresponded the soul was taken into the 
presence of Osiris and questioned, to which the 
answers were:—

“  Hail, Long-striders, coming from Annu, I have not 
committed iniquity.”

“ Hail, Eater of Shades, coming from Qerti, I have not 
stolen.”

“  Hail, Bad-face, coming from Ee-stau, I have killed 
neither man nor woman.”

* The Book of the Dead, originally Book of the Coming Forth of 
the Day. It contains formulae of a semi-magical character, 
written in hieroglyphics, collected by some Egyptian priests 
about 3300 n.c. A large number of these formulae were in 
existence long beforo this period. Some series of the formul® 
were copied on to coffins and Barcophagi down to about 200 b.c. 
(such coffins are now on view in the Egyptian Rooms, British 
Museum). The Theban Recension was generally written upon 
papyri and was used during the 18th, 19th, and 20th Dynasties, 
i.e., from about 1600 b.c. to 1133 b.o. (Note.—The First Dynasty 
was 4400 b.c., and the Thirty-first—the last—336 B.c.).

“  Hail, Flame, advancing and retreating, I have not 
robbed God.”

“  Hail, Uamemti, coming from the house of slaughter 
I  have not committed adultery.”  .

“  Hail, Two-thorns, coming from Sais, I  have u° 
multiplied words overmuch.”

— Book of the Dead, chap. cxxv.
The Egyptian idea of sin differed from that ° 

Western nations. It was merely the breach of ritua 
law, atonable by the handing over of possessions. 
There is really no idea of repentance in Egyptian 
texts, and no word in Coptic for it. The translators 
of the New Testament were obliged to use a Gres* 
word, and this seems sufficiently significant to the 
Freethinker of to-day. Certainly, later on came tbs 
doctrine of retribution; and those who dealt on 
retribution “  carried slaughtering knives and baa 
cruel fingers ”—they cut the dead into pieces and 
threw them into the “ Lake of Fire.” In the juug' 
ment of souls the righteous were rewarded. Eterna 
happiness was the lot of the blessed, but annihilate1 
(not everlasting punishment, as in later faith) waS 
the lot of the wicked.

Heaven was situated over a large slab of iron (°r 
alabaster ?), which was also the sky. This slab was 
supported on four pillars, and the four gods support' 
ing them were regarded as the four cardinal points- 
The stars were not exaotly stuck in the sky, as the 
Revelation of St. John almost suggests, but wer0 
hung from the slab by hooks through holes, l'*0 
lamps from a ceiling. And the righteous—Jacob' 
like—ascended to this heaven by means of a ladder• 
What a ladder, O ancient Egyptian ! What a ladder, 
O ye of infinite faith to-day! If any Christian should 
be inclined to question the truth of the ladder, w® 
can only point him to the models of ladders wbi°b 
are found in tombs and are commemorative of tbi9 
belief or of nothing.

“ Recognition in Heaven” was, if we mistake not, 
the title of an effasion by Canon Farrar, but it ca®0 
late in the day, and was like selling old goods for 
new. Why, the ancient Egyptians by statement0 
made on papyri and on coffins believed they would 
know and recognise each other in their other world 
In the Papyrus of Anhai (1040 B.c.) we can 000 
Anhai meeting her father and mother in the Ely018,0 
Fields; and in the Papyrus of Ani (1050 B.C.) tb® 
husband is seated with his wife playing draughts.”

Amulets played an important part in Egypt,aIi 
religion. Stones were believed to possess magi°a 
properties,:: whioh were aoquired by the wearer- 
Even Theosophy probably retains or embraces sou50 
of this idea, and the famous ring of Madam0 
Blavatsky may, for what we know, be still worn by 
Mrs. Besant. This kind of magic has been belief00 
by spiritists, and even many Christians indioate a 
hankering that way. Seers and diviners of tb0 
modern sohool have declared that, being enabled t° 
handle a gem originally worn by a missing p0rs? ’̂ 
they can locate that person or get en rapport wit0 
him. Well, there’s nothing new under the sun. B0 
the Criminal Investigation Department ignore 1 
silently.

The girdle of Isis assured the wearer of protection- 
In the much later time, in England, good old Dc' 
Culpeper told us that the “ Sapphire stone was g00 
to resist necromantic apparitions.” However, tb 
only girdle we can think of as having been an actua 
physical protection to the wearer was that co»' 
trivance of the Middle Ages called the “  Belt 0 
Chastity.” Because this wasn’t miraoulous, it wa 
some good. It may be held that the girdle of l01. 
meant stability, beoauBe the pillow typified raising 0 
the head, the collar gave strength to breast, hear ’ 
and lungs; and the sceptre meant vigor of y°flt 
and abundance. .

The Egyptians, from the time of the i°a. 
dynasty (about 8600 B.c.) believed that their ®xlS _ 
ence in the other world depended upon the nan00 
mification of the body. They believed in  ̂
resurrection of the material body itself; so it w

* “  The Egyptaians attributed magical properties to stones.....
which gave protection against moral and physical evil."
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ecessary to preserve the body’s identity, ready for 
0 soul which was awaiting it. Spices, unguents, 

i UIoen, etc., were preservatives, though we may he 
a loss to know how they reconciled the occasional 

practice of the sucking out of the brain by the 
tnbalmers. After all, the idea of body preservation 
ay have been so vague in their minds that the 

dv,H ina -̂0n ^be external physical likeness was 
t h f  p 8̂  satisfying. And we see even now

at Christianity incorporates this idea of preserva- 
v °“  by occasional embalmings and by frequentburial in vaults in leaden coffins, while the method
,, 18P°aal of the dead by cremation is often held in 

orrence by Christian devotees.
Part of man whioh the Egyptian believed was 

erlaating was Ba or Soul. It was associated with 
t.a’ J^bich was genius or character. The Book of 
b a f f ^  8a^8 ' "  n°t be shut in my soul, let not 

fettered my shadow, let a way be opened for my 
G '7,?nd tor my shadow, and let them see the Great 
. od- But as the valuable treatise from whioh we 

avo quoted remarks : “  Under influence, primitive
^ews beoame modified.......but in all essentials the
5 I,  ̂ lan8 believed what their ancestors believed 
n’ . years before.” Perhaps so. But a few years 

w is probably equal to many then, in so far as 
boped fpr°gre8S by religion towards fact is to be

A. Fagg.

One would naturally imagine that this drastic official 
action would have written 11 Finis ”  to the career of the 
Modern Elijah, but it didn’t. Sandford had discovered a 
lucrative source of income, and he had no intention of losing 
his grip on it. Therefore, he lost no time in acquiring a 
tract of land near Joppa, likewise a couple of yachts and a 
barquentine that had seen better days, and a lot of them.

Taking on board these crazy vessels seventy adherents 
who still remained faithful to the “  prophet,”  the “  Holy 
Fleet,”  with “ Admirals”  Elijah and Moses in command, 
sailed from America to the Holy Land. Whatever hap
pened in Joppa, these fanatics appear to have been sailing 
the seas ever since in a state of chronic destitution. What 
has become of the vast “  pile ”  Sandford is known to have 
accumulated and lodged in various American banks it is hard 
to say, but there is no doubt that this enterprising charlatan 
has opened up quite a novel profession in begging on the 
high seas, for no fewer than twenty vessels provisioned the 
Coronet daring her last few months at sea !

When Sandford last month made up his mind to end the 
inhuman cruise, and put into Portland Harbor, his followers 
had not sufficient strength to take down the sails as the 
anchor was dropped. An officer of health was speedily on 
board, with the result that criminal proceedings were imme
diately instituted against the self-styled "  prophet.” — Daily 
Chronicle, Dec. 21, 1911.

The Honor o f Being a Cardinal.

Prayers and Shekels.

"Elijah 

Tag

” to End Hie Wild Career in Oaol,—Six Fanatics 
Starve to Death,

tho Extraordinary career of the Rev. Frank W. Sandford, 
Gh 8f  “ ’Styled “ Modern Elijah ” and leader of the “  Holy 
j> and Us ”  society, has culminated ingloriously at 
can •an<̂  (Maine) in a sontence of ten years' hard labor for 
tans'ng the deaths of six of his followers. These unfor- 
a faate ? uPes had perished of scurvy and starvation while on 

Batical cruise with the schooner-yacht Coronet,
Sent 18 *be vessel, it will be remembered, that on 
^¡d A .̂b01 lft8t held up the Red Star liner Lapland in 

. “ ajjtio by flying the urgent distress signal, “  We aro 
lad The captain lost no time in dispatching a boat
tlj ea with provisions to the distressed craft, and also offered 
ptQS? ?n board a passago to New York on the Lapland. The 
bntV«S10us were eagorly welcomed, but the passage politely 

nrtnly declined.
Puz'1 Vaflranl‘ vessel is the identical "  mystery ship ” which 

z 00 Australia some three years ago. UnBignalled and 
Ijarullout?oe(li it crept stealthily one night into Sydney 
PlifiD°r’ ln ab Probability in soarcli of eleemosynary sup- 
^orn' ^  was orowded with a motley assemblage of men, 
a&d 6 v.’-an<̂  °bfidren; the officers wore long clerical coats 
o ^ b i t e  ties, and only the harbor-master and the medical 
8he , r Were allowed on board. For some months previously 
the a<* been cruising among tho South Sea Islands, under 

command of the enterprising “  Elijah.” 
eVen caroer °t this astuto impostor has been, if anything, 
the 11101:0 extraordinary than that of his late rival Elijah, 
Sg^^eh-humbug "P ro fit”  Dowie. Eighteen years ago 
am0 tor<̂  etartod alone to excavate with pick and shovel 
tctanr *b0 sandhills of Maine, the foundations of a colossal 
"pro b Neighboring landowners came to deride the new 
8Pcll f°t ”  ’ they stayed, held by the strange magnetic 
diSc- Sandford's personality, and became his faithful 
bide s an(t staunch champions of his peculiar creed. 
°f tp60’ 80 obsessed did they become by the weird preachings 
d0U 6 fewest Elijah that they actually realised their every 

* and handed all over to the “  prophet.” 
and ‘iep Iar° 80 the vast temple, erected at a cost of j£20,000, 
the e jab ”  began to boom. He dispatched emissaries to 
flo«koA? of the earth, and willing— and wealthy—converts 

j h  to his feet.
sexQ8 °y bis lieutenant, “ Moses ”  Holland, disciples of both 
iQet P^yed incessantly with uplifted arms for periods of 
of Cot] Ie duration, being fed by others when on the verge 
sbekel^S8’ and all the time a continuous avalanche of 
l*ties h ^our0(  ̂ lnt° “  Elijah’s ”  coffers. At last the autho- 
ti°n . (  to grow curious with regard to the administra- 
they .be huge temple on the Hill of Beulah. Eventually 
butnbf,aided tho temple, and literally rescued therefrom a 
all °t weird, emaciated, and semi-demented beings in 
^thfiij68. °t collapse, among their number being Sandford’s 

right-hand man, “  Moses.”

(Reprinted from the New York “ Truthseeker,”)
Wk hear much of people who are elevated to positions of 
“  honor ” when they show no brains or merit in rising to 
such positions or in filling them. A great ado is made over 
one who is appointed a cardinal; yet cardinals do nothing 
requiring intelligence. On the other hand, the position 
requires much superstition and subsorviency. No one can 
be a cardinal who does not believe a lot of nonsensical trash 
(unless he is a hypocrite). He must prove his intellectual 
incompetency. He cannot be a scientist or a rational being, 
but must be one who can be fooled. Ho takes stock in fakes 
and must bo a faker himself and have fooled others. A 
profound thinker or well balanced man cannot obtain this 
“  distinction.”  One must be a fool to be a cardinal, though 
he may have lucid intervals or healthy spots.

He may dress in fine robes and have other imbeciles 
follow him and may be shown deference by a multitude of 
dupes, but thero is no ability required for this. About all he 
does is to say Mass, which does not require any brains, and 
persuade people to bow down to various “ divine” things; 
but this requires nothing but deceit, or, if sincere, nothing 
but stupidity.

We ought not to consider it an honor to have among ns a 
fraudulent person, as many newspapers trucklingly do, or 
allow a high place to a humbug. We should not encourage 
men who merely fool people, and who are given their place 
by fools. Americans should esteem what is worth esteeming, 
and discriminate between those pursuits which are useful 
and those which only brutalise. Honoring such is like 
honoring the insane or confidence men. One’s opinion of 
worth must be low who sees anything in the cardinal work 
to esteem.

A cardinal helps to elect the Pope, who has great influence ; 
but this influence is over imbeciles. We would not think of 
specially honoring the leader of a band of thieves, or of the 
red-light district; yet thero is no difference, except that he 
is chief of more such despicable parsons than they are.

A cardinal must be a scholar, but what must he know ? 
He must be learned in knowing what vessels, wine, candles, 
etc., must be used in ceremony; what days certain “ saints” 
were born, or what relics still exist of martyrs, and the like. 
These things are no more important than whether a man 
has two horses or one, or who raised the largest pumpkin. 
To be learned in such things is not to be a scholar. One 
cannot be educated by being taught the trifles of the Church. 
Most people ignore them because they are not worth learning, 
and, if men pick them up, it is like picking stuff out of a 
sewer which others allow to be thrown away and forgotten.

A u stin  B ie r b o w e r .

A LOST CHARACTER.
“  There’s a scandal in th' neighborhood.”
“  Phwat is ut ? ”
"  Did you see th’ black eye th’t Mary Flanagan has, an’ 

1 her not married.”
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S U N D A Y  L E C T U R E  N O T IC E S , E to .

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.

K inosland B ranch N. S. S. (Mr. Neary’s, 94 Lordship-road, 
Church-street, Stoke Newington): 7.30, Monthly Meeting.
Business—Re Society’s Dinner, etc.

COUNTRY.
I ndoor.

G lasgow Secular Society (Hall, 110 Brunswick-street) : 12 
noon, Class ; 5, Children’s Party.

L eicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate) :
6.30, Harry Snell, “  Charles Dickens—Humanist and Reformer.” 

L iverpool B ranch N. S. S. (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square) :
6.30, J. Arthur, Lantern Lecture, “  The Sun, Moon, and Stars.”

Ralph Cricklewood,
A Twentieth Cenlury Critical and Rational 

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

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

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

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

THE

MARTYRDOM OF HYPATIA.
An Address delivered at Chicago by

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

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

SUPPLIES A LONG FELT WANT-

READY ON JANUARY 1.

Dete rm  i n ism
OR

Free Will P
BY

C. COHEN.

Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

A clear and able exposition of the subje0* 1,1 
the only adequate light—the light of e v o lu t i011

CONTENTS. ( - .jj i'
I. The Question Stated.—II. “ Freedom" and “  ‘ .

III. Consciousness, Deliberation, and Choice.—IV. S°me 
Consequences of Determinism.—V. Professor James on 
Dilemma of Responsibility.”—VI. The Nature and Impl‘ca ^ 
of Determinism.—VII. Determinism and Character.—■'-1 
Problem in Determinism.—IX. Environment.

PRICE ONE SHILLING NE?
Published by the W alter Scott Company.

Also on Sale by F 0*T he P ioneer P ress, 2 N ewcastle S treet, L ondon,

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

Company Limited by Guarantee.

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

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

Secretary—Miss E. M. VANCE.

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

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s 
Objects are:—To promote the principle that human conduct 
should be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super
natural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
end of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
To promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com
plete secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all snch 
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 f  1, in case the Society 
should ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover 
liabilities—a most unlikely contingency.

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

The Society has a considerablejnnmber 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 e,„
members must be held in London, to receive the Rep 
new Directors, and transact any other business that 

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, 
can receive donations and bequests with absolute to^e 
Those who are in a position to do so are invited 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s faV° heD °̂°l 
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest af’1>rgXeou{oi[ 
It is quite impossible to set aside Buch bequests. The c o < “ 
have no option but to pay them over in the ord inary^ed  ̂
administration. No objection of any kind has beeaociety * 
connection with any of the wills by which theany
already been benefited. -Rattc01

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and B® 
Rood-lane, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C. fIfl of

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators : 0f
“  bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum W 
“  free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a r00?'P gecee%e 
“  two members of the Board of the said Sooiety and t for *
“  thereof shall be a good discharge to my Execut 
“  said Legacy.”

Friends of the Society who have remembered it irL ¡n
or who intend to do so, should formally notify tn0 
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chair® . ’„ eae»&'d 
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is n -3iftid, a 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost ^  
their contents have to bo established by competent

0cki 23
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n a t io n a l  s e c u l a r  so c ie t y .
President: G. W. FOOTE.

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

Principles and Objects.
Secularism  teaches that conduct should be based on reason 
and knowledge. It knows nothing of divine guidance or 
interference; it excludes supernatural hopes and fears; it 
regards happiness as man’s proper aim, and utility as his 
moral guide.

Secularism affirms that Progress is only possible through 
Liberty, which is at once a right and a duty; and therefore 
Beeks to remove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of 
thought, action, and speech.

Secularism declares that theology is condemned by reason 
as superstitious, and by experience as mischievous, and 
assails it as the historic enemy of Progress.

Secularism accordingly seeks to dispel superstition; to 
spread education; to disestablish religion; to rationalise 
morality; to promote peace; to dignify labor; to extend 
material well-being; and to realise the self-government of 
the people.

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

following declaration:—
"I desire to join the National Secular Society, and I 

pledge myseif, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in 
promoting its objects."

Name........................................... ..................................
A ddrees..........................................................................
Occupation ...................................................................
Bated tkit............. day o f......... ...................... ISO.......

This Declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary 
with a subscription.
P'S.—Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every

member is loft to fix his own subscription according to
his means and interest in the cause.

Immediate Practical Objects.
The Legitimation of Bequests to Seoular or other Free 

bought Socioties, for tho maintenance and propagation of 
heterodox opinions on matters of religion, on the same 
c°nditions as apply to Christian or Theistio churches or 
Organisations.
j. *he Abolition of tho Blasphemy Laws, in order that 

°hgion may be canvassed as freely as othor subjects, with- 
u*L*ear of fine or imprisonment.

„j ho Disestablishment and Disondowment of tho State 
parches in England, Scotland, and Walos. 

in <j Abolition °f all Roligious Teaching and Bible Reading 
Schools, or othor educational establishments supported 

by the State.
cl '0 Opening °f all ondowed educational institutions to the

bdron and youth of all classes alike, 
of s 6 Abr°gation °f all laws interfering with the free use 
g Sunday for tho purposo of culture and recreation ; and tho 

. y bpooing of State and Municipal Museums, Libraries 
Art Galleries.

eon , ^ ° i m °f the Marriago Laws, especially to soouro 
'1 .A  Justice for husband and wife, and a roaBonable liberty 

ahd fa cin g  of divorce.
that li^Thalisation of the legal status of mon and women, so 

,p,a'l rights may bo independent of sexual distinctions. 
f j ^ 1“ Protection of childron from all forms of violenoe, and 

tb 6 grood of those who would make a profit out of thoirPremature labor.
foste ° Abob**on °f all hereditary distinctions and privileges, 
btotb̂ g  a spirit antagonistic to justioe and humai

* £ •  improvement by all just and wiso means of tho con 
in . 8 °f daily life for the massos of the people, especially 
aWou'Vna an<l cities, whero insanitary and incommodious 
Weaki,n̂ S’ an<* ,*bo want of open spaces, cause physical 

Th ep8 aÛ  <I'H0a80’ and the deterioration of family life, 
itself f - mot*on of tbo right and duty of Labor to organise 
biaim t°V^S mora,I an  ̂economical advancement, and of its 

The y *?§aI Protection in such combinations.
*bont • ̂ bhatitution of the idoa of Reform for that of Punish- 
l o w 1? tb° treatment of criminals, so that gaols may no 
bnt j ho places of brutalisation, or even of more detention, 
thoSQ oi Physical, intellectual, and moral elevation for 

An P f ar? afflicted with anti-sooial tendencies, 
them h x'ons*on of the moral law to animals, so as to secure 

The prQano troatmmt and legal protection against cruelty, 
fbtion ,r°m°_tion of Poaco botween nations, and the substi- 
nation jArhitrution f°r War in tho settlement of intor
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SUNDAY EVENING FREETHOUGHT LECTURES
(Under the Auspices o f  the Secular Society, Ltd.)

AT

SHOREDITCH TOWN HALL.

January 7.—Mr. G. W. FOOTE:
“The Curse of Creeds.”

„ 14.—Mr. G. W. FOOTE:
“ The World to Come.”

„ 21.—Mr. J. T. LLOYD:
“ The True Meaning of Death.”

„ 28.—Mr. C. COHEN:
“What the World Pays for Religion.”

Doors open at 7. Chair taken at 7.30.
Admission Free. Front Reserved Seats Is.

Questions and Discussion Invited.

London Freethinkers’ Annual Dinner
Under the auspices of the National Secular Society’s Executive

AT THE

HOLBORN RESTAURANT,

Tuesday Evening, January 9, 1912.

Chairman : Mr. G. W. FOOTE.

Tickets 4s. each, including Entertainment.
(Evening Dress Optional.)

Vocal and Instrumental Music. Speeches by Leading Freethinkers.
DINNER AT 7.15 PROMPT.

Apply fob Tickets at N. S. S. Office, 2 Newcastle Stbeet, E.C.

Printed and Published by the P ionbkb P bebs, 2 Newcastle-street, London, E.O.
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