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Nothing useful can he poured into a vessel that is 
already full of what is useless. We must first empty 
out what is useless.—Tolstoy.

An Obscene Book,

Mils. Besant was once bafore a judge and jury. 
Ihe jadge was a sensible man; he knew the world 

had read and studied. But the jury were 
Pudding-headed and would not take his direction, 
■they found Mrs. Besant guilty of publishing an 
obscene libel.” That is what they oalled a harm- 

oss necessary pamphlet on the population question. 
~oey had the decency, however, to exonerate her 
r°m any evil motive. But her Irish blood was 

Roused. She published another pamphlet entitled 
Bible- Indictable ? She argued that it was, and

that according to English law, as applied in her case,
* 8J)Ublishers were liable to fine and imprisonment. 

*ancy a magistrate asked to grant a summons 
Sainst the British and Foreign Bible Society for 

Publishing an obsoene book ! The worthy old 
6eotleman might fall into a fit on the bench, 
g .y t no one in his right senses can deny that the 

‘Pie is—at least in parts—an obscene hook. The 
v '¡rest animal functions are often oalled by their 
®'gar names ; there are frequent, and sometimes 
*7 brutal, references to the generative organs; the 
Ues of lust, adultery, incest, and unnatural vice 

oc°, e.n°Dgh to raise blushes in a brothel; and 
p Ca.8*°nally, as in the Song of Solomon, the most 
Vol °na ê er°tioi8m is deoked out with the most 
a8 uPtuoua imagery. There are things in the Bible, 
al06 jerybody knows, whioh no minister dares to road 
all i v, k° a congregation,—well knowing that
ba u konnets would leave the church and all the 
be1? beads wait for him—outside. Some of it would 

°° strong oven at a “ for men only ” meeting. It 
(¡u 0 d be hissed in a muBic-hall and howled at in a 

re- Yet the entire book, with all its obscene 
is placed in the hands of children in our 

of w.10 e°boola ; yes, and placed there as a text-book 
Morality.

coq aÛ ^ erb> the great scientist and atheist, in the 
Char8Q, °t an educational debate in the French 
J@8Jpbor of Deputies, read out passages from oertain 

k00^8 of instruction, until the clerical members 
tjjip,°ut “ Enough I” It is impossible for a Free- 
W0i ?er to shame the Christians as he would. The 
d0 n8t parts of the Bible—to use a French phrase— 
tbemk P°rm*t themselves to he read aloud. To read 
civjij Won^  be to affront tho common decencies of 
advis8<jf  eociety- Nor is it even possible, if it were 
Com;; e> Pr*Qt them. In our Bible Handbook we 
\Vrif ?n*y.8ive references to the obscenities of Holy 
the on]eaV' n  ̂ rea<*or to find them for himself, in 
the 0 7 P'ace where they Bhould be discovered—in 
^Vocs r ?ntal book which the Christians call tho

Sot01 ? ° d-
Paiuej'VE'Sbteon years ago an American Freethinker 
to hie n 186 Prove  ̂ that ho did not always live up 
Bi°u vvit k010' entored into an epistolary discus-
of i t , b a Christian clergyman, and in the course 
sixth ch CoP*ed out the twelfth verse of the thirty- 
bad hi8 aP*'Gr of Isaiah ; whereupon the man of God 
Matter J^PPonent arrested for circulating obscene 

1(q1c r°ogh the American mail. It was a moan

revenge, but it succeeded. Mr. Wise was found 
guilty and suitably punished. Thus a definite part 
of the Bible was declared to ba obscene by a verdict 
in an American court of justice.

We said at the time that if we had been in Mr. 
Wise’s place we should have taken the wind out of 
the prosecution’s sails by pleading Guilty on the 
facts, and addressing the Court in this style:—“ I 
admit that the text in question is obsoene. No 
honest man could deny it. Its obscenity is beyond 
dispute, except in a church or an asylum. On this 
point, therefore, I have no defence. Consequently I 
plead Guilty in fact to the indictment. I did circulate 
obsoene matter through the American mail.”

Our personal opportunities would arise later on 
between the verdict and the sentence. We Bhould 
present the court with some considerations why 
sentence should not be passed upon us. We should 
first draw attention to the faot that we were not the 
author of the obscene text for which we were prose
cuted. Its nominal author was Isaiah, but its real 
author was the Holy Ghost; and we should submit 
that this personage ought to stand in the dock 
beside us, and bear the principal share of the court’s 
displeasure. We should further suggest that the 
trial of the chief offender should take place first, and 
that we ought to suffer no pains or penalties until 
this was effected. We should also argue that it was 
invidious and malicious to single us out for prosecu
tion. What others did with impunity ought not to 
be punished in our particular case. We had heard 
that very passage read aloud to a large class of boys. 
It was forced upon tho attention of every compositor 
and reader in the offices where the Bible was printed. 
Wo should further point out that in selecting a dirty 
text from the Bible we wero under the restraint of 
common decency, for we might easily have ohosen 
some very much obscener passages,—in fact, we wero 
rather astonished at our moderation. Finally, we 
should appeal to the judge, as a Christian man, not 
to fly in the face of his own revelation, wherein it 
is Btated that all soripture is given by inspiration of 
God, and this verse in Isaiah being certainly a part 
of all Bcripture, whether it be obsoene or not, bears 
the imprimatur of the Almighty. We should there
fore respectfully invite the judge to defer sentence 
indefinitely or to bind us over in our own recog
nisances to come up for judgment on the morning of 
the resurrection.

We have not kept the particulars by us—though 
we daresay they exist somewhere in the great quarry 
of the Freethinker, and might be dug out by 
patient industry, unless the world oame to an end 
first—but we recollect that there has been at 
least one other case since Mr. Wise’s, and that the 
Bible passages quoted were branded as “  ob
scene." In neither case, however, could the court 
suffer it to bo argued that the Bible itself was 
obscene. Nevertheless, if the book could not be 
oalled “  obscene ” in the sense that it was a con
tinuous obscenity from beginning to end, it contains 
passages which are in themselves obscene enough to 
be branded as suoh in a court of justice. Now this 
is enough for our purpose, whioh is to maintain that 
the Bible, as it stands—and how can it be expur- m 
gated and still remain the Word of God ?—is an 
utterly unfit book to place in the hands of children.

G. W. Foote.
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Religion and Politics.

It is rather unlikely that thoughtful members of the 
Conservative Party will offer a very cordial welcome 
to Lord Hugh Cecil’s little book on Conservatism, one 
of the latest volumes in the “  Home University 
Library.” Lord Hugh Cecil is not a political philo
sopher of a very high order, and in this instance the 
defender of vested interests is obvious enough to 
arouse suspicion in the minds of most readers. Such 
expressions as “  Ever since Conservatism arose to 
resist the revolutionary movement of 1789, the 
defence of property has been one of its principal 
purposes,” may be true enough, but a more astute, 
and perhaps less convinced politician, would have 
left it unsaid. And, after all, the chief purpose of a 
State is, or should be, not the protection of property, 
but the promotion of life. Any particular conception 
of the nature of property may be right or wrong, but 
none of them are sacred. An ultimate justification 
for any institution can only be found in its beneficent 
influence on the well-being of all.

The chapter on “ Religion and Politics”  is also 
certain to make the book unwelcome to a large 
number of Liberal politicians, and also to a 
section of the Labor Party. The manner in which 
the book has been handled by some religious papers 
proves this. With these—politicians and papers— 
the game played has been marked by a certain artless 
simplicity. Its main features have been to carefully 
avoid all that is really and distinctively Christian; 
that is, doctrines, and to speak glibly about the 
Christian spirit, and the Christian sanction, and the 
practical application of Christian teaching, to claim 
all good legislation as the result of Christian inspira
tion, trusting that the repetition of familiar phrases 
will do away with the necessity for offering proof of 
statements made. Thus we have learned that the 
Old Age Pensions Act, the Insurance Act, with a 
number of other measures, are all practical applica
tions of Christ’s teaching and never could have 
transpired had not a number of Liberal and Labor 
M.P.’s been associated with the dissenting churches. 
Indeed, if one could take seriously most of the state
ments made in this connection, the conclusion would 
be that as a manual of political instruction and as a 
text book of social duty, the New Testament stands 
without a rival.

Most of this class will be displeased by Lord Hugh 
Cecil’s insistence of the value of religion to Con
servatism. Conservatives, he says, value the national 
recognition of religion, and are convinced of the 
importance of maintaining the religious life of the 
community. Moreover, it “  insists on the national 
recognition of Christianity.” Conservatism has, in
deed, no function “  more important at the present 
time than to watch over the religious life of the 
people in the sphere of politics.” “  The champion
ship of religion is, therefore, the most important of 
the functions of Conservatism. It is the keystone 
of the arch upon which the whole fabrio rests.” 
Astute Conservatives are not likely to thank Lord 
Hugh Cecil for this deliverance, and a great many 
Liberals will feel it unwise to thus let the cat out of 
the bag. And quite apart from their special applica
tion to the Conservative policy of to-day, there is a 
profound historic lesson in these generalisations. 
For, as a plain matter of fact, it is religion that has 
always stood as the guardian of vested interests, 
and, therefore, it has always been important to a 
certain class to watch over the religious life of the 
people in politics. It is important for religion to be 
maintained because of what religion maintains. 
From this point of view Lord Hugh Cecil is continu
ing a polioy that dates back to at least the time of 
Constantine the Great. To keep people religions has 
been the aim of rulers, no matter what their own 
opinions on religion may have been. And the more 

* tyrannical, the more self-seeking, the greater the 
concern for the religions life of the people in politics. 
Whether others have recognised it or not, it has 
been the rule of practice in government that to keep

a people religious is to keep them submissive. When 
Charles the Second said that one stone removed 
from the Church meant two removed from the 
Crown, he put in a sentence what appears to be one 
of the main features of Lord Hugh Cecil’s political 
philosophy.

In dealing with the question of the State and its 
relation to Christianity, Lord Hugh Cecil is on sound 
ground in pointing out that the New Testament is 
curiously wanting in definite teaching concerning the 
structure of the State. He says:—

“  It must have struck every attentive reader of the 
New Testament that its direct teaching in respect to 
matters of State is slight and even meagre. Neither in 
the Gospels nor in the Epistles do we read much about 
the State. The duty of obedience to the State is more 
than once enforced. The separation of spiritual ana 
secular is taught in the memorable ‘ Render unto Cffi3ar 
the things that are Csesar’s, and unto God the things 
that are God’s.’ And throughout an example of patient 
submission to oppression is prominent.”

No one can accuse Lord Hugh Cecil of exaggeration 
in this passage. It underestimates the truth, if 
anything. For the insistent note of the New 
Testament is unquestioning obedience to estab
lished power, whatever its character. “ The powers 
that be are ordained of God,” “  Whosoever therefor® 
resisteth the power resisteth the ordinance of God. 
The teaching is plain and unmistakable. Lord Hugh 
Cecil attempts an apology for this teaohing by arguing 
that the very idea of the State involves the idea of 
obedience and the subjection of the individual to the 
State. This may be granted as true so long as we 
bear in mind that obedience and subjection may be 
either voluntary or enforced. And in any case 
most readers will concede that resistance to the 
powers that be is often treason to the real interests 
of the community. The State—if we use that word 
of the government merely—often lags behind the 
social consciousness, and in such cases it is in the 
interests of tho larger communal life that resistance 
is offered. And in such cases tho individual is 
aoting as a mere unit, he is a representative of the 
group spirit in revolt against a restrictive and oppres
sive influence. Certainly, in a book whioh is pr°" 
feseodly taken by many as containing tho character ot 
human freedom and sooial progress, the last  ̂ thing 
one would expect to find would be an unhesitating 
and unqualified condemnation of resistanoo to estab
lished power no matter how groat tho tyranny 
might be.

And the striking historio fact is that State °PPr<:s’ 
sion has always found its strongest support ¡n r 1- 
teaohing and spirit of the New Testament. Lutne 
found there his authority when he cautioned t 
peasants of his day that no Christian was justified 1 
rebellion against established authority. Tho Sta0̂ :* 
in their attack on English liberties, found in ® 
New Testament full sanction for a toaohing of n0̂  
resistance. And it is an instructive fact that, 
Macaulay pointed out, it was tho New Testam® 
that was chiefly relied on by those in authority, a 
the Old Testament by those in revolt. This 
again paralleled by the slave owners of JLjj. 
circulating the New Testament as an anti-a® 
tionist tract, and drawing marked attention to ^  
teachings in favor of slavery. Lord Hugh Cecil au 
that the opinion that “ the subjeot has no ^jer, 
remedy against tyranny on the part of b i s ^ ^  
however great that tyranny might be,” has 1 ^
to support it in the New Testament,” but aad8 y be 
no one nowadays defends this belief. This 
true, but we are not really concerned with 0, 
people believe about the virtues of passive obedi 
but what the Now Testament actually teaches, 
that this is a teaching of passive obedienoe, an ° . g0̂  
ence that gains in merit from the tyranny ®xe.r, ̂  an 
no one who reads the New Testament wi 
unbiassed mind can doubt. . s (¡o-

The truth is that a sound political program ^  ^ g 
day to be based upon some definite theory ,.0r 
nature of the State and of the legitimate 0 . b̂e
of State action. And this is precisely w
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Now Testament fails to supply. It is not that 
teaching therein concerning the State is wrong ; 

oven a wroDg theory might provide a starting point 
for discussion. There is simply no conception at all 
0'  the organic function of the State or of the col- 
ective life of the community. The only collective 
Me envisaged in the New Testament is that of a 
select company of believers. It is the life that may 
oe lived in oommon by a body of people whose only 
oond of union is belief in certain religious teachings, 
■there is not the slightest conception of that organic 
social life into which all are born and from which 
oone can escape. We do meet with this idea in the 
«reek and Roman writers; it is quite absent from 
the New Testament. The State is recognised as one 
°f the facts of existence, but that is all. And if 
^oyone will go through the New Testament, putting 
down on a sheet of paper all passages having any 
possible bearing upon social life, he will be surprised 
~~ff not already acquainted with the fact — how 
completely this aspect of life is ignored.

The truth is that the last thing the New Testa
ment writers had in mind was social progress or i 
social revolution. The mere belief in the approach 
*og end of the world, so widely prevalent, was 
mone enough to place this subject out of considera 
tion. They appealed to the individual; and after all 
Joese years we still have from the pulpit the fatuous 
teaching that if you will only save the individual, 
society will save itself. The aim of the New Testa
ment writers was to establish a religious belief, not 
0 inaugurate a new social policy. And so long as 
he State did not interfere with this belief, what it 
id or what it ordered was of no consequence. All 
hat the believer asked was to be left alone with his 
°hef. It was the salvation of the soul, not of 

society, that was desired. Whether a man was bond 
°r free, married or single, mattered little. He might 
remain content in whatever position he was placed; 
potent that concorn for social matters was a matter 
t very little consequence. It is this that was really 

jhe outstanding feature of primitive Christianity. 
11 v̂as this that rendered it attractive to Constantino 

J? . his successors, and it is this that has made 
^oriatianity so attractive to tyranny ever since.

[To be concluded) C. COHEN.

The Ninth of Romans.

ninth ohapter of the epistle to the Romans has 
sen “ a Btone of stumbling, and a rock of offence,”

ever since it was written; and yot it does not
ntain a single idea not found in older Scriptures. 
°t even the application is original. Paul, or who- 

 ̂ the writer was, could not be charged with 
^eterodoxy. Let it be distinctly understood, then, 

the outset, that this chapter is in no sense 
Q°ntrio or out of plumb. Its subjeot is the rejeo- 

j  °n of I8raei and its justification. Of oourse, the 
^ Ws do not believe that they were ever rejected, for 
tQ°y r.egard themselves as Jehovah’s chosen people 
r6- this day; and the truth is that the ultimate 
in -,- °n’ tike the original ohoioe, was wholly 
i *6>nary. What makes the ohapter specially 
0ft0re8ting to Freethinkers is the fact that it has 
Corf11 80rve<J as a splendid instrument for making 
that^-8 E’reothought! and it is also well known 
fir 't is a source of constant worry to many fairly 
a8 , heliovors. One who has bson “ greatly puzzled 
v ° V R  should be interpreted, and certainly 
t0 .lB8atisfied with suoh interpretations as those 
IhwTi k0 has listened,” puts this qnestion to the 
Pons  ̂le s s o r  David Smith, D.D., in his Corres- 
“ ArQence in the British Weekly for June 20,
sense anderstand that God in an arbitrary
delih_ c êated some whom he would not save, but 
fo880r,rate,y fitted them for destruction ?” The Pro- 
sigoi(. 8 answer is Jesuitical in the extreme. It 

ms that Paul’s argument as it stands is not

sound, does not present a true picture of God, and 
aims alone at “  checkmating ” his opponent’s argu
ment. If that is so, Paul was a cunning, deceitful, 
and dishonest reasoner, whose object was not so 
much to establish the truth as to defeat his adver
saries. But let us examine the argument in detail.

The ostensible purpose of it is to acquit God of 
the charge of unrighteous treatment of his chosen 
people, Israel. It is admitted that he rejected as 
many of them as refused to believe in Christ. It 
was their lack of faith that caused their ruin. 
From the Christian point of view rejection on that 
account, surely, required no justification, because 
the doom of all unbelievers, Gentiles no less than 
Jews, was to be rejected and damned forever. And 
yet the writer of this chapter takes infinite pains 
to explain why unbelieving Jews, who had always 
been a highly privileged nation, should be condemned. 
He begins with the statement that “  they are not all 
Israel which are of Israel ”  (verse 6), a statement 
the absolute injustice of which is abundantly proved 
by the instances given. The first instance is taken 
from the life of Abraham, and its effect on the argu
ment is most disastrous. Abraham is described as 
having two sons, Ishmael and Isaao, the former 
being a child of the flesh, and the latter, of promise. 
As a matter of fact, however, on the assumption 
that the Genesis account is historical, Ishmael was 
as much a child of promise as was Isaac, because in 
chapter xvi. we read that the angel of the Lord com
forted Hagar, who had fled from her jealous mistress, 
saying, “  Behold, thou art with child, and shalt bear 
a son ; and thou shalt call his name Ishmael, because 
the Lord hath heard thy affliction and yet in 
chapter xxi. the same Lord is represented as ordering 
the Bending of Hagar and her son into the wilder
ness to die of starvation, and assigning as a reason 
this : “  For in Isaac shall thy seed be oalled.” Then 
Paul makes this comment: “  That is, it is not the 
children of the flesh that are children of God; but 
the children of the promise are reckoned for a seed ” 
(verse 8). The next example is worse still, if 
possible, and must be oited in the writer’s own 
words :—

“  And not only so ; but Rebecca also having conceived 
by one, oven by our father Isaac—for the children being 
not yet born, neither having dono anything good or bad, 
that the purpose of God according to election might 
stand, not of works, but of him that calleth, it was said 
unto her, The elder shall serve the younger. Even as 
it is written, Jacob I loved, but Esau I hated ” (verses 
10-13).

Professor Smith admits that Jacob and Esau were 
“ both sons of Isaao after the flesh,”  but claims for 
some unknown reason that “ yet Isaac forfeited his 
birthright,” whatever that may mean. Commenting 
on the expression, “  Jaoob I lovod, but Esau I hated,” 
the reverend gentleman says;—

“  This is indeed a hard saying, but it is according to 
the Jewish manner, which delighted in clear-cut anti
thesis, and recognised no shading oil [c/. Luke xiv. 26]; 
and, moreover, St. Paul was not concerned meanwhile 
with the reasonableness of the doctrine: it was in the 
Scriptures, and that sufficed for tho purpose of his argu
ment. His opponents had appealed to the Scriptures, 
and to the ScriptureB he took them.”

Poor old Paul, how deeply ho is wounded in the 
house of his friends !

In verses 14-24 he endeavors to dispose of an 
objection against the justice of the arbitrary conduct 
attributed to God in the oases just mentioned. 
The objection takes this form : “  What shall we say 
then? Is there unrighteousness with God” ? and 
the answer to it is, in effeot, “  No, beoause God is an 
absolute Sovereign, and has a right to aot in all 
cases exactly as ho pleases.” This absolute Sovereign 
is represented as saying to Moses, “  I will have meroy 
on whom I have mercy, and I will have compassion 
on whom I have compassion,” and to Pharaoh, “  For 
this very purpose did I raise thee up, that I might 
shew in thee my power, and that my name might be 
published abroad in all the earth.” Then comes the 
famous metaphor of the Potter and his day, and this 
is introduced as a orushing reply to another objec
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tion, which some imaginary person is supposed to 
raise : “  If what you say about God having mercy on 
whom he will and hardening whom he will is true, 
why then does he still find fault with anybody, as 
none can resist his will ” ? Paul seems to realise 
that this is sound human reasoning, and that it 
cannot be refuted except by sheer dogmatism, for he 
asks, “ Nay, but, 0  man, who art thou that repliest 
against God ? ”  If man acted as God does, he would 
be a brute deserving of severest punishment; but we 
have no right to sit in judgment on the Almighty, 
whatever he may do. He is the Potter and we are 
the clay ; and he is quite within his rights when from 
the same lump he makes some vessels unto honor, 
and some unto dishonor; some “ vessels of wrath, 
fitted unto destruction,” and others “ vessels of 
mercy, afore prepared unto glory.”

That is Augustinianism, now known as Calvinism, 
in all its shameless cruelty. It is a severely logical 
system from beginning to end, and the Churoh has 
always fattened on it. Firm belief in it has often 
transformed gentle, tender-hearted, loving people 
into perfect fiends. It originated as Christian 
theology with Paul, and Paul derived it from the 
Old Testament. Paul ordinarily preached a God of 
love who sent his only begotten Son to die for sinful 
men; but he never quite forgot that the saints were 
the chosen of the Lord; and choice always implies 
rejection. How often he spoke of believers as God’s 
elect, foreknown, foreordained, and effectually called 
to inherit eternal life and glory ; and the predestina
tion of a certain number as objects of a glorious 
redemption implies the predestination of all others 
as eternal reprobates. We are assured by many 
divines that this horrible doctrine is now practically 
dead, and this may be true with regard to the various 
Protestant sects ; but it is not true of the Catholic 
Church. It is this dogma that is the secret of her 
enormous power over the minds and consciences of 
millions of human brings. Dr. Smith tries hard to 
soften and sweeten the old orthodoxy to suit the 
improved taste and the more critical attitude of the 
twentieth century. “ God would be unrighteous,” he 
says, “ if he dealt with men in this fashion"; but 
Paul vigorously asserted that he would not. One of 
the supremo privileges of being God is complete 
freedom from responsibility or from the danger of 
being hauled over the coala by Dick, Tom, and Harry. 
It must be borne in mind that the Divine Potter 
created the day upon which he works according to 
his will. It stands to reason that the thing formed 
has no right to say to him that formed it, “  Why 
didst thou make me thus ” ? “ ThiB is a grim doctrine,” 
remarks Dr. Smith, “ and it would be terrible if it 
were the last word about God’s attitude towards 
men ” ; but is there the slightest evidence that it is 
less true than the smooth doctrine that God is love, 
and wants to befriend and make life joyous for 
everybody? We maintain that there is absolutely 
no proof of the existence of either type of Deity.

Professor Smith offers a queer defence of the 
Divine Potter. He says :—

“  If ho [God] bo the Potter and wo the clay, thon ho 
is bound for his own glory’s sake to do the best possible 
by us. There are, indeed, all sorts of vessels, some for 
humbler, and others for nobler uses; but all are need
ful, and all are good. There is a wide difference 
between 1 a vessol unto dishonor ’ and ‘ a vessel unto 
destruction ’ ; and if no potter would deliberately spoil 
his material, much less would God. If any vessel is 
spoiled in the making, it is not by his design.”

What a lame apology for the Divine Potter offered to 
one puzzled and perplexed and half - driven to 
Soepticism. Ho does the best he can with his 
material when the material itself is of his own 
preparing. What about our criminals, in and out of 
gaols ? Are they vessels “  spoiled in the making,” 
or are they raw clay waiting to be worked ? We fear 
that even the best of human beings are vessels that 
reflect but little credit on the Perfect Potter, while 
countless myriads are vessels so ill-shapen and mis
shapen as to cause him to hide his head for very 
shame. We hold that neither the Perfect Potter

nor the Perfect Father has ever granted the tinies 
token, or the merest suggestion that ho exists, and 
that the belief in either has seriously retardad 
human progress; and we also strongly protest 
against the assertion that, in the ninth of Romans, 
Paul “ is not stating his own doctrine,” but “ ia 
assuming for dialectical purposes the Jewish doctrine 
of Divine Sovereignty.” We do admit that his argu
ment is a reductio ad absurdum, but certainly not that 
he had no faith in it. To him the Scriptures of the 
Old Testament were “ the oracles of God ” (Roro- 
iii. 2); and he was too piou3 and honest a man to 
employ such documents for merely “ dialéctica 
purposes ” without believing them to be true. Our 
attitude towards the Apostle is more respectful and 
honorable than Professor Smith’s. Our conviction 
concerning him is that his theology was an exclu
sively human product, and that he was entirely 
self-deceived in the conclusion that he had received 
it as a revelation from heaven; and we have no 
doubt but that the sooner human knowledge and 
human wisdom succeed in driving supernatura 
belief, of every shape and form, baok into the 
night in which it had its birth, the better for our 
human world. j  rp Lloyd.

A Deity in the Making.

Listening recently to a world-touring Christian 
Science lecturer, I was somewhat amused at his per
sistent effort to lift the personality of Mrs. Eddy 
out of the sphere of the commonplace and envelop 
her crown-piece in a mythical religious halo. H '8 
address was a curious mixture of theological jargon» 
medimval superstition, and metaphysical nonsense, 
and delivered in a ministerial, solemn, and unotuousiy 
pious tone that savored of affectation. And towards 
the end of his discourse, after the reverential m°n- 
tion of the “ Mother” of Christian Science, n0 
paused—the pause evidently intended to suggest the 
overwhelming importance of the parenthetic com- 
munication—and the audience were informed tha 
the lecturer who stood before them was “ one ° 
thoso who had had the unspeakable privilege of con
versing with Mrs. Eddy.” The holy awe with wbic 
the speaker sought to invest the incident reoalled o 
the writer his youthful impressions of the unspea 
able privilege accorded to Moses when ho was per 
mitted to view the “ unspeakable ” parts of the divio 
anatomy. And if the audience did not laugh at tn1 
attempt to make a deity compounded of human clay 
and human folly, it was probably beoause they we . 
unacquainted with the early history, the matrimoni 
career, and the subsequent development of tm 
metaphysioal priestess.

This public puffing of Mrs. Eddy and her prete  ̂
sions is, of course, part of the game that Christ* 
Science advocates are playing, and playing for a 
is worth. In a recent number of the Health 11&C0  ̂
Mr. Frederick Dixon, in reply to the charges o 
correspondent, wrote of Mrs. Eddy as follows:

“ She left herself and her child penniless 'v̂ lC.nago<l 
was little more than a moro girl, because sho rele 
her late husband's slaves, who comprised her e ^  
fortune. Sho sot herself bravely to teach ant*.'Tr'eVOry 
a living, and she achieved a success for which 
honorable person should respect her.” ^

Just how muoh truth there is in the statements 
this paragraph will be apparent from the foil0 
particulars.

George Washington Glover, the father ot ^  
Eddy’s only child, was the son of some noighbo* 
the Baker family, living at Bow. He learnt 0 
trade of a mason, and then went South, where1 g 
was a better demand for labor. And it was .dajoV0 
one of his visits to his parents that ho fell w ^  
with Mary Baker. After their marriage in ^ok 
which took place in her father’s house, G lover ^  
his bride back with him to Charlestown, S.C. 
months later he was stricken with yellow fever,
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led. His yonDg wife was left in a miserable plight, 
eing far from home, among strangers, and without 

Josephine Curtice Woodbury, one of Mrs. 
'day's most intimate co-workers in the Christian 
CIence movement, says that Glover was buried in a 

Pauper's grave, and that notwithstanding the wealth 
Pat Mrs. Eddy subsequently amassed she never 

attempted to remove the stigma from her husband’s 
Pame. But this was doubtless a malicious interpre- 
ation of the circumstances, prompted by the lady’s 

quarrel with Mrs. Eddy. The fact is that the Free
masons, of which Glover was a member, came to his 
. °ung wife’s relief. They not only buried her hus- 
and, but also paid her railway fare back to New 
ork, where she was met by her brother George, and 
axen back to her father’s house. Mrs. Glover had 

u°w to face a hard situation. Her brief married life 
ad ended in adversity, and a widow in her father's 
°use, she was without means of support for herself 

her child, and she had neither the training nor 
6 disposition to take up an occupation, or to make 

erself useful at home. The particulars of Mrs. 
over’s life at this time are given at some length by 

¡gU.orgino Milmine in her History of the Christian 
oience movement; but that impartial and pains- 
asing historian of Mrs. Eddy’s career knows nothing 

,,, ^er husband’s “  slaves ” or her husband’s 
t0Hune.”

{ H°w bravely she set to work to teach and write 
n r.a living may be seen from the fact that it was 

«««til six years after her return to the parental 
chJs she first made an effort to teach a class of 

1 dr>n in a small building that had once been used 
01 shop- This was in the village of Tilton, to 

tri, her father had removed. After a few weeks’ 
tim was given UP> and a second attempt some 

later also proved a failure. For although, as 
Edl ^’ â orlan °f her curious oareer remarks, Mrs. 
to -Was ^ er t° have a “ college ” of her own, and 

6 P^sident an(i 8°10 instructor, teaching was 
fownredly n°t her vocation in those early days. The 
W  ^P^nuodio verses that she occasionally contri- 
&8 u to the poet’s-corner can scarcely bo regarded 
UotVGr-°U8 attempt to “  earn a living.” It was not 
Sc¿' thirty years after this that the first edition of 
of th C an<̂  Hwlth made its appearance, and to speak 
fe 10 success she afterwards achieved as being the 
'vid j *ier 0trnggles in tho early days of her first 
a,D(|°pVhpod is a clumsy piece of juggling with dates

ing¡erhaps the most misleading of Mr. Dixon’s 
¡̂th v,a 1̂0ns *8 ^‘8 ref°renoo to Mrs. Eddy’s relations 

hay her child. Her aversion to her offspring may 
din6 °een Partly duo to her norvously ufflictod con- 

hut she also showed a strange lack of maternal 
ung thmnnú«..*■ u,» —v._i„ i—  i:r„ Arrived atk0tnnS throughout tho wholo of hor life 

re]ap’ Wo read, she took it for granted 
bab Ivea 8hould assume tho care of the ohild. The 
the y Tas to her mother and sister, or sent up 
i6lat,a ^y n Mrs. Varney, whose son worked for a 
°hild V° Baber family. Frequently, too, tho
atteni 8t&yed with Mahala Sanborn, who had 
Her  ̂ t^e future Mrs. Eddy at his birth. But, 
had \Ver *t was, it was not with the mother, who 
hegj 8 ,°wn a curious aversion to him from the 
% . p 10!’ 1 1851, Mahala Sanborn married a
away ,188g1I Cheney, and when preparing to move 
take p ° m Hilton village, Mrs. Glover urged her to 
Cheng 0rf?G to live with her permanently. Mrs.

Was attached to tho boy, at last oon- 
her u t° do so, and Goorgo accompanied her and 
aed 88cand to their new home in North Groton, 

When by their name.
or, rather, Mrs. Glover, as sho 

0 lit(,i0a8’. l)ecame Mrs. Patterson (one is apt to get 
l̂ ary £ lxed among tho various husbands to whom 
fitay aaer was married), tho Pattersons went to 
ev6n her ° r^  Groton, near to the Cheneys. But 
Hy e> although he passed her house daily on his 

siC 10°1> Mrs. Eddy saw very little of her son, 
k 6 Chen n°vor cared to have with her. In 1857 

.^ y s  went West, settling at Enterprise,
* ain8 George Glover along with them. And

Mrs. Eddy never saw her son again until 1879, a 
period of twenty-two long years. But this separa
tion of nearly a quarter of a century does not appear 
to have weighed very heavily upon the maternal 
heart. In the days of her early widowhood, after 
her return home, Mark Baker was wont to say that 
“ Mary was like an old ewe that won’t own its 
lamb and Mrs. Eddy’s subsequent relations with 
her son are a justification and a fulfilment of her 
father’s statement. There is, therefore, surely some
thing ironical in her followers applying to Mrs. Eddy 
the fond and endearing title of “ Mother.”

Mr. Dixon’s fairy tales, which have not even the 
saving grace of tradition or romance, appear to be 
manufactured for the purpose of leading the un
critical into the labyrinths of metaphysical nonsense 
expounded in Science and Health. The type of mind 
that professes to see in suoh verbiage the expressions 
of religious truth can doubtless be persuaded of the 
“ divinity ” of its illiterate and commonplace author, 
but the sordid details of Mrs. Eddy’s life afford a 
very poor title to deification, or even saintship. 
Mankind has created for itself some curious and 
strange gods in the past; but a woman who, in her 
various relations as daughter, wife, and mother, 
lacked the essential virtues upon which the felioity 
of these relationships depend, and whose life does 
not present a single feature of an ideal or humanly 
attractive nature, is certainly a curious mortal to 
propose for a deityship in the twentieth century.

J o s e p h  B r y c e .

Free Thoughts.

It is easy to say that the Bible is the Word of God, but 
what are the things in tho Bible that prove its divinity ? In 
what book, what chapter, what verso, has God hidden tho 
secret of his divine revelation ? Or is it concealed in every 
word of the Bible ? If it bo not in every verse, then those 
verses which do not contain the revelation of God should be 
cast out of tho book. The essential thing to find out is 
this : What is divine ?

It seems to mo that reading the Bible once were enough 
to convince any unprejudiced mind that the book was a 
fraud from beginning to end. I read the Bible from covor 
to cover btforo I was of age, and I said to myself then : 
What a pack of fools Christians must be to accept such a 
mess of ignorance and suporstition as God’s revelation to 
man. Tho book reveals nothing but human ignorance aud 
superstition. I have not changed my mind since.

Will a Freethinker tell me why he says Christ when he 
means Jesus ? Jesus waH not a Christ. Tho Jews will toll 
you that they never accepted the Nazarono preachor as their 
Messiah. That fact disproves for over of tho pretension of 
Jesus, or anybody else, that tho sou of Mary and somebody 
olso was tho heir to tho throne of David, and the “  anointed 
one ” whom tho Lord God had selected to lead his pooplo 
to victory. Lot us quit holping tho Christiau superstition.

Certain persons go to the Bible to learn what is holy. 
But it is not necessary to go to this book to learn what is sen
sible. And havo you noticed that no religion makes common 
sense holy? And further still, very little that is religiously 
holy is sensible. The past worshiped what was called holy ; 
the proseut lives by what is sensible. Wo are learning to 
livo right, but this knowledge cannot bo found in the Bible. 
Holiness may satisfy the Lord, but sense is better for man.

Thero aro thousands of Freethinkers who do not daro 
express their sentiments. Wo sympathise with them. Let 
an editor of a paper give an honest, impartial roviow of a 
work that exposes the foolishness of Christianity, and ho 
must look somewhere else for a living. It is the all- 
important question of bread and butter that closes the 
mouth of many an able man. The blackest hand in our 
land to-day is tho hand of religious persecution, which 
forbids freedom to express one’s honest thoughts.

If you wish to go through life absolutely honest, go alone. 
Don’t join anything. Don't belong to anything. Don't 
swear allegiance to anything. Bowaro of taking oaths or 
pledges, or giving promises to support any party, sect, or 
system. When yon aro bound to consider the success of an 
order or a loaguo, you hold yourself ready to surrender your 
own convictions and independence. Go through life ready 
to endorse only tho right, tho true, tho good. Do this, and 
you will come out a man.— L. K. W ashburn, Truthteeker 
(Now York).
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Acid Drops.

Sir Andrew Wingate harrowed up the souls of a pious 
audience in an address to the eminently orthodox members 
of the Victoria Institute, where religious chatter goes on so 
regularly a hundred years behind the age. The one sentence 
of his that fell gratefully upon such ears was the statement 
that “ the strength of England was the Bible in the hearts 
of the people.”  This is a fresh variant of the silly old 
announcement that the Bible was the secret of England’s 
greatness; coal and iron, and manufacturing industry, and 
shipbuilding, and commerce, having, of course, nothing 
whatever to do with it. That silly old announcement used 
to be illustrated with a picture of Queen Victoria presenting 
a copy of the Bible as “ the secret of England’s greatness ” 
to a kneeling African ch ie f; the suggestion being, we sup
pose, that if the black gentleman took home with him a 
copy of the Blessed Book his country would soon be as 
powerful and prosperous as the British Empire. The story 
of that picture was perfectly fabulous ; it was flatly contra
dicted at headquarters ; but if it was a lie it was a pretty 
one, and an edifying one, and it held the field, for pious 
stories do not need to be true to be useful. The rest of Sir 
Andrew Wingate’s address to the Victoria Instituters was 
of a more dismal character. He lamented that Bible reading 
was going out on the heels of Sabbath-breaking. Some 
subtle influence was sending England to perdition. The 
orator did not, apparently, say it was th9 D evil; but there 
was, perhaps, no necessity to make the statement in such 
an assembly. “  Before long,” Sir Andrew Wingate concluded, 
11 the masses would discover that they had no use for the 
clergy, and a strong appetite for their endowments.”  That 
was the most unkindest cut of all. The endowments! 
Striking the clergy in the region of the pocket 1 No wonder 
the prospoct is black.

A cutting from the Transvaal Leader (May 27) shows us 
that Christian “ cheek ”  flourishes out there as well as it 
does here in England. It appears that the Rev. Henry W. 
Goodwin, preaching to a full congregation at President-street 
Wesleyan Church on “  The Religions Outlook,” took credit to 
Christianity for all the social benefits of modern democracy. 
“  If it had not been for the evangelical revival of the 
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries,” the reverend gentle
man said, “  and the ethical teaching of the evangelical pulpit 
which followed that revival, there would havo boen no rise 
of the democracy as we know it to-day.”  Could there bo 
greater nonsense than this ? Democracy is not confined to 
England and is therefore not to be explained by purely 
English causes. Democracy is a world-wide movement. 
Primarily it is caused by the conquests of science and the 
spread of education. Buckle know what he was saying, and 
had a wide historical knowledge behind him, when ho 
declared that “  the hall of Science is the temple of 
Democracy.”

John Wesley was the great Evangelist in England; 
Thomas Paine was tho great Freethinker. John Wesley 
was a Church and State man ; Thomas Paine was a political 
and social reformer. John Wesloy championed tho right of 
George III. and the British Government to tyrannise ovor 
the American Colonists. Thoir rebellion against the King 
was rebellion against God. Thomas Paine penned tho words 
of fire that roused tho rebels into becoming the founders of 
tho Republic of the United States of America. Nor did he 
merely preach Independence, he practised it by carrying a 
musket and taking part in tho Government of George 
Washington. John Wesley preached salvation in heaven; 
Thomas Paine preached salvation on earth. Nearly every 
good democratic proposal for the benefit of the peoplo may 
bo found in Paine’s Bights o f  Man. What was the answer 
of “  evangelised ”  England ? A prosecution for treason 
felony. Thomas Paino wrote the Age o f  Beason because ho 
saw that the Rights of Man would nover bo achieved until 
the Age of Reason was inaugurated. What was tho answer 
of “  the Church of Jesus Christ” ? Forty years of activo 
persecution during which hundreds of men and women 
suffered long terms of imprisonment in England, and even 
in Scotland, for publishing and selling Paine’s famous 
criticism of tho Bible and the Christian religion. Later on 
it was Robert Owen, the Atheist, who raised tho “  social ” 
spirit in Great Britain, and his bitterest opponents were 
found in that same " Church of Jesus Christ.” Later on 
still, when Charles Bradlaugh knocked at tho door of the 
House of Commons, with a card of introduction from the 
Borough of Northampton, he was denied admittance for 
political and social reasons as well as religious reasons. Ho 
was a Reformer as well as an Atheist; and his brave fight 
for free discussion on certain social problems, including that 
of population, provided the champions of that same “  Church

of Jesus Christ ”  with the dirtiest and most brutal of the 
weapons with which they sought to drive him out of public 
life. Those who are acquainted with the facts know how 
the “  Church of Jesus Christ ”  helped on the cause of 11 the 
poor, the oppressed, and the downtrodden.”  They also 
know how easily men like the Rev. Henry W. Goodwin lie 
for a living.

Mr. F. B. Meyer has great hopes of the Free Churches in 
the future. The set-back at present, he thinks, is only 
temporary because there is a generation of new preachers 
coming along who will win back the people. This new 
batch of preachers are, to put it colloquially, terrors* 
11 Their combined spiritual and intellectual power will grip 
the heart and brain of the nation to an unsurpassed extent.’ 
This is rather rough on the present batch of ministers, and 
we fancy they will not greatly relish being told they are 
back numbers. But, then, we take it, that by the time a 
minister arrives he always is more or less of a back number. 
If a minister is really abreast of tho best thought of the 
time, he does not “  grip ”  his fellow-religionists. If ho grip3 
them, he loses the others. .And by the time he has passed 
through a training fqr the ministry he is pretty sure to be of 
little use outside that profession. On the whole, we await 
this new generation of wonder-working, brain and heart
gripping ministers without fear— without even curiosity- 
We have heard of them before.

It is rather late in the day, perhaps, to quote from the 
Yorkshire Evening Post of June 11, but it has only 
come under our observation, and what we are going to quote 
is by no means out of date. It occurs in an article giv>no 
an account of a visit to a Salvation Army Shelter at Leeds. 
The writer made himself up like an ordinary “  dosser ” and 
got into the shelter for a bed for threepence, saying it was 
all he had—the proper price being fourpence. It was only 
as the daylight crept in that he could see where his bed was 
and what it was like. The walls looked clean, and tho fl°0)j 
fairly so, but the sheets were "  unspeakably filthy—stained 
and fouled beyond description " — the accumulated filth 0 
many nights lying upon them. This is how the amateur 
“  dosser ”  felt when he got out of the place, escaping no 
only from the filthy beds but the “  disgusting ”  lavatories:^- 

“  Rain is falling in the street, and the district looks very 
dismal. But, oh, how sweet is the fresh air even in Lisbo 
street. I turn my back on the Salvation Army Shelter an  ̂
Metropole. I am not squeamish. I have passed the mg 
in lodging-houses frequented by tbo commonest class of se 
faring men; I have slept in a place where dock labors 
foregathered ; but I never was offered a bed such as that 
found in this odd corner of the city of Leeds. Still» o 
can’t expect much for threepence. I sought the Salva“  
Army Shelter as a tramp with threepence—and they to 
me in.” . _

Yes, and a benevolent institution run on this plan has taa 
the British public in.

Mr. Ramsay Macdonald has explained to a Belfast 
respondent that one of his reasons for supporting 
Rulo is that in Ireland religion has boon used as a cl°a £^ 0 
the perpetuation of economic power and privilege, 
don't doubt it for a moment. Only we should bo pleaso 
seo Mr. Macdonald make tho same discovery in relation 
English affairs—and say so. Roligion has always been “  j 
as a means of securing power and privilege, and always 
be so used. It is one of the chief means of blinding P00^ . 
to their true interests, and kooping them in a state of . 
able submission. If Mr. Macdonald will consider tho c ^ 
parative solicitude of large employers for souls and sa a 
and tho dosire of the governing classes to keep the P . n 
properly religious, he may realise tho function of ro^n ^g 
on civilised society more accurately than ho appears t 
at present. We are, of courso, judging him by what n 
to say on the subject of religion.

Wo wonder whore “  all ovor tho world ” 
moved to this inquiry by a declaration of tho

is ? We fl,i6 j  £ th&
moved to this inquiry by a declaration ot tno editor 0 g 
British Weekly th a t11 all over the world Christian1 y  ̂
without State patronage and support, and tho except*0 , to 
bound to disappear.” We should like Sir Robertson * i^oat 
point out tho countrios in which Christianity lives ' v 0f 
Stato patronago and support. This is certainly not  ̂jjg 
any of the English-speaking countries. In Engl»u . -jy is 
colonies and dependencies, and in America. Christ«»“  JgJ)0 
protected by law and patronised by tho State. /  ¡0
form of Christianity, but all. It is forced upon chi g ¡0
State schools. It is placed in a position of PrlV‘ ta*eS 
State and municipal functions. It is relieved fr0 been 
that are paid by others. And peoplo have “ c*iUâ -0 jj»v0 
imprisoned during rocont months for attacking it. pro-
not heard that the editor of the British Week spbomy’ 
tested against these fines and imprisonments for b v
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we have not heard of his advocating the exclusion of 
uristianity from municipal and State functions. Until he 
°es protest we can only treat his remarks as so much

bunkum.

j Robertson Nicol says that “  A high faith will be con- 
j to without such questionable aids, and will not fear 
^ r the future.”  Certainly, a genuine faith would be con 
ent, and would be without fear. But does Christianity 
He under this description? A genuine faith, for instance, 

** be content to see children’s minds trained in the art 
reasoning, and leave them to select whatever religion 

^ orued best when they were old enough to understand it, 
a 5ena'ne conviction of the truth of a teaching would not 

tor the protection of the law against the attacks of un- 
w'H?VerS' ^  would think its God strong enough to stand 
y aou£ bhe protecting and supporting arm of the policeman.

may attack a scientific teaching in any manner that 
jtems Agreeable, and no one dreams of invoking the aid of 
on°.P0'me. That is because a scientific teaching is based 
b .;ac"s> and if it can be shown to be untrue, so much the 
, ®r. But religion is tho one thing in the world that is

V(m to the exploitation of children in order to secure
cl>ents
the and which goes round whining for the protection of

police against tho 
attacks of unbelievers.

Hen

“ profane ”  and “  blasphemous ”

e is a pretty piece of news from a Monday morning's 
‘  e r :—
11 Colors for the Diocesan Boy Scout Corp3 

Saturday consecrated by the Bishop of London and handed 
p the corps, who held a rally in the grounds of Fulham 

„ ace. The scouts performed a play entitled The 
°f the Red thing."

Defeat

«hat would the Bishop of London’s “  Master ”  have thought 
ot this if ho were on earth now ? What can auy docent 
an|i intelligent person think of it on grounds of taste? To 
0tt°w one of Carlyle’s favorito adjectives, is not the 

of London simply “  unspeakable ” ?

A baby girl Was found dosorted in a London railway car- 
»„)•-!’ A label announced that her name was Joan and her

J -------- . . .  . * ~  • J

tiaga.
Anlfv?U8 ^enonnnation the Church of England. How pious 

a kow particular !
i  1Hcli s reb§mus ceremony at the launching of battleships 

The a ' n which the namo of “  England ”  appears.
Hotni ',^D̂ rew Society of Glasgow objects to this, not on 
chat, on patriotic grounds, and Mr. Churchill has 

Red “ England ”  into “  Britain.”
Ca "1

tho b '°u Thompson, vicar of Eaton, refused to administer 
W ; CframeDt *° £wo o£ bis parishioners, Mr. and Mrs. A. W. 
Sister a *’ W^° marr' st£ under the Deceased Wife’s 
liv6r8„Act’,°n  the ground that they were 11 notorious evil 
toVe ' The House of Lords has decided against the
"hoto • 6eutlemau on appeal. His parishioners are not 
(°olis]t10̂  ovil livers.”  He himself is a notorious and 
a°tion 8 anc£orer* That is tho upshot of his ridiculous

only°p'r ^harlcs William Stubbs, lato Bishop of Truro, loft 
»t i* 8ross- •bu*; £'10 Rev. James Marshall, of South 

f  °ad, mado up for it by leaving £81,134.

Dr. Dixon has appoalod for £100,000 in order to
t h e  R lrm lin n l: . n . l  r io o t ln  nnK lin .lir\nno w ln 'o h  h o

is.isi£‘Xon
Pastor, is only a

to

. ■ KMO n^t /̂UUIlUU AUa. iU U jU uv • u  vovtva. v u

tho Elopbant and Castle public-house, which ho 
convert into a Bible and tract repository and 

- ml. Now, Spurgeon's Tabernacle, of which Dr. 
Pastor, is only a few minutos’ walk from tho

and Castlo, and wo presume £100,000 represents 
show 1) Valu° ° f the “ pub.”  And Dr. Dixon ought 

Jailer of tv,° U°wor of tho Gospel, not by buying out tho 
1 v®0 toe; ° ^ 'ePbant and Castle, but by shutting him up. 
8<Hght onoDRh, any public-house in London could bo 
°̂Qld' d ”  1 "  ‘ "  ’

r! the lerin,°. Proo£ of tho power of tho Christian gospel, only 
Castle is I; ^bo Christian purso. And if the Elephant and 
;tact8̂  ,° ngbt and mado into a repository for Tabernacle 

its clou' *Cl1 ’8 a 'luostionablo change—Dr. Dixon will point 
‘be preSfiii®  as ovidenco of tho powor of tho Gospel. And 
A**811 Hor ° Wuurs o£ tho Elephant and Castlo will probably 
^ h i i t y ! >>°__ attractivo houses olscwhoro. “ O Blessed 

’to uso one of Bruno’s expressions.

f 6a,l of atn^fr*Can C0rre8P0ndcnt’s lotter causes us a good 
a ict a st t0rncnt' Ho is very anxious to havo us con- 
s,c9aaiutan at°ment made by a reverend gentleman of his 
j>a<;ecaent: 0’ which seems to prey upon his mind. Tho 

8v' J- Moff \ t wo once b ftd a dobato at Bristol with the 
at Logan, who “  utterly defcatod ”  us. Such a

closed. Publicans would not caro. But this

debate took place, and the subject was the Resurrection of 
Christ. More than that we are not called upon to sa y ; 
common sense forbids more, common decency forbids more, 
and both are supported by a sense of humor. We were 
never so silly and ill-bred as to boast of having “  defeated ” 
an opponent in debate; per contra, of course, we can know 
nothing of his having “ defeated”  us. Opponents in a debate 
don’t meet to discuss each other ; they meet to discuss the 
question at issue. The only point of rational inquiry is how 
the question stood at the end of the debate. We never 
heard that Mr. Logan convinced any sceptic in the audience 
that the Resurrection of Christ was an historical reality. 
We smilingly advise our correspondent not to let himself be 
upset by anything that a Christian minister may say about 
a Freetbought advocate. Dr. Warschauer, for instance, 
published a pamphlet to show how he beat us in debate last 
year. We published a verbatim report of the speeches on 
both sides. All tho rest we leave to the readers’ judgment.

The oddest part of the matter is that the same reverend 
gentleman assured our South African correspondent some 
time ago that Dr. Warschauer completely annihilated Mr. 
Foote. That statement was met with copies of the Free
thinker containing the verbatim report of tho debate. One 
would have thought that this was enough. The reverend 
gentleman also assured our correspondent that Ballard had 
annihilated Haeckel. Which is a joke; a joke of the first 
water. Fancy the Rev. Mr. Ballard annihilating Professor 
Haeckel 1 It reminds one of the heaps of now forgotten 
clergymen who annihilated Darwin. A flea doesn’t annihi
late a philosopher by hopping round him all night. The 
utmost it can succeed in being is a nuisance.

Men of God seem to be particularly amorous in America; 
at any rate, a lot of them get into trouble over sexual delin
quencies. One of our American exchanges, and a much 
valued one, the Truthseeker, has published a long list, in 
book form, of American sons of God who have seen (too 
vividly) tho daughters of men that they were fair. Amongst 
the quite recent cases wo note that of the Rev. T. J. Dow, a 
Campbellite preacher of Minneapolis. This gentleman had 
a wife of his own, but he also fancied the wife of Dr. Fred 
Woodward, a blind physician. The peccant pair “  carried 
on ” easily under tho unfortunate husband's eyes, and finally 
they eloped. The doctor sued the preacher for damages for 
alienation of affection, and the latter had to hear some of 
his gushing lovo letters read out in court. One of them ran 
as follow s:—

“  My Dear Little Sweetheart: Your letter was so dear and 
sweet I just must answer it. Dear heart, you need have no 
fear of anyone getting your place on my lap. That place is 
yours and yours only. I will not allow anyone to jump your 
claim. Oh, my, how I should have enjoyed being with you 
Sunday afternoon. I know just how you felt. I shall 
always be as true to you as the needle to the pole. It just 
seems to me that all my happiness for the future centres on 
your sweet little life. I shall never look any farther, for I 
have found my heart’s ideal. I have always wanted juBt 
such a dear sweet little heart as you, but of all those that I 
have met, not one of them came up to my ideal till I met 
you. I know that I have the sweetest, cutest little sweet
heart that ever happened. If you were any sweeter I should 
have to eat you. It seems like an age since I have had a 
chance to love you as I would like to do. I am taking this 
opportunity to writo to you while the ‘ Mrs.' is down town. 
Good bye, dear heart."

Mr. George Macdonald, tho ablo and devoted editor of tho 
Truthseeker, surmises that if Preacher Dow doesn't regret 
his libortinago he must regret having such an imbecile letter 
put in evidence against him. Well, there is certainly some
thing in th a t; but, after all, a clorgyman in lust (we can’t 
say in lovo) is just like any other animal in a stato of 
erotic excitation,— and what but an outburst of imbecility 
could bo expected in such circumstances?

Tho same numbor of tho Truthseeker contains a para
graph about another Christian preacher who went wrong, 
and, worse still, was found o u t :—

“ The places in Ilarlem which have known that earnest 
religious worker, Frank Wesley Muhlfoldt, during the past 
few years, will know him no more for a considerable length 
of time. Muhlfeldt is in the toils of the police. While 
doing street preaching and evangelistic work for the Dutch 
Reformed Church (Mr. Roosevelt’s denomination), he has 
lived a Jekyll and Hyde life, being the head and brains of a 
gang of thugs and hold-ups, guilty of a long series of 
atrocious crimes. The felony for which he is now appre
hended is murder—the killing for purposes of robbery of 
Patrick Burns in his saloon on Forest-avenue in The Bronx, 
early on the morning of February 11. A short time since 
Muhlfeldt married a girl of eighteen who was attracted to 
him by his activities as a religious worker."

Poor girl! It is astonishing how so many of tho fair sex are 
fascinated by scoundrels.
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“  Teddy ” Roosevelt reeks with piety, and is on the best 
of terms with God Almighty. “  With unflinching hearts 
and undimmed eyes,” he said to his followers in the recent 
rumpus at Chicago, “  we stand at Armageddon, and we battle 
for the Lord.”  It is to be hoped that “  the Lord”  is grateful 
for “  Teddy’s ”  assistance. We suppose the “  undimmed 
eyes ” means that “  Teddy ”  and his followers were sober at 
the time.

The Observer of June 21, 1812—a hundred years ago— 
recorded the following piece of Protestant toleration in 
Ireland:—

“  The Armagh Yeomanry, after attending parade a few 
days ago, laid down their arms and refused to serve under 
Captain J. Barnes on account of his having signed the 
petition from the Protestants in favor of Catholic eman
cipation.”

The same old game 1

Our Spiritualist contemporary Light ought to have a 
better memory. It comments in an editorial paragraph on 
our remark that it would have been a more convincing proof of 
“  spirit ” communication if Mr. W. T. Stead had been warned 
beforehand of the danger he risked by sailing on the Titanic. 
“ It seems so odd,”  we said, “ to be silent before the tragic 
event and so talkative afterwards.”  Whereupon our con
temporary asks “  What right have we to suppose that spirit 
people knew beforehand that the Titanic would be run on to 
an iceberg.”  We will answer that question at once, and we 
need go no farther than the pages of Light. Our con
temporary, in the very same issue, publishes a full report of 
a long message delivered by Mr. Stead through the lips of a 
leading American lady medium. Mr. Stead stated (through 
the Chicago lady, mind) that spirit friends were on the spot 
to meet the Titanic passengers who were to be drowned, for 
it was all settled, as the following passage will show,— Mr. 
Stead’s interlocutor being the spirit of his dead son 
William :—

“  It is the supreme law of spirit that you reach the one 
whom you intend to reach. The ‘ wireless' of the spirit 
does not get caught by irresponsible craft that stop the 
message from going to the intended ‘ receiver.’ The wireless 
of the spirit reaches the object intended. And so when 
questioning, when aware, when awakened, I would know all, 
the answers came flocking to me like flocks of birds, flying 
to me on the invisible pinions of thought, from Julia, from 
all my dearly loved friends of the household. There they 
were, waiting for me. I asked, ‘ Did you know I was 
coming? ’ and thoy knew what the question was before it 
was formed, and they said, ‘ Yes.’ Then I thought, ‘ Why 
didn’ t you tell m e ? ’ They said, ‘ It would do no good.’
• Why? ’ ‘ Because your time had come.’ ”

Clearly, therefore, we were right. The spirits did know 
beforehand that the accident would happen and the very 
spot where it would occur. Light knew even its own 
wretched business.

Wc are asked by a Welsh correspondent if it is truo that 
General Booth has a fortune of J)8 000,000. We don’t know. 
To answer such questions we should require to know every
thing. We don't know everything, and wo are happy to 
believe wo never shall. All we care to say about General 
Booth is that wo think it very unlikely that ho will dio as 
poor as his Commander-in-Chief did.

Rev. Charles Samuel Durham was caught driving a motor
car in Richmond Park, where there is a twelve-mile speed- 
limit, at the rate of nearly nineteen miles an hour. What 
ho was chasing, or flying from, does not appear. According 
to the Bible, and the reverend gentleman's profession, ho 
might have been “  fleeing the Devil and all his works.” 
Anyhow, ho was fined j£1 and costs. It waH also decided to 
summon him for driving without a license. Uow these 
poor men of God do get persecuted, to be sure !

Providenco used to count the hairs of our heads and watch 
the fall of the sparrows, but tho London streots are too 
much for our old friend. Last year 400 persons were killed 
and 10,000 knocked down by vehicles.

The Indian Witness reports a curious case of answer to 
prayer. Somewhere in India a man’s family— wife and five 
childron—were converted to Christianity. But thoy could 
not be baptised because the father remained unconvinced. 
Here was a case for prayer, and “ many, many prayers wore 
offered for the man.”  At last, after seven years, he gavo 
way, and the whole family have been baptised. Such is the 
story, and one would like to know what was the matter 
with the man, with tho Lord, with the prayers, or with all 
three. Were the prayers not loud enough ? Was the Lord 
not strong enough ? Was the man not good enough ? If 
people have to keep on praying for seven years before the

Lord hearkens to their petition to save one man, by what 
date will the population of India become converted ? Perhaps 
if a solid inducement had been tried at the beginning of the 
seven years the family would have been roped in long since.

Christians had spun a good many pious yarns about 
Ingersoll before his death, but that event did not cause any 
slump in the business. Ingersoll yarns have been regularly 
manufactured ever since. Here is tho latest from the 
Chicago Advance: —

“ Robert G. Ingtrsoll, the famous Agnostic, came home 
late one night and found his wife and children dressed and 
ready to go out. Not knowing of any social engagement 
which could possibly call for their presence at that hour of 
the evening, he inquired, with an expression of surprise on 
his face, what it meant. Mrs. Ingersoll responded, saying ■
‘ You must either stop drinking or I am going away with the 
children—decide now 1 ’ From that hour the American 
Agnostic turned over a new leaf and thereafter Mrs. Ingecsoll 
never found it necessary to resort to any unusual methods 
in order to guarantee the sobriety of the father of her 
children.”

Mrs. Ingersoll and her children will smile at this new story 
about “  the famous Agnostic.” It doesn’t even touch him i° 
a weak place. His weak place, if it may be called so, was bis 
affection for his family. He couldn’t be happy without 
them. The notion of his stopping out late when he might 
have been at homo is simply a joke to those who know 
anything of his character and his domestic surroundings.

Note how circumstantial this new story is. In that 
respect it is like nearly all the rest of the same species. Yet 
people actually point to the circumstantiality of the Gospel 
stories as a proof that they are actual history. The fact ie 
that lies are generally more circumstantial than truth- 
They need all the help it can give them. Fiction, also, is 
more circumstantial than history. What history in the 
world equals Itobinson Crusoe in this respect ?

Tho Guardian says that Churchmen are ready to work 
with any Government, “ whatever its political hue, that 
will troat us fairly.”  If this moans anything at un
certainly if it means what it says, Churchmon do not caro 
particularly what kind of a social policy is carried out so 
long as the religious purpose is served. The Church first J9 
the rule. Citizenship is nothing whore churchmanship 19 
concerned. This, we admit, has generally beon the case 
and it is as true of Nonconformists as others. In each case 
it is the interost of church or chapel that overrules all other 
considerations. All tho same, it throws a curious light on 
the kind of social consciousness developed by Christianity-

Mr. Henry Harris, an Amorican lawyor, who practised fer 
many years in Paris, and died recently, leaving nearly 
¿£50,000, ordered in his will that his body should 00 
cremated "without any roligious ceremony, without tu 
presence of any prieBt, pastor, or rabbi,”  and “  w ithe0 
speeches or prayers being said at tho comotery or els • 
where.”  Mr. Harris died at the ago of 82. His n*cc0J0 
contesting his will on the ground of unduo influence, but sii 
will hardly gain any advantage from tho irreligious feature^ 
of her uncle’s will in a country like Franco. In Eugland 1 
might bo otherwise. For even tho Daily News report of 1 
case from its Paris correspondent is hoadod “  American 
Amazing Will.”  Amazing] _

That old-fashioned book of orthodox otiquetto, 
tho Now Testament, contains tho advice that if a C h risty  
has his coat stolen ho shall offer his cloak to tho thief.
attempt to follow this advice has beon made by a L °D __
clothier who has the following notice in his shop w indow -^ 

“  If tho gentleman who stole n pair of grey trousers  ̂
outside this establishment on Saturday, June 15, wou 
tho jacket and vest to match, I shall be pleased to s 11 
same for 7a. Cd.

“  My aim is to satisfy everybody.”
A most croditablo aim.

In tho fashion papers thoro is a distinct movoiu^ t 
favor of changing the hair fashions of mon. Wo ni 
see West End swells wearing the sausago curls patrom- 
by the Second Person of tho Trinity.

The Apple o f  Eden is the title of a play now being 8 
at one of the London theatres. The "  apple ”  fiftS 
associated with another farco for many centuries.

The newspapers make a great fuss about centenary.^ 
What would they say if they had to report the d° 
years of "  Adam ”  or "  Methuselah ”  ?
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements

(Lectures suspended until September.)

To Correspondents.
Peeipier?1,Ts Honorarium F und, 1912.—Previously acknowledged, 

ca 8- 2d- Received since W. Dodd, £ 1 ; M. Barnard, 
£l ls J' Rendlebury, £1 ; J. F. Aust, 2s. 6d. ; A. Galpin,

oU'ASCOURT Farmer (Montreal).—Should have been happy to 
*8® you, bat our lectures are all extemporaneous, and no 

^Port was taken of the one on “  Lessons of the Shakespeare 
stival.” We admire Ingersoll’s lecture on Shakespeare, and 

*t a high place in the literature of the subject. A copy 
w V1,akespeare in one volume, with painfully small print (but 

had very young eyes then), was the first book we ever had ; 
m°,Pri(je °f it was, though so little, a heavy tax on our dear 
ha° T 8 *ean Purso- That was some fifty years ago, and we 
j Ve "®en studying Shakespeare ever since, with constantly 

leasing j0y and reverence, and assurance of his being the 
leant Humanists. We have been arguing for thirty years, at 
tri ’  ̂  ̂Shakespeare was an Atheist. That view is gradually 
„1 ®pMng now. In this also, ns in other matters, we are 

a to have been a pioneer. And wo are glad to hear from 
■ It is always a pleasure, as Emerson said, to “  meet 

P tsons who perceive the transcendent superiority of Shake- 
1( “Peare over all other writers.”

tjj8TREL” writes : “  I take great interest in the circulation of 
n freethinker, having taken it since you left Holloway. I 
it t°r destroy a copy of the paper. I take the trouble to post 
¡n ,° ,otnebody, far or near, every week. In this way I am 
pr vU®ental in bringing the paper into the closest touch of. 
not fifty-two strangers every year, who, perhaps, would 
&d , erwiBe be aware of its existence. If this were generally 
Peri r many thousands of strangers would know of the 
quit* ICal evefy week, and much good would result. I am 
ifli e Prepared to be told that this is not an original idea of 
pr *; aut if it were better carried out the circulation of the 

A '«Witter would increase.”
r®tu5'0ates writes: “ I have taken your paper ever since I 

aed to England from Russia in ’93, and would hate to 
tiitn ^  *8 *,'le Uest PaPer *n England, and I wish it aud its 
o»,, and contributors ‘ more power.’ I always enjoy your 

Taos ar 1̂0'ca and ‘ Acid Drops.’ ”
' A- Jackson.—Collins’ s Discourse of Fretthinking is not 

Tj, ?  a rare book. We have a copy, as you surmise. 
J. ]} *8’ *11 the same, for calling our attention to the work.

" Sic i ad ^oa are 30 P'ea,ef! with Mr. Mann’s articles on 
s]1&ll'®rn Materialism.”  They deserve your praise. We 
oocas < oa* with Mr. G. B. Shaw presently. There is no 
ip 10,1 to hurry. He has had a due share of our attention 
n0 Uaat’ an<l a little patience now will show that we have 

i . j j 1 raonal feeling against him.
tend ri3‘ °l>.—Your offer of help is very kind, but distance 

rH impossible. Your ordor was pissed over to our

°'ation II,LAR-—Pleased to have your noto of sincere appre-
T. R

V v *Lt”—Many thanks for cuttings.
'"I'ioct °LL*R‘— ^ave 8Poken to oor 8' ,0P manager on the 
beecd and more may be done in tho direction suggested. You 

ôar “ the calamity” of the Freethinker’* “ light 
Ha on, Hur circulation puts that out of the question as long 
f  j 0°Wn Ught doesn’ t fail.
import Wr‘l68 : “  I hope you will continue to dwell upon the 
'ncteaHlnCu individual effort on tho part of your readers to 
Hway f 6 Uio sale of their paper. After continuous pegging 

f.:0r,monlbs I havo at length succeeded in inducing two of 
U. gV in U t0 take it weekly.”

°ur cir(.KriI"U~^e (la' te appreciate all your efforts to promote 
Jor itin , '̂on' and we assure you of our best thanks. But v . . 0t pard^r, v— ---- :—  ------ i:-, <• g0rno of ourboat Pardon us for saying that your list of “  sor 
Part 0( onds ” ’ 8 really funny. Wo prefer to forget tho last 
■ B your letter, for wo are sure you don’ t mean il 

t w ? ut outtin88 are always vory welcome.
-V. Wri - - -

i.

beiig“® writes: “ I join with'others in their good wishes^but I 
P, g 0 we require to be ’ «-minded ’ from timo to time.

W l*^ ® 0D— Your own letter is a good one. We hope the
^*Hni!,,^kepi r0Uing'

- W*1 U*T’—■pilankf> for note with subscription. 
k® late Thanks for your long and interesting letter on 
? a con,.?" -a a*1 Hull. We understand now. With regard

printing 
special

the
to . —  «Dies at Hull. We understand now. With regard
Bhorti?°hr8e of study in Freethought, wo shall be printing 
®om J . (th® {Ql1 U»t of books propared by the N.B. B. special 

A. Qt Wee- It will bo of great use to you and others. 
an ‘a pleasant to moot with generous appreciation in
Mv*ntodnCan reader, who must havo calls from all sorts of 
B1ItM m°vements in his own country.

„ °we An instalment of the great debt”  you say you
hiv*R beUEr than the non-payment of so many, 
r C&tinot ?0rreaP0ndents whoso letters arrived on Tuesday 
” *TTiRa, e anawered till next week.

i  li«Wc»L!,he Editor of the Freethinker should be addressod to 
8“ o-street, Farringdon-street, E.O.

Lecture Notices must reaoh 2 Newoastle-street, Farringdon- 
street, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be 
inserted.

Orders for literature should be sent to the Shop Manager of the 
Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.G., 
and not to the Editor

T he Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing 
office, post free, at the following rates, prepaid:—One year, 
10s. 6d.; half year, 5s. 3d. j three months, 2s. 8d.

Sugar Plums.
— i—

Messrs. Smith & Son, the famous librarians and news
agents, would not “ touch ” the Freethinker some years ago. 
Their “  boycott,”  however, has been dropped of late years, 
and the result has proved the justice of our old observation 
that a sale may be found for this journal whenever it is 
given a chance. Including provincial branches of the firm 
that trade “ on their own ”  as well as headquarters, Messrs. 
Smith & Son now handle a considerable portion of our 
weekly issue. Those who find it difficult to get their Free
thinker at present should place their order with Messrs. 
Smith & Son, whose shops, where they have no railway 
bookstalls, are multiplying rapidly.

A Birmingham friend writes :—
“  I have just read your stirring appeal to Freethinkers 

concerning your paper—and our paper. In five minutes I 
had decided what course to pursue in order to increase its 
circulation. Will other subscribers try the same experi
ment, say for six, months ? I shall purchase six copies 
weekly, retain one, and distribute five in the following 
manner:—After writing or typing these words—‘ Please 
read this paper, it is a journal devoted to the emancipation 
of mankind from religious superstition. The editor will be 
pleased to hear from you ’—I shall leave them on tramcars 
or place in letter boxes, Ao. I shall also give the namo 
of a newsagent where it is obtainable. I may say that 
I think it a shame that you should find it necessary to 
make these appeals for the support of a paper which is the 
most intellectual little journal published. Every Thursday 
morning is brightened by its arrival.”

This correspondent adds his tribute to the interest and 
value of Mr. Mann’s artioles.

Tho Birmingham Branch’s annual picnic takes place on 
Sunday, July 7, tho destination being Bewdley. Train 
from Snow-hill Station leaves at 8.20 a.m. Tickets, 2s. 6d. 
each, can bo obtained of the secretary, Mr. J. Partridge, 
245 Shenstone-road, Rotton-park.

Mr. George Berrisford has been carrying on propagandist 
work at Sheffield and is forming a Branch of the N. S. S. It 
starts with 26 paying members and good prospects. We 
wish it all success and it may bo assured of whatever holp 
can bo rendered from headquarters in London. Under tho 
capable management of Mr. Borrisford as secrotary it should 
rnako rapid headway. His address is 38 Bolsovor-stroot, 
where he will be glad to hoar from “  saints ”  who will in 
any way help the new Branch.

Tho declarations of tho Secular Education League palo 
beforo tho speech of Mr. G. W. E. Russell, presiding on 
Saturday, June 22, at the Holborn Town Hall in connection 
with tho festival of tho Church of St. Alban tho Martyr. 
Tho following report of Mr. Russell’s speooh is from tho 
Daily News (June 24) : —

“  Ho oxprosacd his conviction that no religious teaching at 
all in the Bchool would be preferable to undenominational 
religious teaching enforced by the authority of the State.

“ If the alternative to a purely secular education was 
an education in which every form of religion, every parody 
of religion, and every fragment and distortion of religion was 
to be taught in the name and with the authority of the State, 
then he would be in favor of a secular school.

“ On the question of education he had found himself 
thoroughly at variance with the Liberal party, and it was an 
extraordinary fact that tho Government with a majority 
behind them should have signally failed four times running 
with an Education Bill. He could only suppose that it was 
because each of the Bills bad been based on a principle so 
rotten that everybody, whether supporters of the Government 
or not, realised the futility of what was proposed.

“  Even if one of the Bills had scrambled into law, it would 
have been a fertile source of contention instead of bringing 
peace, and the problem would have had to be considered 
over again.”

Tbo Secular Education Loaguo will no doubt circulate this 
ntteranco of a Liberal aud a High Churchman as widely as 
possible. We aro calling the Secretary’s attention to it.

Wo havo just room to announce that Mr. C. Cohen is 
visiting Leeds on Sunday next, July 7, on behalf of tho 
N. S. S., and will delivor two lectures in the Town Hall 
Square. Should tho weather be wot tho lectures will bo 
delivered in tho Assembly Rooms, Briggate.
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A Roosevelt Formula.

Theodore Roosevelt has declared his readiness to 
accept the presidency of this country for a thirc. 
term. This gentleman has demonstrated his ability 
to do many difficult things. But there is one 
difficult thing to which he does not seem to be 
equal: He cannot endure private life. Immediately 
after the expiration of his term as President he 
arranged for a hunting trip, and his daily encounters 
with beasts of prey in the wilds of Africa kept his 
name constantly before the public. When be had 
cleared the forests, he picked up his rifle and started 
after the kings and emperors of Europe; the Pope 
was the only man he could not bring down.

Returning to this country, he at once plunged into 
the midst of a hot political campaign. Having 
selected the man he wished made governor of New 
York, he took the stump for him—and possibly also 
for himself. And now the approaching presidential 
election has so stirred the blood in his veins that he 
is eager once more to enter the race. Mr. Roosevelt 
has done many services to this country, and I hope 
that the country will in turn do Mr. Roosevelt the 
service of conferring upon him the blessings of 
private life.

Even if Theodore Roosevelt were the only man 
qualified to be the President of this country, in my 
non-partisan and altogether impartial judgment, it 
would be better for the country to have a lesser man 
for President than to put Roosevelt in power for the 
third time. If a candidate’s fitness for the office is 
the important thing, why not keep a good President 
in the White House all his life. People say Roose
velt ought to be nominated and elected because he 
is the best man for the position. Very well, then, 
let him bo President for life. “ But our form of 
government will not allow that.” Precisely ; fitnoss 
for office, then, is not the only thing to be considered. 
Is Mr. Roosevelt the only man this big country has 
produced who is fit to preside over us ? If we 
cannot raise more than one man to fill the highest 
office, lot us go back to monarchy—to the one-man 
rule.

Mr. Roosevelt says ho wishes to give the people a 
free hand. The idea that the people ought to be at 
liberty to do as they please is a great superstition. 
It is also a corrupting flattery. It is the argument 
of the demagogue. If an individual is bound by 
limitations to bis action and thought, so are the 
people. The people have no more right to be 
capricious, arbitrary, or lawless than an individual. 
You see the old idea was that a god could do as he 
pleased. But that notion destroyed tho gods; and 
the doctrine that the people are above the law will 
destroy the people. The flatteries which tho priest 
used to address to the gods, and the courtiors to tho 
kings, are now addressed to the people by the politi
cians. The people cannot vote this nation out of a 
republio into a monarchy. Of course, they can do it 
if they want to, just as a man can commit suicide if 
he wants to.

To nominate Roosevelt because there is a popular 
demand for him, is not different from the argument 
which made Louis Napoleon, a republican president, 
emperor of the French. No amount of popular 
clamor would justify our abandoning the principle of 
limiting the President’s term of office to just so 
many years, beyond whioh he shall not be eligible, 
even though he were an angel. No candidate should 
be dearer to us than the principles on which this 
government was founded. Not that we like Roose
velt less, but because we like the Republic more. 
But is Mr. Roosevelt big enough, mentally and 
morally, to deserve the support of the Rationalists 
in Amerioa ?

In his Life of Gouverneur Morris, Mr. Roosevelt 
devotes about a line to Thomas Paine, but a line 
that filches from him his good name. In this one 
line or so devoted to Thomas Paine, the former 
Chief Magistrate of this Nation calls him “ a filthy 
little Atheist.”  Of course, he penned those un

gracious words before he became President, but 
when a new edition of his book was being issued 
during his term of office at the White House, he was 
respectfully requested either to omit the passage 
or to prove it. Roosevelt answered with silence* 
But silence is no answer. When a man is publicly 
acoused, his accuser is not at liberty to withhold the 
proofs to justify the accusation. Let me make an 
explanation. I may entertain a certain opinion ot 
another and may be sure in my own mind that I a® 
right; but I am not justified in giving publicity to 
that opinion if I Jack the proofs to oonvince others 
of the truth of my charges. Whenever a man makes 
public a damaging statement about any histories 
character—Luther, Calvin, Washington—he is not 
at liberty to refuse the evidence to prove his state
ment. He cannot take refuge in silence; the time 
to be silent is not after he hae made the accusation, 
but before.

But what makes Roosevelt’s attack on Thomas 
Paine extraordinary is that not one of his three 
accusations against him can be substantiated. It |8 
true that Thomas Paine was not a Christian, but is 
everyone who is not a Christian an Atheist ? Tba 
would make more than one-half of humanity Atbeis • 
Moreover, in plain English, Thomas Paine has state 
that he is not an Atheist. He declares he b e lie f8 
in God and hopes for a future life. This statemen 
is found on the first page cf his great work, the Age 
of Reason. How could the Chief Magistrate, 10 
whose hands are the soales of justice, and to whom 
is given the care and custody of the reputation 0 
the dead as well as of the living, call such a man n° 
only an Atheist, but use also in connection with i 
so unbecoming a word as “  filthy ” ? If Mr. Roose
velt made the statement without knowing the facts« 
an opportunity was given him to expunge tho paseag 
from the text of his book. But he disdained even 
discuss the issue. This, then, is the way the oas 
stands: he makes a publio accusation; he refuse 
tho proofs.

But neither is there any evidence that Thom 
Paine was “  little.” On the contrary, he was 
man physically. He was much taller than 
Roosevelt; ho bad an impressive presence, and I“ 0?
—'L- *-------------— L—'-L Independence Hah

a big
Mr*

who have seen his portrait in 
Philadelphia, or elsewhere, will 
there could be nothing little or slight 
person. Perhaps Roosevelt meant to say 
was little in mind ; but if Paine had been

have observed that 
about bis

that be
little >o 

ofltithat sense tho ex-President would not have gone

evi*
of his way to denounce him—nor would he have uS_ 
Buoh bitter words to denounce so little a 01 
Thomas Paine was a big man mentally. The ^  
denoe of his greatness is too conclusive to leave _ 

Washington bears witness to ’ 
nnrl Frnnlrlin rhiwfnllv aokn°

doubts about it.
Jefferson, Adams, and Franklin cheerfully rjj
ledge it ; the States of Philadelphia and New fts 
have gone on record by their resolutions and gd j  
witnesses to the greatness of Thomas Paine. Log 
and Franco joined with America to do him h° j  
He sat in the Parliament of France ; ho cr0j,jng 
swords with Edmund Burke ; he came near w® ^  
Great Britain a republic. He pleaded for the i 
Louis XVI. when all France was suffering y 
brainstorm. He went to prison on his way “ ^ flS 
guillotine. It was by an accident that bis d 
spared. In his dungeon, his pen dropped hg1 ^ e
the darkness of Europe and America by ^ rltljl jSase 
Age of Reason. To call such a man little is a q^ s, 
of language. Tho author of Common Sense, 
the Rights of Man, the Age of Reason, a little JJfpjaS 

When we take up the third oharge against 
Paine, namely, that he was “ filthy,” wo reg,t 
Mr. Roosevelt does not only fail to do * g&y, 
heretic justice, but he does not, I regret ^jjo 
hesitate even to do him a positive injustm •

bleword “ filthy” has many connotations. . oa 
sense does Mr. Roosevelt use the objec of 
epithet? Does he mean physical or mora ¡0ioS 
both ? I am really afraid of the religion9  ̂kjfctef 
which can encourage such looseness and suCinrton>6̂ ’ 
ness of speech against an honorable
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tomas Paine fought fair.
Qt he gave page after page
6 did not dismiss the book, as Roosevelt dismisses

He
of

attacked the 
reason for so

Bible,
doing.

me, with a single line, or with a sting and a slap, 
he ? r.ove  ̂ points against the Bible, or at least 

tried to do so. Where are the proofs of Mr. 
oaevelt that Paine, the associate of the first 
eaident of America, the guest of France, the man 

fo °8?Pen was as mighty as the sword of Washington, 
to j. ■ om Jefferson sent a ship across the Atlantic 
jlj ,ri“ 8 him over to America—where are the proofs 
dirt ^  waa as Roosevelt would have us think, a 

character ? Defend us against theological 
jj !^ons! They were at one time the faggot, the 
n er> “he screw, the raok, the stake! They are 

scandal, calumny, libel, and horrible 
U bed scenes !
0p r< Roosevelt should have availed himself of the 
tonf we farni8hod him to correct an unfor-
thafc ?.error* A man of his profession ought to rejoice 
def j r ere are men in America who are willing to 

end the dead, who cannot defend themselves. We 
first ^°r jU8̂ ee I°r Thomas Paine will be the
Peo l ask I°r jcstice for Roosevelt; while the
Mil l? Wb° care nothing for the rights of Paine 
In , fihe first to forget the rights of Roosevelt, 
the ef6ndinS acotlBect> we offer our protection to 
an accuser whenever he shall need it. We give him 
rec°PPortnnity to do the greatest aot of his life, to 
of i fa ba  ̂decision with the magnanimity, the love 
l̂ or m?8’ and coaraS° of a truly noble nature! 
t a t  '11 onoe we ^ave 8*ven Mr. Roosevelt the 
tol wtnni.ty to do this. Some years ago I was sent 
avaji a?kiogton to plead with him. He did not 
the , kimself of this courtesy. He slammed 
hioj °or in our faoe. Later, when he was 
tin* 0 f denied an audience with the Pope, his atten-
a^j 'Vaa again called to the way he had refused an
tom-01100 i'i10 friends " f  Th nm no Poino Hnno
aRv;0’ when he wrote 
Co».A th® recall of

of Thomas Paine. Onoe 
a letter a short time ago, 

. the sentence against Police
Co» Jr" 88ioner McCann, who had been duly tried and 
Pard*0^  of an infamous crime—and McCann was 
kind°Q0d—we called attention to Mr. Roosevelt’s 
refQn 8̂8 ^ r McCann, a convict, and his stubborn 
Pai a* fco show the same consideration for Thomas 
^cC°’ °no ^ e  Immortals of America! But 

. ann was orthodox ; Paine was a heretic. Does 
aat mako all the difference in the world ? 

Paine disdained to wear another man’s 
^salif ra*tneufi second hand. For him, as Tolstoy 
J ay» twice two make four, even in the faoe of

the face of
s “  filthy little Atheist! ”

not
Th,

the guillotine, yes even in
. Ouip ^ o r e ,  only a short time ago, Mr. Jaoob Riis,

of Mr. Roosevelt, 
unfounded report

friend and admirer
aboagreatly worked up over an umuunuou report 
the al8 ohieftain, and rushed into print to denounce 
Peifc£0rP®fira,fi°rs of the libel in hot terms, sparing 
âa 8°r I1*8 dignity nor their feeling. An open letter 

Pae hi n , 0 fi îs literary reformer requesting him to 
^ho j8 VShteous indignation also in behalf of one 

nf reoeivod, at the hands of his ohieftain, the 
to pr ; treatment against which he was so anxious 
>t ®°t Roosevelt. From the silenoo of Mr. Riis 
fiefetll. bo inferred that he is only interested in 

Hot lnt>.Per8ons, not principles, 
its o o f11’? our efforts thus far have failed, we 
^rotli discouraged; we cannot be disoouraged. 
flow an<I jnstice will not permit us to lose heart. 
e°0ta a?  People who have nothing to fear be dis- 
fb®old l f ®rror and injustice tremble lest they 
ear. r̂0 ‘ 0and out. But truth and justice know no 

have a now argument to use with the 
6Qd bq a ea ’̂ which, after all, might accomplish tho
.1 »  o 0r„°,”s y
i e Soffnii ,U8 r0cent publio addresses delivered at 
''/OiM r n County Fair in New York on Sept. 15, 
s- think Jioo8evelt made the following statement: 

fuevery citizen of this Republic ought to
p°bHc man whose deeds do not square 

to |,Q Words.” That is to say, a man ought to 
as big as his words. He must square tho

deed with his profession. I like nothing better than 
Mr. Roosevelt’s doctrine of a “  square deal.” But 
why does not Mr. Roosevelt square his deeds with 
his words ? Why does he not either prove his 
charges against Thomas Paine, or withdraw them ?

In the same speech, Mr. Roosevelt uttered also the 
following noble words : “  There are two prime diffi
culties in getting good government in this country; 
one arises from dishonest politicians, and dishonest 
public servants—and the other from the man who 
deliberately utters a falsehood about an honest man.”

Thomas Paine was an honest man. He could 
have been rioher and more popular had he been a 
hypocrite. By branding such a man as “ filthy,” 
Mr. Roosevelt has not only done Thomas Paine a 
great injustice, but he has also placed himself in an 
unenviable light. To this day, through his book on 
Gouvcrneur Morris, he is circulating a falsehood 
about an honest man who was also one of the 
builders of America. What will Mr. Roosevelt do 
about it ? His silence in this matter oannot be more 
stubborn than our determination to keep on speaking 
about i t ; if he can suppress, we can express ; if he is 
trying to bury the subject, we are going to keep on 
resurrecting it.

Would he have the oountry forget Paine ? He 
might as well try to make us forget liberty!

And what is it we want Mr. Roosevelt to do ? To 
pluok the thorn and plant a flower upon tho grave of 
one of the saviors of man! M M< M angasarian.

—Truthsceker (New York).

Old Testament History.—XYI.

(Concluded from p. 396.)
ACCORDING to “  predictions ”  in the book of Jeremiah, 
the Jewish captives deported to Babylonia by 
Nebuchadrezzar were condemned to “ serve the king 
of Babylon seventy years,” and when the “  seventy 
years were accomplished ” the god Yahveh pledged 
himself to “ bring them again” to Judea and Jeru
salem (Jer. xxv. 11; xxix. 10—14; etc.). This pre
diction is said to have been duly fulfilled, and all 
Jews of a later age, from the second oentury B.C.' 
downwards, firmly believed that such was the case, 
amongst whom was the writer of the book of Daniel, 
who refers to the return as near at hand (Dan. ix. 2). 
The fulfilment of this propheoy is stated to have 
taken place in the first year of tho reign of Cyrus 
— i.c., 538 B.C.—and full details of tho number and 
the families of tho Jews who returned in that year 
are given in the book of Ezra.

Now, as regards the “  seventy years,” there were 
two deportations of Jews—and two only—made by 
Nebuchadrezzar: the first, that of Jehoiachin, in 
598 B .C .; the second, that of Zedokiah, in 580 B.c. 
Those of tho first captivity who returned to Judea 
in the first year of Cyrus had been in exile 00 years; 
those of the second captivity who returned had 
boen in exile 48 years. The problem is to find how 
the “  seventy ” years come in. I have given it up 
myself.

Next, as to the alleged fact that a large number of 
Jews—according to Ezra, between forty and fifty 
thousand—returned to Jerusalem in the reign of 
Cyrus. Such a circumstanoe, if true, appears so 
extraordinary and improbable that we must turn to 
the book of Ezra for some rational explanation. In 
his opening chapter the writer of that book states :— 

Ezra i. 1—2.—“ In tho first year of Cyrus king o f
Persia......Yahvoh stirred up tho spirit of Cyrus king
o f  Persia that ho mado a proclamation throughout all 
his kingdom, and put it aLo in writing, saying, Thus 
saith Cyrus king o f  Persia : All tho kingdoms of the 
earth hath Yahveh, the god of heaven, given m e ; and 
he hath charged mo to build him an houso in Jeru
salem, which is in Judah,”  etc.

Before reading further I must remark that Cyrus, 
before becoming king of Babylonia, was king of 
Anzan or Elam, and was not “  king of Persia.”
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There was no empire of Persia in 538 B.C.: the 
founder of that empire was a later king—Darius 
Hystaspes, whose inscription commences as follows 
“  I am Dareios the great king, the king of kings, the 
king of Persia, king of the nations; the son of 
Hystaspes,” etc. We have thus evidence that the 
book of Ezra was not written until after the time of 
Darius, but how long after remains to be seen. 
Returning to the proclamation in Ezra, we are told 
that Cyrus invited all the Jews who felt so disposed 
to go up to Jerusalem and build the temple, and he 
commanded that all who did not go were to assist 
the returning exiles with gifts of silver, gold, goods, 
and beasts of burden. “ Then rose up,” the narrator 
says, “ the chief of the fathers of Judah and Ben
jamin, and the priests, and the Levites,” aod com 
menced preparations for the journey; while all the 
other Jews in Babylonia contributed as prescribed. 
King Cyrus himself, the writer declares, assisted by 
giving up to the returning Jews all the vessels of 
gold and silver—numbering 5,400—which Nebuchad
rezzar had taken from the temple at Jerusalem 
(Ezra i. 3—11). Also, the total number of Jews who 
returned to Judea is stated to be 42,360, besides 
7,887 men-servants and maid-servants (Ezra ii. 
64, 65).

Moreover, in that portion of Isaiah written after 
the Exile which is called the Deutero-Isaiah (Isa. 
xl.—end), we find a paragraph relating to Cyrus 
(Isa. xliv. 24—xlv. 6) in which the writer says :—

“  Thus saith Yahveb....... I am Yahveb........that saith
of Cyrus, He is my shepherd, and shall perform all 
my pleasure; even saying of Jerusalem, She shall be
built, and to the temple, Thy foundation shall be laid.......
Thus saith Yahveh to his anointed, to Cyrus, whose 
right hand I  have holden, to subdue nations before 
him,”  etc.

The book of Isaiah bad been edited and accounted 
canonical more than a century beforo the appearance 
of the book of Ezra; so if one writer took his ideas 
from the other, we know wbioh was the borrower. 
The last-named book, in fact, was not written until 
after the two fraudulent books of Chronicles, which 
circumstance may account for the fact that the last 
two verses of 2 Chronicles are the first three verses 
of Ezra. However, to get some light upon the 
subject, we will now see what the conqueror Cyrus 
says of himself in his own inscription. The fol
lowing extracts will, I think, be sufficient:—

111 am Cyrus the king of legions, the great king, the 
powerful king, king o f Babylon, king of Sumir and
Accad....... the son of Cambyses the great king, king of
Anzan, the grandson of Cyrus the great kmg, king of
Anzan....... Merodach tho great lord established a decree
unto me Cyrus the king, his worshiper....... At that time
I entered Babylon in peace....... To the cities of Assur,
Arbela, Accad, Zamban, etc., etc....... I restored the gods
who dwelt within them to their places, and I estab
lished for them seats which should long endure. All 
their peoples I assembled, and I restored their habita
tions....... May all tho gods that I have restored to their
own cities intercede daily before Bel and Nobo ; may 
they pronounce blessings upon m e ; and may they say 
to Merodach my lord, Let Cyrus tho king, thy worshiper 
....... enjoy length of days.”

After reading the foregoing historical record, the 
problem is to show where Yahveh, his temple, and 
his people come in. It was not Yahveh, but tho god 
Herodacb, whom Cyrus worshiped. He had restored 
the images of many gods which he found in Babylon 
to tho cities from which they had been taken, and 
had given permission to the captives in Babylon who 
served those gods to return to their native cities ; 
but no image of the god Yahveh was amongst them 
(the Jews never had any imago in their temple but 
tho cherubim), Jerusalem is not named among the 
cities, and no permission, so far as we know, was 
granted to any Jews to return to Palestine. It is, of 
course, quite possible that in the confusion of many 
groups of nationalities leaving Babylon a score or so 
of Jews may have left with them: but that is 
the utmost that can be conceded. All the state
ments in the first chapter of Ezra are untrue, and 
the book is a late Jewish fraud, like the books of

Daniel and Esther. The book of Nehemiah is but 
the second part of the book of Ezra, and is of the 
same character.

We know, indeed, that at some later time the wan8 
of Jerusalem were rebuilt, and that a temple was 
erected for Yahveh and the worship of that deity 
was re-established. “ Nehemiah ” may have been the 
name of the governor who superintended the building 
operations, and “ Ezra” that of the priest who 
took the lead in the religions services. We know, 
too, that at a later period all the ancient writings 
were collected, and that some priestly scholars found 
occupation for many years, and during several gene
rations, in making compilations and adding new laws 
and regulations, until in the course of time the nation 
found itself tho possessor and custodian of the 
present Old Testament scriptures.

But, it may be asked, if there had been no return 
of a large body of exiles, as narrated in the book of 
Ezra, how came the Jewish nation to survive and 
retain possession of Judea after the Exile? ^h0 
answer to this question must be that all the peopl0 
of Judah were not deported, and that every year 
brought some increase to the population of Jeru
salem and Jndah. We have seen in 2 Kings tba 
after both the first and the second deportation o 
oaptives “ the poorest of the land ” were left behind. 
It would appear, then, that after the departure o 
the Chaldeans, in each case, many Jews who ha 
been in hiding or who had taken refuge in neigh' 
boring countries, returned to Jerusalem — wbi00 
accounts for that city being able to stand a sieg0 
under Zedekiah.

After the second departure of the Babylonian army 
there appeared at Jerusalem “  the captains of tb0 
forces” with a considerable number of the men o 
Judah, who had fled by night with Zedekiah, and ba 
succeeded in making good their escape. Among81 
the new arrivals was Ishmael, one of the royal family 
of Judah, accompanied by ten retainers, who ha 
taken refuge among tbo Ammonites. This man» 
who was probably heir to the throne, treacherous y 
slow Gedaliah (who had been made governor J 
Nebuohadrezzar) and the Chaldean guards who ha 
been left with him, after which he and his ™e 
again found refugo among the Ammonites. Wh0 
these murders beoame known tbo chief men of J0,rtl 
salem and their families migrated to Egypt, f0ar’?g 
the reprisals of the Babylonians: and there t 
history in 2 Kings ends. We have no inforrnatio 
of any kind respecting the course of events in J0r 
salem during the period that preceded the first If®

Bit™1

Judab
of Cyrus, and none that can be relied upon 
that date.

Thero can bo little doubt, however, that 
and Jerusalem wero not long without a consider» 
number of inhabitants. After keeping aloof fr 
Jerusalem for a short time, and finding no app0ax< 
ance of the avenging Chaldeans, the Jews began 
leave their hiding places and make their way to

IshDtb0

we
cam0

in

to
way to tb0

holy city. Amongst the first to enter was 
at the head of a band of Jewish refugees r̂0® jj0 
land of the Ammonites. Next came the Jews . 
had taken refuge in the cities which had once fori  ̂
part of tho kingdom of Judah, and still contains ^  
considerable number of Jewish inhabitants. , 
these wero added many of tho Israelites who belong 
to the old kingdom of Samaria, which, so far as 
know, was still a flourishing kingdom. Easily, 
the large body of Jews that had taken re â^joas 
Egypt, to find upon their return a fairly P°P j "  
Jerusalem over whom Ishmael “  of the seed roy
reigned as king. v,,indr0<*

Babylon, separated from Jerusalem by six nu ^  
miles of stony desert country, was far too d* ^ 0y 
for Jewish exiles to think of leaving, even were g 
free to do so : and none came. That thero Dj
in Babylon, in the reign of Cyrus, fifty tb° r8 
Jews, who after sixty years of exile wero w° rs. ^  to 
of Yahveh, and desired to return to Jerusa^^ i® 
build him a temple thero (as stated in E ^ e n  
wildly improbable. Tho Jewish captiv08>  ̂ ^ w  
deported, cared nothing for that deity, and ha
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I ar ? a  ̂passed away. The new generations, for as 
g as they coaid remember, had served the gods of 

P®°ple among whom they dwelt, and whose 
^ters they had espoused. The idea of leaving 

and C0̂ ntry whore they had passed their whole lives 
Ion W .e they were comfortably settled, to take a 

g '^ n fa l ,  and dangeroas journey to a land of 
'oh they had only hoard their fathers speak, never 

t o t t e r e d  their heads. Had their fathers wished 
thg6 .n thirty or forty years before, then perhaps 
bo / have been willing to accompany them ;
frin r W> kroak nP their homes, leave all their 
to n<1?.ari<t the only country they cared for, to go off 
noth’ *̂â ant land of which they knew absolutely 
'de —an  ̂ which they might never reach—the

a'°ne of such a foolhardy and objeotless expedi- 
aimP]y ridiculous as well as impracticable. 

taj hermore, the books of Ezra and Nehemiah con- 
0rj . and conclusive evidence both of their late 
ther  ̂an  ̂ h°t'tion8 character of the events
^baflQ reoor<t0  ̂: there can therefore be no doubt 
tho 8Ver as ^ 0  story of the return of nearly fifty 
fat .8an<t exiles from Babylon being a late Jewish 

ur'cation.
A b r a c a d a b r a .

Freethought Astir in Chicago.

t h e morning, May 26, Mr. M. M. Mangasarian closed 
leijg 6 ” h season of his lectures tinder the auspices of the 
°PeM h  •*’ ttoligious Society. Tho season of 1912-13 will 
fiut0 ® hrst Sunday in October. As ho will again visit 
^reet3 ka'8 8,lrQtn0ri and hopes to attend the International 
*¡11 Congress to be held in Munich, Germany, he
aQdien Utn as always has, well prepared to instruct his 
People es' Ho is a type of the coming teachers of the 

pq ? . 0 time will supplaut the priest and parson,
but tn0f '?.n '® n°t only different from that of the minister, 
all of 0' difficult. His Society is composed of people nearly 
attend 0la aro readers aud thinkers thomselves. They 
and t0 V otin gs expecting to hear something of intorest 
8&tisf_ t,eara what they did not know before. He must 
an<j ¡o , , ie mason. Ho must givo facts. He does all this, 

A c h7 ^ e“ t besides.
?ed bytlS<;*ai1 oongregation does not oxpoct what is demau- 
heoaiseaiuaudieuoe nationalists. Somo of them attend 
^‘"iatof think it thoir duty, no mattor what the 
ability i? ‘gbt preach, or whether ho is of high or low 

to b et8 8° *or soo'a* or business roasons. Many, 
a°ar the mnsic; while but fow care for tho sermon, 

6 0oncernod as to its logic, truthfulness, or even
*ati( *

bat
onC hT' A minister can nay what be likes, dnb it inspi- 
if i 10u.k abont tbo grace of God and kindred inanities, 
if j° 18 socially popular the people are satisfied. In 

*b'nit,, 10 Joes mako mistakes or false statements, many 
j ade. a“> out of charity, criticism of him should not be 

 ̂ f the threo sexes, men, women, and priosts, the 
¡. v° tho advantage of being considered the weakest 

I êat(iUotae8 »ntolloctual responsibility. 
lve ai a"° f listened to Colonel Ingersoll in Chicago. I 

baM aHondod otlior Freethought meetings, held in 
htgii auil ! ’ whea two or three hundred was considered a 
^Se, A10aoe. Of courso, Ingersoll always had a packed 

SpoA8 a fact proving great progress, Mr. Mangasariau 
8 every Sunday, eight months of tho year, to a 

0?d •Uorj f . P°ople as largo as Ingersoll used to address, 
ji.bigjj them not only students and thinkers, bnt people 
tk's kiol.Q?cla* and business position. Rightly did ho say 
i 8 Pt°Rrelli’  k' lak Freethinkers have cause to rejoice over 

of their principles. Tho world over, a new 
thQ been given to liberty, reason, and science. 

°il'8t r°8byterian convention in Louisvillo, from the 
^  Qenerai°T>erenco Minneapolis, and oven from the
bei 0 darl ” ° okkl °* *be Salvation Army, a wail of sorrow 
H00*ogy a n j^ f118 of gloom goes up ovor the prospects of 
Wg hion0v tae churchos. Christianity has more riches, 

bof0tg ’ ajQro property, moro proachers to-day than 
boa it v. t I10 ignorant believe in it, Mrs. Grnndy is 

aQd ♦]"• ^ .ca“ uot command tho respect of fearless, 
'“bell kbese *?. . g mon and women. The pulpit cannot 
''W ^loal *8 not merely deficient in brains but in

I I *°llow D°sty- Once it led and commanded. N ow it 
man Strn8gle for an existence.

?*&» Cl0a„ regrets in tho audience that tho meetings- —6“ - a Man^ae^^u goiuk,r wa,y '  close for tho summer, and » • found awaiting 
V  \ujaguiftcout bunch of roses that h of the

“ 4b0 stage, faintly expressed the o

Society whose lecturer he has been for twelve years. The 
office in the Fine Arts Building will be open all the summer, 
where literature can be obtained and a welcome given to all. 
Every two weeks one of the lectures delivered daring the 
past season will be issued. The Independent Religious 
Society is the greatest organised force in America to-day 
working in the interest of Freethought. By means of Mr. 
Mangasarian's books and printed lectures its influence has 
been extended, and it hopes, in the future, to have a 
building of its own.— F ranklin  S t e in e r , Truthteeher (New 
York). ______________________ _

Some Reflections.

T hat faith, so blighting, which has cursed the earth, 
No longer counts for what it once was worth.
For patient man now opens wide his eyes,
And for the light of knowledge softly sighs.
He sees the carnage wrought by “  mighty God,”
And hears the cries of martyrs from the sod,
Of liberators murdered “  for His sake,”
Some burned alive around a flaming s lake,
Aud others tortured in a dungeon where 
Their wails were mingled with a mocking prayer. 
Throughout the weary years of God's long reign,
No love has ruled tho world save that of gain.
And after nineteen hundred years of strife,
No man can prove there is an after life.
No man dare say, “  I have a Christian been,”
No man can say, “  I have a Christian seen.”
If they are Christians who exist to-day,
From meeting them and theirs good folk should pray,
And God, if ho in heaven be, in shamo
Should see they changed alike their faith and name.

G. K erschener-K n ig u t .

WHO IS THIS MAN?
The man that named our country.
The man first to advocate independence for onr country.
Tho man who did more to achieve this independence than 

any other man, giving his pen, tongue, sword, and pocket- 
book to the cause.

Tho man that in tho darkest hour of the Revolution wrote 
the Crieis, commencing with tho words, "T h ese  are the 
times that try men’s souls.”

Do you know that General Washington ordered this 
mighty work to bo read to the Army onco a week ?

The man who was joint author of the Declaration of 
Independenco with Jefferson.

Tho man who borrowed ten million dollars from 
Louis XVI. to food and clothe tho American Army.

Tho man that established tho Bank of North America in 
order to supply tho Army.

Napoleon said, in toasting him at a banquet, “  Every city 
in tho world should erect a gold statue to you.”

Tho author of tho liiglits o f  Man, acknowledged to bo tho 
greatest work over writtou on political freedom.

This masterpiece gavo froo spooch and a froo pross to 
England and America.

Tho man that first said, “  Tho world is my country, to do 
good is my religion.”

The man known as "  Tho Groat Commoner of Mankind,” 
tho “  Founder of the Republic of the World.”

The man first to urge tho making of our Constitution.
Tho man first to suggest tho Federal Union of tho States 

and to bring it about.
Tho man first to propose the Louisiana Purchaso.
Tho man first to demand justico for women.
Tho man first to plead for the dumb animals.
Tho man first to advocate International Arbitration.
Tho man first to propose old ago pensions.
The man first to proposo "  Tho land for the people."
Tho man that invoutod and built tho first iron bridge.
That man was Thomas Paine.— Unitarian Calendar.

Obituary.
It is with deep rogret that wo report the death of yet 

another London Freethinker, Mr. Josoph Sheppard, of 
Pcckham Rye. It was a sudden and, to his friends, most 
unexpected event, as on Sunday, June 16, ho wa3, appa
rently, in his usual health, and as zealous as ever in his 
advocacy of Freethonght principles. These principles ho 
held firmly and served faithfully for many years; and ho 
was highly esteemed by all who know him. He was buried 
in tho Camberwell Now Cemetery, on Friday, June 21, when, 
in fulfilment of his own desire, frequently expressed, a 
Secular Sorvieo was road at tho gravosido. Wo tender tho 
widow and six children our sincere sympathy in thoir groat 
loss. —J. T. L.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Eto.

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

LONDON.
OUTDOOB.

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

Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park) : 3.15 and 6, 
C. Cohen, Lectures.

E dmonton B ranch N. S. S. (The Green): 7.45, R. H. Rosetti, 
“  The Sabbath.”

I slington B ranch N. S. S. (Finsbury Park): 11.15, A. B. 
Moss, a Lecture.

K ingsland B ranch N. S. S. (Ridley-road, High-street): 11.30, 
J. Marshall, “  Silent Gods 7.30, Mr. Miller, "  Religion and its 
Practices.”

N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill Fields): 3.15, 
Mr. Davidson, a Lecture.

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford, E.) : 7, F. A. Davies, a Lecture.

W ood Green B ranch N. S. S. (Jolly Butchers Hill, opposite 
Public Library) : 7.30, Mr. Burke, “  Buddhism and Christian 
Pretensions.”

COUNTRY.
Outdoor.

B atley (Market Square) : Joseph A. E. Bates—Saturday, 
June 29, at 7.45, ‘ ‘ Deity and Demos.”

B arnsley (Market Square): Joseph A. E. Bates—Sunday, 
June 30, at 7.30, “ Royal Parasites” ; Monday, July 1, at 8, 
“ Birth and Death of Gods” ; Tuesday, 2, at 8, “ The Great 
Enigma” ; Wednesday, 3, at 8, “ Tragedy of the Cross” ; 
Thursday, 4, at 8, “  Sun-Myth and Star-Fire ” ; Friday, 5, at 8,
“  Philosophic Necessity of Materialism.”

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS. New Issue. 1. Hunting 
Skunks, G. W. Foote ; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. Wheeler; 
3. Principles of Secularism, C. Watts; 4. Where Are Your 
Hospitals f 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 Cd. per 
hundred, post free 7d. Special rates for larger quantities. 
Samples on receipt of stamped addressed envelope.—N. S. S. 
Secretary, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

America’s Freethought New spaper. 

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. MA.CDONALD.............. .........................  Editor-
L. K. WASHBURN ... .............. E ditorial Contract« “

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

To all foreign countries, except Mexico, 50 cents per annum e* 
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 soft i 

which are free.
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,

Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books, „
62 Vesey Street, New Y ork, U.o-

MURRAY’S BIBLE REFERENCE CARD.
“  A Strange God,”  List of References to Obscene Tex^; 

“ Bible Saints,” “  Inhuman Laws,”  “  Human Sacrifice9'
“  Slavery Authorised,” “  Contradictions,”  “  Strange « o  ^  
and actions of Jesus.”  Indispensable for controversial*8 
Three for 3d., five for 4d., ten for 6d. Post paid to ® 
address. Penny stamps will do in emergency.

NORMAN MURRAY,
233 St . J ames Street, Montreal, Canada.

BLASPHEMY.
A Full Account of the Trial and Imprisonment 
J. W. Gott, with Details of his Prison Experiences 

now be had for Is. 3d., post free. 172 pages.

FREETHOUGHT SOCIALIST LEAGUE,
28 Church B ank, B radford.

3 Guinea Suits to Measure for 50s.
FINEST GOODS. LOWEST PRICES.

Patterns free  to any address.
J. W. GOTT, 28 Church Bank, B radford.

can

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

Company Limited by Guarantee,

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

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

Secretary—Miss E. M. VANCE,

T his Society was ormed in 1898 to afford legal security to the 
acquisition and application of funds for Seca'i..* purposes.

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

The liability of members is limited to £1, in case the Society 
should ever bo 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, bonne, 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 Meo‘ÍDjJ
members must be held in London, to receive the R®P arf$e- 
new Directors, and transact any other business that DW^juiiW“’ 

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society- 00CO-
tocan receive donations and bequests with absolute 

Those who are in a position to do so are invite _ 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s ‘ a v  i10li0iotI'

10 ¡r tbe'{
UV/UH.U/UU, '“’A. 1AAO«*.* <« S i l  SUU I 1*8
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest api exeCtito‘ 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. . „  ooo«*® ?
have no option but to pay them over in tho orum  ̂raise<3 

No objection of any kind has bee ¡e(y 
___ Zt „L.vh the °°°

in
administration 
connection with 
already been benefited.

any of the wills by whioh
reaay Deen Donentea. Battco1
The Society’s solicitors aro Messrs. Harper and a>

icki ii

otRood-lane, Fenohuroh-street, London, E.O. ^ rDj
A Form of Bequest.—Tho following is a suffic'®1̂  give 

bequest for insertion in the wills of testators i 0f ¿¡TVy 
“  bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the s Bign«d 
“  free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a reoeijP BeaC tbO 
' two members of the Board of the said Society ° na .ors f°r 

“  thereof shall be a good discharge to my Esec 
’ said Legacy.” j0 tbe>r of

Friends of the Society who have remembered it 1 ge0re 
or who intend to do so, should formally notify . a0, wh“ -y,
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Cbai ne?® aIji  
(if dosired) treat it as strictly confidential. This i ^islai“ ’ 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost o iae^toOa' 
their contents have to be established by compel011
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WORKS BY G. W. FOOTE. WORKS BY COL. IKGERSOLL
s.

Atiieist Shoemaker, The, and the Rev. Hugh 
Price Hughes .................................. Post i dl 0

Pible Romances. Popular edition, with 
Portrait, p a p e r .................................. Post 2%d- 0

Pook OP GOD, The, in the Light of the Higher 
Criticism. With Special Reference to Dean 
Farrar’s Apology. Paper... ••• post 2d. 1 
Pound in cloth ... ... ... post 2d. 2

Christianity and Secularism. Public 
Psbate with Rev. Dr. McCann ... post 2d. 1 
"  ... post 2d. 1

... post Id. 0 

... post Id. 0
'Pitng The Devil : and other Free Church

Performances ... ... — Post 0
Atheist, The. A Story. ... post |d. 0

PloweRs op Freethought. First Series, 
cloth ... ... ... ... post 8d. 2

God Save The King. An English Republi
c ' s  Coronation Notes ... ••• Pos  ̂ i dt ®

Pali, op Science Libel Case, with Full and 
^rue Account of the “ Leeds Orgies’ post Id. 0

Pound in cloth ...
Parwin on God ... 
Pefence of Free Speech
Pro

Psterview with the Devil 
Is Socialism Sound?

post |d. 0
— ouumj c Four Nights Public 

ebate with Annie Besant ...post lid . 1
P°ond in doth ... ... ...post 2|d. 2

^ QErsollism Depended against Ahcii- 
°Eacon Farrar ... — P°st i A - 0

^possible Creed, The. An Open Letter to
Bishop
^ount ...

0itN Morley
Lii

Magee on the Sermon

as a Freethinker

on tho 
post id. 0
post |d. 0

^rijRg To the Clergy (128 pages) post 2d. l
Five Chapters, or Hugh Price Hughes’

^Averted Atheist ... ... post |d. 0
!' Pesant’s Theosophy. A Candid Criti- c>sin ... post |d. 0

^  Resurrection. A Missing Chapter Loin 
,, ê Gospel of Matthew ... pos "
'Vs Cmiuosteo, T1IE. An Open Letter to
^edamo Blavateky -  -  r  * °
";:,h.uh People. An Open Letter to> 1
’ » « « » W i l l s  ... -
^Losophy op Secularism ••• P08 - ’

^IRISCENCES of CHARLES BRADLAUGII

V p p08t l d - 0
tiv 0Ii Atheism ? The Great Alterna- 

8AliV° ••• ... ... ... post Id. 0
]anaXl° N Syrui> : or Light on Darkest Eng- 

^ Feply to General Booth ... post id. 0
Jlr and Theosophy. A Rejoinder to

Sion ' fiesant ...................................post |d. 0
of.jJ1' J’IIE Cross, The. A Candid Critioism 

ijlR p r* Wilson Barret’s Play ...post lid . 0 
of tk Ŝ .Ng op JESUS. The Last Adventures 

*rsk Messiah ... ... post |d. 0
fyvg j 1 0li Atheism . Publio Debate post lid . l 

Insane? ... ... posted, o
^   ̂ ^NOSTIdBM ? ... ... post id. 0

^ ill qVS Tiie Father of Je s u s? ... post id. 0
NRist Save Us ? ... ...¿post ld. 0

<i .

1

6

0
0

0
6
6
6

2
1

4

2

8
2

0
0

2

2
2
0

1

2

2

2

1
8

6

8

2

2

G

2
0
1
8
2
G

s. d.
A Christian Catechism ... ... post ld. 0 6
A W ooden God ... ... post Id. 0 1
Christian Religion, Th e ... ... post id. 0 8
Creeds and Spirituality... ... post id. 0 1
Crimes against Criminals ... post id. 0 8
Defence of Freethought ... post id. 0 4
Devil, The ... post ld. 0 6
Do I BLASPHEME ? ... post |d. 0 2
Ernest Renan ... ... post |d. 0 2
Faith and Fact. Reply to Rev. Dr.

Field .................................. ... post |d. 0 2
God and the State ... post |d. 0 2
Holy Bible, Th e ... ... ... post id. 0 2
Household of Faith, The ... post id. 0 2
House o f  Death (Faneral Orations) post 2d. 1 0
INGERSOLL’ S ADVICE TO PARENTS. — Keep

Children out of Church and Sunday-
school ... ... ... 0 1

Last W ords on Suicide ... ... post id. 0 2
Live Topics ... post id. 0 1
Limits of Toleration, The ... post |d. 0 2
Marriage and Divorce. An Agnostic’s

View ... post id. 0 2
Myth and Miracle ... post |d. 0 1
Oration on Lincoln ... post id. 0 8
Oration on the Gods ... post ld. 0 G
Oration on Voltaire ... post |d. 0 8
Oration on Walt W hitman ... post ld. 0 8
Rome or Reason? ... post ld. 0 8
Shakespeare ... post ld. 0 6
Social Salvation ... post |d. 0 2
Superstition ... post ld. 0 6
Take a Road of Your Own ... post |d. 0 1
Three Philanthropists, The ... post id. 0 2
W iiat must W e Do To Be Saved ?... post |d. 0 2
W hy am I an Agnostic ? ... ... poet id. 0 2

Orders to the amount oj Os. sent post free.
Postage must be included for smaller orders.

THE PIONEER PRESS,
2 Newcastie-street, Farringdon-street, E C.

PAMPHLETS by C. COHEN.
An Outline of Evolutionary Ethios ... 6d.
Principles of ethics, based on the dootrine of Evolution.

Socialism, Atheism, and Christianity.. ld. 
Christianity and Social Ethics ld.
Pain and Providence — — » - I d .

Tub Pionmb Pbiss, 3 Newoastlo etrcet, Farringdon street, E.O.
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THE BOOK THAT WAS WANTED,

Determinism or Free Wi 11 P
BY

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

A clean 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. Some Alleg^ 
Consequences of Determinism.—V. Professor James on “  The Dilemma of Determinism.”—VI. The Nature and ImP11' 
cations of Responsibility.—VII. Determinism and Character.—VIII. A Problem in Determinism.—IX. Environment.

OPINIONS OF THE PBE3S.
“  Mr. Cohen has written just the book that Rationalists have

long been inquiring tor.''—Literary Guide.
“ 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.” —Morniruj 
Leader.

“  Written with ability.” —Times.

“  The author states his case well.”—Athenccum. . ■ a
“  The first seven chapters state the case for Determ»1'

with clearness and fullness...... There is probably no be 3
popular summary than this of Mr. Cohen’s...... Mr. Cohen
some excellent passages on the nature and extent of the ps)'c 3 
whole, which is constructed out of the accumulated experte0 
of the race.”—Ethical World.

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

PUBLISHED BY THE WALTER SCOTT COMPANY.
Also on Sale by

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, B-0,

An Important New Book for Freethinkers.

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

BROUGHT TOGETHER BY

HYPATIA BRADLAUGH BONNER.
Issued by the nationalist Press Association.

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

(Postage 2d.)

O R D E R  O F  T H E  P I O N E E R  P R E S S ,   ̂ c
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

a

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

OF

BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

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

heynoldt’i Netvtpaper Bays:—“ Mr. G. W. Foote, ohairmon of tho Socular Sooiety, is well known 00 ® . ftB<3 
exceptional ability His Bible Romancet havo had a largo salo in tho original edition. A popular. r.“VIrjDg(!oP’ 
enlarged edition, at the price of 6d., has now been pnblishod by the Pioneer Proas, 2 Nowcastle-stroet, * 0r ¡eader0 
street, London, for the Secular Society. Thns, within tho reach of almost overyone, tho ripest thought of * 
of modern opinion is being placed from day to day.”

144 Large Double-Column Pages, Good Print, Good Paper
S I X P E N C E  — N E T

(Postage 2d.) g.C.
THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET,JjONDO^J>''

Printed and Published by the Pionxib Frias, 2 Newcastle stroet, London, E.C.
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