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Good nature is the cheapest commodity in the world;
is the only thing that will pay ten per cent, to
Grower and lender both.— INGEKSOLL.

A Blood Bath.

JflOMAL Paine has left it on record, in his immortal
J'e°f Reason, that he was shocked at the early age of
ad. .by a sermon on the Atonement. God was
pioted as an angry being, who would only be pro-
P, lated by the death of his only son. This made
QL ~Ppear more of a devil than a deity, the little
out = a*ne thought as he reflected on the sermon
rat 6 cknr°h-  Such was the first movement of
a IQnalism in the mind of that illustrious person-
° >and many years afterwards, when he was
lib Pa8es that made him famous with the
pj~'toinded and infamous with the bigots, he
8 &d the simple but striking observation that no
~i1®0L oould be true whioh Bhooked the mind of a

affi remember how this Christian dootrine
n me in my childhood. | had infinite pity and
otl°’n for poor Jesus, who suffered so muoh for
and others, but 1 could not think of his
~ljj~oly father” without a shudder of fear—

in later years, passed into a shudder of

an” disgust. | used to imagine God the

el |

fond 6r a hnge face as broad as the heavens,
tall level, frowning brows, over eyes that were
a8 the cold Bteely light of implaoable “ justioe,"”

e ., Tra8 taught to believe, though | subsequently
smti. he implaoable vengeance. Now | can only
aJi® at the notion of God Almighty keeping an
littj .°t the virtues and vices of a lot of insignificant
obeg Inseots crawling over this infinitesimal Dutch
a °t a planet. Nothing but their own vanity—
Caldh ren8*on >a always the supreme expression—
~  have suggested suoh an idea,
parti 6? * went to church and Sunday-sohool, and
ofter@ar”y whon | went to the Wesleyan ohapel, |
that flBe<t to hear, and sometimes joined in singing,
atoous and delectable hymn—

‘ There is a fountain filled with blood
Drawn from Immanuel’s veins,
And sinners plunged within that flood
j Lose all their guilty stains.”

~Nitlwn 618N I that this sweet hymn is still sung
j@rvor hi the more primitive places of worship,
gregati ° 8aahy esohewed by the more refined oon-
hevertk1} 8, n is_ orude enough, in all consoienoe:
»O'd'o gless, it is an honest statement of the
his tockrime. 1 oannot caH it poetry, though
Miioh «0GQhtedly verse. The rhymes are aoourate,
h ? the si-hot always the case in Christian hymns ;
>~ a are extremely mixed. A fountain is
« °Psri  1D® that is filled, it is a thing that flows.
'tseif J BP®aking, the fountain would bo the blood
®rth, trom Immanuel’s side; but how on
ae°0rQe ul°hever way you v:»v it, could this fountain
Jibvla aJiood ? No doubt the hymn-writer wanted
i '*e " hiood,” and henoe the “ flood,” with the
a a foQQ¥ *nt° it, which would have been impossible
I,GiC aia’ The only consistent idea throughout
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is that of ablood bath. Sinners are “ washed in the
blood of the Lamb ”—to use the express language of
Eevelation. By this process they lose all their
guilty stains. One would think, however, that they
would be stained all over, like the spot ball on a
billiard table. It is only Immanuel’'s blood that has
the power of bleaching.

Personally, I have no desire for a blood bath. 1
leave other people to their own taste, but | stand by

my own. | prefer clean water. If it must be thicker,
let it be soapsuds. Cleanliness, they say, is next to
godliness. Some people put godliness first, and never

take the second step. For my part, I would rather
start with cleanliness. Give me water, give me
Boap, before any sanguinary fluid from the veins of
animals, men, or gods. No doubt a sinner is “ off
color.” He is bad enough as he is. But if he took
a dive into a blood bath, pray what color would he
come out? Would he not require another good
washing to render him even as decent as he was
before his “ header ” ?

The truth is that this dootrine, which is expressed
in the language of the slaughter-house, comes down
to us from the old barbario ages. There is any
guantity of “ blood” in the Bible, beoause the Bible
was written by semi-savages. Nowadays, we shrink
from the very word except in medioal reports. In
anoient times the thing and the word were common.
Shedding blood was a vital part of antique religions
ceremony. First the blood of men—captives of war
or dedicated victims ; then the blood of animals, as a
substitute for that of human beings. Jehovah’s
altars, like those of Baal and Molooh, were always
red with blood and blaok with burnt flesh. The idea
was that the blood was the life, and was therefore
the most precious thing known; and that it would
naturally be esteemed as a valuable offering by the
gods. Moreover, earthly rulers were fond of blood-
shed, and it was thought that the heavenly rulers
would have the same preference. Thus, to use the
words of Othello, it was *“ blood, blood, blood I"
Even when actual sacrifice was lost in Christianity,
the idea was preserved; indeed, it was sublimated
and perpetuated. The blood of Christ served once

and for ever. He became the universal sacrifice.
“ Without shedding of blood,"” as the writer of
Hebrews says, “ there is no remission." This is a

fundamental idea of all the world’s religions. Chris-
tianity is not unique, even in this respect; it falls
into a line with other faiths. And just as blood was
partaken of as a sacrament in ancient sacrifices, as
it still is in the darkest parts of present-day
savagery, so the Christian still drinks his “ blood of
Christ " in the holy communion—the Protestant sym-
bolically, but the Catholio priest literally, for he
believes, or professes to believe, in the constant
miraole of transubstantiation.

There are a number of moral maxims in the New
Testament, though none of them are original. Somo
of them aro practicable ; others are exaggerations
and impossibilities. But the best of them are nul-
lified by the religious dootrines of Christianity. This
idea, for instance, of a blood bath being neoessary to
salvation, quite overwhelms the pretty text about
loving one’s enemies ; and it is not surprising that
the worshipers of the Christian God are Che greatest
bloodshedders on earth. G W. E

. . oote.
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Religion and Politics. M.
(Concluded from p. 403.)
There is a very pregnant passage in Sir J. R.

Seeley’s Lectures and Essays which deserves quoting
in connection with what has been said. In the essay
on “ Roman Imperialism ” he says .—

“ Liberty is force of character roused by the sense of
wrong....... Such had been liberty in the old Republic,
the rebellion of strong spirits against laws strained too
far, self-assertion, sturdiness, combativeness. Such was
not the Christian spirit. In this when it was genuine
there was no rebellion, there was no assertion of right.
Those who practised it were not less obedient, but more
obedient than others. They had no turn for liberty;
they had no quarrel with the despotism of the Caesars;
this they met, not in the spirit of Brutus or Virginias,
but with religious resignation....... Therefore, saving the
law of Christ, the Christians were the most loyal of the
Emperor’s subjects, and Christianity confirmed as much
as it controlled despotism. It produced a complete
change in the attitude of the people to the Emperor.
It made their loyalty more intense, but confined it
within definite limits. It strengthened in them the
feeling of submissive reverence for government as such ;
it encouraged the disposition of the time in its political
passiveness....... Constantino....... may be said to have
purchased an indefeasible title by a charter. He gave
certain liberties, and he received in turn passive obedi-
ence. He gained a sanction for the Oriental theory of
government. In return he accepted tho law of Christ.
He became irresponsible with respect to his subjects on
condition of becoming responsible to Christ.”

The encouragement of this attitude by Christian
teaching is well exemplified in its relation to slavery.
The opposition of slavery as an institution to the
“law of nature” was strongly dwelt upon by a
number of the Roman writers. But there jb no
trace whatever in the New Testament of an opposi-
tion to slavery as an institution. And as a more
matter of history the movement in favor of the
abolition of slavery, which had grown up in tho later
Roman Empire received a signal check under Chris-
tian auspices, while the number of slaves actually
increased. On this point Lord Hugh Cecil points
out, with a candor muoh to be commended, the
unfairness of the translations of our English New
Testament. “ The timidity of tho English trans-
lators of the Bible,” he says, “ has concealed from
the ordinary reader in a manner whioh, if it had
been done by Roman Catholics, we should have
probably censured as Jesuitical, tho fact that St.
Paul tolerated slavery.” Bearing in mind that the
proper rendering of the word translated “ servant”
is “slave,” and that St. Paul commands the most
unqguestioning obedience of slaves to their masters,
whether the masters bo good or bad, and aotually
returned a runaway slave to his owner, one would
think that “ dishonesty ” would be a better word
than “ timidity," and that in his choice of that word
Lord Hugh Cecil himself is not quite free from
suspicion of the same quality.

But against those Socialists who profess to make
Christianity the basis of their Socialism, Lord Hugh
Cecil occupies an impregnable position. Whether
we agree with the Sooialistio theory or not, Socialism
does involve a certain conception of the State and
is an exaltation of the power of tho State. Every-
thing centres in the State, and everything, or nearly
everything, is to be accomplished by the State. And
how can this possibly be based upon a series of
writings which substantially ignores the State alto-
gether, and makes its appeal directly to tho indi-
vidual ? Moreover, whatever scientific value there
is the Socialistic theory centres around the deeper
truth that the products of human industry, whether
of brains or of hands, are in reality social products.
The products of individual activity are as surely the
outcome of social heredity as individual structure is
the expression of individual heredity. This, and
the accompanying truth that all character is the
expression of a social relationship, are among the
really vital aspects of the Socialistic theory. But
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neither of these receive solid support from the New
Testament. They lie quite outside its purpose ana
scope. _ ,
Lord Hugh Cecil thinks that the impression tnai
the New Testament is Socialistic is too wide-spread
to be founded on nothing. He thinks it is based on
the “ emphatic warnings addressed to the rich and
blessings pronounced upon the poor which are one
of the most striking features of the New Testament
When Lord Hugh Ceoil speaks of the “ wide-spread
impression that Christianity is Socialistic, he has
only certain English Socialists in mind. An enlarge-
ment of view would serve to correct the error.
Outside of Great Britain no such opinion is “ wide-
spread.” It is not the opinion of Socialists id
France and Germany and other parts of the Conti-
nent. There is no marked tendency there to rest
Socialism on the New Testament. In Germany,
particularly, the Christian World has over and over
again informed its readers that Socialism is aggres-
sively Atheistic in its propaganda. And none of the
creators of Socialism rested upon the New Testa-
ment for support. Their theory may have been
wrong, but they were neither fools nor timeservers.
They would never have been guilty of so stupid a
declaration as Mr. Ramsay Macdonald fathered when
he said that the Socialist found in the Gospels * *
marvellous support for his economic and politic®
proposals." -
The phenomenon is really social in character. 3
this country we pride ourselves on being free from
the power of the priest. Granting this to be true
although, as a matter of faot, it is not by any mean
so true as most people imagine—it remains the f&°
that we are as much under the tyranny of religl0
as any people in Europe. Every movement i
England that desireB a rapid sucoess must be re
spectable; and to be respectable it must be relig=n’
The consequence of this is, that sooner or latej
every movement in this country discovers a bag18
Christianity. We see this in the agitation for “
enfranchisement of women, whioh, beginning wi
avowed non-Christians, and forced into prominen
by non-Christians, is now being provided with a N
Testament basis, even by Wesleyan Methodists, w ~
for many years, would not allow even a £mhaS
delegate to attend their annual conferences. Ijj ~
been precisely the same with Socialism. Stated® »
taught for many years by non-Christians, its bid
a wider popularity has taken the shape of ~ sCO™t,
ing its teachings in the pages of tho NewTestam
Some may honestly think it to bo there. Ot j
unthinkingly, use common religious express* ~
while others deliberately adopt these taotics
moans of seouring votes. Five minutes serftOd
thinking ought to be enough to show the fallacy
futility of the method. fornJi
Lord Hugh Cecil says that, though social re *
in any modern shape, oan mako no direot la-
the New Testament, Christianity has been, ® jfij
the principal source of the vitalising energy cf raiiy
improvement. General statements are °flnD er-
hard to disprove, even to understand, and j,av0
standing as to what was meant here woo Bx
been easier had the statement been more p Vs
If it is meant that many social reforiJ3etalnent,
professed to find inspiration in the New T°s ;iotiod-
the statement does not admit of contra sjB
What is disputable is the aoouracy of their 0L~g/nti
If we were told what sohemes of social *mPr.°, j.O o*
owed their origin to Christianity we gihouia  For
firm ground for either proof or dispree*= E
here one might safely deny that any sifa to
sooial improvement has over been
Christianity for vitalising energy. 1° _
case of slavery, while it may be freely a”™ V ristiao8’
many Abolitionists were professed G j00s
Christian Anti-ahglitionists, were none -rgf00siof]
numerous; while one so ostentatious inthe p  fgooo
of Christianity as the late W. E. Gladstone,c * to
that he found nothing in the Bible °PP..oB an®
slavery. And a book which provides i*38? 1 flupp°r*
sanotion for those who oppose and those wn
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asocial improvement, cannot be ranked very high as
afactor for betterment. As to the influence of the
Llew Testament in aiding the solutions of snch
Problems as are connected with land, housing, or the
relations of capital and labor, the best reply is that
furnished by Lord Hugh Cecil himself, that the
standpoint of the Gospels is remote “ not only from
that of the Socialist, but even of any modern Bocial
reformer.”
truth is, that those who claim for Christianity
*6 vitalising energy of social improvement make no
allowance whatever for the very real vitalising
®%ergy of social life. Lord Hugh Cecil writes aB
bough humanity were consequent on Christianity.
course, he does not say so, because to say it
Wald be to expose its absurdity. But it is implied,
?8't is implied in all arguments of a kind similar to
he one noticed above. But given humanity as the
ondamental fact, and social feelings and facts as the
bndamental forces, and some allowance must be
brade for this operation. And Christianity then
ecome8 at most one of the facts of life, and never in
any sense a fundamental one. Moreover, the essential
Nation between men is not that of a religious but of a
&cial character. Men are united by common needs,
bornmon sympathies, and a common life. This not
°nly ultimately shapes their character, it even deter-
'bes the form and duration of their religious belief,
b the whole course of European history, we never
bee find Christian conviction declaring an institu-
°b evil so long as social conditions were favorable
'ts maintenance. Christian conviction accepted
j ayery» serfdom, and the worst features of the
ctory system. It is consonant with the most diverse
rms of social life, and the most barbarous, as well
the most refined, doctrines. The Christian
"science that in one generation gloats over the
tio~nts of damned unbelievers, in another genera-
is ° reie°t8 suoh teaching as a barbarous caricature
ti r'~jg'°n. It is not the vitalising energy of Chris-
i*ty that is apparent in the desire for social
Pavement, but the vitalising energy of human
J'bpathy springing from a social relation. Chris-
bity j jy a mer0O form jn which this funda-
ufbl quality sometimes finds expression.

C. Cohen.

“ Malignant Unbelief.”

H I'I'I' * N
I 8 '8 the title of the International Snnday Sohool
kjj&n for to-day; and we can imagine the sweet

8n h .w'kh whioh thousands of teachers will
tyu'  8ise PObte adjective. The adjective is
~brff- 88 as elegant. Like the Pythagoreans,

dev f an8 aro distinguished for their profession of
fern « attaohmont towards eaoh other and their
uot 10?8 contempt for all others. They who do
‘b i°l'ove in Josus as the Savior of the world are
bat«ll  baalignity, find malignity means an evil
tgu 5? pr malicious disposition. This is indireotly
Gold *n Wesson itself (Mark iii. 20-85), but tho
Qg1 Text brings it to the forefront: “ This is the
abd GQQehion, that light has come into the world,
U'eirn loved darkness rather than light, beoause
JB <Beds were evil ”’ (John iii. 19). The light was
igject’ an™ rej°°li the latter was equivalent to
by >»g the former, and the rejection was caused
ja thafé™ 11 vea rojocters. The curious thing
8idx p be malignity is all on tho non-Christian
Jes@S i5e°ause the Scribes and Pharisees denounced
°~p v¥IB 8n. ImMP0O8t°r, or refused to take him at his
bat wb UaMon>they were charged with blasphemy ;
CHib(/Gk 6808 rcbaliated with oompound interest by
“Berunnf 6 Scribes and Pharisees “ blind guides,”
abQg Q. “ offspring of vipers,” “ hypocrites,”
°bly ¢ Qer handsome names of that order, he was
SamQ the will of God. It has ever been tho
rnbolar8 m pre80nt there is a growing number of
Get;manv 1Q England, America, Holland, Franoe, and
ev'den@ i?ho maintain that there is no convincing

fhat the Gospel Jesus ever lived; but
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“ingenious as are their attempts to justify this posi-
tion, the Dean of St. Paul's says that to the intel-
lectual observer they are highly amusing and not in
the least convincing,” while Professor David Smith
characterises them as “ ridiculous.” Professor Case,
of Chicago, has just published a book entitled The
Historicity of Jesus, in which, “ in biting sentences,"
he treats such scholars as idiots, and quotes Weiss to
the effect that such foolish attempts are being made
simply because “ it is the most difficult thing in the
world to prove to nonsense that it is nonsense.”
Reviewing this work, a religious journal comments
on that quotation thus: “ Nonsensel There is
really no other word for it, and in this volume Pro-
fessor Case abundantly shows the contention to be
such.” But on the part of Christian writers and
speakers such abusive, insulting language is justifi-
able, beoause they, and they alone, possess the truth,
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth. Even
milder terms employed by unbelievers in attacking
the Christian position are said to be charged with
malice, spite, and malevolence. The Rev. Dr.
Anderson, Mr. John M. Robertson, Professor Drews,
and scores of others, who reject the historicity of
the Gospel Jesus are all dubbed “ malignant anta-
gonists,” whose reasoning “ is enough of itself to
make one doubt their sanity.”

To-day millions of Sunday-school children will be
told, in scathing phrases and “ biting sentences,”
how dreadfully wicked unbelief is, and how its
advocates are governed by all that is dark and evil.
As one expositor says .—

“ Malignant unbelief still sways men. Christ is
blasphemed in the poems of Atheism. He is maligned
in the expositions of teachers who have never divined
his dharacter. His moral teaching is impugned by men
who speak evil of his unworldliness and mock at his
teaching of the Father, and tho Father's will, and the
Father’'s House.”

Of course, there is no truth whatever in that
extract. Honest unbelief is never malignant, and
avowed Atheism is not blasphemy. We olaim that
believers are malignant when they recklessly acouse
unbelievers of being under the sway of unworthy
and evil motives. How often is it asserted that
people profess Atheism in order to silence a guilty
conscience, or in order to wallow in vilest vices
without being troubled by the dread of punishment I
Is it not self-evident that Atheism cannot Bilence a
guilty conscience, and that vice punishes itself
whether God exists or not? What the Atheist gets
rid of is not conscience, but superstitious fear; not
the dread of punishment, but a false conception of
its nature. He is not an Atheist who imagines that
Atheism blunts the edge of tho moral sense, or blots
out the distinction between good and evil in conduct.
Atheism but helps a man to shed vain delusions and
to ding all the more firmly to realities. An Atheist
has no use for the theologioal Christ; but to say
that he maligns Christ because he has “ never
divined his character” is to totally misrepresent
him. It should be remembered that the great
majority of living unbelievers were once zealous
believers, and that they lost their faith because they
learned to listen to and heed the voice of reason.
They found out that tho charaoter whioh theologians
attribute to tho Gospel Jesus never rightfully
belonged to him, even on the assumption that he
aotually lived. All tho expositions of to-day’s
Lesson published in the religious pross introduce
to us a supernatural Christ, whom evil spirits recog-
nised as the Son of God, and fearfully obeyed when
he issued his commands. It is a mighty miracle-
worker with whom they aro concerned, and not to
accept their pioture of him as trno is to be guilty of
malignant antagonism.

Now, it is well known that, in the opinion of the
Scribes and Pharisees, Jesus was a dangerous schis-
matio, to whom the Law of God was not sacred. He
deliberately desecrated the Sabbath day, and en-
couraged his followers to do the same. He spoke
disrespectfully of the ordinances of Moses, and
claimed to be himself a superior Lawgiver. By such
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teaching and conduct he showed himself to be an
enemy of God, and, consequently, the Pharisees did
not hesitate to pronounce him a charlatan. Being
orthodox Jews they had no alternative but to regard
the miracles he was alleged to perform as the direct
outcome of a league with evil spirits. Now, the
difference between the Pharisees and modern
unbelievers is that the overwhelming majority of
the latter believe neither in God nor in the Devil
and his angels, and are driven to the conclusion, not
that the Gospel Jesus was a charlatan or impostor,
but that he never lived. Believing this to be the
simple truth about him, they certainly do not malign
or slander him by giving expression to it. They do
not blaspheme, or speak evil of, him; they simply
give him what they honestly believe to be his due.

Let us return to the expositors. One of them says
of the Gospel Jesus: “ By his incarnation, life,
death, and resurrection, he has broken the power of
evil.” That is a lie. The power of evil is almost as
great now as it ever was, and for this fact the religion
of Christ is chiefly responsible. Another speaks of
“ the centuries of splendid moral achievement,”
whereas, as a matter of fact, such centuries never
existed except in the brains of oredulous disciples.
“ Splendid moral achievement ” is still to bs realised,
and judging by the past, it will not be realised until
Christianity is dead. We are familiar with many
long and dark centuries of ecclesiastical corruption
and tyranny, of cruel persecution and slaughter, of
innumerable bloody wars waged under the banner of
the Cross, but not of “ splendid moral achievement.”
Another expositor tells us “ that there are two kinds
of unbelief—that which is due to intellectual perplexi-
ties of which Thomas is the type, and that which arises
from moral perversities, of which these Scribes are
an example.” We venture to affirm that there is no
evidence that the Scribes were subject to “ moral
perversities,” and that these accounted for their
disbelief in Jesus. Nothing is easier than to traduce
the dead of long ago. In all ages Christian fanatics
have found great delight in oalumniating heretics
and sceptics. No term was too vile to use to their
discredit. The Pharisees may have been religious
bigots and narrow-minded nationalists, in conse-
guence of which they contributed largely to the
downfall of their nation and religion ; but morally
they had a good record, and the people held them in
highest esteem. When this expositor says that
“ their prejudice was so deep that it would father
any absurdity rather than yield to aDy evidence,” he
only betrays the depth of his own prejudice, and his
inability to be just to opponents. He professes
sympathy with “ honest doubters”; but we know
that by “ honest doubters” Christians understand
those who fight their doubts, gather strength for
faith, and eventually blossom into enthusiastio
believers. All others are victims of “ moral perver-
sities,” and are to be looked upon and treated as
“ malignant foes.”

Such is the mental pabulum that will bo crammed
down the throats of little children to-day throughout
the English-speaking world. We are convinced that
it is rank poison, and that its administration can
only result in the chronic poisoning of the ohildish
mind. Before the little ones are capable of thinking,
they are compelled to swallow beliefs from the hands
of those set in authority over them. And to-day’s
Lesson is exceptionally false and misleading. It
condemns, in the entire absence of evidence, a class
of people that is daily growing, simply because its
views are different from those held by the Church.
This only shows what need there is for the spread
of correct information concerning unbelief and for
renewed activity in the endeavor to wuproot the
dominant superstition, the champions of which
seem incapable of telling the truth about outsiders.

J. T. Lioyd.

The name of God has fenced about all crime with
holiness.—Shelley.
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Gore on the Evidence for
Christianity.—lI1.

Dr.

(Continued from p. 342.)

Dr. Gore lays very great stress on what he oafl8
“ the remarkable vindication ” of St. Luke. Ee
says : “ At point after point where St. Luke touches
the ground of secular history he has been vindicated
—vindicated after a long period during which he was
contemptuously set aside, as was the case generally
fifty years ago.” As to this | have already expressed
my view. But it may be worth while to add that,
sinco the Bishop “ vindicated ” St. Paul as above, Sir
William Ramsay has addressed the Free Churob
Conference; and, as reported in the Daily News, he
read a paper on “ Some Aspects of Sacred Archaeology»
in which he expressed himself as follows :(—

“ So recently as twenty years ago there was no bgolé
in the New Testament whoso credibility was regari®®
with so much suspicion as the Acts of the Apostles-
Even scholars most eager to follow the long-accepte
views and beliefs of tho fathers regarding the New Tes-
tament books had very little to say about the book o
Acts. It made them feel unhappy; for, being unajj O
to defend it, they were unwilling to sacrifice it. loj
day, however, it might be said with truth that it wa
the Gospel of St. Luke which stands most in need o
defence.”

The Lord Bishop of Oxford is, of course, too high
and mighty a personage to notice an individual 8
obscure as myself. Bat, coming so soon after DK
Gore’'s “ vindication ” of St. Luke, Sir Willintl
Ramsay’s pronouncement reads like a distinct oba =
lenge ; and it will bo interesting to see whether U*
Gore will have the courage to accept it as snob-
Probably he will realise that discretion is the belt®
part of valor. Up to the time of writing, at any
rate, he has, so far as | know, declined a oombat.

As becomes a Bishop, Dr. Gore is a “ )
hogger ” so far as the Gospel miracles are conoern® >
and | agree with him that it is impossible to tea
them from the context. As he truly observes, they
are bound up with tho teaching as web and wo
But, when he adds *“ certainly there is here
structure built up of human inventiveness. The
is something here whioh utterly transcends
man could have invented,” I am left wonderi b
whether he has any reputation for sincerity to IG8®

According to tho Guardian, the Bishop’s 70y 1rj >
wore delivered before the University of Oxi°”®
Surely, then, there must have been more than
person in his audience who knew what fudge *
Gore wag talking. It is impossible, one would 8 F
pose, that Dr. Gore himself is not aware of the ~
that the Gospel narratives contain nothing now.
must know that tho stories therein told of Je ©
had, previously, been associated with the names
any number of other mythical heroes and diving
and that, having the old, old story before them,
Apostles ” had no need to “ invent ” anything.

To serious students it is quite obvious tha™ ~@
onething. .tho Apostles," i.e.,, tho Church, con
do, was to make Christ a lesser god than bis F
decessors; so they just invested him with a .jo0
attributes of the Pagan deities. In thteoonne *
it is worthy of note that it was not until too
century that the job of fixing Christ on the p® rOBt

previously occupied by Mithras, Osiris, and t ~gr0
of them, was finished. Previous popular gOg®* Of
born at tho winter solstice. So, in the t ~ft0
Dionysius Exiguus, it was decided that Cbn

born on December 251 Jje

Dr. Gore mistakes preaching for argum®0'-

speaks of Christ thus:— aiab&
" 1 cannot conceive being with a Person Wh® &

as that Person did, to teach and to work ; w i a®

He was, utterly aloof from human woakn D

human sins, supremo in solitary sinlossness, a ™ " o

sympathy or co-oporation, but always asking gnd in
about Him should put their faith in; Hima eft
Him that in which human lives, human ano

repose, as capablo of satisfying all their n
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defending them in all their difficulties—I cannot, | say,
ponceive being with a Person Who led me to put faith

Him of this kind without believing Him to be Divine.
I cannot conceive a person being in that attitude
towards his fellow men—for they were His fellow men
—because it would be blasphemy, the supreme blas-
phemy, if He were Himself only a creature like them.”

~ is impossible to notice each babble without a
eeling Of self-stultification; but this is the sort of
*ng Dr. Gore offers his hearers after—so, at any
ate, he tells them—* reading some recent books of
sstrnctivo oritioism in preparation for these leo-
Oea” 1 For myself, 1 “hae ma doots” as to
hether the Bishop is quite so simple as one might
DPpose from some of his utterances. He, while
Pretending to meet “ the critics," is never so foolish
9to face the real attack, nor to let his hearers know
at this attaok is. He would, | suspect, as soon
ink of circulating oopies of the Freethinker among
m hearers as of telling them what writers like, say,
8f°‘e88or Arthur Drews or Mr. J. M. Robertson have
and a™oa” th® Gospels, and then proceeding to try
p d answer such critios. Dr. Inge, Dean of St.
|0Qls, may call fora “ first-rate scholar” to give a
werrbing ” reply to these critios. But Dr. Gore
have no doubt, agree with the editor of the
~thinker—though, of coarse, tho Bishop would
Ver think of saying so—that the call is easier
nmRRlk than answered.
on Pkar<*D& the Resurreotion, Dr. Gore lays stress
wh' k8 8Pnr'on8 “ For | delivered unto you that
I0a | reoeived” passages in 1 Cor. xv. He

““He [Paul] there records what had been delivered
0him, what ho had delivered in all the churches since
00 began his missionary life, and which he had
Received and which he specially specifies was common
0 him with all tho other Apostles—' Whother then it
01 or they, so we preached and so yo bolievod.””

oat p °DCe more it may be worth while to point
hom dU™ never mentions a “ Jesus of Nazareth,”
tho ~ av*CiD- the so-oallod genuine Epistles
0 no allusion to :(—
Tko parents of Josus, or to his birthplaco.
«John the Baptist.
mJesuino teachings.
Jesuino miracles.
°* Judas lIscariot, or to a botrayal, or to a trial of
£ desus boforo a Roman official.
Tho Passion.
j. =Peter's denial of Jesus.
i8°%°MOr>iu verso G of this famous ohap. xv., Paul
five} 6 Bay>*“ After that, ho was seen of above
fillH *™red brethren at once," etc.—a statement
br , ~ neither tho Gospels nor the Aots. If
N Jor® cannot boo the significance of all this, |
carrGiSnre h*m that “ the critics” do. In tho
"Ju “number of the llibbert Journal the author of

blent .V 8B °t ‘ Q-'" makes this romark: “ Tho docu-
of @] ¢v'—and substantially tho same may bo said

contr i °© ~-accredited words of Jesus—is in sharp

cht( 2. t*°n WBtb tho teaching of Paul and of the
°‘i Church.” This, be it noted, is the oriti-
~ohi °DO helievos in tho aotuality of a
badb d®ua and reverences tho teaching. If he

WhatC Q a Httle more oritical ho might have asked,
Ptin,itiSecarity is there that, oven in this most
Pbt j v®t°rm of tho saga, any one of tho uttoranoes
Ohjjj  tho mouth of the isolated Josus was tho

nDVeranco °t any preacher ?
£1. q, Pathetio simplicity, or something warse, what

to besit® s aront the Uirgin Birty would e hard

a 0 8lenf on*% Panbk ‘tjat Mark and John also,
Hu,1aa to this incident. This does not trouble

ficoa’v ™ left8t. Noticing, in tho Freethinker,

firkds in i*®08, what ho said at the Church Con-
*1J02,1 wrote:_

it V\,gH\nyo“8 know tho facts as regards Christ's birth
J°onb who, in Luko ii. 48, distinctly refers to
dealt a? Christ's father. 1Son, why hast thou thus
theo g ? Behold, thy father and | have Bought
doeg jYrrowing, she is represented as saying. How
v\ ofr' Go*e oxplain this? Was Mary lying, with tho

deceiving tho doctors in the midst of whom he
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was sitting? If not, the silonce of Mark, of John,
and of Paul regarding the Virgin Birth requires no
explanation.”

Needless to say, Dr. Gore did not allude to this in
his recent lectures at Oxford University. Instead,
this is how he unctuously declaimed (—

“ When we look at those extraordinarily distinct
narratives [Matthew and Luke] it is almost electrifying
tho first timo we look at thorn to see that they have all
the appearance of coming respectively from Joseph and
Mary.”

This sort of thing, the Bishop seems to imagine,
is “ free historical criticism of saored documents.”
With a great pretence of liberality he says, “ All
this time | have been asking you to make an aot of
free personal judgment and criticism on the events.”
Faugh 1 “ An ounce of civet, good apothecary I’ The
Council of Nicea wound up its proceedings with a
declaration of death to heretics. From that time
till now adverse criticism of Christianity has been a
crime. True, the bishops cannot, nowadays, murder
their opponents, in this country, at any rate. But
honest men are still sent to prison for daring, in
open air meetings, to criticise Christianity in a way
Christiana dislike. For myself, | shall begin to
believe in Dr. Gore’s liberality when | find him
advocating the repeal of the Blasphemy Laws.

Andrew Liddle.

Prometheus and Christ.

A 8TODY of Greek literature verifies tho truth of
that saying about comparisons being odious. The
heroes of Homorio mythology take deeper root in the
imagination than do the unwholesome creatures of
theology as portrayed in the Old Testament, and, if
we mourn with Priam and admire Hector and
Aohilles, the respective stories of Abraham, Jacab,
and David excite no sympathy nor elicit any keen
human interest. Theology has tho stature of a
pigmy compared with the towering height of
mythology, and the creations of the early Greek
writers are assured of immortality for no other
reason but the possession of human virtues and
vioes. For the use of tho latter word I must claim a
little personal explanation. It is an ugly ill-
sounding term, and | feel somewhat of a robber in
stealing tho enemy’s thunder; as far as | can ascer-
tain, it is almost exclusively a Christiun weapon of
denunciation, rarely found in a Freethinker’'s armory,
and | must ask Mr. Printer to exercise care in the
arrangement of the magio word. It is just possible
that he may not be well acquainted with its setting-
up for tho pages of this journal.

Having received pardon for this digression, wo will
now consider the merits of tho two figures at the
head of this article. Tho keystone of Christianity is
Christ; in him his followers find ideal virtues, ideal
conduot, and the truo typo of a world-savior. Tho
birth of the central figuro of the four Gospels is over-
shadowed by gloom and slaughter, his youth is
marred by filial disrespeot, and his manhood by law-
breaking which culminatos on Calvary. From that
timo onward, the grey breath of his creed has been
blown o’er the earth, blighting and withering tho
tonderest and dearest affections of mankind, turning
brother against brother, and setting nations at each
other’s throats. Now let us turn to /Eschylus, the
father of Greek drama, who claims no divine inspira-
tion in the construction of bis sublimest drama,
Prometheus Bound. Who can road it and not be
moved to admiration of the poet’s conception of tho
Fire Carrier ? Bound to a precipice, he withstands
the icy glaciers of winter cutting his fiesh, and the
burning beams of summer soorehing his body.
There, behold Prometheus1 No words for mercy
pass his defiant lips, no piteous entreaties to be
released; but, with god-like fortitude, ho endures
agony, consoious that his sacrifice will be universal
in its beneficence. What magnificent Pagan aim-
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plicity! No thoughts of immortality cheer him in
his sufferings. Zeus, by threats and tortures tries
to break him, but Prometheus will not capitulate,
nor forsake the cause of humanity.

There was a wondrous depth of human sympathy
in the creation of iEschylus, which appeals more
powerfully to mankind than do the teachings of one
who was “ not of this world.” Comparatively, there
can be no question but that Prometheus was the
nobler figure of the two. This should cause no
surprise to any impartial thinker who reads history
without theological spectacles. The age that gave
us iEschylus, Euripides, and Sophocles was far in
advance of the thinking powers of that of the
illiterate fishermen of Galilee. The Gospels, if written
by their supposed authors, lack the touch of genius
which we find in iEschylus, and his depiction of a
suffering Titan who is to benefit the whole of mankind
is superior in every respect to a creed which is only for
those chosen people who believe. Freethinkers, who
view dispassionately the lives and teachings of Odin,
Mahomet, Buddha, and Christ as simply geographical
manifestations, are not usually affiioted with the
arrogance displayed by Christians, yet they oan, in
their mental freedom, form an opinion of the true
saviors.

“ All arts among the human race are from Pro-
metheus.” With such imagination so wide and
comprehensive, and with benevolence so universal,
the illusive and duotile teachings of Christian love
are Lilliputian in comparison. As Freethinkers we
shall all welcome the dawn of the day when the
Bible will take its place side by side with all other
historical literature, and not as a sacrosanot work of
divine revelation. When children may read the life
of David along with that of Hercules, it will be left
to their ingenuous minds to decide who is worthier
of respect. And then will the bewildering and ter-
rifying tales of murder, plunder, and rapine of the
chosen race melt and disappear with the reading of
the immortal stories of Orpheus and Enrydice, of
Niobe, of Pan, and the Nymphs, which render Greek
mythology fasoinating and delightful alike to young
and old.

The polytheism of the Greeks and its cheerful
and interesting variety has given to posterity an
overflowing source of inspiration ; but if it had only
given us Prometheus Bound, through ~Esohylus,
the story of the chained Titan, in its noble dignity,
would eclipse in splendor any Biblical tale of selfish-
ness. For that, as Freethinkers, we must be
grateful; it is one of the many eternal truths for-
ever confronting the doctrines of a creed which
boasts of possessing every virtue under the sun.

J. W. Repton.

To a Spouting Convert.

You, who stole the goods of other men
And, thief and vagrant, served your king in gaol;
You, who robbed your children, wife and home,
And thieved to buy the foaming pot of ale.

You, who illustrated every phrase
With filthy expletives and foul-mouthed oaths ;
You, who starved the children you had raised,
And even sold the rags they used for clothes.

You, who knocked and bruised a woman'’s flesh,
And made your children tremble at your name;
You, to stand up there and brag like this—
You ought to hide that grinning face for shame !

Yet there you stand and impudently yell:

“ Get right with God, you sinners, while you can
But cheap orations such as this are trash

Since you can never right yourself with man.

A profligate and hypocrite combined
To talk to us about a God on high !

If God takes such as you among his flock
Then let the myth of God and Jesus die 1

Jambs L. Raymond.
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Acid Drops.

Mrs. Pankhurst and Mrs. Pethick Lawrence have been
liberated from prison. Mr. Pethick Lawrence—having
nothing to gain by woman suffrage, and being therefore the
more chivalrous in his action—remained behind to complete
his sentence. He was liberated subsequently as a sort of
afterthought. He is only a man. There is no presumingon
his sex. It is only the female sex that can be presumed
upon; and the whole policy of the “ militant ” Suffragists is
based upon that fact. A hunger-strike of men (say prisoners
for “ blasphemy”) would never frighten the House of
Commons or worry the Home Secretary. The two Suffra-
gette leaders who have been liberated while their followers
are left in prison (which opens up another question) have
communicated through the press to all whom it may concern
the information that woman is to decide in future on what
terms Bhe will consent to remain in prison. Such informa-
tion from a man would only provoke laughter. Coming
from a woman, it is taken quite seriously. It is obvious that
the whole matter is in a state of complete chaos, and that
the question of Woman v. Man will have to be reconsidered.

The worst of it is that there is ground for taking that in-
formation from a woman seriously. For it means that a lot
of women mean to enter political life, if they can ; that
they mean to play the game for all it is worth, aud to pocket
their winnings—but to refuse to pay when they lose. They
are willing even to suffer martyrdom, but it must be a highly
diluted martyrdom. If the unpleasant side of public life 18
attempted to be made the same for both sexes the ladies
claim the right to cry out to any man who is responsible f*
it, “You're no gentleman.” Mrs. Pethick Lawrence and
Mrs. Pankhurst actually started a hunger-strike for no
reason connected with their own treatment in prison. They
had all the privileges of first-class misdemeanants. All they
suffered was detention. They couldn’t go to the theatre or
take a boat trip to Margato. But they could write and read
anything they liked, and receive their friends, and enjoy
rest and ease, with free and constant medical attendance-
They could also eat their own food, and wash it down Witn
with their own drink. Yet they rosorted to a hunger-stri*
as a calculated move in their general policy as Suffrage*0
leadors.

The special point wo want to make on the case of fe
Suffragette prisoners is this. The country is drifting ID
acquiescent familiarity with discriminating “ justice.”
this will always pross hoaviest on the most unpopular o
might say the most friendless—causes ; and Freotbougbt
likely to remain one of them, All the consideration show
by the Home Secretary, and practically endorsed by “
House of Commons, to the representatives of
commanding plenty of votes and plenty of money, wih
compensated for by greater rigor towards the representativ
of the poorest and least powerful movements. What *
moans timo will show. But wo confess that, for our Par'
wo regard it with tho gravest misgivings.

Poor Mr. Stead 1 The “ spiritualists” and “ occultiste
have taken possession of him. They tell us that he *u
up at " Julia” seances, and cranks (somo of whom, by 1~
way, are really as clover as they seem to be simple) ta*
interviews and conversations with him in all sorts of Pla
But why on earth does ho visit these people ? Why do® »
he drop in on Mr. Foote ? He rogardod tho editor o
Freethinker as a truo friend, whether praising or censu
There was nothing on that sido, therefore, to proven |
paying Mr. Foote a visit; and we very respectfully BJ"jjiO
that such a visit would be rather more convincing tha o(
appearance to tho converted—and expectant. Sornebp ~
other ghosts don’t like calling on sceptics ; a fact wbic i
not creditable, is at least intelligible.

Some of the speakers at tho so-called Stead ;
Meeting at Qaeon’s Hall might have incurred his r°mory.
at any rate, they did no particular honor to his U0
Most of them were Christians. Mr. Harry Snell rjOp,
only Freethinker we noticed in tho list. Rev. Dr. *js pot
in tho chair, was—well, tho Rov. Dr. Horton. reii-
necessary to say more. Mr. Herbert Stead was bo* bad
gious and fantastic, using wild and whirling words tb extrS.
to bo explained away. Mr. Lansbury, fresh from m8 Of,

ordinary attack on Mr. Asquith in the House of Co gD
was vociferously cheered, as if he had performe pjfID
marvellously heroic action. We don't believe tho dc gttt
would have joined in tho applause if he had been P jji«
He always kept some common sense about him oveni  pOt

most fervid moments. Miss Estelle Stead horse»
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do her father justice.
olse than Lowell’s “ Parable.”
hat Lowell always seemed the
Knowledge of English poetry.

She might have recited something
It only emphasised the fact
limit of Mr. Stead's

p.®n Jhe Second Reading of the Places of Worship (Sites)
“hi, Viscount Wolmer has given notice of his intention to
toove: “ That this House refuses to redress the grievances
& any other denomination so long as the present attack
nPon the liberty and property of the Church of England
continues.” As one of these grievances is the establish-
hient of the Church of England, the problem seems a little
fficnlt of solution. It sounds like the Church of England
n°t agree to the removal of a grievance until the
grievance is allowed to remain where it is. Quito
Uilbertian.

Discussing the decline of membership among the Noncon
ormists, a “ Nonconformist Layman,” writing in the
Sardian, protests that the shrinkage is not due to
ehgious indifference. He says that “ in many cases they
ave made money, and with money the position in society
nick money brings—means that they carry with them in
dr secession.” Now, that is a pretty confession to make
cgarding any community. Their religious convictions are so
rong tha,t the moment they make money they move into
nother Church. And in a Christian society it is the
Possession of money that gives one a position. And it is
Pe°ple who are lecturing on the degrading influence

/e n personal relics of the late Queen Victoria will be
j eted for sale at a loading London sale room this week.
fOfe ejergy are better business men than bric-a-brac dealers,

they make money out of faked relics of persons who
aeve* existed.

Jul -° ltnPudence of those clerical impostors is unending,

b by the existing relics, the “ true cross ” must have

@ ? *ar8er *ban the Titanic and the “ crown of thorns”
u have covered Konnington Oval.

pij*1: Den Broughton, tho Yankoe minister, who now occu-
1t 8 Rev. Newman Hall's pulpit at Westminster, has
n Puffed in the press. Tho Daily News says that tho
this tul)e station is crowded on Sunday mornings. Is
(Jst n°* a proof that the congregation is drawn from a
thiA“ 06 and that Westminster resists the blandishments of
Ibls U.S.A, soul-siver. _
nurses and dispensaries will shortly bo an essen-
work at Dr. Broughton's church. Theso are

°* the customary baits in tho mission field.

s’aut’' Den G. Broughton admits that there may bo honest
&d 1B who disbelievo in a future life. The graciousness
e *y °* *De man '8 perfoctly appalling. And the
Lthn~  conf°rrod with such a royal air of careless and
St*"A”Red benevolonce that no one is likely to misunder-
8 spoakor. At some futuro time, Dr. Broughton
1° H°P°8 to conduct an argument with such sceptics.
** r°ady wo have no doubt that tho sceptic will be
thete ?ming.  Meanwhile, Dr. Broughton is dead certain
beCan'8 recognition of each other in tho next world—first,
of tjj ®Abraham recognised Lazarus ; and, secondly, because
StriNi *aA °f memory. And memory, he says, is, from a
e’y ,Sc'erRific standpoint, “ absolutely indestructible.”
a Strj h° assuro Dr. Broughton that his statement is, from
Q] vy scientific standpoint, absolute nonsonso. Our
ffestrfQy -0i certain things and ovents is being constantly
£ 3ra, Life would bo simply unbearable if wo all had
t\/uqu&° nnd with us tho ghosts of all our past actions and
tho The quality of forgetfulness is as groat a good
bein, aPacity for romombering; but to talk of the latter
8ys IjMKtructiblo is simply nonsense.  Dr. Broughton
&aln,°d<* ask *bo sceptics, “ Do you think INn h(_eaven
Ny ho j f any bigger fools than on oarth?" If that is the
kimy, ~  'Rendu arguing whon ho gets a real sceptic beforo
thQ6eac*y*se him to bo careful. It would probably lead
replying that some people wore well secured
a possibility.

io
?'th reljI-On to *be " Right of Parents’” cry, in connection
tea™r>0 ft0» '“struction in elementary schools, the Arch-
b~©rs. Vresierfield makes a special appeal on behalf of
A "bought * 0 aaft8 whether it is fair “ that a teacher should
(i'Sht 10 have no definite religious convictions? Was
gionaa a teacher who had boon specially trained in
Qe tra"6™ aa ™ °ther subjects should have that odo
m,ng ignored, slighted, and taken no notice of by
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the State ?” The Archdeacon might spare his tears. They
are unwarranted and unnecessary. No one is desirous it
should be taken that a teacher has no definite religious
convictions. They may be as definite as possible, but their
quality or intensity is their own business. And if a teacher
likes to make a special study of religion, this no more
warrants him in demanding that the State should take
special notice of his proficiency as a theologian than as a
butterfly catcher. If he studies religion because he is
interested in religion, that is enough. If his only reason for
studying is promotion or payment, then he will confine
himself to Buch subjects as are required by the State. What
he does beyond that is entirely his own business. And we
fancy teachers would bear up against a policy of Secular
Education with quite unexpected fortitude.

Sir William Willcocks has been addressing the members
of the Royal Geographical Society on the suppositious site
of the legendary “ garden of Eden.” He said the naphtha
springs seamed to the early settlers *“ like the flaming
swords in the hands of offended seraphim.” This is an
oily explanation, but it won't act the Thames alight.

Sky pilots have their fingers in every pie. At the
Chicago Convention many representatives of religion
obtruded themselves, including a Catholic priest and a
Jewish rabbi. The latter was a venerable specimen, and
by the kindly forethought of the musical director, he was
introduced to the tune of “ Darling, | am growing old.”

After all there is a wonderful amount of human nature
even in politicians; and after the heartfelt invocations to
the celestial powers by the clergy, boys sang with heart and
voice a song with the devotional refrain, “ What the hell
do wo care!”

Erasmus said that the Bible, under tho interpretation of
the Protestants, was like a nose of wax; everybody twisted
it into the shape that pleased him. The process did not end
with the Reformation. Protostants have been twisting the
old Wax Nose ever since. And they are still at it. The
Archbishop of Canterbury is one of the beBt hands at the
game. His Grace sont a letter to the Queen's Hall meeting
to consider “ The Religious Aspect of the Women's Move-
ment.” In this clover document he put the New Testament
texts on tho Woman question altogether aside as completely
antiquated. No matter if they were uttered by Jesus or
any of the Apostles, including St. Paul; they were out of
date, and that was enough. Listen to this :(—

“ Beyond question, the changes which have, by common
consent, come about respecting the place of woman and of
womanhood in our country’'s life call for a far-reaching
reconsideration or restatement of certain old-world phrases
and formula) which have become, perforce, inapplicable to
the facts of to-day...... If certain phrases, and even modes of
thought, belong distinctively to the past, the religious truths
which underlie the whole question are unchanged.”

Note how airily tho Archbishop manipulates tho holy wax
proboscis. Tho express languago of tho Old and New
Testaments is pooh-poohed as more “ old-world phrases.”
Thoso havo to bo reconsidered and restated, as if they had
no definite meaning of thoir own. In this way, without
altoring tho text, tho Bible will always moan what the Church
wishes at the finish.

Tho Bishop of Oxford, who delivered a speech at tho
aforesaid gathering, followed the Archbishop of Canterbury’s
lead. “ Ho confessed,” tho Times report said, “ that St
Paul's specific attitudo towards this question had been to
him a stumbling-block ” and that tho attitude of the Church
of England towards the modern womon's movement "was
something in tho nature of a scandal.” But ho thought tho
Church was going to fall into lino with the leaders of the
women’s movomont. Not that ho nsod those words, but
thoy express tho substance of what ho said. And tho
Bishop of Oxford is right. Churches don't lead, but only
follow when thoy must, the march of human progress.

That same number of the Times (Juno 20) contained a
letter from Lady Wimborne as a friend and champion of
tho cause of woman suffrage. Her ladyship instanced the case
of Queensland, where religious education was brought back
to tho public schools somo time ago. This is how it
happonod. The men voters woro busy about other issues,
not expocting that the clergy would organise a quiet revolt
against Secular Education amongst the women voters. It
was well managed, and it succeeded. The votes of the
ladies, guided and animated by priestcraft, threw out
Secular Education and established Religious Teaching in
its place. No doubt the men will try to undo this mischief.
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Meanwhile it holds the field. Lady Selborne, indeed, boasts
of it. This is “ what happens,” she says, “in countries
where women have the vote.” The conclusion is that
priests and such cattle ”—as Burns calls them—will have
a high old time when woman suffrage obtains in England.
For a time, at least, we are afraid that this will happen.
The average man is conservative enough; when backed by
the average woman he is dangerously conservative. Perhaps
the simplest way to answer Lady Selbcrne is to say “ fore-
warned is forearmed.” But that in itself is not enough.
The whole matter calls for the serious attention of Free-
thinkers, and we may return to it presently.

The clergy are making a fuss about the excessive number
of buttons and bad coins found in the collections. Evidently,
many Christians hope to get to heaven on easy terms.

Some Christian ministers in the dock strike area are
appealing for money for women and children of the men out
of employment. What on earth has happened to those
venerable ravens who fed Elijah with sandwiches ? Is the
species extinct ?

“J. B.,” of the Christian World, says that he once, in
conversation with a Frenchman, maintained that England
was a country of the ideal, and the Frenchman roared at
the suggestion. Not to be done, “ J. B.” advanced proof.
He pointed to the Englishman’s “ intense interest in reli-
gion.” And then the Frenchman was silent. We suggest
that his silence may have been due to politeness, or he may
not have known English religion, or perhaps he mentally
gave up the speaker as hopeless. One could have made a
much better defence by appealing to the Englishman’s love
of adventure, or of sport, or of travel, than appealing to an
Englishman’s interest in religion. For he is not so much
interested in religion as he is interested in pretending to
care about religion. He may support his church or chapel
because it is part of the established code of respectable
society. That done, the less he has to do with religion or
the less talk he has about religion the better. And parsons
only maintain a supposed interest in religion with most
people by talking about anything but religion—Socialism,
Temperance, Labor, etc. No wonder the Frenchman
laughed.

Readers of these columns will hardly need assurance that
we have every sympathy with the anti-vivisection move-
ment. But we should like to see the name of God left out
of the controversy. In a letter to the Star the other
day, the Hon. Stephen Coleridge said: “ It is better for
mankind to look up to God who dwells in the firmament
than down into the bleeding wounds of vivisectod
animals.” Now, we do not see what “ God” has to
do with it, or how Mr. Coleridge knows he lives in the
firmament, or how anyone is going to get vivisoction
abolished by looking up to him. If there is a God, he has
been looking Ldown into the bleeding wounds of vivisected
animals,” and has dono precious little to stop the practice.
Man might have looked up to God from now to doomsday
without getting any help from that pastime. Human sense
and human sympathy are all that is needed. We can assure
Mr. Coleridge that it is not strengthening his case by religions
appeals of this description._

The Vice-Chancellor of Leeds University, Professor
Michael Sadler, took part in the open-air speaking in the
Victoria-square. He was requested to do so, and, of courso,
consented. He said that he had been listening to the Atheist
speakers, and deliberately sided with those on the other
side. From what we know of Professor Sadler, we are not
at all surprised. No one would expect him on the side of a
poor movement that suffered every kind of social boycott
and misrepresentation. Ono can always count on some
people being on the side of the big battalions. It is the
way of the world. And Professor Sadler is a man of the
world.

Nor can wo congratulate the Professor on the character of
his reply to questions. The only one reported in the
Guardian, from which we take our report, is the following :
Someone asked Professor Sadler whether the fact of
children so often losing their religious belief whon they
reached maturity did not imply that with intellectual
maturity religious belief decayed. The reply was: “ Oh,
no. Have you never observed that the men of genius are
those who carry with them the heart of a child through
their lives.” Now, this is a stupid or evasive answer to a
really pertinent inquiry. The Professor was not asked
whether men of genius did or did not retain the simplicity
and directness of a child’s feelings, but whether intellectual
maturity weakened religious belief. It was the brain of the
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child versus the brain of the man that was the subject of
the inquiry. And Professor Sadler should either have
answered the inquiry, or confessed his inability to do so.
But that is the worst of being with the big battalions. You
retain the odor of “ respectability,” but one must sacrifioO
one’s mental thoroughness as a consequence.

“ Providence ” again. A cloudburst washed away thirty-
one miles of track on the Yladikavkas railway, between
Besslau and Syepzowsk, in Russia, and forty persons were
drowned.

Rev. W. H. Hunt, vicar of St. Mark’s, Old Ford, stood for
the Board of Guardians at the recent Poplar elections, “is
election address, the Daily Chronicle (June 26) says,
brought him “ very nearly, if not quite, within the Corrupt
Practices Act.” He reminded the electors of the hundreds
of pounds a year (of other people’s money) he dispensed in
charity in the borough, aud informed them that he hoped to
spend hundreds more. But, of course, he was not doing QL
that for their votes ; which, however, he asked them to
“ register 7 for him “ without fail.” What a lot of swee
innocents these men of God are |

Pity the poor busy Bishop 1 The Bishop of Worcester
complains that his post averages forty letters a day. *e'
and his salary is big enough to cover the job of answering
them. The cost of a first-class secretary makes no gf°a
inroad on his lordship’s income.

We cut the following news paragraph from the Tru”-
seeker (New York) :—
‘* Miss Aimee Hutchinson has been dismissed as
and secretary in the paroohial school connected with «
Catholic church of the Blessed Sacrament, Broadway
Seventy-first-street, this city, because she marched In «
suffrage parade of May 4. Miss Hutchinson said that
Rev. Matthew A Taylor, priest of the church, summo“
her to his office a day or two after the parado and told
that, although he was pleased with her work, he 000 “ad
conscientiously retain any one on his teaching staff who
taken part in a militant suffrage demonstration.”
The impudence of the Black Army | They say that they
are soldiers of God, but any decent God would be tboroug i

ashamed of them.

A column article on 11 Ministering Angels ” in a Iot® 1,8
of Lloyd'8 Weekly News deals with nurses in peace andw '’
The Bishop of London seems to be the only man lef*
believes in the old-fashioned variety of celestial ministra

The newspapers have been making a great fuss oT®qQ_
Wood Green centenarian who has reached the ag® °f . ?
What a pity that Noah and Methuselah are not alive to-
for the gentlemen of tho pross to gush over.

iLla

An unfortunate woman has been sentenced to a ®on
hard labor for sleeping in the open at Southend-on-
Josus Christ would fare badly at the hands of Chris
magistrates if he came to England.

N

The Archbishop of Canterbury and four bishops ,a° m)
dean are paying a visit to Southend-on-Sea. £2,000 ia® e&
required for completing a church, and those distiugo *
ecclosiastics hope to fan tho flames of piety so that the
is forthcoming.

Neei
ver

Mr. William Watson has written a sonnet on '~
Roosevelt, in which he refers to him as “da
Theodore.” “ Teddy's” most dauntless action was m
apologising tot calling Thomas Paine La filthy
Atheist.”

Chronj§l*

We cut the from the Daily

(Juno 24) :(—

Australia’s religious census returns have
published by the Federal Statisticians. 1,700,4460 .erfl of
the Commonwealth write themselves down os m j with
the Church of England. Roman Catholics come n j,reeby-

921,420, plus 75.379 Catholics without Pre , Qf too*T1
teriana are third with 558,330, and Mothodists a f5° gD thO
with 547,806. The Unitarians and Lutherans a

following
e te®

down grade. There are 17,287 Jews and 13,81» , srd

medan8 in Australia. 9,261 confessed ‘no relifi frank'!

83,000 objected to state. 516 men and 63 wome

avowed themselves Atheists.” , Wb°
The presumption is that most, if not all, * °jn goi’e
refused to state their religion, were non-religiou® ~ g»!
form or other. It would not be far wrong, there* > n id

that there are at least some 92,829 “ irrebg*0
Australia.



JULY 7, 1912

Mr. Foote’s Engagements

(Lectures suspended until September.)

To Correspondents.

ssiDssi'a Honorarium Fund, 1912.—Previously acknowledged,
tl63 4g. 2d. Eeceived since :—W. P. Adamson, £1 Is.;
and Mrs. James Neate, £1; A. W. Hey (S. Africa), 10s. ;
John Foot, £1; J. W. Hicks, 2s. 6d.; David Wild, 5s.; J. 0.
«oodfellow, 2s. 6d. ; Robert Wilson, 2s. 6d.; J. McCartney,
jj P George Hill, Is.; George Cribbes, Is.; Hannah Walsh, £1.
. Jarvis (8. Africa).—Glad you have made up your mind to
~Jo>n the N. S. 8. as your answer to such orthodox impudence.
= j-ouno, referring to Roosevelt's motto for big new party, the
eighth commandment, says the ninth would have been a better
election.
' A—Pleased to hear from you and shall be glad to see you
~ hen you are in London again. One enclosure shall appear.
t"RVIR—Mr. McKenna refused to receive a deputation while
6 Leeds “ blasphemers ” were in prison. What is the use of
Pproaching him now? Ton don't appear to have followed
6 course of events as set forth from time to time in our
Pages. For preaeut, at any rate, the matter of the Blas-
phemy Laws is in the hands of the representative Committee
~just organising to secure their repeal.
q mBall.—Much obliged for cuttings.

Houston (8. Africa).—Your order is passed ovor to our
j 8hoP manager.
'MACKERIE—H is not of muoh importance whether it was
ton y's” only begotten son or “ Jehovah’'B” that was given
j  ‘Be'world for “ fove.” It was dear even as a gift.
'bii\i?AIMIND—"erse shall appear. Thanks for suggestion,
1the editorial work of this journal oould hardly be divided
ijp‘nthat way. We note your hope that we shall long edit
Air  most outspoken and honest paper in Great Britain.”
®tsi B 1acksmith.—We cannot attend personally to sueh
Netters. Have handed your letter over to the N. 8. 8.
etary. Accept our word of sympathy,

j * ' Adamson.—Thanks for all your good wishes,
ans  Evrs—We thank you and Mrs. Neato for your pleasant
®@r<dmraging letter.
hnsior > T— Your kind letter is appreciated—including the
5\/? -Many thanks for cuttings.
Vi |.Hamsby.—80rry we cannot join the Bradlaugh Fellowship's
ine‘? Brookwood, We hope you will have a successful
Rgﬁt r]rlng.
De f SALT—We have “ obliged,” but it is a poor announce-
(e, after all. If you tako the trouble to send further
1® *n good time, we will publish same,
ang —Bleased to have the warm good wishes of yourself
the “ two other working men” who join you in the
ty”os0 pijon.
d~'W '-L ixon isstill an unrepentant libeller.  We have not
S tRod him.

We can strike harder, and do him more

_ Jon :?tl.wBen he is better known in London. His letter to
j, is Dixon all over.

—Your sympathetic and interesting letter to hand
» 1 deal with it next week.

WIn ;riTB*.—Your letter in the local paper is a good one and

With ° ~ood- Wo fancy you will be able to doal successfully

Dow r'“°g8 We fear we have too much on hand juBt

Hard mW*e as you wish on the Sunday ques':"" ri'
J g Wek's book might help you meanwhile.

Who Oouikllow.—Our compliments to the Hawick
0. Bg,, nd ‘Brough you.

tnahe *R'~Art doesn’t belong to religion of any kind. Religion

Dot .A Ueo of it, when able to pay the prioo ; not before, and

' saints ”

G. F. Dter . .
W —AIll you moan by ” fato ” is causation. A man
(rownt\vivd morning; you say he was fated to be

'‘Dformatj®'8morn*h8! But you add absolutely nothing to our

Wlhﬂg}n %r(\)/ioes of the National Beoular Sooiety in oonnectioa
> sBoni(j& UM Burial Servio:* aro required, all oommunioatloas
e addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.

» ®@Hewr.a', 0 Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
~i'"0Btreet, Farringdon-street, E.O.

attest, K°n°*Bmn8’ rea°B 2 Newoastle-streot, Farringdon-
p iQEXtedC, N’ first P08 Taea<Jayi or they will not be
*8*IB W
n'BatkinnMO 8end n8 newspapers would enhance the favor by
y*D*aaJg ,.le Pas8agos to which they wish us to oall attention.

~*Deerrp ‘era’ ure should be sent to the Shop Manager of the
wRDdn , ress, 2 Newoastle-streot, Farringdon-street, E.O

>  8rVmueEait°r .
B a,,!, In8for literature by stamps are specially requested
** Freeth- pennV>tampi
2®ce, Poat*»r Be forwardod direot from the publishing
6d. mt ,ee>a' the following rates, prepaid :—One year,
all year, 5s. 8d. ; three months, 2s. 8d.
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Sugar Plums.

— b —

In response to some inquiries we beg to state that Mr.
Foote was asked to attend the so-called Stead Memorial
Meeting at Queen’s Hall on Wednesday evening, June 26,
but he was unable to see his way to doing so. It seemed to
him less a meeting in honor of Mr. Stead than a meeting of
persons bent on exploiting him. After all, Mr. Stead's
activities covered a wider field than the promoters of that
meeting represented, and Mr. Foote would have been very
glad to co-operate in a more catholic tribute to the great and
famous publicist and agitator. Mr. Foote has paid his own
tribute to Mr. Stead’s memory in these columns, and there
the matter must rest for the present. Certainly he does
not intend to join in any tribute which makes use of
Mr. Stead’s memory to promote sectional interests and
debateable objects. o

Mr. Cohen visits Leeds to-day (July 7) on behalf of the
N. s. S. to deliver the first leotures for the new Leeds and
Bradford Branch, of which we shall have more to say next
week. Mr. Cohen’s lectures are to be delivered in the Town
Hall Square at 11.15 and 7, the morning subject being
“ Christianity and Secularism” and the evening subject
being “ The Challenge to Religion.” Should the weather be
wet the evening meeting will bo held in the Tailors'
Institute, Cross-Stamford-street, Skinner-lane, North-street.
We hope the district “ saints” will help to make these
meetings a Freethought demonstration.

The Birmingham Branch’s trip to Bewdley takes place
to-day (July 7). Train leaves Snow-hill Station at 8 20.

The Edmonton Branch’'s annual outing takes place on
July 14 to Loughton, Essex. Tea at the “ Vale Retreat,”
where local or other “ saints ” may find the party.

Messrs. Chasty and Muirhead, who were proseouted and
fined for “ profane language ” at that Ilkeston leoture,
report that Freethought meetings are still being held on
the spot where the “ offence ” was committed, and that the
size and good order of the crowd astonishes both *‘the
natives ” and the police. The cost of the good advertise-
ment—including fines, costs, and legal expenses—amounted
to £12 Is. 4d. The sum of £5 contributed by the R. P. A
left a balance of £7 Is. 4d., which has been paid by the
N. S. S. Executive. _

We aro happy to state that the newly formed National
Committee for the Repeal of the Blasphemy Laws is making
steady progress with its preliminary work, and will start
business before long with a well-considered program and a
practical policy. The bodies represented on the Committee
aro the British and Foreign Unitarian Society, the Union of
Ethical Socioties, the Rationalist Press Association, and the
National Secular Society.

Amongst the publishing projects of the Secular Society,
Ltd., in the immediate future, is one which Mr. Foote has
long had in contemplation, but which he recently passed
over to the incorporated Society. It is a series of “ Pioneer
Pamphlets ” which will mostly be specially written for the
series, and which will run to any number of pages from
sixteen to sixty-four. While the get-up will be creditable
the price will be extremely low. The general run of the
pamphlets is to bo one penny ; occasionally an extra thick
one will be treated as a double number and published at
twopence; beyond that price it is not intended to go. Some
numbers of this Series are already in the press, and we
hope to make a more definite announcement next week.

It is announced that a oolleotion of George Meredith’s
letters, edited by his son, will be published in the early
autumn. The collection might have been published long
ago if relianco had not been placed upon the editorial
servicos of John Morley. In reference to this matter, we
noticed a remark in a Liberal newspaper that Morley's
writing the Life of Qladttone was a rare act of self-saorifice.
Strange act of self-sacrifice for which he was paid £10,000
down and connected his name with that of the greatest and
most interesting statesman of the age.

A letter of Thomas Paine’s, lately sold from a catalogue
of historical documents at Philadelphia, fetched 100 dollars,
about £32. It was dated October 80, 1777, and written
from General Greene's headquarters to Timothy Matlock
about the surrender of Burgoyne and other Army matters.
Is there any one of Paine's enemies and ealumniators a

letter of whom will be worth £32 a hundred years after his

death ?
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The Inquisition Unveiled.

1, El Almanaque de la Inquisicién; 2, ElI Sa.ito Oficio;
3, Los Autos de Fé; 4, Quema de Brujas en Logrofio; 5, Carne
ultrajada y quemada; 6, Despojo, infamia, y hoguera.
(Madrid: El Motin (José Nakens), 1912; each volume
1 peseta ; 200 pp. each.)

A 11 students of the history of religion, and especially
those who, like ourselves, see in the Holy Inquisition
the logical fruits of Christianity, will be grateful to
Sefior José Nakens and to his learned coadjutor and
right-hand man, Sefior Pey y Ordeix, for their almost
miraculous activity, as here displayed, in the field of
research and publication concerning the glorious
exploits of the Holy Office. My table fairly groans
at this moment under the literary load with which,
during this present year of grace, they have enriched
and enlarged our knowledge of the incredible atroci-
ties committed by the Holy Office in the name of
God and his Christ. The six volumes, whose titles
adorn this article, enable the student to feel the very
breath of the holy men of God as they gloated over
the tortures inflicted upon the heretic. The publica
tion of these books is a hard blow to the Churoh,
whose faithful sons ministering at her altars will
doubtless denounce the accusing volumes but palliate
the crimes which they record. With the aid of these
terrible records, we are better able than before to
reconstruct the horrifying experiences through which
Spain was trailed in blood and tears and soul-killing
terrorism during four or five centuries. With all
their stately beauty and conscientious impartiality,
the great and learned tomes written by Lea, the
classic historian in our language of the Inquisition,
fail to leave upon the mind quite that awful abiding
impression of the quintessential oruelty of the Inquisi-
tion which these volumes make palpable. The horror
of these scenes clings closer tous, and the shudder of
repulsion sinks deeper within us, on perusing these
revolting records, precisely because, in most cases,
the story is here unfolded in contemporary docu
ments, told in the crude language of the inquisitors
or by their officers and hangers-on, with all the
circumstances of palpitating realism which invest
record of crime not written apologetically and with a
view of sparing the feelings of twentieth-century
readers, but for the delectation of the full-blooded
fanatics of the pious Middle Ages. In some cases, it
is true, the documents here presented to us are
removed by a few decades, sometimes oven by
centuries, of time from the events recorded, but
their philosophical and psychological importance to
us remains of inestimable value, as showing how a
savage nexus of sympathy and approval was kept up
by the Churoh or its apologists through the ages for
the villainies perpetrated in the blessed cause of
religion. After reading these awful revelations, it
becomes clear to my mind that no treatment of the
Inquisition by the future historian, or any fresh
edition of existing publications on this terrible
theme, are possible without taking into account
these remarkable contributions to our knowledge of
the Holy Office.

Persecution and religion go hand in hand. It isas
difficult to separate Christianity from the crimes by
which it prospered and beoame established as it is to
separate the murderer from his victim, or the thief
from his ill-gotten gains. For ages the only organised
form of Christianity was the Christianity that illu-
mined the faith with wholesale burnings of heretics,
and enriched its foundations, and paid its bishops
and clergy (and, incidentally, their modern successors
of to-day), out of the spoliation of the schismatio
and unbeliever. As Nakens very truly says, in his
preface to EI Santo Oficio, if you suppress the death
of Christ, you get rid of the pretext for the Inquisi-
tion. In his name they tortured and roasted the
heretic. The Crucifix became the ubiquitous emblem
of cruelty. For Christ’s glory, and for the honor of
his name, the Church solemnly delivered the bodies
of its victims to the rack or the flame.
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In these auto defe the priest displayed no shame-
faced reluotance to be seen playing the assassins
part. He did not hide the light of true religion under
any apologetio bushel. He paraded all the pomp and
circumstance, the ritual and solemnity of his creed,
at the splendid ceremony of publio burning, not
with the Cross of Jesus left behind the door, but
with every display of sumptuous and festive magni-
ficence, as befitted a spectacle graced by the presence
of king and courtiers, bishops, friars, and inquisitors,
with the omnipresent vindictive Crucifix flaunting
its nude God amidst this glorification of cruelty-
Here was the humble Galilean grown insolent with
excess of power. Through the centuries humanity
saw the victim of Calvary presiding from his Cross
over the infliction of nameless tortures in the dark-
ness of the inquisitorial dungeons, or watching
through the fierce flames the slow death at thO
stake of the heretio burning at the vestibule of bell-
The last vision that caught the agonised gaze of the
tortured victim was the pale, remorseless face of the
Christ. The insistent obsession of this haunting
presence looms large in every page of these books,
wherein we can see mirrored the true spirit of reli-
gion in its palmy days of arrogant strength—a fright-
ful picture, whioh, whilst it inspires us with horror
of the past, should warn us against underestimating
the possibilities of the renewal of these abominations
in the future.

Before burning the heretic on these solemn public
displays of what was literally the ardor of faith, it
was customary to appoint some special preacher to
edify the occasion and impress and terrify the minds
of the victims by the delivery of an inflammatory
sermon. On a great spectacular occasion of this
sort, at Madrid, on June 80, 1680, in the presence of
the king, Carlos Il., and a large assembly of dukes
and grandees of Spain, the preaoher was the Very
Rev. Father Tomas Navarro, one of the coar
preachers. In the volume, entitled Autos de
(pp. 48-58), a good summary is given of his preach-
ment. The sermon contains seventy-four quotations
from the Latin, and is enriched by a gem like this-
“ Similar in every respoot to the divine tribunal o
heaven is the holy tribunal of the faith on earth
In one passage he quotes a cardinal who aP08"uv
phised the Deity, saying: “ Arise thou to thy
vengeance, for thou wouldst appear to be in slunibe
whilst pardon is continued!” Addressing himse
to the Jews included amongst the number brong
out to be burned alive, the preacher exclaimed:

“ What might | not say of the stupidities aD.
blasphemies of your Talmud, which is your Gospel /
will only point out (because the time runs short) =
the prize which it promisos you for following your la®
religion is a banquet of pitch, which God has prepa*
for you many years ago, and a littlo wine which be
reserved for you in his cellar sinco tho foundation el
world, so you may be sure it will be very old.”

Addressing the whole assembly of the viotim8>
exolaimed :(— ;
“Ye fools and infamous 1 With the pale Iampﬁ?e
your feeble knowledge you pretend to auum--,
light of the sun. You are like asses who, witu
outburst of their disconcerting cries, would attenap ,
frighten and put to flight the giants of the Church
the whole earth.”
After reading this mild admonition, it seems BYa” e
to find that the spiritual descendants to-day °every
Father Navarros of old are tho men who, iﬂ bitioaf
land, invoke the aid of the law to curb the 9
tongue of the Freethinker 1
A large number of Jews were burnt in PersoD, gf
this auto de f& and amongst them occurs the
a martyr who may have been one of the asoen 0
a great man recently martyred in these mo
times. We read (ibid.,, p. 05), that a FraDa an
Ferrer, 84 years of age, was burnt alive * a

apostate, a rebaptised person, a relapsed ‘of

man of changeable views, diminutivo [a O

half-baked Christian], and a denier.” As an Miy
speculation as to Ferrer's P “ese

stirpicultural
heretical forbears, | may add that in another o
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(Carne ultrajada y quemada, [Flesh outraged

na “urn™ P- 120), the name of an earlier martyr
med Ferrer jBpreserved for us in the annals of the

m2uiari°n.  In the work just oited, Nakens pub-
th 88ur?’m Biblioteca National a “ Relation ” of
1624 aui®° e ~ adfid on Sunday, January 21,

¢ ,\ On this occasion there was burnt to death a
n ai® Benito Ferrer Catalan, described as “ living
gj,ar Campo Redondo at Toledo, on his mother’s
6 a Hebrew.” Like his predecessor of 1624,
alg@nciaco Ferrer, the Martyr of October, 1909, was
0 a Catalonian, and if outward physical indications
had nAany”~hing, the Ferrer of our day and generation
vei rab*an> which means Semitic, blood in his
p &, glowing contemporary account of Benito
tjj rer 8 martyrdom states that more than seventy
thiDaa™ people witnessed the roasting to death of
et8 8\Vanfeenth moentury Ferrer, to whose lower
tO,pities the flames were applied in order, we are
re 'ii0 give him time “ to find salvation ” ; but the
and® |Sa¥s . d*d *n obstina°¥- the zeal
{= Parity of his religious attendants, touting for
conversion, being of no avail,
ito e volume, Carne ultrajada y quemada, although
Of Obtains not a line of comment beyond two pages
terras a3 J°8® Nakens, is perhaps the moat
Itr 6 indicttnent Of Christianity ever published.
Pora”™r°~AUCes highly colored eulogistic contem-
Q@ ry accounts published by the Inquisition, or its
toot afes and sycophants, of certain autos de f& that
place in Madrid, Seville, Granada, and Cordova.
Wila °~e*n historian seated oomfortably in his study
iato 8 h00”3 and papers can put such vividness
and f P?rtraiture of the events as the pedantio
. atical Alonso Ginete, who, inspired with
said- siasm for the faith, * after having "—as he

taken part in the enactment of the public auto dk fe

»ch tho Holy Office of the Inquisition celebrated on

j aiat Andrew’s Day last passed [i.e., in 1024], and also

0 “~e procession of the Holy Cross which took place

n the procoding day, at which | officiated as an un-
&ts °tthy °i that Holy Tribunal,”

dia8"~h to desoribo in three spacious, eulogistio

OfficeQraeB the glorious achievements of the Holy

are® g Itos published in this volume the victims
\diji Frino*Pally Jews and Portuguese—two races
ire ~ 8uffered the special severity of tho Churoh's
°kher 6re is biting sarcasm in the inclusion amongst
Praia revealiQg documents of oertain curious poems in

i in f QWbiodloQb. Jliorti is v Poema heroico,’
the R8¢ nce’ Pre8erved amongst rare collections ir
&ip 'hl'oteca Naoional (No. 8,560), in honor of the

®fe in Granada on January 81, 1723. If any

"~QrPdfé *°. wrre 8u’b n poem to-day it woulc

~odid h 29 8P*r™  »«tire, and the “ heroics’
potfod be *n mockery and scorn. Here we are trans

—~aQat another ethical and intellectual atmosphere
Hd , moaphere laden with the smoke of sacrifice
boinjn*arged with the malodorous exhalations oi
geuer  flosh. A later poem descriptive of the
by d Ito that took place on May 80, 1672, writter
betra O licentiate Don Juan Puerta Castellonos
~batf8ia™ on°e remarkable poetio gifts and deej
intoth feoling. This poem, too, has been draggec
HrokvB ~ t of day from the dust of the nationa
<Har 8 Addressing the “ Holy Tribunal,” tho poel
, I8 that

Nith na”ons WH constantly bless theo and praise thee
ljnx I'lmu shalt bo tho divino argus who, wit!
blOfis eyes, but with moro than a hundrod of their
nnder t 8llalt Suard witb constant caro and with subtle
With 8tandi“g our sacred religion, ovor defending hoi

close *D band' And although hell may seek t<

her off °yGS li~° anothor Mercury, in vain will hi

strot,,,°, ' tor thou shalt bo eternal, in order that thj
rr, and al ,md may always chastise heretical depravity
S00h  aP°stacy.”

r~hglifc8»? 118 docnments, whioh speak the current
®ligion times, lay bare the true inwardness 0]
e®ntiQ’ aild enable us to see its essentially per

PIrit by the true and only infallible method
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of discovering its real nature and essence as betrayed
in the days of its omnipotence, when its irresistible
power to persecute was allied with an insatiable will
to execute its fell intent.

Readers of the Freethinker will be glad to learn
that fresh volumes ransacking the records of the
Inquisition are yet in store for us from the labors of
Nakens and Pey y Ordeix.

In addition to all this, time and space fail me here
and now to speak about the postcards (40 in number)
and the 86 or more large cartoons and reproductions
of beautiful art pictures and engravings relating to
the Inquisition, just issued by José Nakens. This
unique collection would embellish a chamber of
religious horrors, and would be invaluable as an
aid to Freethought propaganda. Our sturdy col-
league is determined that the world shall know
what is in store for it if the Church regains its

fateful power of yore. william Heafobd.

Beauty and Ugliness.

It came from the West, where a red sun was sinking
through mist. It seemed to linger in the valley like
a cloud of gaseous putridity over agarden of beautiful
flowers. Death was in the wail, and the olimax of
suffering. Life’s lust took voioe to itself, breaking
the air into throbs, and thrilling the heart into white
heat and cold terror,

Just a moment before, wo had breathed deeply of
tho rich, rare perfumes of evening. Just a moment
before, we had spoken together of the inspiring
power of nature; how it took man from the pit of
his baseness and brought him to the clear, wind-
refreshed heights of life; how it purified his thoughts,
bathing them in a soft beauty; how it opened up
wide ways, resplendent with nobility, and majesty,
and fearlessness; and how it took one, when the
mind was tossing on a sea of sorrow, when the ulti-
mate seemed, more than usual, worthless, when the
facts were few and unsubstantial, and there were
more stones than grass on the path, to its bosom in
peace. And, but a moment before, we had marvelled
at man’s might, and the perfection of his subjectivity
to the elevating influences of his mother, Nature.

We had speculated, too, on the possibilities of
man’s development under the genial rays of the sun
of beauty and the planets of peace and happiness.
And with the quietness of the evening around us,
with its fragrance, its beauty, its mellowing influ-
ence, it seemed as if man were ready for the realisa-
tion of our dreams. It seemed as if only a step were
required to pass from the threshold of suffering to
tho gateway of prosperity; as if a wooden mallet
could break, at a blow, the last few links of the slave-
chain of superstition and the unreason that is its
gilt, and so give emancipation tho food she needs and
the work in whioh she delights. Yes; it seemed at
that moment, in the quietness, when tho red sun
sunk in tho mist, and tho hills stood black and
beautiful around the horizon, and the curlews poured
their haunting, tremulous musio into tho quivering
air, as if all the obstacles were things that belonged
properly to the realms inhabited by the faint of
heart, and had no reality to us.

But the shattered walls of our dreams fell down
about our ears before the last note in that piercing
yell of pain had sickened into silenoe, ere it had died
away. It was the shriek of an animal, an animal
suddenly assailed by the death-throes. My friend
thought it was a cat; for tho sound came from a
quarter where a neighbor of ours lived, a man whose
great joy it was to murder or to torture cats. It may
have been a oat: God knows 1 But that yell of
anguish, of indescribable pain, of unbearable distress,
of hopeless agony, was full of a stricken pathos that
went as deep as any human sorrow can go. It shot
through the perfume-laden air like a poisoned shaft,
and sunk into our hearts to do its deadly task.

For us, the beauty of the evening went, suddenly,
completely. Ho is a strong man, or a fool, who can
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see beanty through keenest pain. The warmth, in
which we had luxuriated, had cooled to coldness, and
we shivered. There was a chill within us. We no
longer marvelled at the lights and shades on the
hills, nor did the color changes on the clouds awaken
our wonderment, nor did the curlew’s call ripple
through us with its ineffable sense of purity and
sweetness. We had become, again, hard and
reasoning, yea, with the touch of cynicism deep
down in our minds. There was no room, now, for
nature’s loveliness. We were, onoe more, soldiers—
alert, keen, deoisive—in the war of ideas. That
awful yell of agony had hurried ns back to the cruel

facts of life, and we were angry. Hot words,
wrathful and bitter, rose to our lips and were
interchanged.

The ferociousness of man is no myth : it is a faot,
an unrelenting fact that gives the smug falsehoods of
the pulpit a plainly printed label. Religion’s inter-
pretative and refining influence is a condemned lie
that cannot too strongly be assailed. To preach a
lie is a social crime.

Behind that agonised death yell was a torturer or
a murderer; and behind the torturer or murderer
was half a lifetime of Christian influence. To point
out to me the many examples, or so-oalled examples,
of the good results of Christian training is on a
parallel with the proof of the human benefioenoe of
an industry by telling me the number of men whom
it does not kill. How many men has it killed ? is the
real question; and does it justify its continuance
thereby ? Similarly, I want to know the failures of
religion, and if it can justify its existence by them.

Our neighbor was a devout Christian; and he
loved to kill and torture cats. We found it as absurd
as impossible to love our neighbor as ourselves. We
hated him and his Christianity. We loathed the
one and despised the other. Its boasted power and
its gruesome failure, for its failure is of the magni
tude of its power, gave us no grounds for the
considering of determining ciroumstance.

We spoke bitterly of these things, contrasting the
facts with the fanoies, the pictures pietism continu-
ally paints and the revolting happenings that daily
make one siok and angry. The man or woman, we
told each other, who derived enjoyment from the
sufferings of animals was a contemptible cur, whose
company would be an insult to corruption, could it
be personified. And, mentally, we figured onr many
Christian acquaintances, and recollected their cal-
lousness at the ill-treatment of animals, and their
disinterestedness in the cause that would give
animals the moral rights we would enjoy ourselves.
Contrasting these unpleasant memories with the
vaunted influence of their futile religion, we went
homewards, in the gloaming, with heavy reflections
on the battles our pioneers have yet to fight against
degrading superstition and its allies, apathy and
ignorance and cruelty; for cruelty to man is bad,but
cruelty to children and animals merits a condemnation
for which there are no words suitable.

Robert Moreland.

Literary Gossip.

Mr. William Archer Never know James Thomson (“ B.V.")
the poet personally. Why, on earth, then, does he describe
the Japanese as “ highly ‘scripturient’” {Baity News,
June 20) and add “ as James Thomson used to say ” ? Wo
did know James Thomson personally and we never heard
him nse the word at all, and we believe it does not occur
once in the whole of his published writings. We venture to
refresh Mr. Archer's memory. We introduced “ scriptu-
rient ” to him ourselves some thirty years ago, when, we
believe, he was still at tho old Figaro office, serving as sub-
editor under the once rather famous, but now quite for-
gotten, James Mortimer. We lighted upon “ scripturient”
in a book belonging to a class of literature which Mr. Archer
had not, and probably has not now, the least acquaintance
with. (You see, Mr. Archer, we have a good memory, and
our reading is unusually Catholic.) The book in question
(we have just taken it down from a shelf in the folio depart-
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ment of our library) is An Explanation of the Mystery of
Godliness by one of the leaders—perhaps the leader—of the
Cambridge school of Platonists in the seventeenth century,
the extraordinarily learned and powerfully eloquent
Henry More. The expression occurs at the end of the second
paragraph of More's address “ To the Reader,” to whom the
great divine—for there were great divines in those days-“
explains that he does not write for writing’s sake, but that,
on the contrary, he finds the penning of his conceptions an
unsupportable toil and burden, and that he is perfectly free
from “ the common disease of this scripturient age.” Thirty
years ago we were still looking out for apt and striking
expressions and wo were immensely tiokled with that
“ scripturient age.” WE passed it on to Mr. Aroher and
it tickled him too. We suggested laughingly that he
wasn't to use it. But he did use it, and ho uses it still, so
it tickled him to some eSect. Its authorship, however-*
if we may put it in that way—ought not to be assigned to
James Thomson ; and our object in this paragraph is simply
to set the matter right. Mr. Archer's confusion of memory
is easily intelligible. He has got the happy word, he does
not recollect that he got it from us and that we got it from
More. Well, it may be asked, how does James Thomson
oome in? In this way. We not only knew Thomson, bn
we wrote reviews in the Figaro of Thomson's first two
volumes of verse. They were unsigned and gratuitous,-*
being written for the sake of the books, and to give them, i
possible, a useful advertisement. Thus the “ Thomson ” *n
the “ scripturient” have stuck together in Mr. Krchor8
mind. Which is, on the whole, a very pretty study in tn

curiosities of psychology. N N

Pope's dictum that “ A little learning is a dangerous
thing ” is exemplified in the Bacon-Shakeapeare controversy,
which is falling into the hands of many people who bav
picked up a mere smattering of the points involved in
strange dispute. Even this smattering is almost en*irg g
second-hand. There is an instance of this in a copy of t
Brighton Herald (June 29) forwarded to us, containing h*
a page of correspondence on tho “ Baconian” theory »
Shakespeare's plays. The first lotter quotes Shell®/
remark that 1l Bacon was a poet,” as if this had an7 bearing
whatever on the question at issue. If the writer had rea
Shelley's Defence of Poetry himBelf, instead of merey
quoting after others, ho would know that Shelley’s praise
Bacon as " a poet ” was pointed with a footnote reference
“ tho Filum Labrynthi and the Essay on Death part' ~
larly "—both prose compositions. Shakespoare is PralS, Q
magnificently in that same essay of Shelley’'s. No one w”
has read it could for a moment imagine that the
Bacon and Shakespeare being the samo person and the sa
mind, could possibly have entered Shelley’s head.

* * *

Nor is tho Herald correspondent's citation of Ben
at all happier. Ho quotes—or rather misquotes in a pgD
that shows he is writing at second-hand again—from
Jodsou’s Discoveries a passage about Bacon in which
word " numbers ” joccurs—*“ he who hath filled URnord
numbers.” Now the context shows that the
“ numbers” has no connection there with verse
doubt if the word was over used at all in that
boforo Milton. Jonson was simply saying that Bacoar]I bs
complete as a lawyer and an orator,—outtoppiug
predecessors for eloquence. The rest of Jonson's | gaeon
is nobly written, but there is no suggestion of Bacon
poetry. And it must bo remembered that he know mig
well.  So much for the ridiculous use made of tho
quotation from Jouson. And now for a point ¢, for
second-hand correspondent has naturally overlooks g
nothing is notieoablo to sheer ignoranoe. In that voi?tea *0
Discoveries, which is only a little troatiso, Jonson "r ,g
one who knew Shakespeare well. His praise of 2aC0 ja)iy
utterly different from his praise of Shakospoaro, 08P u 00i-
from a personal point of viow, that it is nothing but
rage to suggest that “rare Ben Jonson”—he j (o

ntain belly ” and the “ rocky face "—wroto all, j,g of

deceive the world. Ho was the last man to do any ™ *jlje
the kind. And was it the sort of servico that a ~ggide3
Bacon could have aBked of a man like Jonson? , 3e0
tho words aro full of sincerity. “ 1 loved tbo ma ™ ~8
says of Shakespoare, “ and do honor his memory ~ (fie
side of idolatry as much as any.” If that 1®
language of sincerity what is ?

* * *

] . ra at biB
The Discoveries was found among Jonson’s PBR® vOiumO

death, in 1637, and published in 1640 in asecond toj j.0( ¢O

of his collected writings. Why should he write nOpob’

odious damned lie,” to oblige Bacon, and leave find
i

lished ? Or did ho write it for his own person
tion ? Really, if you pursuo those Baconians

yourself in mud as well as nonsense.



JULT 7, 1912

W™
Bnt hcanno”™ exactly when Jonson wrote the Discoveriee.
He M~ ro* °* Shakespeare as dead, so it was after 1616.
1G2? nes *° Haoon's fall and public disgrace, so it was after
dat ' * \MfaS Probably a*ter Bacon’s death in 1626. These
the68 , ‘bereb3re>compel ns to believe (on the Baconian
oth™ ~ a* even a”™er *be death of Bacon, Jonson and
thabtS< - * UP *be'r share in a conspiracy to prevent
Wkit' fr'encl *rom be*hS charged with the authorship of
D filD>™ which Jonson himself in his commendatory verses
a ki *bo »~"3 folio had declared to be “ not for an
s ibut for all time.” Could imbecility go further than this?

* X  *

DP?%eaP series of books are the order of the day in thé
4 T10° world. Smith, Elder, 4 Co.'s shilling series

Prfid  a neB~rePri“* (with certain omissions) of Captain
a etlck William Yon Herbert's Defence of Plevna. The
hew as.°°« ~he defenders in that historic siege, and
tkop ri‘ea vividly- His hook is well worth reading, even by

6 who do not usually care for this class of literature,

teen f~ add *ba* be atHbor *s ho friend of war. He has
a j 0O muoh of it. “1 have witnessed,” he writes,

gbli  *bali was heroic, much that was grand, soul-stirring,
ribldra<T "“finely more of what was hideous and ter-
boj ' * have seen unspeakable sights and inconceivable

Son°r?-,;"-H this volume should servo to dispel any illu-
of n " "sbould contribute a little towards the maintenance
POaoe, its purpose is fulfilled.”

* * %

&NaMan Herbert evidently regards the Turks as, morally
tyu 108 immensely superior to the Eastern Christians,
last A r “voat Osman decided on leading the fourth and

little °rtl° it0."? Hlevnai having at least reached the stage of
not .aiDmunition and no food, the Turkish residents would
*Qai / y "bero to fall into the hands of the Bulgarians, who
8*rey Pthbably be showed by the Czar to tako all the ploa-
thé Bax*Profits of sacking the town. Osman summoned
Nade and elders of the Bulgarian community, and
mge >'eta swoar on the Bible and the crucifix that no ont-

be committed by the Christiana on the helpless
s’len)e? °* tho hospitals. 1 The oath,” it appears, “ was
ina 1y taken, and violated aftor the collapse of the sortie,
suffioi @’ner for which no words of indignation could be

bQeljdl ,,3evero’ almost aH tho sick and wounded were
inPie°r’A™  Osman had done no injury to tho Christians
left tl na” bad governed them with justice. Whon he

inrlji'?” sb°wed their gratitude. “ The departure of the
owvet [B\,Mmy," Captain Herbert says, “ handed the town
robbo,0 ‘be Ofiristians—that is, to rnurdor, outrage, rapo,
com,/? Plunder, sacriloge.” Scenes were enacted passing
itj9 ensi’n. “ The Bulgarians acted like savages, and
&d, lu*to reflect that they committed massaores, pillage,
Owet iff 083crimes to celebrato the victory of Christianity

G. W. F.

Personalities in Discussion.

T -
otp °NY that in newspaper discussions tho palm for
lot thos 13 ~otne away by the Freethinkers is a healing balm
ti.n0fOr°,°. u8who are undergoing a scolding at the present
&anCG: ,boin" possibly too candid in onr opinions. Circum-
adan)i.a” ety govern in the choice of language, which must
the (Pa u= to place and purpose. Itathor more froedom in
~ben ~«teriaing of religious abusos may be indulged in
IQ hioro *or tbo Truthseeker than whon Booking space
~ac® hnfconHervativo journals.  Personalities are out of
classOr 1 wbon a general romark is liberated concerning a
acleSs j a R/stom no ono is obliged to tako it as personal
Bnn@ M8 We meet occasionally an estimable old gentle-
7>th tbQtY Hockwoll who has been for a half contury or so
b8is, 0 Butchers and Drovers National Bank in this city,
ft howlIn°te pious than the avorage man on tho street,
/given ti  once to hear Ingersoll lecture and haH never
pt Colon , Prator *or what ho calls “ insulting ” him, and
fertuto ttep ng°rBoll did not know him. Ingersoll gave a
J/h and rodno”™ to foolishness Mr. Bockwell’s religious
a Y& of .pro*088ions, and the listener made a personal
>0 jj (j/t- So that courtesy does not always win. But
a agi@FH, An °*d soldier named Clymer, also a railway
A tioUnfio] Inianc®i tells us that years ago he saw Ingersoll

a  Gorkin, a crowd of distinguished persons who
~dshak'» ‘r way toward him to exchange a word and
9?°d at att* JU °'d »ol'Hor came as near as he conld and

Ib and°n™-°n nQt™ Ingersoll’'s eye met his; then he
felfer®II's| Wb some hositanoy advanced his hand,
dff @on tjj an”™ described about a quarter of a circle and
&mp that ho’K®° d ~Muu’s palm with a hearty impact and a
to t / aS never ceased to feel. For the moment it

0 Vetorau as though he and Ingersoll were tho
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only persons present. Here courtesy and personality were
combined. Personalities are accepted as legitimate when
they assign to ns virtues that maybe we haven't got, but
become out of place when they name faults we are conscious
of displaying. But the personal defects of a religious oppo-
nent have nothing to do with the case and do not strengthen
our argument or weaken his. For that reason it is irrelevant
to mention them, and also charitable, for we are all verte-
brate animals and have the common frailties of the flesh.
A point is to be made by reference to conduct when it is
asserted that a particular belief or teaching is necessary to
good morals. On this ground we publish the “ Crimes of
Preachers,” not that it is our business how a preacher, more
than another man, comports himself, but because he poses
as an exponent of a religion which claims and enjoys
exemption, over our protest, on the ground of its perfect
moral system. Keturning to Ingersoll, he could be personal
when the occasion justified. Judge Black belittled his
sorvicos as a soldier, and he replied that he was content to
place his record beside that of Black. As Judge Black had
been a “ copperhead,” the thrust was a deep one. Once the
Widow Van Cott, a woman evangelist, likened Ingersoll to a
dog barking at a train ; he asked how she would like to have
him compare her with tho same animal, only changing the
sex. In the late '70s, when Ingersoll lectured in San
Francisco, a minister named Kalloch assailed his reputation.
Colonel Ingersoll said : “ The Rev. Mr. Kalloch has attacked
my moral character. To Bhow how forbearing I can be I
will say nothing about his.” As Kalloch had recently been
tried in Massachusetts on a charge of adultery, the remark
had a personal application. Herbert Spencer, in his discus-
sion with Frederic Harrison, spoke of the perfect courtesy
with which the duelist addresses his opponent before pro-
ceeding to “ run him through the body.” The silken glove
of the Jesuit is proverbial. Wo would rather a man
addressed us with a rough word and honest intent than in
polite terms and some ulterior design. The Freethought
structure is building. Undressed material, some with the
bark on, will enter into its foundations, which are good and
solid. Roughing goes before the fixtures. Wo can do the
finishing work aftor tho edifice is constructed.

— Truthtee'ker (New York). Grorob Macdokald.

National Secular Society.

RaroRT of Monthly Exrcutivb Meeting held on June 27.

The President, Mr. G. W. Foote, occupied the chair.
There were also present:—Mossrs. Barry, Bowman, Braudes,
Cohen, Cowell, Davidson, Davies, Dawson, Heaford,
Lazarnick, Leat, Lloyd, Moss, Neate, Nichols, Quinton,
Roger, Rosotti, Samuels, Schindel, Silverstein, Wood, and
Miss Kongh.

The minutes of the previous meeting wore read and
confirmed.

The monthly balance-sheet was presented and adopted.

This being the first meeting of the new Executive, the
following officers were elected:—General Secretary: Miss
E. M. Vance. Monthly Auditors : Messrs. Leat and Samuels.
Benevolent Fund Committeo: Messrs. Davey, Leat, Samuels,
and Wood.

Now membors were admitted for the following Branches :
Bethnal Green, Huddersfield, Islington, Kingsland, Liverpool,
Leeds and Bradford, Manchester, Sheffield, and the Parent
Society. Application was made, and permission granted,
for tho formation of a Branch to be called tho Leeds and
Bradford Branch, and also for the formation of a Branch at
Sheffiold.

The Sub-Committee elected to consider and roport upon
tho South Shields Scholarship Sohcmo — viz., Messrs.
Dawson, Lloyd, and Quinton—wero reappointed, with the
addition of Mr. W. Davidson.

Some questions wore asked concerning the list of books
recommended for Courses of Study in Freethonght, which
had not yet been printed, and a resolution asking that it
now take tho form of a pamphlet was proposed. After gome
discussion, tho mover withdrew, and Mr. Moss moved, and
Mr. Quinton seconded, tho following resolution, which was
carried:—

“ That a prepared Hat of books for students of Froethonght
be inserted in the Freethinker at an early date, such a list
being preliminary to the publication in pamphlet form of a
more complete list to be issued by the National Sooular
Society later on.”

The Prosident gavo an account of the recent prosecutions
at Nottingham of Messrs. Chasty and Muirhead under the
Polico Act of 1847 ; and, after some discussion, it was
resolved that the N. S. S. pay the balance of tho bill of costs,
amounting to £1 odd.

The meeting then adjourned.

E. M. Vance, Oeneral Secretary.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

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

LONDON.

OUTDOOR.

Bethnal Green Bbanch N.S.S. (Victoria Park, near the
Bandstand): 3.15 and 6.15, A. B. Moss, Lectures.

Camberwell Branch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park): 3.15 and 6,
Lectures.

E dmonton B ranch N. S. S. (The Green): 7.45, James Kowney,
a Lecture.

Istington Branch N. S. S. (Finsbury Park): 11.15, Mrs.
Boyce, a Lecture.

Kingsland Branch N. S. 8. (Ridley-road, High-street): 11.30,
a Lecture ; 7.30, J. Bellamy, “ Religion and a Good L.ife.”

Nobth L ondon Branch N. 8. S. (Parliament Hill Fields): 3.15,
Mrs. Boyce, a Lecture.

W est Ham-Branch N. 8. 8. (outside Maryland Point Station,
Stratford, E.): 7, E. Burke, “ The Fruit3 of Christian

Civilisation.”
W ood Green Branch N. S.S. (Jolly Butchers Hill, opposite

Public Library) : 7.30, Howell Smith, M.A., “ The Christ
Myth.”

COUNTRY.

Outdoor.

Ashton-under-Lyne (Market Square) : Joseph A. E. Bates—
Friday, July 12, at 8, “ Birth and Death of Gods.”

Hyde (Market Square): Joseph A. E. Bates—Sunday,
July 7, at 7.30, “ Royal Parasites”; Monday, 8, at 8, “ Deity
and Demos  Tuesday, 9, at 8, “ The Supernatural in History
Wednesday, 10, at 8, “ Paradoxes”; Thursday, 11, at 8, “ An
Old Story and a New Interpretation.”

Laindon, Essex (opposite Luff's Hairdressing Saloon): Satur-
day, July 6, at 7, R. H. Rosetti, "Religion : A Product of the
Human Mind.”

Leeds and Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Town Hall Square,
Leeds): C. Cohen, 11.15, “ Christianity and Secularism”; 7,
“ The Challenge to Religion. (Evening meeting, if wet, in the
Tailor)s’ Institute, Cross-Stamford-street, Skinner-lane, North-
street.
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THE TRUTH SEEKER.
FOUNDED BY D. M. BENNETT, 1873.

CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 1883-1909-

G. E. MACDONALD ..., Ed®».

L. K. WASHBURN .. Editorial Contbiboto*-

Subscription Rates.
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 ex

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 eof*1T
which are free.

THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,
Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books, .
2 Vesey Street, New York, U.p-

BLASPHEMY.

A Full Account of the Trial and Imprisonment of
J. W. Gott, with Details of his Prison Experiences, can
now be had for Is. 3d., post free. 172 pages.

FREETHOUGHT SOCIALIST LEAGUE,
28 Church Bank, Bradford.

3 Guinea Suita to Measure for 50s.
FINEST GOODS. LOWEST PRICES.
Patterns free to any address.

J. W. GOTT, 28 Chukcii Bank, Bradford.

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS. New Issue. 1.
Skunks, G. W. Foote ; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. Whe£ ®"
3. Principles of Secularism, C. Watts; 4. Where Are 0
Hospitals| R. Ingersoll. 5. Because the Bible Pell>
So, W. P. Ball; 6. The Parson’s Creed. Often the means »
arresting attention and making new members. Price 6d. P
hundred, post free 7d. Special rates for larger quanti
Samplos on receipt of stamped addressed envelope.—N. “m
Secretary, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

SOCIETY

(LIMITED)

Company Limited by Guarantee,

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

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

Secretary—Miss

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

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

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

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

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

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

E. M. VANCE.

but aro oapable of re-election. An Annual General Me ele&
members must be held in London, to receive the Rel)OYjCe,
new Directors, and transact any other business that ma’Y jj itedi
Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, parity-
can receive donations and bequests with absolute  "lce
Those who are in a position to do so are invited feir
donations, or to insert a bequest in tho Society’s *a\°ri,ensioB
wills.  On this point there need not be the slightestraPPr°xeQutof®
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequosts. The ®oar8e of

have no option but to pay them over in tho ordinary B
administration. No objection of any kind has been b»s
connection with any of the wills by which the d°
already been benefited. ttoookt **
The” Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Uft
ol

Rood-lane, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C.

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a suffici@o* VB >nd
bequest for insertion in the..wills of testatorsT -“ I 1
“ bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum,,cmed by
“ free from Legacy Duty, and | direct that a recoipt Qeete&J
“ two members of the Board of the said Society and th  joC tbe
" thereof shall be a good discharge to my Exeouto
“ Baid Legacy.” jrills.
Friends of the Society who have remembored it P , cretary §
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the » ffjjo 'V
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairma ' oOgsarl’
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is no j8aid, £°
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or
tbeir contonta have to bo established by competent «
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WORKS BY G. W. FOOTE.

S.
Atheist Shoemaker, The, and the Rev. Hnhgh

Price Hughes ... - - PO3" ad* ®
Bible Romances. Popular edition, with
Portrait, paper ... ...post 2Jd. O

Book of GOD, The in the Light of the Higher
Criticism. With Special Reference to Dean

Parrar's Apology. Paper... post 2d. 1
Bound in cloth ... post 2d. 2
Christianity and Secularism. Public
Debate with Rev. Dr. McCann peat 2d. 1
Bound in cloth ... post 2d. 1
Darwin on God ... post Id. O
Defence of Free Speech ... post-td. 0
DroppiNG The Devil : and other Free Church
Performances post \d. 0
Dying Atheist, The. A Story. ... postid. O
Peowers of Freethought. First Series,
doth ... post 8d. 2
Save The King. An English Republi-
can’'s Coronation Notes ... ... postid. O

Ball of Science Libel Case, with Full and
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THE BOOK THAT WAS WANTED,
Determinism or Free Will P

BY

C. COHEN.

Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

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

CONTENTS.
I. The Question Stated.—Il. “ Freedom ” and “ Will.”—I11l. Consciousness, Deliberation, and Choice.—IY. Some Allege®
Consequences of Determinism.—V. Professor James on “ The Dilemma of Determinism.”—VI. The Nature and Impl*
cations of Responsibility.—VI1Il. Determinism and Character—VIIl. A Problem in Determinism.—IX. Environment.

OPINIONS OF THE PRESS.

“ Mr. Cohen has written just the book that Rationalists have “ The author states his case well.”—Atlienoeum. ..m
“ The first seven chapters state the case for Deterrmi®

long been inquiring for.” —Literary Guide. )
“ A very able and clear discussion of a problem which calls for, with clearness and fullness......There is probably no belt
popular summary than this of Mr. Cohen’s...... Mr. Cohen b®

but seldom gets, the most severely lucid handling. Mr. Cohen
is caieful to argue his definitions down to bed-rock.” —Morning some excellent passages on the nature and extent of the psydB
whole, which is constructed out of the accumulated experierC

Leader. . . )
“ Written with ability.” —Times. of the race.”—Ethical World.
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PUBLISHED BY THE WALTER SCOTT COMPANY.
Also on Sale by
THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E°'

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.

PRICE SIXPENCE NET.
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“BIBLE ROMANCES

G. W. FOOTE.

With a Portrait of the Author y

Beynoldt'i Newspaper sayH—“ Mr. G. W. Foote, chairman of the Secular 8ooiety, is well known »8 »
exceptional ability His Bible Bomancet have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, reyis? bdov
enlarged edition, at tho price of 6d., has now been published by the Pioneer Press, 2 Newoastlo-street,
street, London, for the Secular Society. Thus, within the reach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of the

of modern opinion is being placed from day to day.”
144 Large Double-Column Pages, Good Print, Good Paper
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