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Superstition sheds blood : Science sheds light.
— INGERSODL.

The Next Religion.

Rci ŜRAEIj Zangwill wrote a play called The Next 
was nnaM0 it produced “  on the

Rraf • ” because the Lord Chamberlain refused to 
ofv* . it a license. He has revenged himself on that 
thf°la ky publishing it at the price of half-a-orown 

°ugh Mr. William Heinemann.
Cen F' Zangwill's play ought not to have been 
that°re '̂ 8&y, however, on the ground
t0 i.n° Pi&y ought to be censored. We are opposed 
veni 9 censor8hip altogether. We admit its con- 
.. encR to the proprietors and managers of 

but we resent its restraint upon the 
one ,rr* and dignity of dramatio literature,—the 
i<j6a aing ^ is sure to stop being the advent of new- 
h'&io -t ®u£i the censorship exists, and the
°ifcl6 v  nation (t° say nothing of court
"hi ^ Profess to be Christian, and the law of 
expep8.Phemy" is still in operation, it is absurd to 
SaUntl iibo The Next Religion to run the
crjji 08, Mr. Baughan, the Daily News dramatic 
plav i’ Was. “ ght in deolaring that Mr. Zangwill’s 
" neQ,8 a direct attack on Christianity. Whether in 
a tnâ 698̂  offensive language ” or not is, of oourse, 
be Di er °i opinion. Mr. Baughan is not bound to 
a°t b ^ r‘ z .anS îii> and Mr. Zangwill is
d i f W u “ 3.
theat0!;^ ,18 multiplied,

Pieased
di£50̂ and to please Mr. Baughan; and when this 
^eatr ?8 moltiplied, as it were, by the whole 
°verw^8°ing population of Great Britain, it is simply

Point*10? ^.ay’8 i'b® thing,” says Hamlet. From that 
itelini y*ew it is not easy to say whether The Next
f c^9lon 

Oth
18 a success

easy to say 
or otherwise. Anyone might

if ac? and see that it would be a great success 
Plays ? Hie test of experiment is needed for 
^Ogw'n cabbro. What is certain is that Mr. 
oritioj * kas mad0 bis play the medium of a drastic 
too, ¿« “ Of Christianity. Wo can quite understand, 
lftu  ̂ aa“ a Ereat rrmnv Christians wnnld find itsgreat many Christians would find its
„ guago verv «offensive." A freethinking doctor 
.,aI 8 to a Church parson who has bought a telescope, 

is your speciality.” The same charge er 
Par aima to his olerical friend, “ What a Bntuk
f c n and on ly  ono k ia "  A  fa n a tlo a l,C h / n ra•*A?B.P,th remarks of the sparks from bis forge 
Born’ ke a glorious sight—always minds mo 
S l8 in hell.”  The parson himself, who has grown 
Pmn a BCePti0> rof°rs to “  Those played-°nt stage 
g°perties—Angels, Squalling Saints, Golden Floor !

tells h t ’ S ieving8 wife that “ The real
{ °d Friday would be that which gave us the cure 
^  cancer." a  bishop is called “  the blessed black- 
C y ® "  He is said to have “  practically won a new 
BhnHt0ry for Christ—and the British flag.’ Finally, to 
OoS:en the iist of such things, a “  black proselyte^ 
" k -S e s  at the Congress of Raoes held in Londonr\r\ ~— ■

uneasy he feels when Body 1’ ”
nverted cannibals: ‘ Take, eat, serious vein

a sample of Mr. Zangwill’s more sen 
8 may take the follow»"« —

“  Laz the following :—
.  a t r o S r?,ni °.£ religion, wo have drowsed too long in 
1,609 B Ca tlloo'ogy> that has enervated and unmanned

us. We talk as if scrofulous babies dropped from 
heaven, and poverty and disease were providential 
opportunities for prayer. But just as the millions who 
died of yellow fever might have been saved if instead of 
looking up to the skies they had wiped out the mosquito, 
so we might have cleaned cut our swamp of misery and 
evil centuries ago if we hadn’t looked to some gigantic 
genie in the clouds to do all our dirty work and give us 
golden floors to squat on into the bargain.”

This is from the lips of the Rev. Stephen Trame, 
the Church parson, who mentally and morally out
grows Christianity, without taking the final.step of 
becoming an Atheist. On the practical side he holds 
with “  One world at a time.” “ Death is death,” he 
tells his wife. “ What else,” he asks, “  makes its 
blaokness and its beauty, its terror and its tranquil
l ity ? ” From which we should judge that Mr. 
Zangwill has been reading Ingersoll, who puts this 
idea more tersely as well a3 more beautifully in the 
noble epigram that “  Love is a flower that grows on 
the edge of the grave."

Stephen Trame’s wife passionately asks him if the 
sleeping dead will never wake, and ho finely replies, 
“  We wake in our ohildren.” This is followed by a 
Meredithian passage, the Wilfrid mentioned in it 
being his own little son :—

“ Before Wilfrid came, life did Bometimos seem a 
blind alloy leading to a tomb—now through his eyes I 
look beyond, and crying to tho new generation ‘ God
speed,’ I shall be content, after the heat and burden of 
the day, to fold my hands in sleep."

The first and second acts of Mr. Zangwill’s play 
are an attaok on Christianity and a suggestion of 
“ the Next Religion ” which Stephen Trame, 
leaving his churoh and pulpit, goes out into 
the world to preach. “ The next religion,” ho 
says, “  will be larger than Christianity, not 
smaller; harder, not easier." It is “  tbe reli
gion all honest men are coming to ”—which is 
rather vague. It is “  the religion that accepts 
the Revelation of Science.”  It .is a religion, 
in short, something like Sir Oliver Lodge’s minus 
tho belief in personal immortality. Man has to co
operate with God—help him along, so to speak—and 
generally to make himself a very important person 
in the universal economy; which is another proof 
that every religion has to minister to man’s ludicrous 
though solemn-faced vanity. “  Me and God ”—as 
the old satirioal poem on the Kaiser said.

A millionaire comes along and “ runs ”  the ox-Rev. 
Stephen Trame ; draws a cheque for £10,000 to start 
with, just when he and his wife are almost wanting 
bread in the wilderness ; and finally fixes him up as 
the High Priest of the Next Religion in a magni
ficent new temple. Everything goes well and Mary 
Tramo at last agrees with her husband. But this 
only lasts for a few minutes. The fanatical Christian 
blacksmith appears on tho scene with his hammer, 
meaning to kill the blasphemous ex-olorgyman ; 
instead of doing so, however, he kills the son Wilfrid; 
and the mother, in an agony of grief, returns to her 
old belief in a future life, and refuses to be reconciled 
to anything short of personal reunion with her child. 
And as Mr. Zangwill makes her mother - love 
eloquent, and gives her the last word, it is arguable 
thac his attaok on Christianity is in the interest of 
Theism plus Immortality, which seems to us a 
“  lame and impotent conclusion.” q  ^  Foote
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Religion and Life.—III.

(Continued from p. 291.)
The argument that because the interests of the 
individnal and of the species clash, a supernatural 
sanction is needed to force conduct along speoial 
lines, may be answered by reference to faots. Is it 
really true that there is conflict, or is it only appa
rent ? I think the answer to this must be that the 
deeper, the more permanent, the truer interests of 
the individual harmonise with those of the com
munity. It hardly needs elaborate argument to 
prove that a community in which individual conduot 
did not, on the whole, fall into line with the general 
wellbeing would soon, as a community, disappear. 
The individual is a communal product, his nature 
calls for human fellowships; and it is therefore 
only by social life that bis interests are served. 
One may grant, what is sufficiently obvious, that 
all individuals do not act so as to promote 
social welfare, nor need one assert that any 
individual always aots in this manner. But against 
this it might bo urged that the tendency of some to 
act in an anti-social manner may be an expression of 
a quality that is in itself of great social value. It is 
conceivable that human life might be so fashioned 
that every individual would instinctively fall into his 
place in the social structure, and his conduct 
approximate to the meohanioal exaotitude of the 
cell-making bee. But in that case progress would 
be at an end. Progress depends upon mental varia
tion, just as biological development has depended 
upon physical variation. And you cannot have 
variation in one direction only. It must ocour in all 
directions; up as well as down, for worse as well as 
for better. And thus the assumed perception of the 
conflict of individual and racial interests may be 
only the exeroiso of a quality that is of profound 
importance to the welfare of the race.

But assuming that an opposition between indi
vidual and racial interests actually exists, as our 
authors imagine, the question arises, How comes it 
that supernatural sanctions supply the needful cor
rective ? Of course, it is not to be assumed that 
the medicine men of savage races have access to any 
genuine supernatural illumination. Such a belief 
would place Heredity and Society outside the oategory 
of scientific works. The illumination is fancied, not 
real. How, then, does it happen that teachers of 
Bupernaturalism perceive what are the interests of 
the species, and by their imposed sanctions promote 
them ? Well, tho answer is that they do not 
invariably do this-. Amid the welter of supernatural 
sanctions somo are good, some are bad, some are 
indifferent. Tho indifferent may persist for an 
indefinite period. The bad—if they are sufficiently 
harmful to the community—will be soon abandoned. 
If they are only moderately harmful they may 
persist, their injurious effects being made good by 
other forces at work in tho community. The good 
ones are preserved and elaborated. Thus, a varioty 
of custom—good, bad, and indifferent—are struck 
out under the cegis of supernaturalism. They have 
a supernatural aspect beoause tho whole of life has 
this aspect in its earlier stages. But the force 
creating such sanctions is not supernaturalism but 
life. In other words, social evolution directs the 
courso of supernaturalism, as it directs all else 
connected with communal man.

Mr. and MrB. Whetham seem to disguise this 
process from themselves by referring to the “  intui
tive scientific insight ” by the aid of which certain 
supernatural sanctions are provided for desirable 
conduot. This is one of those “ blessed” expres
sions that, in the interests of clear thinking, one 
would like to see banished from every scientific work. 
An intuition, in any direction, is not a primitive 
mental fact. It is the summation of experience, not 
its beginning. It is, so to speak, compressed expe
rience, a mental process in which the distance 
between premiss and conclusion are passed over so

rapidly that consciousness cannot detect the stages 
of tho process. It was not original “  intuitive 
scientific insight ” which led primitive super- 
naturalists to insist upon the value of oertam 
courses of conduct; it was a more expression of 
social selection. The whole tendency of social 
evolution is to preserve those whose natures are 
consonant with the welfare of the speoieB. Properly 
understood, the operation of the survival of the 
fittest is plainest where Mr. and Mrs. Whetham fail 
to discern its effective operation. When these 
authors say, “  Down through the ages we see the 
promise of somo ultimate religious reward or punish
ment invoked to send the warrior to battle, to bind 
the members or tribe or nation into an effective 
whole, and to hold the units of a family, while, at 
all events, tho young need parental support for 
their proper development,” they are simply putting 
tho cart before the horse. These things are not 
because of religious sanction. The religions sanc
tion is there because they are persistent and 
inevitable social facts.

I pass by with no more than a bare mention of the 
fact that all we know of primitive human history 
loads to the conclusion that supernatural sanctions 
are strongest just when there is least necessity f°r 
curbing the individual, and weakest when the neces
sity for it is greatest. Mr. and Mrs. Whetham0 
argument assumes tho contrary. It assumes that, m 
early society, the individual needed breaking in to 
the sooial yoke, and that this was only to be acooni- 
plished by religion. But the need of primitive lit0 
is not for a breaking in, but for a breaking out. 
Primitive social life is simple, the individual is in much 
closer harmony with it than is the case in a later 
stage, and revolts are of very unfrequent occurrence. 
The war of egotisms comes in with the development 
of civilisation ; but it is precisely at this stage that 
supernatural sanctions lose their efficacy. They are 
least powerful when, theoretically, they are most 
needed. Mr. and Mrs. Whotham’B theory is quito 
out of touch with tho facts.

Finally, tho placing of a supernatural sanction as 
tho opposite of a rational sanotion, is quite unjusti
fiable. Tho authors assume that religious beliefs are 
“ irrational,” which they are most certainly not. A 
supernatural sanction is based upon reason, and iB< 
while it is completely effective, an appeal to reason- 
Instead of it asking for “ unselfish conduct of j*° 
immediate advantage to the individual,” during tb0 
larger part of human history, the advantage or dis
advantage promised or threatened are of the mos 
immediate character. Where the supernatura 
sanction no longer appeals to tho reason of the mas0 
of the poople, and when the consequences, instead o 
being immediate, bocorao remote, supernatural sane 
tiona quite fail to bo effective with tho “  mass ® 
mankind,” and influence only soleoted individual0* 
Tho truth of this iB seen in the faot that among 
savages, where, in the circumstances, supernatural*0 
is “ rational,” religion does influence people. Und® 
civilised conditions, whore supernaturalism beoom 
relatively “ irrational,” it fails to influence them* 
One might ask Mr. and Mrs. Whetham how ofcb0 
wise can they explain the oonstant lamonts 
teachers of supernaturalism that people are m°. 
influenced by the attractions of the world, that > 
life, than by religion ? Tho only sound general*® 
tion is that mankind is guided mainly by . fl. 
instincts and feelings, not by their reasoned tb®or* ’ 
and that harmony between instincts and feeimt 
and tho interests of the species is secured by 1 
compelling power of social selection. „ . 8

That “  no merely rational system of ethics ’ *j  ̂
yet been found that will be thoroughly effective 
the mass of the poople (I do not know that 
evolutionist believes that mankind has ever b00O{aB) 
will ever be, guided by a purely intellectual oalou 
may be true enough, but, on the face of it, the ob® e 
lies with equal strongth against any system of B° ^ ei 
naturalism. No system of supornaturalism has 
been devised that has kept human nature up , ̂ ¡a 
mark indicated by its teachings. The faot of
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being so is the constant theme of preachers of all 
religions in all ages, and it is certainly not less so 
with the preachers of onr own day. The tremendous 
force of supernatural sanction, amongst civilised 
People at all events, is pure myth. For the culti- 
vated mind it obviously does not exist. But cultured 
People have got into the habit of believing that while 
supernatural sanction does not influence them, it

in some undetermined manner, influence others 
e a, Afferent class. And, meanwhile, as though to 

Pbueise a love of contradiction, it is a constant 
: ?P 'a'Dt that supernatural sanctions quite fail in
,_ ,u®ncing the class for the benefit of which it is nPheld.
and f‘i.and ^ rs‘ Wketham are writing as sociologists, 
the f 'ere*ore one would expeot thorn to appreciate 
reli - kk bhat by its very nature supernatural or 
s canotions offer a very effective obstacle to
ii G1. .development. It is quite truo that with 
enf ^iV0 PeoPle0 religious sanctions are invoked to 
en ?rce obedience to all the complicated laws and 
that™8 sava?e «fa,” but in concluding from this 
str  ̂“ ^ aces which know how to use these means of 

ength have inevitably supplanted those without 
¡nen?; thus the religious instinct, in helping those 
bj , ’’°m ^ 18 hereditary, itself spreads through man- 
jn the authors reach a generalisation that is 

diable by neither theory nor fact. 
jn ,, ,° theory that primitive man needed “ breaking 
Bis l8’ H8 * have already pointed out, quite untrue, 
obsp t>roab need is to break out. All soientifio 
PtitnV8*8 are a8reed as b° tho difficulty of getting 
8atu * i °- PeoPfo0 to adopt new customs ; and the 
oiyij. trait is observable among the lower classes in 
vyjji ®ed communities. And among the forces of 
fosisl hnmanity is consoious, and which are most 
gre , 0Qt to change, religion is undoubtedly the 
foliei68̂ ' ^  *B *n °uitivating a fear of change that 
does °n *8 most powerful. And supornaturalism 
b0Ca n°t.Presorvo a custom because it is good, but 
°f a 80 }t iB there. We see this in the preservation 
of 8uC, c terms in religion generally, in the tenacity 
in g  Ca customs as suttee in India, or of witchcraft 
by t. r°Pe, of the general dislike to change exhibited 
betty ° r°iifii°U8 mind, and of tho close harmony 
tbe J*Gn. reüf>ion and established interests all over 
ctKjf °r u- For reasons already stated, soino of the 
tho Ju8 sanctioned by religion are bound to be, on 
tion nf ° ° ’ S°od customs, but against tho modifica
tion ikCU8*J.0D1> *n torins of tho noeds of a now gonera- 
ielig’j hore *8 no more effective barrier than that of 
than ü .^ r* and Mrs. Whotham nood not go further 
evid„„tleir °wn department of Btudy to find ample 

Taheaco of this.
ûatunuil8atem.eüt bbose races with whom super-
th,
do

Qse 0f is most developed have supplantod
*>ial. a contrary typo may best be met by a flat 

anywT Tboro is not a spark of evidence to be found 
tbe bo support suoh a statement. So far as~ V UUUU 1« UVMVVU1WUVI So far
there • 08ts of primitive peoples are concerned, 
Want; 18 ^ e  slightest evidence that any were 
ïberj3̂  ln upprooiation of supernatural powers. 
Qr mji-1.8 0nly ovidence of varying degrees of social 
Wor0 ltary development. But supernatural boliefs 
deveiQûrnmon b° both, and were most often equally 
and X ,  . And when wo loavo primitive peoples 
all ¡n ajwith historio races and nations, tho proof is 
taa F. , one direction. When tho Greeks over- 
antnrâ Pb’ Who placed greatest reliance on super- 
ttirn c l8tn’ Greeks or Egyptians ? When Rome, in 
folieij °nfiuered both Greece and Egypt, who, again, 
b<m °8t on supernaturalism ? Sceptioal in rela- 
folation t t ®8yptian, the Greek was religious in 

the p be Roman. When tho barbarians over- 
Goo°tue j P̂ re> they dofeatod a people who had 
9°?fol Wfla , Urat°d with Bupornaturalism, and whoso 
Military a“ ne88 bad inoreased with it. Was it better 
baturaiic orSauisation, or a more developed supor- 
°ver 8q that carried Mohammedanism victorious 
h°b^Uest afnr Christian countries? Was our own 
Satnraii8tn0i,Cn<b a duo to a more developed super- 

bes0 fac. than was possessed by the Hindoos ? 
si and many others of a similar kind that

might be cited, are so obvious that I do not think 
anyone will dispute them. The really correct 
generalisation is that the nation or race that has 
spent its energies in developing and organisine 
supernaturalism has sooner or later succumbed to 
others of a different kind. This generalisation of 
Mr. and Mrs. Whetham is proof only of the power of 
religious belief, or of the desire to speak well of reli
gion, to interfere with what should be a careful 
scientific survey.

With Mr. and Mrs. Whetham’s treatment of the 
Jews as an example of the helpful influence of 
religion, I will deal in my next article, q  Cohen

(To be continued.)

Desperate Apologetics.

T he  May Meetings are now in full swing, and the 
religious press is already crowded with sermons, 
presidential addresses, papers, and speeches by the 
leaders of Christian thought in the various Churches ' 
of our land. The ono unvarying theme is the Chris
tian religion as the power of God unto the salvation 
of tho world. At present this religion is admittedly 
under a cloud; but yesterday it performed mighty 
miracles, and to-morrow it shall conquer the world. 
This is the only message, and it is false. One of the 
institutions that meet in May is the Congregational 
Ministers’ National Fraternal, the object of which 
is to deal with questions affeoting the work of 
ministers and their relations to their churches. The 
other day this Fraternal hold a theological conference, 
at whioh an attempt was made to prove that Chris
tianity is a superhuman religion. A paper was read 
on the subject by the Rev. A. C. Hill. This gentle
man was honest enough to inform his audienoe that 
they are confronted to-day by a situation without 
precedent in tho history of tho Church. What the 
situation is the report in the Christian World for 
May 9 is not full enough to make it clear. Mr. Hill 
referred to some “ new acadomio priests" who are 
evidently hostile to tho Gospel of Christ. He main
tained that Christian apologists had played into 
thoir hands “  by fighting on critical ground chosen 
by those opponents.” The natural inference is that 
on purely critioal ground the divine has not the least 
chance of proving his caBO. In Mr. Hill’s opinion 
“  by fighting on critical ground they surrendered the 
cause of religion to a new hierarchy of academio 
priests.” Then comes this most carious sentenoe: 
“ Whether it was a matter of philosophers or his
torians, they could not leave the result to them.” 
Again the irresistible inference is that if tho result 
of the oritioal examination of Christianity wore left 
to the oritics Christianity would be destroyed. It is 
almost incredible that an intelligent divine could be 
foolish enough to make an admission so damaging 
to tho cause ho is supposed to have so muoh at 
heart.

Tho Christian apologist, then, if ho wishes to bo 
successful, must on no account enter into debate 
with those “ new acadomio priests,”  booauso in argu
ment he will not have a log to stand upon. What 
then ? This is Mr. Hill’s answer : —

“ In thoso matters the experience and jugdmcut of tho 
normal man, and cspocially tho oxporicnco and judgment 
of tho best men and womon, of the saints, must be 
allowod to count.”

Who is tho “  normal ” man ? Tho man who is found 
hanging on the preacher’s lips twice every Sunday, 
the man who exalts faith above reason, and who 
beliovos not only in the absence of, but against 
evidence. All scientists who build on fact, all Higher 
Critios who treat the Bible as if it were a human 
product, all who do not think it worth while to 
darken the doors of church or chapel, are “ abnormal ” 
people. The best men and women are of necessity 
Christians. Indeed, they are for over telling us that 
they are tho light of the world and the salt of the
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earth. Browning, in Christmas Eve, tells us of a 
man who by accident found himself inside a place 
of worship, listening to such absurd assertions. The 
little flock assembled there swallowed them all with 
boundless delight, and the winter of its discontent 
was turned to glorious summer under the charm of 
the preacher’s voice.

“  My old fat woman purred with pleasure,
And thumb round thumb went twirling faster,
While she, to his periods keeping measure,
Maternally devoured the pastor.”

The stray visitor endured the comic performance as 
long as he could; but at last his patience ran out—

“  'Twas too provoking!
My gorge rose at the nonsense and stuff of it,
And saying, like Eve when sh9 plucked the apple,
‘ I wanted a taste, and now there’s enough of it,’
I flung out of the little chapel.”

Mr. Hill’s reasoning did not improve as he pro
ceeded with his theme. He held that if the truth 
of Theism is admitted there can be no difficulty in 
constructing a cumulative proof that in the religion 
of Jesus there is “ a superhuman power.” There 
would then spring up, he contended, “  a theology 
which, while still a matter of faith, none the less 
commended itself to the intelligence of the normal 
man.” Of course, everything the preacher says is 
intelligible to his “ normal” man; but to the inde
pendent thinker there is absolutely no proof that 
Christianity has ever wielded supernatural power. 
Through all its history it has proved itself to be so 
deplorably human. The curious thing about Mr. 
Hill is that while holding that if the truth of a 
certain dogma be assumed the truth of so many 
other doctrines can easily be established, yet ho 
himself, so far a3 this report of his paper is concerned, 
did not even attempt to prove anything. He con
tented himself with bare assertions. He asserted 
that, whatever mysteries there may be, “  they did 
have a rational theory of the origin of the world and 
of the Divine method of government.” If he meant 
the Biblical theory, we boldly declare that its 
rationality has been positively disproved by the dis
coveries of science. If by “  the Divine method of 
government ” he meant a perfect method, we chal
lenge him to cite a single instance of its operation. 
The statement that this world has always been 
governed by a God of justice and love is bolied again 
and again on every page of history. Indeed, Mr. 
Hill virtually admitted this himself later on. After 
claiming that they had “ a rational theory of the 
origin of the world,” he said that “ Nature by itself 
was a revelation of evil and injustice as muoh as of 
good." What a terrible indictment of the Supremo 
Being that sentence implies. Nature is the work of 
his hands, and he watohes over and sustains it every 
moment; and yet Mr. Hill is made to say that “ in 
Nature there seemed to be a confusion of all moral 
distinctions.” Thus the reverend gentleman him
self went out of his way to furnish us with a con
clusive proof of the irrationality of the Biblical 
theory of the origin of the world.

Mr. Hill waxed perfectly reckless towards tho 
close of his paper. Speaking of Christ, he said :—

“  W hatever their theory of his personality might bo, 
thero were all tho signs that his entry into tho world 
was a distinct break in tho natural law of causation.”

Will the reverend gentleman favor us with his 
definition of “  the natural law of causation ”  and 
desoribe one of tho signs that it was broken at the 
entry of Jesus into the world? It is true that tho 
Gospel Jesus is a superhuman person; but there is 
no evidence that the Gospel Jesus ever lived. What 
wo have in the Gospels is the portrait of a purely 
mythical being. It is easy enough to enlarge 
grandiloquently on “  the moral majesty of the 
character of Christ, whose ineffable purity had 
always reduced to despair in their self-contemplation 
the purest of his followers” ; but they who do so 
draw upon their imagination. Tho Gospels do not 
tell us enough about their hero to enable us to form 
an intelligent estimate of his character. The Chris

tian estimate of him is based upon Christian theology» 
and not upon biographical facts.

We are told that Mr. Hill referred to “  the insti
tutions that had sprung from Jesus, and the corrup
tions which his religion had survived as alike 
testifying to the superhuman origin of their religion. 
The chief Christian institution is the Church; and 
if Mr. Hill can honestly and dispassionately read tho 
history of the Church as written, say, by the late 
Dean Milman, or even by the late Dr. Green or 
Professor Schaff, and still maintain that it testifies 
to the superhuman origin of Christianity, he will 
certainly take the bisouit. Who can count the 
witches it has callously burnt ? Becky says that 
“  tens of thousands of viotims perished by the most 
agonising and protraoted torments, without exciting 
the faintest compassion.” We read that a single 
bishop burned six hundred at Bamberg, while at 
Trevis seven thousand were put to death. Who can 
count the unbelievers, heretios, and Jews whom the 
Church has from time to time meroilossly tortured 
and slaughtered? Why, under the Inquisition in 
Spain alone nearly 100,000 victims were put to death- 
Then think of tho bloody wars that have been waged 
in the Christian name. It is computed that some 
nine millions perished in the various Crusades. ^ r’ 
Hill spoke of the corruptions which Christianity has 
survived; but it would be much truer to say that 
Christianity has survived, not in spite, but by mans, of 
disgraceful corruptions. The Church first enslaved, 
and then tyrannised over, the minds of men. This 
is a history of which no decent man can feel proud, 
and before whioh Christians should bow their bead 
in deep humiliation.

Mr. Hill also “  adduced the fact of tho Church in 
her all-inclusive sweep to-day ” as further proof of 
the superhuman character of Christ. Well, let ns 
look at the Church as it appears to-day, split up int0 
hundreds of different soots or factions, many of

which do not recognise one another at all except to 
purposes of vilification. There is no common ph* 1 ‘ 
form on which their officials can meet on friendly 
terms. Even in our own country few of them ox 
even on speaking terms; and although the majori y 
of the people are giving them all the go-by, they ar 
constantly quarrelling with one another about some 
thing, such as the validity of orders, religious educa 
tion in the schools, and disestablishment. And y? 
they are are looking forward to spending eternity 1 
the same heaven ! ^

Yes, apologetios has fallen upon evil days aa 
bocomo shockingly reckless in its habits. It eh®, 
no respect whatever for history; and it tells t ^ 
blackest lies without a blush. Its desperation 
doubtless due to tho faot that tho Churoh which ^ 
undertakes to defend is in a state of decay, that it  ̂
being loft behind as an exploded superstition. A° 
in proportion as it is reoeding, science is advancing  ̂
holding in its hand a brilliant lamp whioh shows 
the true path of life. j  ^ lloXD-

More Words on Shakespeare’s Will*

Wic had not room to say all that wo wanted to 
on this subject in last week’s Freethinker, and to . 
is a good deal that wo reserve for our projected jprojem ,
partly executed) book on Shakespeare. 
propose to say now is therefore just the P ,^0f 
conclusion of last week’s article whioh the *ica 
space compelled us to omit. , o0iy

Wo demonstrated, it will be remembered, n°c ^  
that the pious exordium of Shakespeare’s will 0 o£D. 
not, either directly or indirectly, be his own 
position, but was a form used by his lawyer fcha 
been current many years previously. , ftdd

It will be interesting as well as pertinent 1 rj@d 
some facts concerning tho will itself and its n 
completion during Shakespeare’s fatal illness. ary, 

The draft of the will was prepared 9
1616, under the direction of Francis Col
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o icitor then residing at Warwick. Shakespeare 
as then “  in perfect health,” which he was not, of 

,0Q̂ ®e> when he signed it on what proved to be his 
eathbed. Its completion was probably postponed 
n account of the approaching marriage of his 
fighter Judith. It had to be hastened, however, 

i m Shakespeare was seized with a dangerous fever 
J? March. His lawyer was hastily summoned from 
t h b r i n g i n g  with him the draft of the will 

at had been lying at his office since January ; this 
as slightly amended at the poet’s bedside and 
came his actual will. “  The corrected draft of

¡*6 will,” _ as
astily revised at Shakespeare’s beside, that even 

j 8 correction of the day of the month was over
call ;?’ • an(  ̂ "  an unusuai number of witnesses were 
vrr-u *n *° secure validity of the informally 
uu «i1 ^ocumenfc-” The document itself is written 
fn JPct-paper," then commonly used by solicitors 

r their drafts. “  It is beyond reasonable doubt,” to 
pr°te Halliwell-Phillipps again, “  that the will in its 
Resent form, is a manuscript prepared for engross- 
a en“»and that the latter would have been subject to 

careful revision or even to the introduction of 
th t -0nal ma^ er* We may confidently assume 
vr4  ̂c^roumstances had permitted it, a fair copy
bnffu D°  ̂0n^  have been made before the execution, 
stat at 8u°b errors as those which are found in the 
of !?Inen*i °f the regnal years, or in the duplication 
reef I  bequest of the plate, would have been cor- 
tlte • ^  Mie acceP̂ 6  ̂ as a lawyer’s draft,
c r® *8 really very little in it to oreate a serious 
for 6Xity.” ^ r* Halliwell-Phillipps adds that “  the 
gist1 BUP0rsci,lpMon ”—which Christian apolo-
te now appeal to as Shakespeare’s personal 
ic ĉlmony to the truth of the Christian religion— 

a common formula with professional men, as 
Part °G 8een r̂om numerous examples of the early 
atta early seventeenth century which are

ched to wills preserved at Somerset House.”
Bob t ^ Gn 38 ̂ ow oase 8 ânds. Shakespeare gave 

bantial instructions to his lawyer in January;the
furthaWyer PrePare  ̂ a rough draft, and nothing 
aQ nn6r was done until Shakespeare was attacked by
tQ ^.nexpeoted illness; then the draft was brought 
bis v ii  s^ e’ hastily revised there, and executed as 
tQ „ 1 > n° less than five witnesses being called in 

Ver any informality.
Was er°, 38 another point to be noticed. Shakospeare 
him a- / ' myriad-miudod ” genius. Nature endowed 
fQrJ > th  all sorts of faculty. He did not make a 
and DfG hy his writings, but by his labors as an actor 
of jjj aS® manager, and by the careful investment 
of k 8 ,Savings. He was evidently an excellent man 
sh0 8*ess. It was perfectly natural that his will 
m e n j .GQ a pnroly business document. Senti- 
Sentle ' 8̂ 8 ^ave complained of this. One reverend 
sty]0 nJan was so disappointed at the contents and 
obaQr • Shakespeare’s will that ho could not help 
pa,rti(qln  ̂^ a t  ^  was “  absolutely void of the least 
P o e t» 6 hhat spirit which animated our great 
8e&se t ^  course it was. Shakespeare had the 
ever, to beep poetry and business apart. No man 
the aa ^»ore common sense than was displayed by 
Shaĵ Geaaost poet in the world. It was exactly like 
Win anT aro ffive business instructions as to hiB 

h’roni eave a11 hhe rest to his lawyer, 
in ShVeVery P°inb °f view it is obvious that nothing 
detaji aae8Peare’8 will is his except the business 
ili8 ia ana hhe words “  By mo William Shakespeare.” 

\VnGny^uWa3 resP°nsiblo for all the rest, 
his be(j .hbe draft of his will was brought to his 
^°able81 a?, Shakespeare was too ill for gratuitous 
âa tjj’ . be waB concerned about at that moment 

Notice th disposition of his estate. He did 
trifled 6 t? 1̂ 88’011 of his wife’s name, and that was 
n Pious ** had strength enough left to notice 
%  e^prdium, with its abrupt “  In the name of 
‘ainf,î  et!> ’ his face probably lit up, though perhaps
’Abat h a v 'T  unG 01 ttl08e delightful smiles mat 
^bder ¿k Pipyed so often like soft summer lightning

.^y- with one of those delightful smiles that
that Wise brow.

G. W. F o o t e .

The True Resurrection.
-------♦ ------

In Lloyd’s Weekly News of April 14, there appeared a 
sermonette by the Rev. H. Mayne Young, of St. 
John’s, Westminster, intituled “  The True Resurrec
tion,” the burden of it being that the body of the 
risen Christ was not the body that was crucified and 
buried. Thereupon, being interested in the subjeot, 
I wrote thus to the rev. gentleman :—

“  If the body of the risen Christ were not the crucified 
body, please to explain the doubting Thomas episode 
(John xx, 24-28). And if the body of the risen Christ 
were not ordinary flesh and blood, what of the state
ment in the last chapter of the gospel according to 
St. Luke, from the 36th to the 43rd verse ? ”

To my surprise, I have received a most courteous 
reply; and I so speak because my previous experience 
of parsons had induced me to think otherwise. Here 
is the rev. gentleman’s reply :—

11 In answering the apparent difficulty raised by these 
verses, I  would say that the appearances of the Risen 
Christ during the forty days between His Resurrection 
and Ascension were materialisations, obviously intended 
to convince His disciples of the continuity of His 
individuality, and that naturally He would appear in 
the form  most calculated to assure them of the reality 
of His individual continuity. We read in the Gospels 
that He appeared now in one form and now in another, 
and that sometimes He was not at first recognised. 
Manifestly, on these occasions, He appeared in the form 
with wounded hands and Bide in order to give them the 
clearest proof of His Personal existence after death. 
These materialisations, however, gradually became 
more and more etherealised and unearthly, until at the 
last appearance on the mountain in Galileo, some were 
unable to recognise Him. So, then, wo may believe 
that the form  assumed by Our Lord at His appearance 
to Thomas was not a permanent materialisation, but 
merely temporal, and for the moment the best for 
purposes of identification.”

The doctrine propounded by tho rev. gentleman is a 
new one, and proves beyond all doubt that the 
Christianity of to-day is not the Christianity of the 
Gospels, not the Christianity that was taught in my 
young days.

The rev. gentleman, in his sermonetto from which 
I am quoting, says that “  the body in whioh 
Christ appeared on and after the third day was 
obviously very different in certain respeots from the 
body of flesh and blood in which, two days before, he 
had been crucified, and which was laid, worn and 
wounded, in Joseph’s tomb ” ; and that “  we have 
only to read the records of his appearances—of how 
his spiritual embodiment passed through closed
doors.......to convince ourselves of this difference.”
But, in so saying, he bases his opinions on mere 
assumptions, ignoring the Gospel statements on the 
points whioh are staring him in the face.

Ho assumes that because the body of tho risen 
Christ is said to have “ passed through closed doors,” 
that it was “ visible now in one form and now in 
another,” and that it “  was by no means always 
recognised at once,” it must have been a different 
body to that which had been crucified. But why 
so ? Surely the being who could still the waves 
(Mark iv. 89) and raise the dead (John xi. 48-44), 
could, at any time have taken any human form he 
liked.

Moreover, tho reverend gentleman overlooks the 
fact that, on those occasions to which he refers, 
Christ appeared in both bodies; if, indeed, there 
were any difference between them. Thus we read 
that when Mary Magdalene saw him in the garden 
she at first took him to be “  the gardener,”  and said 
unto him : “ Sir, if thou have borne him hence, tell 
mo where thou hast laid him, and I will take him 
away.” But when Jesus spake to her, “ she turned 
herself, and saith unto him Rabboni, which is to say, 
Master ”  (John xx. 14-16). And when Cloopas and 
another disciple, on their way to Emmaus, were 
joined by Jesus, they know him n o t ; but “ when he 
sat at meat with them, their eyes were opened, and 
they knew him, and he vanished out of their sight ” 
(Luke xxiv. 15-18)—olothes as well as body. What



310 THE FREETHINKER May 19, 1912

“  spiritual embodiment ” was there in the clothes ? 
And what is meant by “  their eyes were opened ” ? 
Had they been supernatnrally blinded, or what ?

Farther, as to the “ materialisation ” of the body 
of Christ—whatever the rev. gentleman may mean 
by that word—it was, if the Gospels be true, the 
same before, as it was after, the Resurrection. For do 
we not read that, after the feeding of the multitude 
with five loaves and two fishes, Christ “ constrained 
his disciples to get into a ship, and to go before him 
unto the other side that subsequently he trans
ported himself to where they then were ; that when 
they “ saw him walking on the sea they were 
troubled, saying, It is a spirit and that their fear 
was not appeased until “ Jesus spake unto them, 
saying, Be of good cheer; it is I ; be not afraid ”  ? 
(Matt. xiv. 15-27). What more extraordinary story 
of supernaturalism than this is there in the Gospels ? 
And, if the Gospels be true, what becomes of the 
doctrine that the body of the risen Christ was not 
the body that was oruoified and buried ?

That, according to the Gospels, the risen body was 
the body that had been crucified is beyond all doubt; 
for do we not read that—

“ when the doors wore shut where the disciples were 
assembled for fear of the Jews, came Christ and stood 
in the midst, and saith unto them, Peace be with you. 
And when he had so said, ho showed them his hands
and his side....... But Thomas, one of the twelve called
Didymus, was not with them when Jesus came. Tho 
other disciples therefore said unto him, Wo have seen 
the Lord. But he said unto them, Except I shall see 
in his hand tho print of the nails, and put my finger 
into the print of the nails, and thrust my hand into his 
side, I will not bolievo. And after eight days again his 
disciples wore within, and Thomas with them. Then 
came Jesus, the doors being shut, and stood in tho 
midst, and said, Peaco bo unto you. Then saith ho to 
Thomas, Reach liithor thy fingor, and behold my hands ; 
reach hither thy hand, and thrust it into my side ; and 
be not faithless but behoving. And Thomas answered 
and said unto him, My Lord and my God ”  (John xx. 
19-28).

And let it not bo forgotten that a crucified person 
was only fastened to tho cross by nails that were 
driven through his hands and feet; and that, when 
Christ was upon the cross, “  one of the soldiers with 
a spear pierced his side, and forthwith came there
out blood and water” (John xix. 34).

A similar scone occurred on the evoning of tho day 
when the two disciples, who had gone to Emmaus, 
had returned to Jerusalem. They were telling their 
brother disciples what had happened to them when 
“  Jesus himself stood in the midst of them, and said 
unto them, Peace bo unto you. But thoy were 
terrified and affrighted, and supposed that they had 
seen a spirit. And ho said unto them, Why are 
ye troubled ? and why do thoughts arise in your 
hearts? Behold my hands and my feet, that it is I 
myBelf; handle mo and see; for a spirit hath not 
flesh and bones, as ye see me have. And when ho 
had thus spoken he showed them his hands and his 
feet. And while they yet believed not for joy, and 
wondered, he said unto them Have ye here any 
meat ? And they gave him a piece of a broiled fish, 
and of an honeycomb. And he took it, and did eat 
before them " (Luke xxiv. 83-48).

How comes it that tho rev. gentleman has ignored 
these plain statements ?

The rev. gentleman bolsters up his assertion by 
quoting Sir Oliver Lodge, who says: “  The body 
notoriously had not its old properties, for it appeared 
and disappeared, and penetrated walls." But, in so 
saying, he simply bogs the question at issue, which 
is, “  Are tho Gospel stories true ?’’ not “ Do thoy 
oontradict one another?" No one knows better than 
Sir Oliver does that scientifically they are false. He 
states a scientific fact when he tells us “ that organic
structures are subject to wear, tear, and renewal.......
that the youth has no parts of the body with 
whioh he was born, nor will ho retain any parts 
of his present body when ho is middle-aged." But 
he does not attempt to explain how this “  wear, 
tear,and renewal" of Christ’s body could have taken

place during the few hours that it was in the tomb. 
In this instance, Sir Oliver speaks as a theologian, 
and not as a scientist.

If the body of the risen Christ were not the body 
that was crucified and buried, what need was there 
for the crucified body to have vanished from the 
tomb ? And that it had vanished the Gospels plainly 
state. The angel who rolled baok the stone from the 
entrance to the tomb said to Mary Magdalene, “ Fear 
not ye ; for I know that ye seek Jesus, which was 
crucified. He is not here ; for ho is risen, as he said- 
Como, see the place where the Lord lay.” Wbat 
other meaning can be attached to these words than 
that the Christ had vanished from the tomb in the 
body in whioh he was crucified and buried ? 
(Mat. xxviii. 2-6).

To me tho marvel is that nowadays sky-pilots 
admit, and pretend to explain, the manifold absur
dities regarding Christ which are to be found in the 
Gospels—as if that which must be beyond human 
ken could possibly be understood and explained. 1° 
my young days people were taught to believe in the 
miraculous, that is, in the supernatural, because it ** 
incredible. Then it was purely a matter of faith; 
for the Christian then said,’ as I have heard hi® 
say, “  I believe the Bible, and if the Bible had told 
me that Jonah swallowed the whale, I should have 
believed it.” All this goes to prove that the Gospel 
stories are stories, and nothing more.

J. W. DE CAUX.

Aoid Drops.

Tho Bishop of London, whose gonius is so well-known' 
has discovered a solution of tho coal-strike problom. 
the miners and ownors havo to do is to think of tho blac 
diamonds as “  God’s coal.” It will bo all right then. Every- 
body can seo that now it is pointed out. Bishop Ingram 
salary ought to bo doubled for this great discovery. Ono 
only hesitation about tho doubliug is that as he losos on *n 
first ¿£10,000 ho may lose still more on tho second jCIO.Ou 
Even somo good things are not to bo dono in a hurry.

While admitting the transcendent valuo of tho Bishop 0 
London’s discovery, wo beg to observo that thoro is nothing 
novel in his economics. In this direction ho is, in m® ' 
platitudinous. Ho quotes Scripturo to the effect that “ •** 
laborer is worthy of his hire.”  Wo believo all empl°yer 
admit that. Tho question at issue is what is tho prop® 
amount of his hiro— and tho Bishop doesn’t help to s°. . 
that. Similarly with rogard to tho Bishop's othor princip  ̂
that “  the first chargo upon any industry ought to bo t 1 
wages of tho peoplo who carry it on.”  Doosn’t the D*8*1®? 
know it is so now ? Does ho imagine that “ wages ”  i8 °v. 
anything else than ready cash ? Tho workman must 
paid first. Ho can’t afford to give credit. But tho quests) 
remains of how much his wages should be. And hero agal 
tho Bishop of London furnishes no assistance.

Tho vicar of St. John’s, Newcastle, proposos that chap0 ,, 
should bo providod on liners. “  Such a Hauctuary of silo®®®* 
ho says, “  to which ono could rotreat from tho chatter of 
smoko room, or tho laughter of tho music rooms, or 
shouts of dock games, would fill a real place in tho ocouo v 
of a great ship.” Vory likely. It would bo a nico she 
for thoso who had “  had too much ”  of anything.

“  God alono,”  tho Nowcastlo vicar says, “  was forgotten 
tho planning of tho Titanic, and Ho has mado H*® ^  
remembered.” Rather a rough way though, wasn't it. 
drown all thoso womon and children besides tho hundred „ 
passengers and crow ? Tho reverend gentleman’s 11 
might havo intimated that ho was still in existence in a H 
more morciful way. It is astonishing how vicious parfl0 
and priests represent tlioir Deity.

Mr. E. L. Scott, Keeper of the Muniments, West®’08*®* 
Abbey, has mado yet another discovery in relation to 
Titanic. Ho writes that “  it is a very strange and solo ^  
fact ” that tho second lesson of the service on the day ^  
which tho Titanic sank was tho Burial Lesson. This w g 
be the last Biblo lesson to v hich tho drowned Pa8fC'j”Dan 
listened. We do not quite seo tho Btrange and 80
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asPect of the coincidence. Probably Mr. Scott thinks it is 
More than a coincidence. Perhaps he believes that “  Provi- 
dence,” knowing they would be drowned, prepared them for 
their fate by making them assist at their own funeral service. 
“  that is not what Mr. Scott means, what does he mean ? 
The strange thing about Mr. Scott’s letter is the evidence it 
affords that when people get on religion they are almost 
certain to say something silly. And that is not so strange,
after all. It is such a common experience—to the Free
thinker.

ore \ Len ®roughton, our latest American importation in the 
th e o lmg.*'ne’ *8 a 9u't°  worthy equal to Dr. Dixon. His 
Bent *8 on same crude level, and both are repre- 
Such i 6 most ignorant type of ignorant evangelicalism, 
take S‘or*os as those of Lazarus and Dives, for instance, ho 
a m8 hS an ?c*!uad historic fact. And with it there goes, as 
Serai n of course, belief in a literal hell. In a recent 
aach 01fl ?*a*od his conviction that people would recognise
Laz ° 'ber ‘n heaven, and proved it by Dives’ recognition of 
QseMÛ ' ^n°h men as Dr. Broughton and Dr. Dixon are 
thint 1D ^ e,'r way. Thoy should help to remind Free- 
touo, ers that the old Christianity is not yet dead, and that 
surf °* Pr°fessefl liberality read of is only on the 

1°^  And the way in which the preachers of a more 
thes lgh‘ ened ”  form of Christianity Bupport and welcome 

gives one the suspicion that a reversion to type 
o not be impossible if conditions wore favorable.

of f G 7en*;ure to correct Mr. Silvester Homo on a question 
then?- U0*‘ tha,t we believe it will prevent him repeating 
he ga'j • at6Iriont. Spoaking at the Sunday School Union, 
the cii'iiS* Was cut*0u8 how the question of the education of 
tVe h + 8e* PeoPf° quarreling in the House of Commons. 
Point P0*11* out that there is no serious quarrel on this 
¡8 ln the House of Commons or elsewhere. The quarrel 
that^ Ŵ at hind of religion shall bo given to the child, and 
is noJ8 an entirely different question. Properly speaking, it 
miQat' UCati°n at a9- -ff the priests of the various deno- 
en(j, would leave the child alone there would be an
ti0Q .°,j quarreling. People do not quarrel about educa-
rel^- d'8CU88 it. Thoy may commence by discussing 
ong ? ’ ‘ “ variably end by fighting about it. This is 
hiotherh^q glorious consequences of religious love and

tain ^?*i'P Snowden, blind to this obvious aspect of
ohgious history, malcos fatuous appeals to the Churchos in 

„ 7  Mterosts of peace. The Christian Church, he says, 
> 8 it in its hands to stop war.”  But the Christian 
"butch has this powor less in its hands to-day than at any 

Period of its history. And if during times when it 
^ d e d  all but supreme powor it did not make even for a 
‘BBsening 0f war, why should any different result bo expected 
° aay? Mr. Snowden might reply that the Churchos are 
?  a different position to-day; they are more under the 

buonce of public opinion, and public opinion is more 
o S htenod than it was. But if this bo so, it is public 

that we must look to for help, and the Churchos will 
S  “aovo as this force operates. With this wo should bo 
bn*i'nea t° agroo, only it suggests tho further question, \ iy 
“tbor about tho Churches ‘l Educate public opinion, and 

j  U may loavo tho churches out of account. They will act 
or iJUb*‘0 opinion forces tliom to act, and will cry for peace 

Preach war on the prossuro of tlio moment. I  his is a 
Bm„ne statomont of fact, and Mr. Snowden is doing himself 

credit in not Booing and acting upon it.

t A *  Presidential address to the Congregational Union, 
asa:11? ’ Dr’ Adoney raised tho usual Nonconformist protest 
rL ^  tho State patronago of roligion. And it also 
Bclvmbled othor protests from this, in claiming for them- 
ci 88 ‘ he very thing thoy were protesting against. Ifo 

d tlle caso of the invostituro of tho Prince of Wales, whon 
of *u°Utormist ministers stood sido by sido with the mmistors 
teat i Estahlishod Church. Logically, ho should have pro- 
Parr ^gainst this identification of a Stato function with a 
tW  Ular religion. Instead of this, ho expressed tlio hope 
te]; ,We Should 800 on future occasions “ tho full ilood of 

'pous life, not moroly tho ritual of tho privileged donomi- 
gwing volume and dignity and significance to the 

fot ,u“ ction.”  So that all that Dr. Adonoy really wants is 
oH, ktatc to patronise hi» religion in addition to that o 
If ai,8i  His objection is to a monopoly of tho patronage, 
full «Kristians receive a sliaro ho will bo contont. I* or t le 
Bther ° °a ot r°ligious lifo that Jowisli, Mohammedan, an 
funct; “ “ Christian priests are to tako a hand in tho grea 
“hate L ,but only that all Christians are to have an equal 
Aden^y cab°  iest ot the nation may go hang for all i  r.

We are glad to know that Seddon, the murderer, was a 
very good Christian—in his way, and went to glory in a 
most triumphant manner— when the hangman had done with 
him. The following bit of news is taken from the Daily 
Chronicle (May 10) : —

“ Particulars of Seddon’s last moments were related by 
the Rev. Frank Swainson at 'the annual meeting of the 
Monthly Tract Society just held at the Church House, 
Westminster.

“  He said that he had been summoned to the condemned 
cell when Seddon had refused to see the chaplain. Seddon, 
who had been a Christian worker, asked him what there was 
to show that there would be any retribution for sin. He 
(the speaker) then turned to the stories of the flood and the 
destruction of Sodom, and further to the * green hill far 
away ’ ; but Seddon said : ‘ Stop there, Jesus Christ was a 
good man, but, after all, only a man.’

“  Then the memory of the tract entitled, ‘ God or Devil,' 
which had set aside doubts he himself once had in regard to 
the divinity of Christ, came to him, and he left a copy with 
the condemned man. When he returned to see the prisoner 
a few minutes before his execution, Seddon said, ‘ You have 
brought me back to my old faith, I know him to be my God 
and my Savior,’ and he went to the scaffold ten minutes 
later, singing, ‘ Just as I am without one plea.’ ”

Christianity is a religion that gives even murderers an 
assurance of a reserved seat at the Hallelujah Chorus.

Mrs. Mary Ellen Tanner has obtained a judicial separation 
from her husband, tho Rev. William Huddleston Tanner, of 
Cornwallis-crescent, Clifton, and vicar of Dundry, on grounds 
of cruelty. The man of God is oighty years of age. He 
seems to have had a perfect craze for charging his wife with 
immorality. Sir Samuel Evans, the judgo, described one of 
his letters as “  filthy.” But this sort of thing causes very 
little excitement nowadays. Tho superior morality of the 
clergy has long been a pricked bubblo.

From the Daily News of May 10 :—
“ Acoachman named James Harrison, who knelt on the 

bed and said prayers before savagely assaulting his wife, was 
committed for trial yesterday by the Went Ham magi
strates.”

A novel iustanco of the efficacy of prayer.

Tho Freethinker is not a political journal, but free
dom of the platform and tho pross is always our 
concorn. Wo aro also concerned about justice and fair- 
play. Consoquontly wo consider the prosecution of Mr. 
Tom Mann a very partial proceeding while Unionist poli
ticians aro allowed, not only inside tho House of Commons, 
but outside it, to talk treason and rebellion with impunity. 
Tho bulk of tho working people of this country are not with
out reason for bolioving that Mr. Tom Maun is really prose
cuted becauso ho is a working-class politician. Moroover, as 
tho language ho was indicted for is ratlior ill-advised than 
criminal, it would have boon considerate as woll as politic to 
give him tho bonofit of tho First Offondors' Act. In that 
case he would simply have boon bound over to bo of good 
behavior and to koop the peace. In tho circumstances, six 
months’ imprisonmont seoms to us a vindictive sentonco. 
Wo imagine that tho Homo Socrotary will find reason to 
shorten i t ; not out of any principle or good fooling, but on 
tlio ground that the Labor party is too poworful to offond 
gratuitously,— unlike thoso outcast Frootliinkors.

Mr. C. L. Rothera, tho City Coroner of Nottingham, pre
sented somo very unpleasant facts at a Convocation mooting 
at Church Iiouso. He statod that thoro wore at least 
300,000 children in tho elementary schools of London who 
aro regularly givou alcohol. Thero was also a marked 
increase in drinking among working women. This is ill 
nows indeed. Wo should like to know, for our part, whether 
this state of things is so creditable to Christianity, which is 
tlio established and ondowod roligion of England, as to justify 
it in sending Froothinkors to prison for 11 blasphemy ” — 
which, by tho way, was tho very chargo on which the 
Foundor ot Christianity was arrested and prosocutod V

Christian Churches aro growing more and more bitter 
against everything of an unorthodox tondoncy on Sunday. 
Even tho Pleasant Sunday Afternoons are now falling under 
condemnation. The Presbyterian Church of Englaud is 
informed by its Committee on tho Stato of Roligion and 
Public Morals that thoro aro somo facts which “  suggost that 
the great P. S.A. movement is not always a roal adjunct to 
tho religious work of the Church.” Protest is made against 
“  political mootings on tho Lord’s Day which mako no effort 
to disguise thoir character, and Brotherhood and similar 
meetings, which in many cases aro mainly political, though 
gathering in tho name of religion.” The advisability ia
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suggested of an inquiry as to whether these movements are 
not “ becoming increasingly hostile to the Churches, and a 
hindrance to their work.”  We have long expected angry 
outbursts of this kind.

The Rev. Bernard J. Snell is a very good preacher, as 
preachers go, but, being what he is, he has a preacher’s 
natural limitations. In a recent sermon, he said that he did 
not suggest that a man who did not believe in immortality 
could not be a good man, but it was much harder work for 
him. This is quite a Christian view of the matter, but it is 
quite wrong. A good man does not find it hard to be good, 
although it seems difficult to drive it out of a Christian’s head 
that to be bad is to have a devil of a good time here ; while 
to be otherwise involves privation, denial, and a deal of 
general discomfort. Of course, accounts will be squared in 
the next world— on the Dives and Lazarus plan—but while 
you are in the world to be good means more or less self- 
denial. We can assure Mr. Snell that Freethinkers do not 
find it any harder to be good than do Christians, while they 
have a much better reason for being so. Mr. Snell is under 
the delusion that life means nothing if it ends with this 
world. But the meaning of life is—life ; and whether we 
live after death has really nothing to do with the question of 
goodness or badness. We live and we feel and we think, 
and our feelings and thoughts have reference to this world 
and no other.

We can, indeed, only consider a next world as at all 
desirable so long as we conceive it as similar to this one 
and peopled with the same kind of human nature. That is, 
we extend this world beyond the grave. We value the 
assumed next world in proportion as we have learned to 
value this one. No one who thought life a curse would long 
for its perpetuation ; while the fact that some desire its 
perpetuation proves that they believe life itself to be a 
desirable thing. But this is not making the value of the 
present depend upon the future; the value of the future 
depends upon the present. And when Mr. Snell says that if 
this life be all, it would be wise to take short views and bo 
very prudent, the answer is that it is seldom prudent to take 
short views, but that prudence—real, profitable prudence—  
consists in making our views as long as possible. Man’s real 
happiness lies in self-development, and self-developmont of 
necessity involves others. In short, we commend to Mr. 
Snell the Ingersollian view—The place to be happy is hero, 
the time to be happy is now ; and, as you cannot bo happy 
while others are miserable, make others happy likewise.

The Methodist Times says: “  We boldly claim the per
manent authority of St. Paul in behalf of the emancipation 
of women both in Church and State.” "B o ld ly ”  seems an 
ill-chosen word. "W e havo the impudence” would be 
much nearer the truth of the situation.

testator’s whole estate we judge that he was in a funk abou 
kingdom-come, and considered the Bishop of London 
person of influence at celestial headquarters.

"W hy don’t the workers of the land love the Churches? 
This question was asked by Mr. G. J. Wardle, M.P.i a*®0® 
of the Congregational Union meetings. “ Because, 
replied, “ the movement for bettering their conditions nâ  
come from outside and not from within the Churches, 
myself was driven outside the Church because I  took np 
these questions, and I found I could do the work bette 
outside than I could from inside.”  Some of our readers wi 
be glad to keep Mr. Wardle’s confession by them.

Here is another “ straight tip ”  to the same Congrega
tional Union meeting—this time from the Rev. Fleming 
Williams. We quote from the Daily News (May 10) report

“  He claimed that the people are developing a so«* 
conscience in the exact ratio in which the Churches a 
neglecting to cultivate it. The inevitable result will b® 0 
Churches will be left high and dry. The world will g° 0 
forgetting our existence. They will leave us to discuss o 
little theological conundrums, which, though of profoun 
interest, hardly affect the great needs and wants of 1 
world.”

This is plain enough. But what, after all, does Mr. Fleming 
Williams want? Churches are not established and^mam- 
tained in the name of sociology but in the name of religion-

The London Missionary Society’s annual meeting wa 
noticeable for one thing. It gave Dr. Wardlaw Thompson' 
the foreign secretary, an occasion to deplore “ the prevailing 
apathy regarding missionary work ”  oven “  in the face 0 
unprecedented opportunity.”  Sir William Mackwort 
Young, formerly Lieutenant-Governor of the Punjab, s_al 
the same thing. He declared that “  the apathy of Christian 
people in the matter of foreign missions was appalling- 
People are evidently finding out that promoting the well** 
of their own nation is better than Christianising “b 
“  heathen ”  in foreign parts.__

The Bristol and South Wales District meeting of th® 
United Methodist Church was remarkable for two things; * 
sad confossion of increasing debts and decreasing member
ship. We hail the occasion for both with great satisfaction' 
though the afflicted Church officials have our sympathy-

From the Evening News, May 9 :—  ,
“ An archdeacon’s wife has dressed and sold a thonsan 

dolls a year in aid of a Central African mission. After * ' 
a string of beads does not take long to affix, and the sty 
would presumably he Central African.”

Shocking ! How on earth did this wicked paragraph creep 
into our contemporary’s pages ?

General Booth, celebrating his eighty-third birthday at 
the Albert Hall, told his enthusiastic followers—“ In a few 
days I am to undergo an operation which is to restore my 
vision, and make mo a young man once more.”  The Goneral 
might make money by advertising the operation which makes 
old men young again. A lot of elderly rich Christians 
would do anything to keep out of hoaven, and pay half their 
fortunes (or more) for a new lease of life in this world.

Rev. T. Given Wilson, of St. Mary’s, Stratford, E, London, 
seems to have a poor memory, which betrays him even in 
the brief course of half an hour’s speech. He told the St. 
Mary’s Brotherhood on a recent Sunday aftornoon that he 
himself “  claimed to be a freethinker.”  Later on ho told 
them that “ The anarchist was a freethinker. The thief
was a freethinker. The debauchee was a freethinker.......
Freethought was increasing because lax morality was in
creasing.” The reverend gentleman’s claim to be a Free
thinker places him in very awkward company. Perhaps he 
will oblige us by being a little moro explicit. Under which 
of these categories of freethinkers does he rank himself ?

According to the Rev. A. L. Kitching, author of Studies 
o f  Child Races in Central Africa, the nearest equivalent for 
“  God ” amongst the Teso people is “  hunchback.”  Do 
they mean that religion gives them the hump ? We wonder.

Having got rid of President Diaz, who practically made 
modern Mexico, the Mexicans are plagued with the armed 
and bloody quarrels of various aspirants to the presidency ; 
and “  Providence ”  is treating them at the same time to 
earthquakes and volcanic eruptions.

Mr. George White, who died at Melksham lately, has left 
£100,000 to the Bishop of London’s Fund. As this is the

Mr, George Lansbury was one of the speakers at 
Browning Hall Labor Week ceremonies. Some of 
friends, he confessed, had expostulated with him for c°Dj 
fusing Laborism with Christianity; and it seems to us tba 
the expostulation was deserved. If the claims of Labor *f 
worth anything they will Btand without being mixed op 
with a number of theological doctrines that are fatod 1 
rejection one day, whether that day bo earlier or later, ^n 
wo suggest to Mr. Lansbury that his friends who told h>*“  
that “  the Christian Labor movement was merely * 
attempt on the part of Christians to chloroform the work»*1» 
classes and smother Socialism ”  wore not very wide of * 
truth. This is part of tho historic policy of tho Christ*® 
Churches, and it is not likely to alter under the bland*8 
ments of Mr. Lansbury. Like many others, Mr. Lansb*w
talks much of tho social zeal inspired by religious
but the kind of zeal inspired by religion is not likely to be 
much permanent service to social reform. To know wk** 
needful, to see how to get it, and to use it wisely 
obtained, are requisite conditions of real progress, and t**° „ 
who cannot reach this point without religious “  inspiratio/L 
stand very little chance of getting there with it- r1 J
Lansbury’s romark that " some Socialists are more or 10 g 
Agnostic ”  has a quite religious ring about it, and evident 
the usual religious obtuseness to facts.

“ Cricket,” says a Melbourne paper, “ is peculiarly aCbr* 
tian game. No pagan nation ever playod it.”  Neither a 
Jesus Christ and the twelve apostles.

Mr. McKenna has been talking to the Newspaper 
on tho law of libel. He strongly deprecates “  v*nî 11,C -g. 
damages.”  Why doesn’t he say something against 1 
dictive ”  sentences on Freethinkers who incur tho displeaS 
of Christians ?— for that is all “  blasphemy ”  comes to.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements

Sunday, May 19, Rationalist Peace Society’s Demonstration 
at Queen’s (Minor) Hall.

May 26, N. S. S. Conference, Leeds.

To Correspondents.

siDEST>a Honorarium F ond, 1912.—Previously acknowledged, 
9s. 8d. Received since:—John Grange, £2 2s.; E. 

j  lrton, 5s.; W. A. Yates, 2s. 6d.; E. Vincent, 5s.
Qrange, subscribing to the President’s Honorarium Fund, 

rites : “  it jg superfluous to say that I have great pleasure in 
01a§ this. I am as eager as ever to devour the Freethinker 
ach week. u  ]jag a freshness that is perennial. I trust it 

endure to see me out, as it has long been an essential part 
„ mental life.”

(Sheffield).—We omit your name as you desire on the 
a "  Christians are so very intolerant.” They are,
p, that is one of our reasons for warring against their faith. 

^  ad you fiad the Freethinker “  just splendid.”
L.®' B eakin.—Your “ kindest regards” are passed over to 

183 Vance. We will notice the interview with Pastor Russell 
next week.

W  P T>g  ’ p • —Much obliged for cuttings.
V ftw sran .—We had a paragraph on the reverend T. Given- 
th f 0n s “ tterance in type already. We note with pleasure 

at the West Ham Branch has passed a resolution calling on 
■m to withdraw or justify. We don’t suppose he will do 
1 her, so it js wen that we treated him in the general spirit of 

As°Tnr“  Acid Drops.”
bur Storer.—For a cheap book you could hardly do better 

g.an get R. r . Marett’s Anthropology (Is.) in the “  Home 
Wn 17er?'ty Library.”  It will give you references to larger 

\V rt 8 ^ y°u wish to pursue the subject further, 
a « ’ ,̂NtlLI8-—Much obliged for your trouble, but May-Day is 

deal behind now ; in fact, it belongs to history,—so fast 
int thlnPs move nowadays ; still, we have found your letter 

U ^ ereating and encouraging.
W a" thanks for cuttings.

‘ writes : “ May I say in all sincerity that you are
tio 108,11 *n a*̂  England for whom I have the greatest admira- 
first ,re8P0ct. Why ? Bimply bocauso it was you who 
dark *n chastening light of Frcethouglit into my 
¡nj ened, religion-saturated mind." This correspondent is 
t  ̂ that the ex-priest he inquires about got engaged by

J rr, Unitarians. Family reasons, we fancy.
'Var°KnAY‘—Qa'te so. The Powell caso was reported in the 
Athl°na* Reformer, and Mrs. Besant (then an aggressive 
“ eist). who always had a kind heart, looked after the 
p n̂ erer's "  wife and children. Had we been on the jury 
teni l wou'd not have been convicted. He struck an unin- 

j  yy °d blow under great provocation, 
j  q '"Thanks for the Paine reference. 

pQ' ? 00DrRLL°w.—Your suggestion shall be borne in mind, but 
siveT P°rtraits (we wouldn’ t print poor ones) are very expen 

T A ' ^ksnks for the fresh list, 
ord ^ack?0Ni—We are postponing our remarks on your case in 
tjj e? t0 inclad° them in the Freethinker that will be current on 

Tfl* p 8̂ 6 ''he Leeds Conference. This will be for the best.
Pa, *OOLAB Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street 

T *” lnfid°n-street E.C.
f . Natio‘Ul 

W;
p - ' - iioiial Secular Society’ s offioe is at 2 Newcastle-stroet 
r„ ati>ngdon-

the
-street, E.C.

Wjju 8ervices of the National Seoular Society in connection 
8hon! l vU*ar Burial Services arc required, all communications 

h*! U d ae addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.
2 xff8 *or the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 

h*ox Woaatle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.
Bt a* Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-Btreet, Farringdon 
in„ ®*C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not b<t, ” “°rted.
n,- who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by 

0r6» '‘he passages to which they wish us to call attention. 
p ;® 8 *or literature should be sent to the Shop Manager of the 
and Ber Ereaa> 2 Newoastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

V s o  t0thB Editor-
to sc,Sj eia 'tt‘n8 for literature by stamps are specially requested 

Tat Bncl halfpenny stamps
0®ce^ef *̂n*ir w**l be forwarded direot from the publishing 
ioa p’ jhoat free, at the following rates, prepaid:—One year 

a' : half year, 5s. 3d. \ three months, 2s. 8d.

Sugar Plums
Th .......♦ ■ ■

Chap^0 Waa a much improved audience at South Place 
*ollowca0n .Sunday evening, and Mr. Foote’s lecture was 
Cohen been attention and much applauded. Mr.
for a g0 ̂ h ° occupied the chair, made a successful appeal 
the audi co" ect>on. Ho also elicited some questions from 

nce> but there was no sot discussion.

This is “  Peace Sunday ”  (May 19). During the week the 
International Peace Congress has been holding its meetings 
at Caxton Hall. This makes “ Peace Sunday ”  all the more 
appropriate. Heaps of sermons will be preached to-day on 
the so-called Prince of Peace, and it will be declared from 
countless pulpits that all the peace there is in the world is 
owing to Christianity. But a very different story will be 
told in the Queen’s (Minor) Hall, where a meeting is to be 
held by the Rationalist Peace Society. Mr. J. M. Robertson, 
M.P., occupies the chair, and the list of speakers includes 
Mrs. Bradlaugh Bonner, Miss K, B. Kough, Mr. Herbert 
Burrows, Mr. G. W. Foote, Mr. G. Greenwood, M.P., and 
Mr. S. H. Swinny, the Positivist leader. This is an 
excellent bill of fare, and the admission to all seats is free. 
The hall should therefore be crowded.

Councillor A. B. Moss contributed last week a long and 
powerful letter to the “  Prayer Debate ”  which is going on 
in the Camberwell Borough Advertiser. This debate is 
bound to do good. It is sure to set a number of people 
thinking. ____

Will some “  saint ”  in the neighborhood post his Free
thinker weekly, when he has done with it, to Mr. R. C. 
Young, West Ham Union, Leytonstone, N.E. ? Also let us 
know he is doing it—as we don’t want half a dozen “  saints ” 
doing it in ignorance of each other.

The National Secular Society’s Annual Conference takes 
place on Whit-Sunday at Leeds. The business sessions, 
morning and afternoon, are for members only. The evening 
public meeting in the large and handsome Assembly Hall, 
Briggate, will be free, of course, to all comers ; and addresses 
will be delivered by the President (Mr. G. W. Foote) and 
Mr. C. Cohen, Mr. J. T. Lloyd, Mr. W. Heaford, Mr. A. B. 
Moss, Mr. F. Davies, Mr. John Grange, and Miss K. B. 
Kough. The Metropole Hotel will be headquarters, and 
delegates and visitors who want to secure accommodation 
there or elsewhere should inform Mr. G. Weir, 59 Elford- 
grove, Leeds, as early as possible. There will be the usual 
luncheon for delegates and visitors between the morning and 
afternoon meetings. There will also bo an excursion on 
Whit-Monday to the quaint and historical town of Knares- 
boro’ on the river Nidd, celebrated for its old castle, dropping 
well, and cave of Eugene Aram. A hot luncheon is being 
arranged there at 2s, a head.

We repeat our invitation to the Secular party to make 
this Leeds Conference the occasion of a strong rally. The 
police are on the warpath again, and they appear to have 
the active sympathy of the Home Secretary. There has 
been a fresh outburst of police attack in the Midlands. 
Some members of the Nottingham Branch of the N. S. S. 
went over to Ilkeston on Sunday and held an open-air 
meeting there which lasted for nearly two hours in excellent 
order. Then a heckler, possibly with the knowledge of the 
police, came and created some unpleasantness, but no serious 
trouble looked likely, but the police took the opportunity of 
interfering. Mr, F. Chasty and Mr. D. C, Muirhead went to 
the station with the police and were troated in a most 
peremptory manner. It is alleged in the Nottingham 
Evening News that “  blasphemous expressions of the most 
outrageous character were used,” but Mr. Chasty informs 
us that these were “  untrue or distorted.”  The charge is 
said to be “  profanity and blasphemy ”— which is nonsense. 
We have advised the defendants how to act, and guaranteed 
on behalf of the N. S. S. the cost of employing a solicitor. 
That is all we can say at the moment. We must add, by 
way of conclusion, that these police attacks— evidently pro
ceeding on a general plan—compel us to warn the Secular 
party that a period of difficulty and danger is probably 
approaching.

Amongst the announcements for next autumn wo note the 
L ife o f Swinburne by Mr. Theodore Watts-Dunton. We 
hope it will not be written in the spirit that caused Mr. 
Watts-Dunton to let a Church of England parson mouth 
Christian shibboleths over Swinburne’s coffin. Another 
announcement for the autumn is the Letters o f  George 
Meredith, Lord Morley was to have edited this collection, 
but he has found himself too busy to do it—just as he was 
too busy to write a memorial volume on another old friend, 
James Cotter Morrison. The Meredith family is seeing the 
work through tho press. It will bo in two volumes, and 
contain four unpublished portraits. Copies of our own 
letters from Meredith were supplied to his son in response to 
tho public invitation, and in acknowledging them Mr. 
Meredith junior called them “  an important series.”  If they 
are not adequately represented in the collection, we shall 
have to take steps to show from them how Meredith stood 
towards Freethought.
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Modern Materialism.—IX.

(Continued from p. 294.)
“  Harmonious order governing eternally continnons pro

gress—the web and woof of matter and force interweaving 
by slow degrees, without a broken thread, that veil which 
lies between us and the infinite—that universe which alone 
we know or can know ; such is the picture which science 
draws of the world, and in proportion as any part of that 
picture is in unison with the rest, so may we feel sure that is 
rightly painted.”—Pbofessor T. II. H uxley, Lay Sermons, 
1874, p. 278.

“  This tendency on the part of matter to organise itself, to 
grow into shape, to assume definite forms in obedience to the 
definite action of force, is, as I have said, all-pervading. It 
is in the ground on which you tread, in the water you drink, 
in the air you breathe. Incipient life, as it were, manifests 
itBelf throughout the whole of what we call inorganic nature.”

“  In the eye of science fie animal body is just as much the 
product of molecular force as the stalk and ear of corn, or 
as the crystal of salt or sugar.”—Professor J. T yndall, 
"Scientific Materialism,” Fragments of Science, 1870, 
pp. 415-7.

“ Can another body, then, avail to stay the hand of death, 
and shall man by a second nervous system eseape from the 
ruin of the first? We think not. The laws connecting 
consciousness with changes in the brain are very definite 
and precise, and their necessary consequences are not to be 
evaded by any such means.” —Professor W. K. Clifford, 
Lectures and Essays, 1886, p. 175.

“ To me the conclusion has for many years commended 
itself—that the materialist and mechanical scheme of nature 
(including man’s nature), elaborated by physical science, is 
true and trustworthy, whatever there may be outside and 
beyond the possibilities of human knowledge.”—Sir Kay 
L ankester, Modern Science and the Illusions ot Professor 
Bergson, 1912, p. 11.

H o x l f .y , Tyndall, and Clifford now carried on a 
brilliant, if desultory, warfare with the forces of 
superstition. Huxley and Tyndall, however, while 
doing valuable work in popularising Materialism, 
always repudiated the name, in this, unfortunately, 
following Spencer down the wrong turning, thereby 
involving themselves, as we shall see, in a tissue of 
contradictions. Clifford here parted company with 
Huxley and Tyndall, and carried evolution to its 
logical conclusion in materialistic Atheism.

Herbert Spencer, who moulded the bullets for 
Huxley and Tyndall to shoot, remained in the back
ground, leaving others to deal with the enemy. 
Only onoe did he descend into the arena. This was 
in the Nineteenth Century (November, 1895) in reply 
to Lord Salisbury’s attack on evolution in his 
Address to the British Association in 1895. And then 
only after fruitless appeals to others to administer 
the physic.

It was in applying the methods of Materialism to 
the problems of life, mind, and consciousness that 
the bitterest opposition was shown, and this was 
wholly due to religion. As Tyndall himself 
observed:—

“  Were not man's origin implicated, we should accept 
without a murmur tbe derivation of animal and 
vegetable life from what we call inorganic nature. Tbe 
conclusion of pure intellect points this way and no 
other. But this purity is troubled by our interests in 
this life, and by our hopes and fears regarding the lifo 
to come. Beason is traversed by the emotions, anger 
rising in tbe weaker beads to tbe height of suggesting 
that the compendious shooting of the inquirer would be 
an act agreeable to God and serviceable to man.”  *

Tyndall points out that our earth was at one period 
in a nebulous, or molten, state, during which it was 
impossible for life to exist. We now find it covered 
with a luxuriant growth of vegetable and animal life.
“  Did creative energy pause ?” asks Tyndall, until 
thiB matter had condensed sufficiently for a crust to 
gather round the planet, for air and water to beoome 
isolated, seas and soil to be formed ; until the sun’s 
rays had beoome tempered to be chemically fit for 
the decompositions necessary to vegetable life ?
“  Having waited through those ¡cons until the 
proper conditions had set in, did it send the fiat 
forth, ‘ Let there be Life ! ’ ”  (p. 458). He puts the 
creative hypothesis on one side as wholly unneces-

Tyndall, Fragments of Science, 1870, p. 352.

sary. Again, in his article on “  Vitality,” written as 
early as 1865, he answers a similar question:—

"  Supposing a planet carved from the sun, set 
spinning round an axis, and revolving round the sun 
at a distance from him equal to that of our earth, would 
one of the consequences of its refrigeration bo the 
development of organic forms. I lean to the affirma
tive, Structural forces are certainly in the mass, 
whether or not those forces reach to the extent of 
forming a plant or an animal. In an amorphous drop 
of water lie latent all the marvels of crystalline force! 
and who will set limits to the possible play of mole
cules in a cooling planet ? If these statements startle, 
it is because matter has been defined and maligned by 
philosophers and theologians, who were equally un
aware that it is, at bottom, essentially mystical and 
transcendental.”  *

Although every evolutionist believes that life has 
developed from matter by natural moans at some 
period of the earth’s history, and although some 
scientists — notably Dr. Charlton Bastian— have 
claimed to have observed the evolution of life, in the 
laboratory, from non-living matter, yet the great 
majority of scientists are not satisfied with the 
proofs advanced. Some of them believe that there 
is only one phase in the history of a planet when 
life evolves automatically from inorganic, or un
organised matter—without the aid of a living 
germ. But many others, and their numbers are 
growing year by year, believe that the synthesis of 
life in the laboratory is only a matter of time. With 
this phase of the subject we Bhall deal more fully 
later on.

The opponents of evolution wore not slow to seize 
upon this want of experimental evidenoe to deolare 
that the origin of life was duo to the direct aotion of 
God, and that science was quite incompetent to 
account for the origin of life, consciousness, and 
mind. But, says Tyndall in his Belfast Address, 
although soienoe has not produced life by laboratory 
methods,—

“  By an intellectual nocossity I cross tbo boundary 
the experimental evidence, and discern in that Matter 
which we, in our ignoranco of its latent powers, and 
notwithstanding our professed rovoronce for its Creator, 
have hitherto covered with opprobrium, tbo proud®6 
and potency of all terrestrial life.”

And be further asks:—
"Divorced from matter, whore is lifo? Whatever 

our fa ith  may say, our knowledge shows them to be 
indissolubly joined. Every meal wo oat, and overy cup 
wo drink, illustrates tho mysterious control of Mind ky 
Matter.”

But, as we have observed, Tyndall followed Spencer 
in his repudiation of tho name of Materialist, f°r 
which he gives the following reason :—

“  In affirming that tho growth of the body is 
mechanical, and that thought, as exorcised by e®’ 
has its corrolativo in tho physics of tho brain, I think 
the position of tho ' Materialist ’ is stated, as far as that 
position is a tenable one. I think tho materialist wil| 
bo able finally to maintain this position against 
attacks ; but I do not think, in the present condition of 
the human mind, that he can pass beyond this position- 
I do not think he is ontitlod to say that his molecule 
groupings, and motions, oxplain everything. In reality« 
they explain nothing.”

And again:—
“  You cannot satisfy the human understanding m its

demand for logical continuity between molecular Pr0̂  
cesses and the phenomena of consciousness. This *® 
rock on which Materialism must inevitably ®P *. 
whenever it protends to be a completo philosophy 0 
life.” f

When Tyndall is advocating materialistic method0 
and theories, he is always clear and logical, but wbe0 
he attempts to repudiate the name, he become0 
vacillating and confused in the extremo.

For instance, we are told that the miorosoopo 10 
powerless to show us the intimate structure 0 
matter ; we know that the diamond, the ametby0?' 
and countless other crystals have a structure, but >

* Fragments of Science, p. 464. 
f Fragments of Science, pp. 420-503.

i
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c-annot be seen with the highest powers of the 
“Horoscope. Tyndall says

‘ ‘ It cannot be too distinctly borne in mind that 
between the microscopic, and the true molecular limit, 
there is room for infinite permutations and combina-
10“ s.......When duly pondered, the complexity of the

problem raises the doubt, not of the power of our instru- 
jhent, for that is nil, but whether we ourselves possess 
the intellectual elements which will enable us to grapple 
with the ultimate structural energies of nature.” *

“ 1) on another page, wo are told,—
‘ ‘ Our difficulty is not with the quality of tho problem, 

at with its complexity, and this difficulty might be met 
by the simple expansion of the faculties we now 
possess. Given this expansion, with the necessary 
Molecular data, and the chick might be deduced as 
rigorously and as logically from the egg, as the exist
ence of Neptune from the disturbances of Uranus, or as 
-n i= al)refracti°n from the undulatory theory of light ”

s h w e  have a couple of pages devoted to 
^owing the helplessness of the Materialist to 

Plain the facts of consciousness, winding up with 
6 “ “ ^ ‘Climax, “  Perhaps the mystery may resolve 
“If into knowledge at some future day ” (p. 421). 

j.Q f We do not “ possess tho intellectual elements” 
th enf.b!e 08 grapple with the problem, how can 

e difficulty be solved by a “  simple expansion of 
faculties we now possess,” so that “  the mystery 

da J" res°ive itself into knowledge at some future 
ây ? 0 r, in othor words, “  how can we experience 

^ P a n s io n  °f a faculty we do not possess?” Such 
j  8 the inextricable confusion and contradiction 
i n n f Ht r o d u c e d  into the subject through accept- 

g bpencor’s “  Unknowable.”
Mat° °̂r°' dealin8 with Huxley’s treatment of 
b0Qenalism, we should like to call attention to a 
hist UŜ  Polished, which opens a new epoch in the 
jlj ,0ry of Materialism in thiB country. It is entitled 
rm ern Science and the Illusions of Professor Bergson. 
the6 f ubbor is Mr- Hugh S. R. Elliott, the editor of 
pr , Letters of John Stuart M ill; and contains a 
att Sir ^ ay Lankester. The work is an
Wb i uP°n Hie philosophy of Professor Bergson, 
... 0 “ as been

“  great French philosopher,”  tho new

Sir Ray Lankester. 
upon the philosophy of

n„„ —8 boon so loudly trumpeted by the religious 
|£ea88 as the —

.^P^n of religion, wno is, onc9 for all, going to 
the ^  th e ism  and Materialism, and cast them to 
Oj The importance of this work lies not so
but ■ ln *̂ 8 refutation of the sophistries of Bergson, 
as t)lQ bbe *ac  ̂Hi at ^ accepts Scientific Materialism 
tba, “nly true and solid foundation of science, and 

. 8 V*GW *8 endorsed by the acknowledged
J’0r er °f science in this country, Sir Ray Lankester, 
pa tbo first time in our history do we find the 
f>eu °8 Lamottrie, Vogt, Cabanis, Moleschott, 
aud°r^acb’ and Euohner mentioned without scorn 
sciG G?“ ^ompt, in a work prefaced by our loading

s Force and Matter is described as “  a
n blat- 

brj [ “ °bner
of <!a.n^y written polemic,” and Cabanis, the founder 
dig-. Clentific Materialism, is spoken of as “  the 

‘“ guiahed physiologist.”
cer e “ “ thor declares that “  As far as wo are con- 
t̂at ■’ .maHer is matter, force is force; the 

oth/iMiam of science is a sound hypothesis, and no 
(o i i hypothesis has yet been shown to be sound ” 
VP,l67)- And again

‘ For, whilo in philosophy tbero bavo been elements 
“ d tendencies of all kinds, in scienco there has only 

j ? on °no tondency— that towards Materialism. rrli£>The
discoveries is a history of 

—  successes: for no scientific discovery has 
J - b e e n  made that is not based upon Materialism and

tory of scientific
■Materialistic

mechanism ” (p. 167). 
t, We think this work will prove a decisive faotor in 
116 history of Materialism; it will encourage the 

- aher scientists who accept Materialism, but dis
- °w the name, to pluck
Pr“ olaim

upt ____  courage and openly
their principles. W . M a n n .

(To be continued.)

Fragmente o f Science, pp. 448 9.

Old Testament History.—X.

(Continued from p. 399.)
T he  table of the succession of the kings of Judah 
and Israel, continued from the last, is given below. 
Azariah of Judah (769 B.o.) is stated to have reigned 
52 years (viz., down to 717 B.C.). This king was suc
ceeded by his son Jotham (16 years), and the latter 
by his son Ahaz (16 years); but we find from the 
Assyrian inscriptions that Azariah was king in 
738 B.C., and Ahaz was king in 734 B.C. The reign 
of Azariah has therefore to be curtailed, and that of 
Jotham limited to 3 years. The last-named king is, 
however, Btated to have governed the kingdom during 
the latter part of his father’s reign. Similarly, the 
reign of Pekah, king of Israel, who is said to have
reigned 20 years, has to be reduced.

B.C. Judah. Years. B.C. ISRAEL. Years.
769 ... Azariah .. 33 748 ... Zachariah .. •5

748 ... Shallum . -08
747 ... Menahem .. . 10

737 ... Jotham .. 3 737 ... Pekahiah .. . 1
736 ... Pekah . 5

735 ... Ahaz .. 11
732 ... Hoshea . 10

724 ... Hezekiah ... 29
722 ... Samaria captured

Azariah of Judah, we are told, was one of the few
model kings who “  did that which was right in the 
sight of Yahveh.” And as a reward for this exem
plary conduct, the god Yahveh “  smote the king, so 
that he was a leper unto the day of his death, and 
dwelt in a lazar house ” (2 Kings xv. 5). This can 
scarcely be called kind of Azariah’s god; but the 
affliction was, no doubt, sent in accordance with the 
Bible statement that “  whom the Lord loveth he 
chasteneth." It is at least a satisfaction to know 
that the Lord’s ways are not as our ways. The 
mendacious writer of the Chronioles, however, has 
fabricated a story to the effect that Azariah—whom 
ho calls Uzziah—took a censer, and went into the 
temple to burn incense, which only “  the priests, the 
sons of Aaron, that are consecrated to burn incense,” 
wore permitted to d o ; that the high priest (whom 
he calls Azariah) and foursoore other priests with
stood him in the temple ; that he still persisted, and 
that to prevent him doing what was unlawful the 
god Yahveh smote him with leprosy (2 Chron. xxvi. 
16—20). In this lying story, fabricated to justify 
the “  Lord God,” the words “ the priests, the sons of 
Aaron ” are sufficient to prove its flotitious oharaoter. 
There were no priests, tho descendants of Aaron, 
in existence then or at any other tim e; they existed 
only in imagination—in the Pentateuch. The name 
Uzziah, given in tho Chronicles, was never borne by 
Azariah, though wo find it thrico used in the account 
in 2 Kings (xv. 18, 80, 32), probably taken by a 
copyist from the Chronicles.

In 2 Kings xv. 19—20 we are told that in tho reign 
of Monahcm of Israel “  there came against the land 
Pul the king of Assyria: and Menahom gave Pul a 
thousand talents of silver, that he might be with
him to confirm the kingdom in his hand.......So the
king of Assyria turned back, and stayed not in the 
land.” This is historical in all except the name of 
tho Assyrian king. It was Tiglath-pileser III. who 
came into Palestine, to whom this money was sent, 
and who is correotly named in verse 29. An inscrip
tion, it is true, has been discovered in whioh this 
king is called Pul; but it is not a contemporary 
record, being dated somo two centuries later—a faot 
which shows how late some of tho Hebrew records 
were compiled. The inscriptions of Tiglath-pileBer 
are in a somewhat mutilated condition ; so that it is 
difficult to got a connected account of his operations 
in Syria and Canaan. The following are some 
fragmentary extracts:—
739 B.c.— “  tho tribute of the kings..... Azariah of Judah......”
738 b .c .— “ ...... Judah......of Azariah, my hand greatly cap

tured....... ”
738 b .c .— “ ...... tbe tribute of Reson of Syria, Menahem of

Samaria, Iliroiu of Tyro.”
734 b .c .— “ Tbe tribute of....... Salamanu of Moab........Metinti

of Askelon, Jeho-ahaz of Judah,”  etc.



316 THE FREETHINKER Mat 19, 1912

732 b.c.— “ ....... the land of Beth-Omri........a selection of the
goods and furniture of its people to Assyria I sent. 
Pekah their king I put to death : Hoshea I appointed 
to rule over them. Ten talents of gold and a 
thousand talents of silver as tribute I  received from 
him, and to Assyria I sent.”

their sons and their daughters to pass through the fir <
and used divinations and enchantments....... Thorelor
Yahveh was very angry with Israel, and removed the 
out of his sight: there was none left but the tri00 ?
Judah only....... So Israel was carried away out of thei
own land to Assyria, unto this day ”  (2 Kings xvi •

From the foregoing historical record the first poin ; 
to be noticed is, that Menahem of Samaria was king 
in 738 B.c,, and Hoshea became king in 732: yet 
between these two dates there reigned, according to 
the Bible history, Pekahiah for 2 years and Pekah 
for 20 years—which, as Euclid says, “  is absurd.”

In the next place, we see the real name of Azariah 
of Judah, which is written “  Azri-yahu,” the Hebrew 
being “ Azar-yahu.”

Moreover, we find that the full name of Ahaz of 
Judah was “  Jeho-ahaz,” the first half having been 
omitted by the compilers of the book of Kings, 
probably to distinguish him from another Jehoahaz 
who reigned later. Furthermore, we learn that the 
Bible account of the death of Pekah and the acces
sion of Hoshea is incorrect. In 2 Kings xv. 30 we 
read:—

“ And Hoshea the son of Elah made a conspiracy 
against Pekah the son of Remaliah, and smote him, and 
slew him, and reigned in his stead.”

Nothing is said in 2 Kings of Tilgath-pileser coming 
to Samaria, and deposing the reigning king and 
setting up another.

The next Assyrian king who came to Palestine, 
according to the Bible account, was Shalmaneser. 
Hoshea, it is stated, had paid tribute “ year by year ” 
to this king, and had then ceased to do so. “  Against 
him came up Shalmaneser king of Assyria,” who 
“  went up to Samaria, and besieged it for three 
years.”  At the end of this period “  the king of 
Assyria took Samaria, and carried Israel away into 
Assyria ” (2 Kings xvii. 3—6). Furthermore, “  the 
king of Assyria brought men from Babylon, and from 
Cuthah, and from Avva, and from Hamath, and from 
Sepharvaim, and placed them in the cities of Samaria 
instead of the children of Israel: and they possessed 
Samaria, and dwelt in the oities thereof ” (2 Kings 
xvii. 24). The king of Assyria here mentioned is 
said to be Shalmaneser IV.; but the latter king was 
succeeded by Sargon in 722 B.c., and it was Sargon 
who captured Samaria (722 B.c.), not Shalmaneser. 
The new people placed in Samaria, it is further 
stated, “  know not the manner of the god of the 
land,” and so did not worship him in the customary 
manner; consequently “ Yahveh sent lions among 
them, killing some of them.” In this dilemma they 
sent to the king of Assyria asking that one of the 
priests who had been carried away might be sent to 
teach them. With this request the king complied, 
and a priest was sent who “  came and dwelt in 
Bethel, and taught them how they should fear 
Yahveh,” with the result that “ they feared Yahveh, 
and served their own gods.” It is needless to say 
that this story of the lions, eto., is a fabrication. 
The people of the kingdom of Israel had from the 
first served the more ancient gods of Canaan, and 
every one of their kings had done “  that which was 
evil in the sight of Yahveh ”  without anything 
speoial happening to them. The lions story was the 
invention of the poat-exilio editor, who in this 
chapter makes the deportment of Israel the subject 
of a homily for the edification of the Jews of his 
day and all future generations. The following are a 
few short extracts :—

“  And it was so, because the children of Israel had 
sinned against Yahveh their god, which brought them
up out of the land of Egypt....... and had feared other
gods....... and they built them high places in all their
cities....... and thoy set them up pillars and Asherim
upon every high hill and under every green tree : and
there they burnt incense in all the high places....... and
wrought wicked things to provoke Yahveh to anger: 
and they served idols, whereof Yahveh had said unto
them, Ye shall not do this thing.......And they rejected
his statutes, and his covenant that he made with their
fathers....... And they forsook all the commandments of
Yahveh their god, and made them molten images, even 
two calves, and made an Asherah, and worshiped all 
the host of heaven, and served Baal. And they caused

7—23). ,,
The words “  unto this day” refer to the days of tn 
compiler, two or three centuries after the return 
from the Exile in Babylon. After the capture o 
Samaria the book of Kings has nothing more to say 
of the kingdom of Israel, all the remaining chapter 
being devoted to the kings of Judah. One woa, 
led to think from this complete silence that all t 
Israelites of the northern kingdom had been carrie 
away to Assyria, and their cities filled with foreign0is> 
but such was not the case. From the inscriptions 
of Sargon we learn the exact number of Israel»0 
that were deported. In one of these records tba 
king says:— _ ,

“ In the beginning of my reign, with the assistance o 
the Sun-god who helped me to vanquish my enelljQigg 
the city of Samaria I besieged and captured, and 27,2 
of its inhabitants I carried away captive to Assyria..•••• 
and in their place I put men to live there whom my 
hand had conquered. I set my governor over tb0®' 
and laid upon them the tribute imposed by one of 1 
kings who had preceded me.”

These twenty-seven thousand captives consisted, u 
doubt, chiefly of young men and women who were 
considered strong enough to make suoh a loag 
journey, and were taken only from the capital city 
of the kingdom. Upon this subject Professor Say00 
says:— .

“  The comparatively small number of Israelites vru 
were carried into captivity shows that Sargon content® 
himself with removing only those persons and “b01 
families who had taken part in the revolt against him-
....... The greater part of the population was allowed
remain in its native land. This fact disposes of y  
modern theories which assume that the whole of * 
Ten Tribes were carried away.”

The Rev. Professor appears to have forgotten that
■ ■ M 1 J O.VW T a -a JL u i v u u u a  V/ I*  A u  V V  a -m AAJ > v> a.!^A  aa a  -  -

the “  modern theories ” are all based upon the state* 
ments made in 2 Kings—which were religioaS1 
believed to bo fact—and that those theories have 
do merely with the supposed identity of “  the I°9 
ten tribes.” It was not until the disoovery ans 
decipherment of the cuneiform records that it wa 
mown that only a small portion of the ten tribes-' 
probably less than one-tenth—had been deported 
Assyria and never heard of again. As a matter 0 
Yistory, the Israelites of the kingdom of Samaria» 
two years later, felt themselves strong enough 
unite with the kings of Hamath, Arpad, aI? 
Damascus, in revolting from the Assyrian yoke: 1 
consequence of which the city of Samaria was 
second time captured by Sargon, and the ringleadei 
punished (720 B.C.), After the latter date the kiog 
of Israel or Samaria continued as before, notw» 
standing the deportment of the number stated, a0 
we find the reigning king of Samaria named in p® 
inscriptions of three later Assyrian kings, as pay11?® 
tribute, just the same as the reigning king of duda • 
The reason why no further mention is made 
2 Kings of the kingdom of Israel is probably due 
the fact that some non-Israelitish people bad bee 
placed in Samaria by Sargon. This small elemed '̂ 
however, would in the course of time be absorbed 
the greatly preponderant population of Israel.
Bible statement whioh implies that no priests we 
left in the kingdom of Israel is simply ridiomoa ' 
There was no dearth of them, more especially a t 1 
two great places of sacrifice—Dan and Bethel. ,g 

With regard to the men placed in Samaria, »  
most probable that they were all drawn from 1 
neighboring oities of Syria conquered by Sarg0®' 
One of those mentioned, Hamath, is correct: Baby10̂  
and the others named (which are said to be cities 
Babylonia) are quite out of the question. It was o 
until twelve years later that Sargon became king 
Babylon. , .  j,

The important events in the reign of Heze* ^  
whose name appears in the table) must be lef 

the next paper. ABBAOADABBA-
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A “ Naming.”
----- ♦-----

^ u n f la y  evening an interesting little ceremony took place 
onth-place Institute before Mr. Foote’s lecture, 

tn 110 Chairman, Mr. C. Cohen, announced that, according 
custom, Mr. Foote would publicly “  name ”  an infant. 

< ■l8.,y?a8 baby daughter of Mr. and Mrs. H. Walter 
* ° renc° Foote), and Mr. G. W. Foote’s first grandchild. 

Fr r. ' , r 00*e> *n introducing the little one, remarked that 
thn° i ln^CrS ^ad no desire to ape the ceremony of a faith 
i y ^ad renounced; but the naming of a child had some 
w»g f ” ce’ 'naarau°h as the birth of every unit of humanity 
iu. °* importance to the race, and the public naming of 
a l)ar^cu'ar child would be of no less interest to the 
8j Iijac8 fr?m the fact that she was related to him ; it was 
ttio t T i  introduction of the little child to those who were 
fat " r ely *° become he* friends and companions in her 
the t<! ^°‘ ? °  godparents were needed to make public vows 
ch;is’never Intended to keep. The names chosen by the 
Djs ^ P arents , “ Kathleen Alma Edith,”  would be recog- 
Wer ^ 0Be Present as the names of three women who 
Br e .Workers in the Freethought cause. He made no 
evetaises for the child, but he did not think the day would 
bee* l ° m° ™hen 8̂ 0 would have reason to regret having 
t n aeld in his arms and introduced to a company of 
0j 80nable people. “  Her Majesty, the Baby ”  gave evidonce 
fo r tT ,hRredity by comporting herself with equanimity and 
pi . j d o  on the occasion of her first appearance on a public 
Sn .orta’ and smilingly indicated that she had met the 
yn?rer before.

by a ° aud'onco evinced thoir appreciation of this interlude 
vrku i°.und of hearty applause, and Mr. Foote then proceeded

K B . K .

hou TWO MEMORIES.
, wo r before tho great bulk of the Titanic broke in 
°bil(j s.ank bbe bottom of the Atlantic the women and 

drifting lifeboats heard tho ship’s band 
sqqIj nS the most familiar, the most moving of hymns. At 
UQtro M mG’ *b° wator placid and lighted dimly by the
heare C<* s*ars> fbo effect of this sacred air upon the 

/ 1 on bbo sea, helpless to aid and not knowing their 
bo ay a l n u s ii have been agonising. What anguish could 
the Q,at° r ^ aa fbeirs ? Of the dreadful experience it was 
hypj °st barrowing incident. They will never hoar the 
retUrn again but the hour, tho scene, the sacrifice, will

'M t *S a1re^ef turn to an occasion with less of a tragedy 
deck wk u ' S mucb heroism, when a band played on a ship’s 
It 11 0 her gallant crow cheered in the shadow of death, 
in S that day in 1889 when the hurricano was raging 
on a r t  barbor. Tho German flagship Adler had driven 
Tho w-°£ .and the gunboat Ebcr had struck and turned over, 
and t l '* T C| CBCaP‘ng the roof, had stranded on the beach, 
her r ° Xan^Ha'8  hull was submerged on the ragged coral, 
cotyJIrv*Vors in tho rigging. Inch by inch the British 
H ^ O a U i o p e was fighting her way out in the teeth of 
2>ejl£ rricano to tho harbor mouth, while tho mon on the 
the r£a°in’ wbich was beyond control in tho torrible sweep of 
peril mJ°°kQd on at tho struggle, oblivious of their own 
She ' d , o Calliope was straining by. Sho was gaining 1 
2Ven, ou^  make tho opon sea 1 Thon the band of tho 
Ojen Bfrnck up tho “  Star Spangled Banner,”  and hor 

, 1Dcd tho rail and above the hurricano their cheering 
Vcajh cardi The Trenton drove ashore as tho Calliope 
’h e m « 01* bho reef and wont out to soa. It is a glorious 

***7— New York “  Sun."

T, CHRISTOLOGY. ,
tni4, °an bo proved that our Christology is mummified 
kDnir0 °8y* and logondary loro, which havo been palmed off 
t0Pv° u« >n tho Old Testament and tho New, as divino 
¿!® la«°n  uttered by tho very voice of God. Wo have the 
th?f°. inversion  of myth into history in tho New Testament 
fulfil bboro is in the Old—tho ono being effected in a supposed 
p, bltnont of the other 1 Mythos and history havo changed 

»cos oncQi and havQ to cirango them again before wo 
Ip Understand their right relationship, or real significance. 
Moh 6 Vati°ns aspects of tho divine child, born of the \ lrgin 
thn ®r>—bhe child of prophecy that Herod sought to hib.j ,—-  
Ch.;„frisb in conflict with Satan as his natural enemy ; the 
the \t wbo transforms in tho waters, and is transfigured on 

Unt! the Christ who is tho caster-out of demons ; tho 
Chr;J  Wbo sends the dovils into the herd of swine; t o 
day! T wh° descends into Hades, or tho earth, for three 
of h  j  como forth, like Jonah, or as Jonah, from the belly 
breat. t8.’ ot the great fish, the dragon of tho waters ; who 

8 his way through tho under-world, as tho conqueror

of darkness and disease, death and devil; as the savior of 
souls, and leader into light; in all these, and other mythical 
phases, the Christ is none other than the soli-lunar hero, 
identical with Khunsu, with Samson, with Horns, with 
Heracles, with Krishna, with Jonah, or with our own 
familiar Jack the giant-killer. It is just as easy to prove 
that an historic Christ never existed as it is to demonstrate 
that the mermaid, or the moon-calf, the sphinx, or the 
centaur, never lived. That is, by showing how they wero 
composed as chimeras, and what they were intended for as 
ideographic types that never did, and never could, have a 
place, in natural history. For example, Pliny in his natural 
history describes the moon-calf as a monster that is engen
dered by a woman only. This chimera of superstition was 
originally the amorphous child of the mother-moon, when 
represented by the cow that gave birth to the moon-calf. 
This moon-calf had the same origin and birth in phenomena 
as any other child of the Virgin Mother; and the mythical 
Christ is equally the monster, or chimera, that is engendered 
of the woman only. This is acknowledged when certain of 
the Christian Fathers accounted for the virgin motherhood 
of the historical Jesus, by asserting that certain females, 
like the vulture, could conceive without the male. For the 
vulture was the Egyptian type of the virgin-mother, Neith, 
who boasts in the inscription at Sais, that she did bring 
forth without tho male 1 Hor-Apollo explains that the 
Egyptians delineated a vulture to signify the mother, 
because there is no male in this kind of creature, the female 
being impregnated by the wind— the wind that becomes the 
Holy Ghost, or gust, when Mary was overshadowed and 
insufflated.

In his Apology, Justin Martyr tells the Romans that by 
“ by declaring the Logos, the first-begotten of God, our 
Master Jesus Christ, to be born of a virgin mother, without 
any human mixture, and to bo crucified and dead, and to 
have risen again and ascended into heaven, we say no moro 
than what you say of those whom you style the sons of 
Jove.”  That was true. So far as the mythos went the 
Christians followed and repeated it after the Pagans; but 
being ««initiated A-Gnostics they continued the mythos as a 
human history, which made all the difference. The relative 
positions of those who knew and those who did not know 
may bo illustrated by the man in the moon. That popular 
figure of speech did not originate in any human reality, but 
in telling the story without tho Gnostic clue tho mythos 
would become a human history; and Justus is in tho 
position of a simpleton who would persuado tho learned 
men of Rome that the man in the moon is a human being, 
and that tho celestial virgin had brought forth Time in 
person, as the child of tho Eternal in a cave by the road- 
sido near Bethlohcm, by which means the non-existent had 
become humanly extant. Naturally, the knowers assumed 
tho mental attitude of the right forefinger laid beside 
tho nose 1

Such are tho mythical basos upon which historic Chris
tianity has reared its superstructure and built its Babel, with 
the view of reaching heavon by means of this, the loftiest 
monument of human folly ever raised on earth.— Gerald 
Massey, “  Luniolatry.”

Tho Sheffield Daily Independent (May 9) reports tho 
opening of a Wesleyan bazaar at Barnsley by Mr. Joseph 
Walton, barrister, of Saltburn, the son of tho member for 
the division, Sir Josoph Walton, Bart., and “  alluded to as 
the prospective member for tho division ” — from which we 
soo how theso good, self-denying Christians keep a nico 
thing for thomsolves when they can lay hands on it. But 
all this would not justify a paragraph in this department of 
tho Freethinker. What wo really want to draw attention to 
is Mr. Walton’s reluctant tributo to the spread of Atheism. 
Wo take the following from tho Independent report:—

“  The indifference to religion which was being manifested 
was very serious, and it was time, he thought, when a strong 
man, either a layman or minister of the circuit, should give 
a lead and try if possible to create more interest among the 
vast body of the people who appeared so apathetic. Every 
day they saw the number of atheists increasing, and 
meetings wero held every Sunday in the country when 
everything contrary to Christianity was being preached. 
Really, he believed they were reaching a crisis. There was 
a very great responsibility resting upon the churches and 
chapels, and they should rise to their duty.”

Wo note Mr. Walton’s admission with great pleasure. We 
also venture to hope that the churches and chapels will take 
his advice. Tho more Atheism is attacked the more it 
flourishes. It is Christianity that always stands to lose by 
discussion.

Sabbatarians are trying to stop all Sunday entertainments 
including cinematograph pictures, at Niagara Town. Why 
don’t they agitate to havo the Falls stopped on Sunday ?
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

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

LONDON.
I ndoor.

Queen’s (Minor) H all (Langham-place, W .) : Nationalist 
Peace Society’s Demonstration.

Outdoor.
B ethnal Green B ranch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 

Bandstand): 3.15 and 6.15, C. Cohen, Lectures.
Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park): 3.15, A. B. 

Moss, “ Prayer and Science.”
E dmonton B ranch N. S. S. (The Green): 7.45, J. W. Marshall, 

a Lecture.
Islington B ranch N. S. S. (Finsbury Park): 11.15, Mr. 

Davidson, a Lecture.
Kingbland B ranch N. S. S. (Ridley-road, High-street) : Mrs. 

Boyce, 11.30, “  Does Religion Save the People?’’ 7, “ Feed My 
Lambs.”

North L ondon Branch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill Fields): 3.15, 
Mr. Davidson, a Lecture.

W est Ham B ranch N. S. S. (outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford, E .) : 7, J. Rowney, “ The Sermon on the Mount.”

W ood Green Branch N. b. 8 . (Jolly Butchers Hill, opposite 
Public Library): 7, Mr. Allison, “  Is Civilisation in Danger?”

COUNTRY.
Outdoor.

Grimsby (Freeman-street Market): Joseph A. H. Bates — 
Sunday, May 19, at 7.30, “  An Old Story and a New Interpreta
tion” ; Monday, at 8, “ Before the Dawn—and After” ; Tues
day, 21, at 8, “  Fond Paradoxes.”

H ull (Paragon Square): Joseph A. E. Bates—Wednesday, 
May 22, at 8, "  God, Atheism, and Science” ; Thursday, 23, at 
8, “ Death, Man’s Soul, and the Great Beyond” ; Friday, 24, 
at 8, “ The Uselessness of Monarchy.”

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

America’s Freethought Newspaper. 

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

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

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

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

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

which are free.
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,

Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books, ,
62 Y esey Street, N ew Y ork, U .d .A.

PAMPHLETS by C. COHEN.
An Outline of Evolutionary Ethios ...
Principles of ethics, based on tho dootrine of Evolution.
Socialism, Atheism, and Christianity.. 
Christianity and Social Ethios 
Pain and Proyidenoe ™ ...

6 cl.

Id.
Id.
Id.

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Nowoastle-stroet, Farringdon street, E>0.

DEFENCE OF FREE SPEECH
BY

G. W, FOOTE.
Being a Three Hours' Address to the Jury bofore the Lord 

Chief Justice of England, in answer to an Indictment 
or Blasphemy, on April 24, 1883.

With Special Preface and many Footnotes

Price FOURPENCE. Post free FIYEPENCfi*
T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Nowcastlo-stroet, Farringdon-street, E.C-

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

Company Limited by Guarantee, 

liegislered Office— ‘2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 

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

Secretary—Miss E. M. VANCE.

T his Society was ormed in 1898 to afford legal seourity to the 
acquisition and application of funds for Secuv*r purposes.

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that tho 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 such 
lawful things as are conducive to such objocts. Also to have, 
hold, receive, and retain any sums of money paid, givon, devised, 
or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 
the purposes of the Society.

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

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

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

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

but are capable of re-election. An Annual General Meeting 0 
members must be held in London, to recoivo the Report, ele 
new Directors, and transact any other business that may arise-

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Socioty, Limit® > 
can recoivo donations and bequests with absoluto security 
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to m® 
donations, or to insert a bequest in tho Society’s favor in tn 
wills. On this point there need not bo the slightest approhonsto ■ 
It is quite impossible to sot as d̂e such bequosts. The exocuto 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary course 
administration. No objection of any kind lias boon raised 
connection with any of tho wills by which tho Society D 
already been benefited. „3

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

A Form of Bequest.—Tho following is a sufficient form 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:—“ I give®“
“  bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of 
“  free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a receipt signed W 
“  two members of the Board of the said Society and tho Secrets i 
“  thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors for 1 
“  said Legacy.”

Friends of the Society who have remembered it in their wiUjj 
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the Secretary 
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, who 
(if desired) treat it as Btriotly confidential. This is not neoessayj 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid, ® 
their contents have to be established by competent testimony.
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A LIBERAL OFFER—NOTHING LIKE IT.
Neatest Popular Family Reference Book and Sexology— Almost Given Away. A Million sold

at 3 and 4 dollars— Now Try  it Yourself.
Insure Your Life—You Die to W in; Buy this Book, You Learn to Live.

Ignorance kills—knowledge saves—be wise in time. Men weaken, sicken, die—not 
knowing how to live. “  Habits that enslave ”  wreck thousands—young and old 
Fathers fail, mothers are “ bed-ridden,” babies die. Family feuds, marital miseries, 

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

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

T he Y ounq—How to choose the best to marry.
T he Married—Hew to be happy in marriage.
T he F ond P arent—How to have prize babies.
T he Mother—How to have them without pain.
T he Childless—How to be fruitful and multiply.
T he Curious—How they “  growed "  from germ-coil.
T he H ealth*—How to enjoy life and keep well.
T he Invalid—How to brace up and keep well.

hr V , Whatever you'd ash a doctor you find herein, or (ij not, Dr. F. will answer your inquiry free, any time)l 
»ad , oti0'a hooks have beon the popular instructors of the masses in America for fifty years (often re-written, enlarged) 

«always kept up-to-date). For twenty years they have sold largely (from London) to all countries where English is 
joaen, and everywhere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and most for the price. You may save the price
1 not buying, and you may lose your life (or your wife or child) by not knowing some of the vitally important truths it tells.

Q Most Grateful Testimonials From Everywhere.
jVoda, India : 11 It is a store of medical knowledge in plainest Pandemia, Turkey : “ I can avow frankly there is rarely to be 
language, and every reader of English would be benefited found such an interesting book as yours.” —K. H. (Chemist).

Tri r **"”—W. L. N. Calgary, Can. : “  The information therein has changed my whole
Phcane, India : “  I have gono through the book many times, idea of life—to bo nobler and happier.”—D. N. M.
and not only benefited myself but many friends also.”— Laverton, W. Aust. : “ I consider it worth ten times the price 
**• V>. X'. I have benefited much by it.” —R. M.

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

Price EIGHT SHILLINGS by Mail to any Address.
O R D E R  OF T H E  P I O N E E R  P R E S S ,

2 NEWCASTLE STREET. LONDON, E.C.

Na t i o n a l  s e c u l a r  s o c i e t y .
President: G. W. FOOTE.

e0ret« r y :  Mi33 E M. Vanub, 2 Nowcastlo-st., London, E.C.

Sic Principles and Objects.
teaohos that conduct should bo based on reason 

iuterf0r° W h  knows nothing of divino guidanco or
^Sards']000 ’■ ** cxc û<̂ ofi supernatural hopes and fears; it 
•bomi B .appinoss as man’s propor aim, and utility as his

guido.
bibertva» « ?  affirms that Progross is only possiblo through 
Seeks to *8 onco a f ight and a duty ; and therefore
th°usi . r°movo ovory barrier to the fullest equal freedom of 

S0cui ’ a°tion, and speech.
supoatl,BI? doclaros that thoology is condemned by roason 

a88ails it l^0U8’ ant* by oxperienco as mischiovous, and 
Sec historic onomy of Progress.

8prea  ̂ arisra accordingly Books to dispel suporstition ; to 
Haora!;. , UOâ ‘on ’ disestablish roligion ; to rationalise 
h^Wial ’ promote poaco ; to dignify labor ; to extend 
hie p o ô p i j^ ’boing ; and to roaliso the solf-government of

• Membership.
if) eligible as a mombor on signing tho 

, K declaration
PledgQ̂ * r° to join tho National Socular Society, and I 

^8ol*> *f admitted as a mombor, to co-oporato in 
nS >ts objoots."

N,

á ddrct»......

0coi*Pafion 

ú «<ecí ithi>................day o f ......................................100 ........

* i|;b a 8n£0la?ation should bo transmitted to tho Secretary P.g__^bsoription.
?i0thbQr0^  ,a minimum of Two Shillings por yoar, overy 

moan-8 bis own subscription according to
and interest in tho cause.

Immediate Practical Objects.
Tho Legitimation of Boquosts to Secular or other Free- 

thought Societies, for tho maintenance and propagation of 
hotorodox opinions on matters of roligion, on tho samo 
conditions as apply to Christian or Thoistio churchos or 
organisations.

The Abolition of tho Blasphomy Laws, in order that 
Roligion may bo canvassed as freely as other subjocts, with
out fear of fino or imprisonment.

Tho Disestablishment and Disondowment of tho Stato 
Churchos in England, Scotland, and Wales.

Tho Abolition of all Religious Teaching and Bible Iloading 
in Schools, or othor educational establishments Bupportod 
by tho State.

Tho Oponing of all ondowod educational institutions to tho 
childron and youth of all classes alike.

Tho Abrogation of all laws intorforing with tho froo uso 
of Sunday for tho purpose of culture and recreation ; and tho 
Sunday opening of State and Municipal Musoums, Libraries, 
and Art Galleries.

A Reform of the Marriage Laws, especially to socuro 
equal justice for husband and wifo, and a reasonable liborty 
and facility of divorce.

Tho Equalisation of tho legal status of men and women, so 
that all rights may be independent of soxual distinctions.

Tho Protection of children from all forms of violonco, and 
from tho grood of those who would make a profit out of thoir 
promaturo labor.

Tho Abolition of all hereditary distinctions and privileges, 
fostering a spirit antagonistic to justico and human 
brotherhood.

Tho Improvement by ail just and wise moans of tho con
ditions of daily life for tho masseB of tho people, especially 
in towns and cities, whero insanitary and incommodious 
dwellings, and the want of open spaces, causo physical 
weakness and disease, and tho deterioration of family life.

The Promotion of tho right and duty of Labor to organiso 
itself for its moral and economical advancement, and of its 
claim to legal protection in such combinations.

The Substitution of the idea of Reform for that of Punish
ment in the treatment of criminals, so that gaols may no 
longer be places of brutalisation, or even of mere detention, 
but places of physical, intellectual, and moral elevation for 
those who are afflicted with anti-social tendencies.

An Extension of the moral law to animals, so as to secure 
them humane treatment and legal protection against cruelty.

The Promotion of Peace botwoen nations, and the substi
tution of Arbitration for War in the Bottlemcnt of inter
national disputes.
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THE BOOK THAT WAS WANTED,

D e te rm in is m  or Free W i l l ?
BY

C. COHEN.
Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

A clear and able exposition of the subject in the only adequate light—the light of evolution

CONTENTS.
I. The Question Stated.—II. “  Freedom ”  and “  Will.” —III. Consciousness, Deliberation, and Choice.—IV. Somo Alleged 
Consequences of Determinism.—V. Professor James on “  The Dilemma of Determinism.”—VI. The Nature and Imp'1'
cations of Besponsibility.—VII. Determinism and Character.—

OPINIONS OF
"Mr. Cohen has written just the book that Nationalists have 

long been inquiring for.” —Literary Gxtidc.
“ A very able and clear discussion of a problem which calls for, 

but seldom gets, the most severely lucid handling. Mr. Cohen 
is caieful to argue his definitions down to bed-rock. " —Morning 
Leader.

“  Written with ability.” —Times.

-VIII. A Problem in Determinism.—IX. Environment.
THE PKESS.

“  The author states his case well.”—Athenceum. . .
"  The first seven chapters state the case for Determin^m

with clearness and fullness...... There is probably no belt®
popular summary than this of Mr. Cohen’s...... Mr. Cohen h®
some excellent passages on the nature and extent of the psycni 
whole, which is constructed out of the accumulated experience 
of the race.”—Ethical World.

P R I C E  O N E  S H I L L I N G
(Postage 2d.)

N E T ,
PUBLISHED BY THE WALTER SCOTT COMPANY.

Also on Sale by
THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.O.

r

An Important New Book for Freethinkers.

Penalties Upon Opinion.
Some Records o f the Laws of Heresy and Blasphemy.

b r o u g h t  t o g e t h e r  b y

HYPATIA BRADLAUGH BONNER.
Issued by the nationalist Press Association.

P R I C E  S I X P E N C E  NET.'.
BOUND IN CLOTH ONE SHILLING NET.

(Postage 2d.)

O R D E R  OF T H E  P I O N E E R  P R E S S ,  p
2 N E W C A S T L E  S T R E E T ,  F A R R I N G D O N  S T R E E T ,  L O N D O N  E ' 1 '

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

OF

“ BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

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

lieynolds’s Newspaper says:— "M r. G. W. Footo, chairman of the Secular Sooiety, is well known as a 
exceptional ability His Bible Romances have had a largo Bale in the original edition, A popular, revised, 8 
enlarged edition, at the price of 6d., haB now been published by the Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farriugd*5 ‘ 
street, Loudon, for the Secular Society. Thus, within the reach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of the leads 
of modern opinion is being placed from day to day.”

H i  Large Double-Column Pages, Good Print, Good Paper

S I X P E N C E  — N E T
(Postage 2d.)

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, 
Printed and Published by the Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastlo-atreet, London, E.G.
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