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find L,0ever stacks the popular falsehoods of his time will 
(•  ̂lat a lie defends itself by telling other lies. Nothing

so prolific, nothing can so multiply itself, nothing can 
y and hatch so many eggs, as a good, healthy religious 
•"INGERSOLL.

More Fighting.

ob j-a^ aok upon freedom goes on apace. It is in 
iQp lenoe to a deliberate policy of the reactionaries 
if |?^and> There will be no occasion for surprise 
. d a n c e d  movements are presently fighting all 

ag the line for their very existence, 
aro ° 1C.e Prosecutions for “ blasphemy,” for instance, 
*ithieVld0ntly no*i endedi There have been five 

ln the last twelve months, and a sixth ispondis. ‘Pg at this moment in Leeds. We shall have 
Pre ri 6̂ a^ou  ̂ later on in this article. For the 
L 8ant 'we wish to deal with the aotion of the 
iej a°n County Counoil, which has already been

jj.rr®d 3n our Cidnrrm8,
t^ f c a s  been obvious for some time that the

an - d other open spaces. Publio meetings are 
oho while the London County Counoll can 
thev*0 sPeakers andjheir principles. Otherwise
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ex °n County Council is seeking to suppress all 
,P" specially permitted publio meetings in itsPath

the 
Mode-

are ftH wrong. That is the view—not 
fate’> v/ew> but the actual view—of the “ M 
i8 ^ajority of the London County Counoil, as it 
all ¿ vi0w of all reactionaries at all places and at

^^fcaf)?OUn0’l B̂ ar 6̂^ attack on free speeoh at 
if am Common. I t  was a well-devised attack, 

befcf “ ^ aa a great pity that the defence was not in 
theirC .nda- The police, of course, cheerfully lent 
or̂ Br a88l8tanoe. Under the pretence of preserving 
^ord 6y 8kllfal,y cnoouraged the most abominable 

Qr* At last it was announced that a small 
P°ito Ino^lcal students and Billingsgate fish- 
&0,} ,a Were going to march to Streatham Common 
teligi0ei?on8trate their fidelity to the Christian 
Platfn ° 0y breaking np the Freethought leoturer’s 
llanfc iam and throwing him into the pond,—a bril- 
of a j a whioh extremely tiokled the pious fancy 
pt0cla?oal newspaper. Cheoking the rowdies who 
itsei[ f336̂  their violent intentions did not commend 
C0 the guardians of the peaoe at Streatham 
of arr ° '̂. They adopted the novel and easy policy 
thi8 eating and prosecuting the intended viotim of 
*00ua 0noerted outrage. It was as if a constable 
fufftaila calling loudly for help against several 
in f0r 8 who were badly assaulting him, and ran him 

^ke°n U83D̂  di80rder *n the publio streets.
PJetubg11 a ^U08tion was asked by two or three 
the Horn °f the House of Commons on this matter, 
}̂ ere 1110 Secretary explained that the authorities 
'^PHeon 0o^y justified in suppressing, by fine or 
°pini0n ®0nt, a man who persisted in uttering 
f '^ 6n8 1 ^  d*8Pieased the majority of his fellow 
tion8 * The House of Commons, with rare exoep- 
?°Btr'iQe°rd*aiiy acquiesced in this new “ Liberal ” 
•k^alig'f Even out of doors, the only prominent 
Ip 8 old , who protested against this new reading of 
^ ^ l i s W üherty, this reversal of all that 

en had understood as the rule of freedom,

was the late W. T. Stead in the Review of Reviews. 
We thanked him for it then, and we mention it to 
his honor now.

The County Council made the disorder of its own 
encouragement an exouse for closing Freethought 
meetings at Streatham Common altogether. Reli
gious topios may be disoussed again when the local 
atmosphere is oooler ! Which it is likely to be, accord
ing to those who discovered its high temperature, in 
the next ice age.

The next move of the London County Council’s 
attaok on liberty was what we may call “ the law of 
permits.” Adventurers went talking in the parks 
and collecting money for themselves. On this ground 
it was arranged that collections should only be taken 
up for bond fide societies. This arrangement could 
hardly be objected to. The N. S. S. Executive took 
permits for all the Branohes collectively, and the 
collections were all acknowledged, with the expenses 
of the various meetings, in the annual balance-sheet. 
But there was no pleasing the Counoil, even when 
complying with its requests. When the collective 
permit was applied for in regard to the present summer 
it was refused on the ground that “ the Council is not 
satisfied that the money collected would be entirely 
devoted to the furtherance of some publio object.” 
The N.S. S. asked, in reply, what was a “ public objeot ” 
if it did not cover a collection in whioh the collectors 
had no personal interest whatever. But the County 
Counoil orders and does not explain. It threatens 
proceedings if collections are taken up without its 
“ permit.” We have advised that the collections 
should be continued. They have been continued. If 
the Counoil keeps its word the matter will go into 
the Courts—even to the Court of Appeal. It will 
have to be seen whether a County Council bye-law is 
the law of England. In this case we do not think it 
is. And the question shall be tested. It is no part 
of a Secularist’s duty to lie down whenever the 
“ authorities ” order him to do so. He has moral, 
and we trust legal, rights of his own.

With regard to the “ blasphemy ” proseoution of 
Stephen Edward Bullock (who lectured for family 
reasons as E. B. Stephens at Rotherham), the case 
was committed to the Leeds Assizes, and the N.S.S. 
is providing Bolieitor and counsel for the defenoe. 
Resistance must be offered to every revival of the 
Blasphemy Laws. That is a matter of principle 
with the N. S. S. Moreover, we have read the 
Police Court depositions; and we say deliberately, 
though the matter is sub judice as we write, 
that if a man can be sent to prison on what 
we may call the substantive testimony of the 
two first (police) witnesses, there is no security left 
for free speeoh on religion in England. Let it be 
remembered, too, that the Sheffield police, instead of 
proceeding by summons—for “ blasphemy ” is only a 
“ misdemeanor ”—actually arrested this young man 
at his lodgings, and took him through the publio 
streets to the station.

Later witnesses alleged that Mr. Bullook fre
quently used the word “ damned.” We are not 
bound to believe them ; neither are we able to 
contradiot them. The word is out of plaoe at publio 
meetings, but to prosecute it as “ blasphemy ” is an 
abuse of the English law as well as the English 
language. q. w< Foote

ì
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The Bible as a School Book. Mr. Runciman and Methodism.
---- 1----

The clergy insist that the Bible is the beginning 
and end of wisdom, and say, or rather shout, that 
national degeneration must inevitably follow its 
removal from the schools. Let us test this sacred 
volume as a school book. Much of it is totally 
unfit for any child’s reading. Plain, unvarnished 
accounts of rape, incest, adultery, sodomy, and 
unnatural crime may be suitable reading for the 
adult Christian; but the line must be drawn at 
young children.

Biblical chronology is utter nonsense. Only grossly 
ignorant persons or lunatics believe the universe was 
created six thousand years ago. Others similarly 
afflicted probably believe that Adam lived to the age 
of 930 years, Methuselah 969, Lamech 777, and 
Noah 950. Philology gets no countenance from the 
blunders of the building of Babel or the pious per
verseness of Pentecost. Biblical zoology is too 
funny for any words. Noah’s ark is the last word in 
absurdity with its wondrous zoologioal collection in 
a floating pantechnicon. Elsewhere in the Holy 
Bible the hare is confounded with the ruminants. 
Christ himself, who is supposed to be “ God,” 
thought that the whale was a “ fish.” The Biblical 
stories are funnier than those of the Arabian Nights. 
A snake talks, a whale has a boarding house in his 
interior, a pigeon acts as co-respondent, and an ass 
converses in the inspired volume. Fiery serpents, 
unicorns, dragons, flaming horses, giants, and 
cockatrice glare at us from the sacred pages.

Astronomers must be enchanted to learn that the 
sun stands still on occasion. In Biblical medicine 
we find the long-exploded notion of demoniacal 
possession being the cause of disease. Fevers are 
“ rebuked,” leprosy cured by a fig poultice, and 
blindness removed by spittle. Some happy persons 
die twice and others never die at all. Witchcraft 
is still insisted upon as being true long after it has 
been discarded by every civilised nation. Ghosts 
still squeak and gibber in the Holy Book. As for 
ethics, the lives and actions of the patriarohs and 
the kings of Israel and Judah, are only paralleled 
in the Newgate Calendar. Psalm cix. is a proof 
that God’s ways are, fortunately, not our ways. In 
short, the Bible from the time that Adam and Eve 
start life as fully grown persons without parents 
until the murdered “ God ” ascends into the ether 
like a flying machine, is a salmagundi of unrestrained 
and riotous Oriental imagination.

“ Miracles,” said Matthew Arnold, “ do not happen.” 
Yet the Bible is crammed from cover to cover with 
miracles, and it is upon the truth or falsehood of 
miracles that the book must stand or fall. The book 
is claimed as a divine revelation, and the proofs are 
that Christ multiplied loaves and fishes, turned 
water into wine, healed the sick, and brought baok 
the dead to life. The whole question is reduced to 
one of facts. These miracles are inconsistent with 
ascertained knowledge, and, sooner or later, to the 
scholars in our schools, in spite of all the priests of 
Christendom,“hell” will have vanished and “heaven” 
will have become a mere name. The “ true cross” 
will survive no more than the “ real ark.” The 
Garden of Eden will have gone and the Garden of 
Gethsemane will have vanished with it. If the 
Biblical characters survive at all, it will be as fiction. 
Jacob with his ladder will be no more credible than 
Jack and his beanstalk. Jonah will swagger arm in 
arm with Sinbad the Sailor, Daniel will exchange 
yarns with Captain Gulliver, and little Moses in the 
bulrushes will gurgle a welcome to the Babes in the 
Wood. The menagerie of the Apocalypse will be 
classed with the genii of the Arabian Nights. Bald- 
headed Elisha will romp with Red Riding Hood and 
her wolf, and the New Jerusalem with its jewelled 
streets and its many mansions will be as phantasmal 
aa the House that Jack Built.

Mimnermus.

Several members of the Government, avowedly 
ardent supporters of Evangelical Christianity, a*e 
at times quite ostentatious in the display of their 
attachment. Although one may regret this, we 
can hardly blame them for giving it practical for**3. 
If men are really and sinoerely religious there is n° 
reason whatever why they should hide the fact; a 
that we oan legitimately desire is that they would 
keep their positions as Ministers of the Crown and 
as members of a chapel distinct. The misfortune is 
that they are too inclined to regard themselves as 
representatives of a religious opinion. And that, oi 
course, they are not. As members of the Govern
ment, they represent all classes of the community« 
Theoretically, they represent the whole of the 
community, and in that representation the minor 
differences of religious belief should be swallowe 
by the larger unity of a common sooial life an 
interest. * _ .

This parade of religion is not made inside the 
House of Commons. But it does occur outside 
Parliament, and certain Ministers of the Crown are 
often invited to speak before religious gathering9« 
and their opinions sought by religious papers merely 
because they are what they are. Religious leaders 
fully recognise the advertising value of being able to 
publish the opinions of a oabinet minister on a 
question of theology. Thoughtful people may_ snail 
at their deliverance, but the vulgar mind rejoices, 
and this type flourishes in all classes of society 
from the highest to the lowest. With som 
people an opinion gains weight from the eminenc^ 
of the one who expresses it. Whether it is 
subject on which the eminent person is entitle 
to express an opinion is a question never ask0̂  
or considered. To them it appears that 
man is Chancellor of the Exchequer his opim0  ̂
on the resurrection of Jesus ought to be of ®lor, 
than ordinary value. If he is of the Boar 
of Agriculture, this, in some unexplained way* 
qualifies him for deoiding on the historical value 0 
the Christian faith. And as Home Secretary 
ought to be particularly well acquainted with t 
philosophic connection betwoen faith and m.°ra ' 
It is all supremely silly, but it is good 
And, after all, as we seem to take it for f?ran. ¿ 
that a man may be qualified for administer* 
the affairs of the Navy by serving an apprenti 
ship under the Board of Agriculture, or v ^  
versd, it is all part of the ourrent philosophy 
things. ei.

Mr. Runoiman is at present engaged “ in a i0BK^e 
ate struggle with an insidious foe,” namely, 
widespread outbreak of foot-and-mouth dis0a ^  
Consequently, his opinion on the present posit*0 
Wesleyan Methodism is one of peouliar importan ^  
and the Methodist Times detailed one of its_sta 0. 
interview the President of the Board of Agriom  ̂
The interviewer appears to have been mainly c^ 0 
cerned with the decline of membership 10 o8 
Wesleyan Methodist Connexion, and the best 01 
of remedying the constant leakage. On the ^ 0 
point Mr. Runoiman was clear enough. He tol 
interviewer:—

cao *
“ Despite all you* efforts to explain it away, yy ars 

get over this fact. Hero is a total decrease in slX(jggiji' 
of over 15,000 membors. There is no sort of a jftct 
tion that will turn that into an increase. * ^jjich 
remains that, instead of having an increase« ¿¡gt 
ought to bo the normal tendency of the ^^gareS« 
Church, wo are confronted with these alarming l»rlUlbI! 
They cannot be explained away. It is a r0ID ff0re  ̂
fact that all the Methodist Churches have BQ^ütcb 
from the same decline, a decline not only m sCbo01 
membership, but also in the number of Sunday 
children.’’

If Mr. Runoiman had stopped here, he w°JVod0 ^  
done well, but he went on to point out met jty 
getting over the trouble, and here he made^jt^r \g 
plain that a study of the foot-and-mouth



JüLY 28, 1912 THB FREETHINKER 4G7

rel' 7 e Preparations for understanding the
rtmV10nS srtination. He suggests that “ we can only 
Co e progress by the old methods of revival and 
jj ?.v®r.8i°ns. If Methodists are going to give up the 
Put ln miracle of conversion, they may as well 
thi ^  Gutters.” Prom one point of view,
Pie8 , a<̂V*ce sounds like “ the way to increase 

“ bership is to get more members.” From another 
nt °I v*ew> it Bhows a most amazing ignorance of 

mir 7 °^ern spirit, and of the real nature of “ the 
that 7  conversion.” It is be noted, moreover, 
Ch V/6. immediate problem before the Methodist 
reten *8 no  ̂ conversion of outsiders, but the 
g ^ ^ 'o n  of its own members. There is not merely 
Mefh s° C6 growth, there is a positive shrinkage, 
can a°fdl8In n°t alone fails to convert outsiders, it 

keep its own. Population is growing, and 
is declining ; and the position of 

talli °^*8m *s that of every Christian Church. In 
he w  ̂ ba°k uPon revivals, Mr. Runciman—unless 
tflor 68 pure cant—shows himself in a muoh

8 ,Primitive frame of mind than many of the 
Wh*8' 8- themselves.

0rj . at is the “ miracle of conversion 
S n i * dea °t conversion was
of 7 V  8eized hold of 
nnf7 lf'8nrrendGr, and
belief;, Pf0m be,rg beliDV Dg Person, he 
p0r Ver< Prom being 
bocT “’ hG became a 
q0(j ^  Consequently, as all men were brought to 
e0n be_eause God brought all men to him, every

? The 
that the “ Holy 

the individual in a moment 
completely transformed his 
a “ scoffing,” carelesB, un
became a steady, faithful 
a drunken, brutal, worthless 
worthy member of decent

and er8ion meant the working of a special miracle, 
tbetn80rved to influence outsiders to surrender 
gen 8®ives in the same manner. Now, given a 
of c ra atmo8phere of the miraculous, this idea 
inQ nversi°n presented nothing that was strikingly 
p6o .gra?us. Moreover, a certain number of 
buedQ ■ underg° conversion. They became im- 
liveB an a°bive faith in religion, and their
pertDâ erê m°re or less changed, and more or less

ba^7 ’ bk0 all miraoles, the miracle of conversion 
0ea8enOe® gradually decaying. First of all, as men 
they v“0 lo°k for miracles in other directions, so 
ttijra I °Wed a greater disinclination to look for 
Great 68 bere' The modern revivalist has almost to 
expej.8 an environment for his material, as well as 
tnaferl8Il0*ng greater difficulty in getting suitable 
be8an r to his hand. A more critical generation 
Ver8{ to inquire into the nature of these conver- 
8q 8> and their machinery beoame apparent. 
this changed moral life was concerned,
tion| 0erever genuine, admitted of every explana- 

8 fn Pr°tessing conversion, the convert sot up a 
tiye °f associations, both objective and subjeo-v* V 0  ~ ■ " J u u u i O i H U L l O j  U U V U  U U J D U P 1 V D  U l U U  D U U J C U *

they Made new friends and acquaintances, and 
tko ere interested in keeping the oonvert up to 

The same result is to be seen in ordinary 
ul „ 1  D0W acquaintances may sorve as either

Si;* * * ;

or °r banGial influences on the life of a young 
s*opB r a y°ung woman. And these social conver
ges, 7,e really more enduring than the religious 
D*thern0r they avowedly rest upon the solid basis 
î5°thnr °ra  ̂ 8nPeriority of one form of conduot over 
^heref’ and. on the good opinion of one’s neighbor. 
°aiy 0 8’ with religions conversions, these forces 
> v eJ .erate in a disguised form, and when the
the ,/ 8 r "  ■ 
fcoar(jmoral

B’r
S 0aQ(ithGr P°^n  ̂ °f view religions

a
religious convictions becomes weakened 

improvement is likely to go by the

^ __ ___ __ o___ conversions
be^so many studies in pathology orseen

Ration., w .....u. Hysterical young people, potential
•“«io? 8 for a11 binds of auditory and visual halluci- 
tbeu. ’ Baw visions and heard voices, and professed 
tbei» 6 v®8 converted. Young men and women, with 
W  6Xnal and social nature in course of develop- 
a-od !i,Con8cious of feelings that were ill - defined 
Btrajn 'Understood, and subjected to the emotional 
s°lveB 1 a revival meeting, readily professed them - 

9,8 seized by the “ Holy Ghost.” If Mr.

Runciman will read, with the smallest possible 
understanding, the records of Methodism, he will 
find ample illustrations of both classes. The medical 
man and the psychologist on one side, and the 
sociologist on the other side, have helped to destroy 
all faith in the “ miraole of conversion.” As the 
interviewer reminded Mr. Runciman, revival services 
no longer attract the outsider. Mr. Runciman seems 
unaware of this—perhaps he has been too busy 
studying diseased cattle. Yet everyone knows that 
revivals to-day appeal almost wholly to a special and 
a degenerate class. There are thousands of people 
who attend revival after revival, experiencing the 
same emotional debauch at each, making the same 
profession at each, and looking forward to the next 
visit in the same spirit that the confirmed alcoholist 
looks forward to his next drinking bout. It is a 
pity that Mr. Runciman, who is so fervent a sup
porter of religion, retains such crude and primitive 
notions of the nature of religious phenomena. The 
miracle of conversion!

Mr. Runciman also wants the Methodist Church 
to train men for outdoor work who have “ sufficiently 
virile minds to be able to stand up against the open- 
air Atheists.” This is a confession that those they 
have are not “ virile ” enough for the work, and is 
an unconscious testimony to the ability of the 
“ open-air Atheist.” And no one would welcome a 
body of well-trained fighting preachers more than 
these same open-air Atheists. In sober truth those 
opponents they have to meet are sorry enough. 
They do not understand the position they are 
arguing against, and very often the Freethinker 
could put their position with greater ability than 
they display. But someone ought to warn Mr. 
Runciman that it is dangerous training able and 
virile men to fight Freethought. Their Christianity 
is apt to evaporate in the process, and even though 
it remains their attack is apt to suggest more doubts 
to the audience than it removes. Moreover, the 
Methodist Church has already tried the experiment 
with Mr. Ballard. True, Mr. Ballard never did meet 
any qualified Atheist in equal discussion. He found 
it more profitable to run away when the crucial 
moment arrived. Still, within limits, the experiment 
has been tried, and the Methodist Church lost 
15,000 members during the time covered by his 
labors. He may not have been responsible for 
the loss, but ho certainly did not prevent its 
ooourrence.

Mr. Runoiman, being a Methodist, is chiefly con
cerned with the outlook before the Methodist 
Church. But in this matter all Churches suffer 
alike. They are all powerless, because they are all 
fighting an ultimately indestructible power. Let 
Mr. Runciman, instead of falling back upon idle talk 
of conversion, and more attractive preachers, and 
the like, ask himself how it happens that the 
Churches, with their lengthy start and enormous 
outward advantages, are yet losing ground before an 
enemy that can boast of no resources suoh as they 
possess ? If he studies that question he may dis
cover that the strength of the “ open-air Atheist,” 
and the indoor Atheist also, is ultimately due to the 
faot that he more accurately represents the spirit of 
the age, and is putting into words truths that large 
numbers of people are prepared to hear and sympa
thise with. And how can a specially trained body 
of evangelists fight this state of things ? Can they 
make people unlearn all they have learned or forget 
all they know ? Can they ever make Christianity, 
to the man who knows, any more than one of a world
wide group of superstitions, or the idea of God more 
than an ignorant blunder of primitive man ? Can 
they put back the olook of European progress at 
least three hundred years ? If thoy can do these 
things there is hope for them. If they cannot, they 
are doomed. And it is plain that Mr. Runciman, in 
his counsel, is offering advice how to fight without 
the remotest idea of where the enemy is, what he is 
like, or what is the strength of his resources.

C. Cohen.
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King David.

We read in the Book of Proverbs that “ love 
covereth all transgressions but the apostle Peter 
furnishes a revised edition of that saying, so that in 
1 Peter iv. 8 we read that “ love covereth a multi
tude of sins.” In James v. 20 also we find the new 
version. The proverb is perfectly true, for love does 
cover “ a multitude of sins,” and occasionally it is 
strong enough to cover “ all sins.” Now piety—that 
is, piety towards God—performs the same feat quite 
as effectually; and nowhere is the truth of this so 
fully illustrated as in the case of King David. In 
every age since the famous monarch flourished it has 
been the custom to whitewash him on every avail
able occasion. The performance has to be repeated 
continually, because no sooner is a fresh coat put on 
than it wears off. What necessitates the white
washing is the text (1 Sam. xiii. 14) in which David 
is described by the prophet Samuel as “ a man after 
his [God’s] own heart.” To-day members of 
Christian Endeavor Societies in all the world are 
straining their ingenuity to the utmost in the 
attempt to foroe David’s life to tally with that oft- 
quoted text. What exactly Samuel meant when he 
said that the Lord had “ sought a man after his own 
heart jand appointed him to be a prince over his 
people,” is no concern of ours. It suffices to say 
that the statement, as generally understood, signifies 
that, taking it all in all, David’s life was well
pleasing to the Divine Being. As one divine says, 
by way of guiding the meditations of Endeavorers 
this day : The vital point is “ that the whole of his 
life in its earlier humilities as well as in its later 
grandeur is lived under the sense of Divine direc
tion.” That is to say, David’s piety covered the 
multitude of his dark crimes, which he committed 
“ under the sense of Divine direction.”

The Rev. Dr. Newton Marshall tells us, in the 
British Weekly for July 18, that David “ was the 
national hero of the Jews, and that they looked baok 
to him much as we do to Alfred the Great, as the 
founder of their national civilisation.” Then the 
reverend gentleman alludes to a most distinctive 
characteristic of his personality, namely, courage. 
He also mentions his industry, and delivers himself 
of a sermonette on the orime of laziness. At last, 
coming to the real point, Dr. Marshall says :—

“ The hero must be nourished by roots that go deep 
into tho unscon world—he needs God. Now David was 
conspicuously the godly man. That be was a sinner, 
swept often violently by gusts of black passion, is true 
enough. But ho was no bypocrito. He did not hide 
his sins. Nor was ho impious—he did not glory in 
them. He was a man of utter and simple faith in God.”

The only statement in that extract with which we 
are in agreement is the one which labels David as 
“ conspicuously the godly man.” On that point 
there can be no doubt, if we take the records as they 
stand. But after admitting that “ he was a sinner, 
swept often violently by gusts of black passion,” 
Dr. Marshall adds that “ he was no hypocrite.” 
Now, if David was not a hypoorite, who tried hard 
to hide his sins, what on earth was he ? On the 
occasion of the siege of Rabbath Ammon the army 
was under the command of Joab, the king having 
remained behind resting at Jerusalem. One after
noon, while walking to and fro on the roof of his 
palace, he saw an exceedingly beautiful woman in 
the act of bathing in the court of a house not far 
off. Smitten with her oharms, he sent and inquired 
who she was. Learning that she was the wife of 
Uriah, who was away with the army, he “ sent mes
sengers and took her." He robbed her of her honor; 
possibly she sacrificed it quite willingly. In due time 
Bhe informed him that she was with ohild; and he 
became terribly alarmed. He instructed Joab to 
send Uriah to him at once, ostensibly with a message 
from headquarters. After the message was de
livered the king ordered him to go down to his own 
house, in the hope that he would spend the night

with his wife. But Uriah respected the taboo on 
sexual intercourse applied to warriors in anoiemj 
Israel, and never went near his home. When David 
was informed of this he asked him to stay another 
day. He obeyed, and in the evening of the seoond 
day he dined at the king’s table, when he 
was urged to drink oopiously of the best wine- 
Indeed, the record goes the length of stating 
definitely that David aotually “ made him drank 
(2 Sam. xi. 18), fervently hoping that in that con
dition he would forget the vow and go home. Bn 
Uriah had still his senses sufficiently awake to pr0' 
vent his falling into the cunningly laid trap. In 
desperation at the failure of his hypocritical scheme 
David conceived the cruel and treaoherous plan 0 
sending Uriah back to tbe camp with a letter 
instructing Joab to arrange for his destruction- 
Joab was a willing tool, and the obstinate Uriah was 
removed. Bathsheba, as soon as her conventions 
mourning for her husband was over, became Davia s 
wife. . ..

Now, assuming the historicity of 2 Sam. xi.-^11, 
1-25, David stands out as an arch-hypocrite. 1° 
hide his sin with Bathsheba he descends to tn 
lowest depths of depravity; he even commitsmara0̂  
by proxy to prevent his adultery from becoming 
publioly known. And yet, in the face of the despicah 0 
conduct ascribed to him in these two chapters« 
Dr. Marshall unblushingly asserts that “ he was no 
hypocrite; that he did not hide his sins.” F°r 
whole year he hid from the public gaze two of tn 
most hideous sins in the criminal oalendar. -fD 
even when Nathan narrated an imaginary crim 
analogous to the one he had committed, we rea 
that “ David’s anger was greatly kindled against tn 
man,” and he said to Nathan, “ As the Lord liy0“ ’ 
the man that hath done this is worthy to die.’ , 
was only when the prophet turned upon him a? 
said, “ Thou art the man,” that the blush of gn*r 
came to his cheek. During the whole of that y0a] 
blackened with adultery, deceit, and murder, 
doubtless played the part of the “ conspicuous; 
godly man.” Will Dr. Marshall tell us, since 6° 
men can commit the darkest crimes, and do tb0 
utmost to conceal them, what is the use of g0“ 
ness? If Napoleon was “ perverse and c rim ing  
and did much harm in tho world, of what beo0 
was it, either to himself or to the world he so de®P-'j 
injured, that he “ stood in awe before the though1' 
God ” ? . . . .

But let us follow King David a little fart ^  
After the adultery, tho hypocrisy, and the mar 
so scathingly denounced by Nathan, we firm , 
King taking his place at the head of tho army». ^ 
storming the royal city of Rabbath; and this is 
the sequel is told in 2 Sam. xii. 80, 81:—

“ And bo brought forth the spoil of the 
ceeding much. And ho brought forth tho poop10 
were therein, and pat them under saws and ^¡ck 
harrows of iron, and made them labor at the 
mould; and thus did he unto all tho cities 0 
children of Ammon.” l

This was cruelty of the most shameful nature. ,g 
David was naturally oruol is proved by many 0 ^
in his life. As a young man he spent some ti® 
the court of Saul. Suddenly Saul’s ardent l°v g00k 
him turned to violent hatred, and he had to 
safety in flight. He beoame an outlaw a  ̂ j,0 
captain of some four hundred freebooters, a oo0id 
went about levying blackmail on all vvb0 . .0jj 
afford to pay it. It was a predatory life .. 
might was right. The refusal of black®alg g0g 
punished by wholesale slaughter. Nabal .wft.fllJtiy 
of the chiefs who did refuse; and David 308 j  ®ll 
resolved upon the total destruction of Nabal a 0{

je®>00 tobis people, saying, “ God do so unto the en0IT ¡p 
David, and more also, if I leave of all that per pgfi 
him by the morning light so much as oa0 ¡̂¡g, 
child." Hearing of this intention, Nabal s îro» 
Abigail, and her young men went to m00Ahiga'* 
laden with all sorts of valuable presents. op00 
fell on her knees before him, heaped flattery 
him, called her husband a base fellow, and tbor
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ingratiated herself with the notorious pillager. Some 
endays later Nabal met a mysterious death, “ theLord smote him that he died,” and David took his
*̂dow to wife, and became the owner of all his

Wealth.
 ̂King David is now on his deathbed. The life of 

• 10 wLo has been “ conspicuously the godly man” 
in ebbiDg away. He is leaving his last

strootions with Solomon, his successor, and here they are
“ Moreover thou knowest also what Joab the son of 

•¿eruiah did unto me, even what he did to the two 
captains of the hosts of Israel, unto Abner, the son of 
**er> and unto Amasa, the son of Jetber, whom bo slew, 
and shed the blood of war in peace, and put the blood 
of war upon his girdle that was about his loins, and in 
ms shoes that were on his feet. Do therefore according 
to thy wisdom, and let not his hoar head go down to 
the grave in peace. But shew kindness unto the sons 
of Barzillai the Gileadite, and let them be of those that 
®at at thy table; for so they came to me when I fled 
trom Absolom thy brother. And, behold, there is with 
thee Shimei the son of Gera, the Benjamite, of 
Bahnrim, who cursed me with a grievous curse in the 
oay when I went to Mahauaim ; but he came down to 
toeet mo at Jordan, and I aware to him by the Lord, 
paying, I will not put thee to death with the sword.

. w, therefore, hold him not guiltless, for thou art a 
Wise man ; and thou wilt know what thou oughtest to 

unto him, and thou shalt bring his hoar head down 
;° the grave with blood. And David slept with his 
athers. and was buried in the city of David ” 

Kings ii. 5-10).
life ,,e86 are horrible words to be the last of such a 
Wo'd 8ays Nf*n°ipaI George Adam Smith ; “ horrible 
W d8 clothing a horrible spirit,” and he tries his 
Whi I8* ^nd linguistic and other grounds on 
noJt1 to reject them as unhistorical. But there is 
as *n them inconsistent with David’s character 

Ijched in the two Samuels, 
if j / '  Marshall throws a cloak over the worst orimes 
« g 6 ^fiminal is a godly person. Then he exolaims : 
Wm paralyses aotion. Great deeds are
Weak?’ faith....... It is the shallow pate, the
is v *n^’ superoilious cultivator of ennui who 

? hypioal sneorer at religion.” It is only 
of k- hHat a whitewasher of King David because 
an 18 should try his hand at blackwashing
the ] P°nents of godliness ; but the people will judge 

atter process in tho light of the former.
J. T. Lloyd.

Gains from Negative Teaching.Positive

bo Nationalist of tho present day there can be 
trover^ k?Petnl augury as to the issue of his con- 
atn0n with orthodoxy than the growing tendency, 
to atak he Partisans of that “ slowly dying cause,” 
Utilitv 6 existence of their faith on its alleged 
therê • rather than on its truth. With this tendency 
ePGak18 ^n^ed another by natural necessity, whioh 
*leKatf teaobing of Rationalism as purely
and a Vfe, ’ 0,9 though that were in itself a reproach, 
better ^  a true denial were not in any case 
to 8hotban a *also affirmation. Yet, as I shall hope 
teachiDp’ not on,y are the gains from negative 

* f & very real and definite, hot the supposed
theojo 0Dl even the cardinal doctrines of orthodox 
iUoaorv are 8een> when fairly examined, to be quite 

Thi/ a^d negiigiblo when not altogether pernicious. 
tQehoeB f ^e. ma^° plain by a glance at the conse- 
the tWQ rejection and acoeptanoe in the case of 
ipPchent °°trines m08t universally held among our 
t 6 Pearl8’ m08t generally aoclaimed by them as 

0ffer 8 rarest price whioh revealed religion haB 
6̂r80nni • 00 belief in a personal God and in a 
When lmtn°rtality.

®hly rid We have discarded Theism, we have not 
. Ltd and Ur8Ĝ Ves °f an insoluble perplexity to the 
is itself*1 Serv*le superstition of the heart, which 
8 Poive,, 0 great gain, but we learn that knowledge 

00 great and kindly dissolvent of a legion

of unspeakable spiritual terrors, and the healing 
balm to a multitude of bodily ills. We learn that 
calamity and pestilence are not the inflictions of an 
omnipotent chastiser, in which case it would be 
hopeless to struggle against them, but the result of 
agenoies whioh man can and must bend to his will. 
His strife, it may be, has often to be waged against 
colossal forces ; but we know that it grows daily and 
hourly more equal as the barriers they oppose to his 
advance yield, one after another, to the “ Open 
sesame " of knowledge. We learn that the key to 
all conquest, whether over the world within or the 
world without, lies in patient human effort; and this 
dictates and makes habitual a bracing self-reliant 
attitude of mind, so that we have simply no use for 
God. We substitute, always, foresight for propitia
tion, and resolute action for prayer. This frees us, 
on the one hand, from the paralysis engendered by 
uncertainty as to the divine will; and, on the other, 
from the worse danger of juggling ourselves into the 
belief that our interest is God’s, thus gradually 
obscuring our moral vision in a fog of insincerity.

The doubt as to the respective shares of God and 
man in bettering the lot of the race or the individual 
is banished for the rejector of Theism by the cer
tainty that human strength and human skill must 
do all. The believer in general gives practical recog
nition to this truth in his conduct. Does he not 
strain every nerve (and all honor to him for it) on 
behalf of his sick friend, well knowing that heaven 
will take that friend to himself if the least loop
hole be left ? His is a cruel dilemma indeed I If he 
exerts himself too strenuously, he may be blamed by 
himself or others for his want of faith. If he leaves 
too much to heaven, he may be reproaohed with 
“ tempting the Lord his God." This dilemma, how
ever, will hardly trouble him much while his friend 
lives. He will heed it only when he has done all in 
vain, and the murky mist of his conventional super
stition onoe more gathers about him. Then, indeed, 
he may dutifully defaoe a tombstone to his friend 
with some vile conoeit about God having touched 
him, though he would have given his own life 
willingly to have kept tho fingers of the divinity 
off him !

The tragedies of life, whether few or many be 
involved in them, must sometimes oppress the 
gayest spirit whioh is not utterly selfish. But what 
help has Theism in such distress which cannot bo 
found in human aid and sympathy, or, if need be, in 
sheer uncomplaining fortitude of heart ? She stands 
dumb before such catastrophes as the earthquakes 
of Lisbon and MasBena, the tidal waves of Japan, 
the famines of India and Russia, and the world-wide 
ravages of disease. Or, if she speaks, it is but in 
sophisms, distinguishing between what God 'permits 
and what he does. As though an Omnipotent Father, 
who permits a hundred thousand of his children to 
be killed, and many more to be plunged in misery, 
were really less blameablo than if he had stricken 
tho blow with his own hand ; and as though, in a 
world where all is foreordained by God, there oould 
bo anything for which ho is not directly responsible 1 
We who reject Theism are spared the demoralising 
necessity of excusing or extolling in God what we 
should execrate in our fellows.

This brings u b  naturally to what is doubtless the 
most important gain from the shelving of God. We 
place ethics at onoe and necessarily on a human 
basis. Morality is given the best possible reason of 
being, its objeot becoming avowedly the promotion 
of human happiness. We are no longer oonoerned 
to please the God, the Alpha and Omega of whose 
oracles is a threat and a curse; the opening pages 
of whose revelation tell of the Deluge and the closing 
pages of the “ lake that burneth with fire”; nor are 
we put to the trouble of distorting our minds and 
corrupting our hearts in the futile endeavor to jus
tify his ways to men. We know him to be an 
immoral interloper, whose shabby benevolence and 
bogus charity have no olaim on our regard, and 
whose jealousy and bad temper we need not fear. 
We ceaso to plough the sand in a vain effort to
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ground onr ethics on obedience to a God unworthy 
of reverence. We put morality to school, with 
human reflection, human experience, and the un
warped human emotions for her instructors; and her 
powers, perpetually unfolding and enlarging, bringing 
more and more of reason and order into human 
conduct, lifting it from the crooked ruts of prejudice 
to the broad road of principle, giving more and more 
of harmony and consistency to action and thought, 
will be devoted to the sole end of preserving and 
increasing the joy of human existence, recognising 
no other as relevant or worthy.

The gains from the dissipation of the dream of 
personal immortality are perhaps less obvious till 
we come to reckon up exactly what we are losing. 
Assuming the belief to be true, neither reflection 
nor Christian revelation gives us the least warrant 
for supposing that we shall have greater liberty of 
choice as to the conditions under whioh our future 
existence is to be passed, than has been granted us 
in our present life. There is no reason, a priori, 
why our liberty of choice should not be more, and 
not less, restricted in the future world than in the 
present; and on this point our revelation is far less 
reassuring than our unaided reflection, which, at 
least, does not dogmatically exclude happier possi
bilities. Yet it may be fairly questioned whether 
perpetual conscious existence, under whatever 
variety of pleasurable circumstances, might not at 
length become an appalling weariness from whioh 
we should long to be released. Theologians and 
metaphysicians, indeed, may speak of the immortal 
spirit as transcending time; but a conscious per
sonality who should be above the consciousness of 
time is unthinkable. It is possible to conceive the 
notion of something which should transcend both 
time and consciousness ; but this necessarily involves 
the transcendence—that is, the extinction—of per
sonality. The immortality of the Churches, indeed, 
is but one of the multitudinous contradictions whioh 
compose the fabric of orthodox faith. Personality 
is to persist for ever; but it is to transcend time, 
the consciousness of which is involved inevitably 
in the consciousness of self. Personal existence 
throughout eternity simply means personal existence 
throughout infinite time,—a doubtful boon in any 
case, and perhaps an intolerable misery. There are 
few, I imagine, who would share the sentiment 
which Milton puts into the mouth of the graceful 
Belial, preferring immortality, under even the 
hardest conditions, to extinction :—

“ Who would lose,
Though full of pain, this intellectual being,
Those thoughts that wander through eternity,
To perish rather, swallowed up and lost 
In the wide womb of uncreated Night,
Devoid of sense and motion?”

Those who shrink from the idea of extinction do 
so because of the dim dread expressed in the lines 
just quoted—the dread, namely, that they will be 
somehow conscious that they are dead. But to be 
conscious of extinction is, again, a contradiction. 
We do not fear a dreamless sleep; and death, for us, 
is no worse than that. It is a sleep that brings no 
nightmares from which we would fain wake, but 
cannot; and no dreams of pleasure from which we 
shall have the disappointment of waking.

While our heritage of ideas is thus seen to be no 
poorer for the loss of the belief in personal immor
tality, the gains from its dissipation are tangible 
and sure. No longer enduring by proxy the imper
fections of th8 present world as “ our light affliction 
whioh is but for a moment,” to be borne for the sake 
of a “ far more exceeding weight of glory ” in a 
“ kingdom which is not of this world,” we realise 
that here and now must the paradise of human 
society be built. We come to see that happiness is 
to be sought in self-culture, in the widest sense, and 
in the multiplication of human interests; that, in 
truth, the salvation for which we must strive is not, 
primarily, salvation from sin, but from the starved 
and stagnant poverty of existence of which religious 
illusion is, perhaps, as much an effect as a cause ; an

existence gladdened, it may be, by an occasional 
ecstasy or two, but made continually miserable by 
deep disappointment. No longer hating, or pr0- 
tending to hate, our “ life in this world ” that we 
may “ keep it unto life eternal,” we recognise the 
right of all men, as men, to present enjoyment of 
tangible things. We have but one world for the 
two in which our ancestors believed; but the valoe 
of that one, which to the religious among them was 
as nothing, is enhanced a hundredfold when viewed 
from the Rationalist standpoint. We see it, even 
now, to be the splendid demesne of Nature’s aris
tocracy, a magnificent heritage with possibilities of 
indefinite enrichment and improvement by human 
hands for human ends ; the future scene of peaoefm 
victories and fruitful triumphs, of continuous eman
cipation from the tyranny of ignorance, and o 
ever-extending conquest over the empire of blind 
forces. Ascetic precepts, enjoining contempt 
the world, have thus become for us, as they must a 
length become for all, simply irrelevant and mean
ingless. Wealth, with her splendid train of adorn
ments and comforts, will render willing homage t° 
wisdom and knowledge, and will minister, as they 
bid, to the multiplying needs of men. For the ide® 
of eternal rest for the individual in another won 
we substitute the ideal of ceaseless change an 
advance tor the race in this—of change, whioh tb 
teeming variety of Nature will oompel; of advanc0. 
whioh the joint governance of reason and oonoer 
will ensure.

It has, finally, to be observed that, in so far a 
positive teaching, per se, is considered by our opp0' 
nents to be superior to negative teaching, contem
porary English orthodoxy is in sufficiently parlon 
plight. The early Christians had a God who gaV® 
them a heaven with gold-paved streets, and consign0 
to a place of endless torment their persecutors an 
the millionaires. But orthodoxy to-day f>r0? 
ashamed of all this. She protests against orn 
literalism; but if asked what is the reality unde  ̂
lying the le tte r; in other words, if wo ask what * 
her positive teaohing on the points disoussed abov > 
she has little enough to say. Though God remain^ 
heaven and hell are no longer places, but states ^  
the soul, the natural consequences of its deeds 
the body. This is relatively rational, and seems 
rob God, albeit the foreordainer of sin and its 00 
sequences, of some of his uglier attributes. Bat 
Christian immortalist, deprived of the “ P*8,0̂  
which his Master has gone to prepare for him, a^,, 
no longer able to anticipate the “ everlasting n 
as a doom for the “ cursed,” is still left asking wi1 
is the residence, and what the employment, oi 
soul after it leaves the body. If it leads a oon8°.j0̂ , 
existence, it must live somewhere and sod013 y. 
Where then, and how ? “ There is no voice, nor
that answers.” KoNNINGTON HABWOOD-

PRECAUTIONARY MEASURES. ,
A now pastor for tho Presbyterian church had a 

and desiring a good, snug corner, sought out a reS;t9bl0 
named Dyor, by suggestion, as one having a very ?n ^ 0e 
place for him to put up. He found Mr. Dyor in bis -g Oo 
and introduced himself to that gentleman. Mr. Pyc t^g tb0 
very ardent admirer of ministers, being a subscriber s. 
Truthswker. On receiving tho announcement of hi 
pective guost, ho walked to his house telephone aD put 
ou t: " Hollo ! Lock the chicken house, close the d°° 't in 
down tho blinds, turn the dog loose ; there is a proa 
town.”

with 9A CHANCE TO HELP.
John had been very disobedient, and his mother, 

sad face, called to him to come and receive tho p“01 ,, ju8» 
that followed an infringement of that particular rule, ĝgid0 
one minute, mother," begged John. Ho knolt do wo „'vo 
his bod, and in a very earnost voice said : “ Oh, L°r ’lg yo0i 
often promised to help us when we needed it. 
chance.”
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Acid Drops.

Better late than never. We were unable last week to 
eal -with the Archbishop of York’s sermon on the fatal 
enaby mine explosion. The local service, which he con
noted, was a histrionic performance altogether. All the 
ltQe Be was deliberately playing upon the excited emotions 

*Be bereaved or terrified congregation. But we are most 
concerned with Dr. Lang’s frightfal and blasphemous 
beology; for “ blasphemy,” while impossible in an Atheist 
ho does not believe in God, ia possible to a Christian who 
°ej. Listen to this—taken from the report in the Sheffield 

¿"dependent (July 14)
“ With this awful shadow over them there was not a man 

“'ere who did not feel in his heart that there was a God. 
Ibis was no time for argument. When things were going 
well and everything was smooth and easy they could spend 
“me in chopping arguments about the existence of God, but 
when God sent such a visitation as this, it went straight to 
their simple common heart, and at such a time it was only 
the fool of light and empty head who said, • There is 
no God.’ »

The Archbishop’s sermon,” the reporter says, “ produced a 
Profound impression upon the congregation.” Very likely, th ̂ aS 8kilfully adapted to that end. It was an appeal to 

eir fears. Evil, suffering, and death were about; and the 
Preacher cried, “ Behold the hand of God 1” Thus did Dr.

aeg illustrate, without intending to, the truth of the Roman 
Peet s epigram that “ It was fear that first created gods in 

6 World.” God has always been seen in mischief and 
Calamities that cannot be foreseen are legally 

A,.* " ^ot °* God.” The Denaby explosion was the
it m ®0<B have the Archbishop of York's word for 

' other investigation is needed. The fatal explosion 
hav a " v*sBaGon,” was “ sent ” by “ God.” Let “ God ” 
for 8 cre^lt of it. No one is likely to compete with him
Wo P°rtion of it. The worst human beiDg on earth
ben the responsibility for such malignant wicked-
T1]8'a ^  *8 " »wful shadow ” that proves there is a God.
that r^BBiehop of York says so. It is the “ awful shadow ” 
y , knocks Atheism to smithereens. The Archbishop of 
fire f-a^s 80’ ^nd the poor bereaved and frightened con- 
cooi 10n Sroau “ Amen.” But other pooplo, who are in a 
<i and more normal condition, are tempted to exclaim 

hat a priest 1” and “ What a God 1"

Ìligta 0 Bishop of Salisbury understands the death and tho 
® bus>no8s just as well as the Archbishop of York does. 

be “g ra tin g  a portion of Wcstbury Cemetery, Wiltshire, 
dî  ' Be wished the Church would utilise more than she 
hapv, 0 fifaveside as well as tho pulpit. Ho would hold it a 
Cariai *B‘n8 if all his clergy took the advantage which tho 

. Bervice afforded, for those who hoard at such a timo 
the wlmPre88>onablo and easily moved." That’s it. Stamp 
teaSo ax when it ìb hot. If you can’t work upon peoplo’s 
k'andliQ70̂  U*>0n ^Bo*1 Poolings. Catch thorn when thoy'ro

ptev 8 ,. °ard of Trade issues a list of suggestions for tho 
geati0n ■°n °* <̂*8a8l'er to ocean-goiDg steamers. Ono sug- 
presen *Bftt overy stoamship “ should bo launchod in tho 
Sank. a Bishop.” We now know why tho Titanic
^fthd Bo White Star Lino should noto this. Wo under- 
it Would k a Bi8b°P'8 attondanco would cost about jC20, but 

a be a wonderfully cheap insurance.

Agq t̂JB® Guildhall banquet to the Royal Society, Mr. 
had an ^ ^ o d e d  his hearers that tho Socioty had never 
Be con^ *̂re°t financial assistance from the Government. 
Was j b ’ratulated tho Society on tho fact, and said that it 
•bent, -mfB *or science to bo a mendicant for State ondow- 
?ci®btifi AB° words seem to ns badly chosen. It is not well for 
*S c®rtâ  r.ei3earcB to bo a “ mendicant ” to anybody, and it 
iC'entifim y B1 when financial assistance, without which 
:°ftn 0jC r°8earch is seriously handicapped, is treated as a 
Ì^Penti^M ^kancy. In these days scientific research is 
<*°tle ¡0 tj *9 a nation that would do all that might be 

a bSBt against disoase, and in the general work of 
1*̂  Petu Vel°Pment’ With our short • sighted economy 

°lkers y v*?ws of life, we Btarvo and handicap the scientific 
~?6bt. 80 strike at ono of the conditions of advance-
(,'? has j 0 Bc'ebce that does not depend upon Government 
¡aPpled—0 ^ePpnd upon private charity or see its work 
r *%. j. . is usually crippled even with private 
ajCebt jm * 18 tho nation’s misfortune to have had in our 

obK °-ra* Pribao Ministers, at least, men who seem 
d b 8®rvcgViI,°Us *° the value of scientific work, except so far 
PeeoBo(, 'Bo purpose of rhetorical adornments for their

The Royal Society was established for the pursuit of 
“ Natural Knowledge.” The expression was repeated by 
several speakers at the banquet, without comment, and 
most readers of the report would be likely to miss the full 
significance of the phrase. Originally, the expression was 
deliberate, and had a purpose. At the time of the formation 
of the Society, belief in the supernatural was general. 
Divination, magic, and witchcraft was common. It was the 
age of the “ power of sympathy” and sympathetic confusion. 
There was no clear line of demarcation between the natural 
and the supernatural, and the charter of the Royal Society, 
which stated that its object was the pursuit of “ natural 
knowledge,” marked a new era in spirit and method. The 
clergy saw the danger, and vehemently opposed it. Even 
the great Dr. South denounced its work as irreligious. 
Indeed, one gathers from Sprat’s History of the Royal 
Society that many of its earliest members were thoroughly 
disgusted at the extent to which the public mind occupied 
itself with theology. And it must certainly be placed to the 
credit of Charles II. that he favored and protected the 
Royal Society, and that, thanks to his aid, its earlier years 
were less troublesome than might otherwise have been the 
case.

The Guardian remarks that “ happily for us ” the celebra
tions were accompanied with religious services. It also 
adds that “ In England soience and religion are not the
bitter foes that they seem to be in other countries.......
Possibly the arrangement may be only in the nature of a 
truce, for signs are not wanting of aggressiveness towards 
religion in certain scientific quarters.” We congratulate the 
Guardian on having its eyes — and mouth—open. In 
England scientific men are not so avowedly opposed to 
religion as is the case in other countries, but this is 
obviously not because in England scientific teachings are 
more favorable to religion than elsewhere. Science has no 
particular home, and for that reason is at home everywhere. 
But in England there is loss plain speaking than elsewhere, 
and it cannot but happen that in time scientific teachers will 
grow restive under the silence imposed by English respecta
bility. We are, as the Guardian says, in a period of truce. 
And it is in the nature of a truce to come to an end, and for 
the parties to resume the contest. When that occurs, those 
lesser lights who have been busy carrying on the skirmishing 
will roap their reward.

Mr. Edward Kingsland, the Brockley bootmaker, who has 
boon figuring in tho law courts lately, admitted having been 
a member of the Salvation Army, but not afterwards an 
Atheist. He said he had not been an Atheist, but an 
Agnostic. Yet in a bill issued on his behalf he had called 
upon people to hear him talk on “ the divine love of tho 
groat Creator.” Mr. Kingsland has his own idea of 
Agnosticism,—as he has cf many other things.

We are glad to soo clergymen doiDg wise and useful, 
instead of foolish and useless work. But why does tho Rev. 
Henry C. Ricketts, in the Anti-Vivisectionist Review, talk 
of “ God’s dumb, defenceless creatures in licensed hells ” ? 
They aro not dumb. Thoy are certainly defenceless. And 
if thoy are God’s creatures, how ashamed he ought to be 
not to defend them himself. Tho reverend gentleman 
should think of these things.

More “ Providonco ” ! We take the following from tho 
Daily Chronicle (July 16) ; it occurs in its New York 
correspondent’s letter :—

“ B rief dispatches from the City of Mexico report that a 
great disaster was caused yesterday by a number of cloud
bursts in the State of Guanajuato, about a hundred miles 
north of the capital. A considerable portion of the Stato 
wa* Hooded, and several town» were practically destroyed.

“ The loss of life is said to be over 1 ,000, while the damage 
to property runs to over £4,00,000. Communication has 
been seriously interrupted. Reports state that 20 places 
suffered, and that in some towns not a house remains 
standing.

“ The cloudbursts were so sudden, and the mass of water 
so great and overpowering, that everything was swept before 
the floods. The messages state that the survivors are in a 
terrible plight, suffering from exposure and hunger.”

“ Providenco ” has allowod this world to bo largely peopled 
with ruffians, and it turned a lot of them on theso desolate 
sufferers in tho oxtromity of their distress. “ For his tender 
mercies aro over all his works."

Tho Peruvian horrors beat the Congo horrors. But civi
lisation—Christian civilisation—is powerless to stop them. 
The only remedy proposed is—more Christianity ! There 
ia talk of sending out a now Mission. But it must bo a 
Roman Catholic mission, as only Roman Catholics are
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allowed to carry on religions work in the country. What a 
Church 1 And what a religion 1

Cardinal Callegari, the Patriarch of Venice, has been 
preaching in St. Mark's Basilica against present-day female 
fashions. Words failed him to stigmatise the infamous 
customs of the modern society woman. “ The Patriarch,” a 
newspaper report says, “ vividly contrasted the professing 
Christian women of to-day with those of the Primitive 
Church, whom he depicted as faultless models of modesty, 
coyness, and simplicity, whereas in this sad age they strut 
about, reeking in pestilential perfumes, and clad in such 
shameless fashion that even hardy, irreligious males stand 
aghast.” The preacher must be referring to a very Primi
tive Church, for inveighing against female fashions was a 
pastime of many of the “ eatly fathers,” and has been a 
pastime of their successors in the pulpit ever since. “ Hide, 
O hide, those hills of snow,” has been the constant burden 
of their song. And what impression have they made in 
(say) eighteen hundred years ? Not a bit. The one object 
of all women’s fashions that ever were, or perhaps that ever 
will be, is to emphasise the sexual peculiarities of the female 
form. One must say this, however, for the Christian ladies 
whose charms figure in the great game of liide-and-seek, 
that their fashions are mostly designed by men.

The ancient Boman matron was more modestly dressed 
than her Christian successors in that part of the world. 
The early Christian women’s dress was not originated by 
themselves ; it was borrowed from Pagan society. Chris
tianity, therefore, according to the Patriarch of Venice, has 
effected no improvement in this respect, but rather the 
contrary.

I t is in Christian England, by the way, that “ blasphemy ” 
prosecutions are carried on by the police. It is in Christian 
England, too, that ladies dance on the public stage very 
nearly in the condition of “ the altogether,” what raiment 
they wear that does conceal being little enough to go into 
the daintiest handbag.

A religious paper publishes an account of how an Indian 
rajah sent a long distance to procure a doctor attached to a 
missionary hospital, and then sent £200 as a token of gra
titude. This was well done on both sides; but if it is 
intended as a tribute to missionary work, we consider it a 
very poor one. The rajah did not send for a missionary—he 
sent for a doctor ; and one attached to anything other than 
a missionary station would have done as well had he been 
forthcoming. We are not told that the rajah had any greater 
faith than before in the religious teaching of the missionaries, 
and we should be the last to deny that the natives of both 
India and China accept medical help when they require it. 
Indeed, this is one of the ways in which missionary agencios 
hoodwink the home subscribers. They hold out free medical 
attendance as an inducement to get people to attend the 
mission, and then use their attendance as proofs of their 
interest in the religious side of the work, and as a means of 
raising farther subscriptions at homo.

that the preacher “ was one too many for him, and vowing 
never to return.” But in a few months he was seized by 
cancer, and then sent for Mr. Webb-Peploe, who “ preache 
to him Christ and his great salvation.” The infidel was, o 
course, overjoyed. Not only so, but he opened his house to 
all his brother infidels, and they came ; and during the 8|x 
months that he lingered “ All his old companions in 8in 
heard the Gospel, and not only heard, but accepted the 
Gospel. It was a marvellous story of the Grace of God. 
We agree; it is a marvellous story. But the marvellon 
aspect of it to us is that preachers should repeat Buch tale8' 
and that people should be fools enough to believe them. 
have not heard Mr. Webb-Peploe preach, but we have rea 
some of his sermons, and we really cannot conceive them 
converting anybody who are not already well soaked 10 
superstition, and who do not, therefore, need converting- 
To announce that the story was true would be an insult to 
any decent person's intelligence. We hope, for Prebondary 
Webb-Peploe’s sake, that the story belongs to the Christ1  an 
Herald, and not to him.

The following paragraph appeared in last week s 
Reynolds' :—

“ POETIC LICENCE.
“ The Kev. William Morgan, Rector of Manafon, M° nt0 

gomeryshire, known throughout Wales by his bardic n&m 
of Pentro, was charged at Berriew (Mont.) Petty Bession 
with the non-payment of £14 lGs. Id. poor rate. ra.o 
collector stated that trouble was always experienced 
collecting defendant’s rates, and added : ‘ He gave me aW, 
bad tongue when I went to him. It was quite shameful I 
a lector.’ (Laughter.) Mr. Mar»ton: He is a celebrate 
bard. The Chairman (Captain Johnns) : If a man cann s 
bridle his tongue he should pay his rates. Mr. Humphrey 
Owen : I often feel like giving • awful bad tongue ’ about tn | 
rates. The Magistrates decided to issue a distraint order.

The reverend bard might ubo less lurid language over tb® 
rates if he could find the wherewithal to pay them, as n 
Master did through Peter’s agency, in the mouth of a fish-

The honorary secretary of the International Congress 
Spiritualists at Liverpool expressed the view that the 1® 
Mr. W. T. Stead would do more for Spiritualists in " 
spirit than in the flesh. This may be true, for all we kn°.^ 
but we don’t notice Spiritualists hurrying out of this In0 
order to bo more useful.

At a recent Gateshead “ dosortion ” case a Spiritual8* 
witness—father of the defendant, who lost the daj 
that he had a son who had been dead for years, and 
clever at his examinations that ho was now a <J 
oliemist in heaven. Some day or other we may have 
Directory of that establishment.

was so 
ualifi0“

The Abbo Piton, the priest who mysteriously disappca ^0 
from Angers, and turnod up again with the story that 
had been kidnapped by motor bandits, was after all ^  
only kidnapper in the case. He kidnapped the funds in 
control. He is now doing eight months’ imprisonment.

The late heat wave killed many adults. How many chil
dren it killed will never bo known. London was like a 
furnace. And down in East London, all the time, thousands 
of adults and myriads of children were lacking bread—to 
say nothing of milk, simply because there wasn’t sense and 
humanity enough in the people who pray to “ Our Father 
which art in heaven ” to settle a trade dispute that would 
never have occurred in any decent state of society. Wo are 
all living under the shadow of the cross.

Ten passengers on the Canada, from New York to Naples, 
became insane owing to the heat. 11 He doeth all things 
well.” ___

Bad coin and buttons are no novelties in a church plate. 
In Graham’s Social History of Scotland it is recorded that 
bad coppers in the plate were a constant trouble. When 
the managers had gathered a sufficient bag full they were 
sold for old metal to be smelted ; but somehow the same 
identical coins invariably found their way back again, never 
having reached the melting pot. The Scotchman at that 
period, if not now, was notorious for keeping the Sabbath 
and saving his bawbees.

According to that veracious chronicle, the Christian 
Herald, Prebendary Webb-Peploe was responsible for the 
following story. It was told by him at the Keswick Con
vention. An infidel—name, of course, not given—went to 
hear Mr. Webb-Peploe preach. He came away declaring

Even when they reckon up their faults the Cbristi^. 
flatter themselves. An Australian who deplorod 
generation of the age said he did not believe there 
three men in Sydney now who could write Hamlet.

All suicides ought to be Atheists, according to the ortb 
philosophy of Talmago and Torrey, but you very rare 
of one that is. Letters they leavo behind usually c0j 0jjn 
pious expressions. Hero is another instance. ,.-„g
Derry, aged 54, for 29 years clork to the Liohfield Guar 
and the Rural District Council, who drowned himsel ¡̂s 
local pool, used the word “ God ” several times in a Pa rge 
letter he wrote before performing the fatal act—of 0 „ jej 
“ daring temporary insanity.” “ Now,” he conclude! ,1 -egi 
me fall into the hands of God, for very great are bie is
May God have mercy upon my soul! ” This trust lD̂ 0̂  to 
quite touching. The poor suicide had trusted in 
very little effect in this world, but he was willing t0 gai»e 
game again in the next world—no doubt with 
result, if any.

„ . ^inent iDMiss Georgia Lichtenwalter, at one time
Denver society circles, was found shot in a dying 00 jjjileii 
£ho could just state that her assailant was Eugene g0-
well known in Denver business circles, and cl.°se /  g0eia‘ 
ciated with the work of the Young Men’s Christian 0ld 
tion. There was a Mrs. Miller in tho case. It W(q,rjstiaI5' 
story again—two women and one m an; and ho a L 
as probably they were.
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Mr, F oote’s E ngagem ents Sugar Plums.

(Lectures suspended until September.)

To Correspondents.

• £l7nÊ T'S E onobaricm F und, 1912.—Previously acknowledged, 
I ^ J s .  lid. Received since :—An Old Worker, £1; Harry 

ind Edwin 
lowson, 3s.

Acr-

and Edwin Calder (Calcutta), 10s. Gd. ; Wm. Wood, 
Ploijd (U^°WSOn’ ^S' bd‘ ’ Ered Gibson (3. Africa), £1 ; J. F.

ti Golledge.—We can hardly undertake to explain Chris-
thern  ̂i nC6S l&‘ib. That is rather a task for Christians
Sun 86 ves- Is it not? But we may make this remark, 
in th°Be *bere wera any real force in the far-fetched argument, 
c , ,e Pamphlet you send us, that there might be a whale that 
thrn SWabow a man, waiting about for Jonah when he was 
8nchWn°Verboard- wbat sort of home would the intestines of 
Let »V Bea mon8ter ” afford him for three days and nights? 
ano),t“e story he miraculous, and one part is as true as 
natu i ’ try i° make it natural, and one part must be as 
einl ^  aa re3*i' ^  the swaH°win!) of Jonah is to be 
re8i ̂ -ned naturally, so must his breathing without air and his 
east -? .the powerful digesting apparatus and dissolvent 

^  He juice 0f },ja entertainer.
iittl unknown sender of the local press cuttings about the 
ov ® fnstnrbance at Crane-street Baptist Church, Pontypool, 
M>at't * Past°r’* sermon on King David, forgive us for saying 
of 18 rather a poor little domestic squabble than an event 

tp _ ny *'8nificance to outsiders ?'' . P ll
B B ' ° ALL'—Thanks for useful cuttings.
B« C~Many blanks for cuttings.
Cos Lvans.̂—Glad to have your encouraging letter.
^ Seo “ Acid Drops.” Thanks,

p, 429*At'—Esther a poor search—wasn't it. Soe July 7,

ha3°*, ®EBRIaroRD, secretary of the Sheffield N. S. S. Branch, 
g ^ ban6ed his address to 94 Brightmore-street.

niatt0ETT'— are obliged to you for your trouble in the 
\yjjij8E> and we will keep your letter by us for a bit. Hoan- 

To 0 Please see our front article.Yrj
en„ —Delighted to hoar from one who was so much 
l'b r* ’n Christian work until the Freethinker startod his 
at g atlon ^om supernatural faith. That you were “ shocked ” 
Tvera Waa natural, but you “ reasoned it out ” and found you 
^ Wron8. We are glad of our share in your “ conversion.”

J_ ^°BS01*.—A paragraph was already in type. Thanks. 
^ RaR*Avas,—Will bear the suggestion in mind.

Ple' ^ RDIa»°N.—Our shop manager will attend to your order, 
foadi hear y°u 8®t mental satisfaction, at last, from

p Ibis journal.
A pj0011' Useful, Thanks.

C0taTB'~~Glad to read your appreciative account of Messrs. 
J. p and Jackson’s visit to Heywood.

an American reador, subscribing to the President’s 
artici„atln.m. Uund, says : “ I was an interested roader of your 
sincer'i B*v‘n8 your experience with the Freethinker. I 
basi8 B v b°P8 y°u will 800n have the paper on a paying 
Uiadg » *°u deaerve mountains of oredit for the fight you have 
ia g ' This correspondent passes on the paper to others and 
tesuif ?, *bat “ good for the Freethought cause is bound to

CQrresPondence unavoidably stands over tillinoxt week.
i’a r ^ DL/ B Society, L imited, office is a t  2 N ew castle-street, 

Tb« jJ nRdo“ -8treet E .C .

w
Skcudab Society's offioe is at 2 Newoastle-street, 

' 8dlon-street, E.C.
tvith R° 3ervic®a of the National Seoular Society in connection 
sboul(jei a*a,r Burial Sorvices aro required, all communications 
*̂lT*a b° addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.
* New*°r '’h® Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 

b»av„ Castle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.iDR* \t—atr6a* Notices must reaoh 2 Newoastlo-street, Farringdon- 
loserted ‘U” by first post Tuosday, or they will not beQSened
biadj'j wbo aen<1 us new spapers would enhance the favor by 

8 the paBsagos to which thoy wish us to call a tten tion .
^‘RRee(t p toratureBhould be sent to the Shop Manager of the 
 ̂a<14 „ . Ureas, 2 Newoastlo-street, Farringdon-street, E.C., 

t0 the Editor
B6Qde/riittinE for literature by stamps are specially requested 

b«E pr nalfpenny ttampt
lr?Ce> ‘vol*161" be forwarded direot from the publishing 
lV  gj* Bt free, at the following rates, prepaid :—One year, 

* ’ half year, 5s. 3d.; three months, 2s. 8d.

Several Branches have asked Mr. Foote to open their 
lecture season in October. He has had regretfully to refuse 
them all. It has been decidod that he shall lecture exclu
sively at Queen’s Hall, London, on Sunday evenings during 
October, November, and December. Until this experiment 
is worked out it will be impossible to say anything definite 
about Mr. Foote’s lecture engagements in the New Year. 
One result of the experiment is obvious beforehand. It will 
leave Mr. Cohen and Mr. Lloyd free to visit more provincial 
towns during the season—including some of those where 
Branches are formed by the new Gott-and-Jackson enter
prise. This, indeed, is a part of the general policy of which 
Mr. Foote’s location at Queen’s Hall is also a portion. 
Our readers will see, therefore, that the propaganda of 
Freethought is being attacked on a larger and broader scale, 
as far as the N. S. S. and the Secular Society, Ltd., are 
concerned.

Branches of the N. S. S. that desire to secure Mr. Cohen, 
Mr. Lloyd, and other lecturers, during the winter lecturing 
season, should lose no time in communicating with them 
and with the N. S. S. secretary at headquarters. A great 
effort will be made this coming winter to let the largest 
possible number of towns hear the Gospel of Freethought 
preached by distinguished and effective representatives.

Mr. J. W. Gott reports a most encouraging experience at 
Bolton, in connection with the new Propaganda Scheme. 
Before the evening meeting every sort of pamphlet and 
every copy of the Freethinker were sold out, although the 
supply was thought to be more than sufficient. “ We were 
just sick,” Mr. Gott says, ” to think we had nothing to offer 
at the big evening meeting, when we came across a local 
Secularist who had saved all his copies of the Freethinker 
for seven years. We made him an offer for the lot, which 
he accepted, and we took those back numbers to the meeting 
and very nearly sold the whole stock.”

Mr. It. H. Rosotti, who started open-air Freethought pro
paganda in the village of Laindon, Essex, where he resides, 
reports continued success there. He and Miss Pankhurst 
jointly occupied the platform last Sunday and had a capital 
meeting, which was most orderly and attentive. Much 
Freethought literature was distributed and more was asked 
for. “ Miss Pankhurst, my brother [he looks after the 
literature], and I,” Mr. Rosetti writes, “ send our kind 
regards, and desire to tell you how proud wo feel to bo of a 
little service to the cause of which you are such an esteemed 
leader.”

Two Calcutta Freethinkers “ beg to stato that we consider 
the Freethinker a noble education. But, as you know,” they 
add, “ some grown-ups will not bo taught.”

“ By his re-election at the Annual Conference of the 
National Secular Society held at Leeds on May 26, Mr. 
G. W. Footo is made President of the Sooiety for the 
twonty-second (or is it twenty-third ?) consecutivo yoar. 
Mr. Foote, in his address of acceptance, told the Conference 
that he had never considered that the success of the Society 
consisted in a large number of members. 1 Advanced move
ments wore always conducted by a small body of people. 
It was liko a stage army, always visible, apparently nume
rous—but only a few. The great thing was, was the work 
done ? What was their function after all ? Their main 
function was to mako Freethinkers; and if they went on 
doiDg that, evon if tho members’ lists did not increase, their 
activity was producing its fruit. The great body of tho 
people was permeated with their ideas, and in that way 
thoy became, as it were, tho preparatory school of all the 
other advanced institutions of tho country. Take tho Free
thinkers out of them, and what was the residue worth ?’ 
These aro truths that believers in the necessity of large 
organisations aro inclined to overlook. The Froethought 
movement is a tree that keeps on multiplying fruit even 
though it may not add to its own size. President Foote’s 
annual address, published in the Freethinker of Juno 2 , is a 
valuable document which in recounting the Society’s deeds 
since the last Conference shows to what an extent religious 
persecution is rife in England at the beginning of tho 
twentieth century. The imprisonment of Messrs. Gott and 
Stewart on 1 blasphemy ’ convictions took place in the 
present year, and there are other prosecutions of the same 
nature. We thank President Foote for the kind words 
regarding the Truthseeker which his address contains. We 
congratulate him on his retention in the responsible place 
he occupies, and we congratulate the Freethinkers of Great 
Britain in having so able and courageous a man to put 
there.”— Truthseeker (New York).
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Within the Toils.

The wind was growling amongst the trees, and the 
rain lent its swish to the wild musio of the night. 
The very grass around his feet bent and bowed in an 
erratic motion, as the storm-gusts rushed between 
the treetrunks, and dashed onwards to soatter and 
loose themselves, as it seemed, in the blackness oi: 
the forest deeps. Only a faint line marked the dis
tinction of sky and foliage: the leaves appeared 
darker than the clouds. But when the wind-devils 
of the west came charging over the meadows, 
flinging themselves in frenzied might against the 
opposing forest, leaves and clouds became an 
indistinguishable mass of chaotic movement.

The air was full of furious rejoicings, of weepings, 
of moanings, of anger, of the terrible voices of 
suffering, inevitable and as cruel, of piteous cries 
against calamities, of wild mirth and musio. In
animate nature, intensified to extravaganoe by the 
confliotion of its parts, poured into the night voioes 
that seemed to possess every human emotion. Domi
neered by a power stronger than man’s soience, the 
branches lashed each other into a state of terror, 
their voices rising from a weak whimper of fear to 
a tornado of nervous excitement.

In the clash of the leaves, tossed to and fro like a 
human crowd under the influence of a morbid 
curiosity, there was the heated applause of a million 
clapping hands. Groaning heavily, like a strong 
man within the toils of an unendurable physical 
pain, a monarch of the forest, in the distance, 
offered a grudging allegiance to the gale; and the 
agony of his death turned the voice of his conqueror 
into a child’s song of viotory. The shrieks of a 
younger tree, as its trunk was torn raggedly in twain, 
dose at hand, sounded like a woman’s yell of mingled 
distress and fear and hopelessness when she is caught 
by a coward in the dark. And all the while the rain, 
borne on the breast of the wind, rattled merrily 
against the foliage, laughing at the powerless dis
comfiture of his friends. All the while there was 
singing, soft, melodious, soothing, stealing in and 
out, sometimes loud and full and sweet, sometimes 
low as a lullaby sung over a sleeping child. If there 
were anger and hate, there were also peaoe and love. 
If there were strife and dismay, there were also com
panionship and trust. Hardness and coldness gave 
place to beauty and warmth, and the cruelty of 
power dissolved into fellowship and service. Mookery 
lost itself in admiration, and cowardice surrendered 
to noble strength.

He stood, looking and listening, with his back 
pressed against a tree, a big beech, that swayed 
slightly to and fro as the wind impetuously searched 
its branches. Wild-fire shot through his eyes. His 
breath came short and sharp. He dilated with joy. 
His mind, influenced by every change in the conflict 
around him, and attuned to a susceptibility that 
seemed eager to reciprocate every nuance of shade 
or sound, seemed to forget its relationship to the 
body. It became an active part of the larger nature, 
rushing with the wind, swaying with the branches, 
yet, even when the body seemed to disappear and 
be forgotten, when the “ humanity ” of the indi
vidual dwindled away and was lost, the mind never 
deleted the larger humanity from its interminable 
thoughts. Still there rang in his ears the shriek of 
terror. Still he heard the moaning and weeping and 
wailing. Still he saw man-shaped phantoms arise 
from the gloomy leaf-oaverns, ascend into the dim 
grey, and dissolve, like whiffs of wind-swept smoke, 
into the blackness of the clouds. Still he heard the 
merrymaking of the raindrops; and still his mind 
expanded to the crescendo of the storm, and soothed 
itself in the low music of motion that followed.

Forgetting himself, the ego utterly abolished, the 
humanity of his nature he could not forget. I t pul
sated in every vibration incited by his surroundings. 
The man in him throbbed and heaved, ineradicable 
and eternal. Set free from every petty thought, 
every rostrioting ciroumstance of the commonplace,

every little reflex of environmental unnaturalness> 
his mind remained human. Purified, ennobled, 
riched, raised high above the accustomed level, it 
humanity was ever within it. ,

The imagination can soar high above the eag¡1® 
lim it; and as the eagle’s wings are an essential 
its progress, so is the mind’s humanness an omni
present factor in its movement. Hidden in to 
light, the eagle’s wings, we know, are still par“ 
its vitality. Concealed, maybe, in the splendor o 
his imaginings, man’s humanity is not so wonae 
fully colored that we cannot discover it. Bey00 
nature man cannot go. Nature enolcses all h 
thoughts; and even on those ideas that would esoap 
her commands she impinges her sovereignty- ^  
making them weak and wavering, by inscribing the 
of natural and human origin, by restricting tb® 
attributes to human semblance, she turns the 
attempts to abject futility. .

Heaven and Hell, God and the Devil, angels, bla°  ̂
and white, have, all of them, the accusing semblanc 
of the natural or the existing. To dispossess, 0 
attempt to dispossess, God of his human resemblan® > 
is to destroy the keystone of the arch. Even *  ̂
spiritualistic endeavor to robe God in a column of 
smoke-like something is a miserable failure beoan 
it cannot avoid clinging to the human f°^ ' 
When people feared God as they did a great p g 
human tyrant, and for the same reasons, re^ ,1i 0 
was strong. With the gradual disappearance of * 
definitely knowable human attributes goes thep0̂  
of religion. God ceases to be comprehensio ■ 
Nature regains her full control, and the god-i“ 
becomes an easily understood fallacy. ,. 0

The beech moved behind him, yielding itself to 
sway of its thickly foliaged branohes, as if enjoy10»' 
as thoroughly as he did, the delights of the .8̂ ora0 
Its quiet, peaceful motion flooded him with 
enduring strength that lent solidity to the ernotl ¿j 
of his mind. And, when the wind went to rest, a 
the dispeace settled into sleep, and the voioes V . 
hushed into a gentle murmuring indescribably 
and soothing, when the olouds floated apart, sbo^ 1s n * *through the filagree of leaves »uu Uw.Su, —  0(
of the skies, and the beeoh beoame, onoe n® ^ 
immovable as a truth, he smiled and stroked its * f 
silver-grey bark. Yet, he was no Pantheist, no , 
shiper of Nature : only a lover of hers. He 00 , 
to no God, recognising none. He worshiped not 
having nothing to worship. He was an Atbeis > j 
raw blatant Materialist, within the toils of 100 
degradation, whose ignoble dry philosophy was ^  
and drear as the ashes of a tinker’s fire left on 
roadside of life. Robert MOBBLA»*

Religion in the Light of Science. , 1 1 .

(Concluded from p. 459.) -6
Another belief which is oommon to all relig100®p- 
that of a future state. Lord Avebury has e Ŷ ^  
sised the faot that dream experiences which P01̂  ¡(¡, 
another life at the same time suggest a 1 in®* , t,y

S- i o l t fDead companions or enemies who are recoj 
savages in dreams are those who were p _
known to them, and as a general consequence gjy 
long dead are forgotten. The Manganjas ^»t
ground their belief in a future life on the .̂ĵ ill® 
iiheir friends visit them in their sleep.” DQ fjegrO> 
states that if one were to ask the African jje 

Where is the spirit of your great-fatbe 
would reply that he does not know ; it is done* 
lim about the spirit of his father or broth r0r.’’ 
died yesterday, then he ¡b full of fear and 
And from this and similar notions have been ■ Qgt 
in the course of cultural development the r o’3 
dogmas of an eternal life of salvation or da 
which characterise some of the higher the0*0» <30®® 

The savage Comanohes think that " ,f 
wander through the night, but depart , fioor®8̂ 08 
with returning day. This superslntion still
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mong the peasantry of civilised Europe. One of 
. 7 8t memorable instances of this once universal

*ef has been immortalised by tbe greatest of 
poets. The gtj0St 0f Hamlet’s father revisits the 
b impsBa of the moon, but it vanishes with the herald 
of the dawn.
ip associated with the belief in a future life

that whioh assumes the existence of another 
ha f ^ t h  unrivalled brillianoy, Herbert Spencer 
q ? traced the genesis and development of this idea, 
«ginally, savage man imagines his deceased rela- 
08 near at hand. In our own rural districts 
osts are still believed to haunt graveyards. In 

ti ê nia aod throughout savage Africa the souls of 
bo • , a  ̂ frequent the habitats of the living. The 
snob ..^ aces are consistently shunned except at 
s i . times when offerings are presented to the 
theH* ^  a higher stage of savage culture, although 
the W0lli°e Piaces °f the living are still visited by 

dead, they are usually thought of as remaining 
util-8, re8peotable distance. Where the hills are 
o a8 burial-grounds, these eminences are re- 
rec • as abodes of the dead. Where caves 
thi8lV*.0 corP80> there dwell the ghosts ; and from 
d 8 theory has been evolved the belief that the 
thfl r 6̂<f linger in subterranean homes. In much 
reg, 8atne manner the idea of the hilltops as the 
led aence °f the dead has, with increasing know- 

.been enlarged into the theory of another
the 5 ? -i8 at(. -, PriCQ1tlve peoples every unusual occurrence 

the , , ated to the benefioent, or more frequently to 
the r.a f  fQi> activities of ghosts. The early Greeks, 
at abylonians, the Jews, and the Roman Catholics 
this U°k higher grades of culture, have inherited 
(¡om Sross superstition. Extinot oivilised peoples, in 
atte^011 oontemporary races, boasted their
\ÿitb ant spirits, guardian angels, or patron saints. 
Bnpp 8avag08i barbarians, and even advanced races, 
titoQrnatnral aSent 8 bave been, and are Btill Borne
an  s reSarded as the causes of insanity, disease, 
vioti death. The violent bodily struggles of the 
^ha?13 ePilePfcio seizures were thus explained. 
°the m°re natural than to suppose that the patient’s 

Wa8 absent during the fit ? This explana- 
ePile r  leng thened  by the faot that when the 
temof 10 r08tored to consciousness he has not the
8'okn 08*i ^ ea wtiat has taken place. Fainting 
Atri0688 and epilepsy are both asoribed by the East 
si0n atJ® at>d the Congo natives to demonio posses- 
the ’ ™ke records of the Jews abundantly illustrate 
the kebef, and the language of their neighbors, 
Spfl rabians, contains the same word for epilepsy 
J'sea °88e8a*on ^  devils. Lunaoy and other neural 
thrQo ^  Wero traced to the machinations of demons 
s°*eue °Û Christendom until tbe rise of medical 
all deg6' • every quarter of the world diseases of 
^9,8 0riPtions were traoed to evil spirits. Death 
sarue 1 . one time regarded universally from the 
Said • of view. As our groat philosopher has

‘b o c c a s i o n a l l y  read tbe coroner’s verdict— 
Peo* 1 ^  the visitation of God ’ ; and wo still meet 
t j P  e wbo think cortain doatbs (say tbe drowning of 
div 0̂ Ŵ ° 8° boating on Sundays) directly result from 
bol'1UfG vengeance : a belief differing from savago 
agent ”°n ŷ 'U a m°d'fi°d conception of the supernatural

riûQg *^v̂ a8 ima,gined that the ravings of the deli
v re  I'be self-inflicted injuries of the insane 
Po\yer 0 results of demoniaoal possession, so the 
8hted 1 ability which a few display were attri- 
dv?eliin ° influences of Borne beneficent in- 
as°ribed t 8̂ r^* Groat montai superiority was 
Ï0Cebtly t0 inspiration of a ghost. Until quite 
8a0red g , s.P*rü'nal inspiration was olaimed for our 
t°ê ioin CriP*iaros. Brinton speaks of savages whose 
aPoo -men were acoustomed to lay their hands 
^bihera0 head» the nearest kin of dead 
be BQoj °f the tribe and to blow into them 

Reared8i°* ^be deceased. These souls then re- 
t̂actice bÎD bho next children. This superstitious 

ears a weird resemblance to the following

passage in the Church of England service for ordain
ing the clergy: “ Receive the Holy Ghost for the 
office and work of a priest in the Church of God, 
now committed unto thee by the imposition of our 
hands.” The doctrine of apostolic succession conveys 
a similar interpretation, and even enlightened 
Quakers suppose themselves moved by the spirit 
of God.

As good spirits enter men, so also do evil. The 
most fantastic customs exist among men for the 
purpose of driving the demons away. One favorite 
device is to make the sufferer’s body so uncomfort
able that the devils are only too anxious to flee. 
Most medicine-men are exorcists, and this function 
is still fulfilled by Christian priests. The ancient 
Hebrews drove out the devils by creating a revolting 
stench with the burning heart and liver of a fish. 
Jesus expelled the unolean spirits from the insane 
and sent them into pigs. To this very hour the 
Roman Church provides specially ordained exorcists. 
Devil-driving was practised in the Churohof England 
during the reign of Edward VI., when infants were 
exoroised before baptism. In 1G65 tbe Bishop of 
Exeter licensed a clergyman as an exorcist, and this 
parson promptly laid a woman’s ghost.

It was oustomary with many primitive peoples to 
inter the dead in the huts or caves of the living. 
The terror excited by the spirits of the dead caused 
the survivors to abandon the place of burial. Ages 
after caves were utilised as human habitations, they 
continued to serve as cemeteries. Numerous savage 
and barbarian temple caves have been discovered in 
modern times. It appears almost certain that the 
celebrated cave temples of anoient Egypt were 
evolved from prehistoric burial-places. Among peoples 
to whom the custom of hut burial is foreign, the 
structure ereoted over the grave indicates the begin
ning of a saored edifice. Flowers, fruits, and other 
offerings are placed upon the grave, and in some 
instances a priest is appointed to minister to the 
corpse. In other instances, the departed repose on 
platforms which receive the refreshments provided 
by the living for the use of the dead. The earliest 
Christian altar was an empty chest on whose lid the 
Eucharist was celebrated. The relics of martyred 
saints were deposited beneath an a lta r; and the 
primitive tradition is still maintained by enclosing 
the remains of a saint within an altar. The original 
holy place, then, was the residence of the dead and 
their ghosts “ The sheltering cave, or houee, or 
other chamber for the dead, becomes the sacred 
chamber or temple; and that on which offerings for 
the dead are put becomes the sacred support for 
offerings—the altar."

Every uncivilised raoe possesses supernatural 
beliefs of some kind or other. All assertions 
have collapsed. Fear of the ghosts of the 
dead is a universal characteristic of savage and 
barbarous peoples. The ghost theory permeates all 
religious beliefs from the rudest up to the most 
advanced. With wandering savages who desert 
their dead this ghost fear is comparatively small. 
But in more settled communities with their defunct 
relatives lying in their midst, funeral rites and cere
monies evolve, and the propitiation of spirits becomes 
an established custom. In Fiji, dead parents are 
immediately elevated to the rank of gods. Rude 
temples are forthwith raised to commemorate their 
deeds. Marsden informs us that the Sumatrans 
acknowledge no god, devil, or idol. Nevertheless, 
they “ venerate, almost to the point of worshiping, 
the tombs and manes of their deceased ancestors." 
From the Eskimo in the extreme north of Amerioa 
to the Patagonians of the uttermost south, ancestor- 
worship and propitiation have been, and are, the 
chief religion of the people. Throughout savage 
Africa, and barbarous and semi-civilised Asia, similar 
phenomena abound. The anoient civilisations of 
Egypt and India proolaim the same truth. Dead 
Europeans are worshiped as gods in British India to 
this very hour.

Nor is ancestor-worship restricted to the inferior 
races. It is almost universal in China. It underlay
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the cults of ancient India, and it dominated the 
religions of classic Greek and Rome. Evidences of 
its former existence everywhere abound throughout 
modern Europe. That the ancient Hebrews—from 
whom the Christian peoples derived their divinities 
—were at one time ancestor worshipers, we possess 
ample proof. Nominal Mahommedans still worship 
the ghosts of the dead. Prayers to the departed for 
intercession are daily offered by Roman Catholics. 
The Feast of all Souls and other orthodox observ
ances point plainly to an earlier worship of the dead. 
From this adoration and propitiation of the dead 
ancestor has been developed the belief in a personal 
God or gods. In Christian plastic and piotorial art, 
God the Father is depicted as an elderly man. The 
man Jesus has been developed into a deity. The 
woman Mary has become the leading divinity of 
millions of Roman Catholics. And the multitu
dinous Christian saints are still adorned as minor 
divinities of the Catholio Pantheon.

All its multifarious manifestations, notwithstand
ing, religion finds its most rational genesis in the 
terror inspired by the supposed spirits of the dead. 
The adoration of the hosts of heaven, the worship of 
plants and animals, likewise find their fundamental 
explanation in the propitiation of spirits. As Dr. 
Tylor so well says :—

“ Man first attains to the idea of Bpirit by reflection 
on various physical, psychological, and psychical 
experiences* such as sleep, dreams, trances, shadows, 
hallucinations, breath, and death, and he gradually 
extends the conception of soul or ghost till all nature is 
peopled with spirits. Of these spirits one is finally 
promoted to supremacy when the conception of a 
supreme spirit occurs.”

The history of religion is thus one of evolutionary 
growth. This may be traced without a break from 
the rudest beginnings to its highest and most 
elaborated forms. The line of its advance is stained 
with bitterness and blood. Civil barbarities are as 
nothing when oompared with the revolting cruelties 
perpetrated in the name of the gods. Animal and 
human sacrifice and slaughter; persecution, torture; 
crusades, and other holy wars are a few only of the 
horrors and injuries with which religion has blotted 
the fair face of humanity. The accumulating know
ledge of mankind, which constitutes its scientific 
achievements, must ever remain the inexorable 
enemy of the religious superstitions of the people. In 
our day more exalted religious conceptions have been 
reached than in any antecedent period of human 
culture save that of ancient Athens. And as 
advancing knowledge and higher ethical teaching 
served to ennoble the religions of olassio antiquity, 
so in modern times, mental, moral, and physical 
science have led to the purification and humanisa
tion of theology. Our civilisation is in no way 
indebted to religion; it was solely begotten by 
soience in her many varying modes of creation.
“ Religions,” said Schopenhauer, “ are like glow
worms, they require darkness to shine i n ” ; and 
again, “ Religions are the children of ignoranoe, and 
do not long survive their mother.” Theologies pro
mote blind, unreasoning faith; they exercise in
fluences which are fatal to progress. The first 
cousin to religion is metaphysics, masquerading in 
the plumes of philosophy. The theologians are 
sufficiently dangerous when standing alone, but in 
times like ours, when sincere religion is so largely at 
a discount, the cobweb-weaving metaphysicians lend 
material aid to the priestly caste. We cannot afford 
to neglect the faot that countless thousands of people 
have as yet insufficient mental stability to enable 
them to view nature and life from the standpoint of 
calm reason. The transient notoriety of Bergson 
serves to illustrate this unfortunate fact. Even 
when so enlightened and able an inquirer as Dr. 
F. B. Jevons was compelled to acknowledge that 
science has doomed the idea of a personal God to 
ultimate extinction, he at once attempted to escape 
from his own logio by dwelling on the unreliability 
of human reason. Many have settled into the com
fortable conclusion that, whatever happens, the

sentence of death pronounced by soience npoD 
theology will be inevitably carried out. This opin'0“ 
is unquestionably sound. But an enormous amonD" 
of educational work lies before us if this happy 
consummation is to be quiokly reached, Tb® 
economio interests are so v ast; the issues at stake 
are so numerous; the superstitious cravings 
humanity are so deeply embedded that the sacer
dotal parties are quite unlikely to relinquish their 
ill-gotten powers and privileges without a protracted 
struggle. But, of the ultimate result of the 
pending conflict, one opinion only is admissible. The 
diffusion of knowledge—above all, a knowledge °£ 
scienoe—is the most potent antidote to superstition- 
And when the people possess an understanding ot 
the verities which science is hourly disclosing to n9> 
the sombre clouds of theology will vanish from vieffj 
and the light-shedding sun of Rationalism 
steadily illume the minds and lives of men.

T. F. Palmer-

Literary Gossip.

Mr. S. R. L itt lew o o d ’s article in the Daily ChronicU  ̂
July 20 on the Bacon-Shakespeare controversy contain 
some good points, one of which is in itself decisive; tboug 
it is far from being novel, as we shall show presently. 
Littlewood takes the general position that the plays » 
poems of Shakespeare are like all we know of the 1 
while they are nothing like all wo know of Bacon. In 1 
course of the argument in defence of this position referen 
is made to the “ love test.” To show what Shakespeft̂  
“ knew and thought of the passion of love,” Mr. Little* 0 
quotes four lines from the noble hundred and s>ste 
Sonnet:—

Love’s not Time’s fool, though rosy lips and cheek9 
Within his bending sickle’s compass come ;
Love alters not with his brief hours and weeks,
But bears it out even to the edge of doom.”

Beautiful! But there is a greater truth and a gr®̂ ° 
subtlety in the immediately preceding lines :—

“ Love is not love
Which altors when it alteration finds,
Or bends with the remover to remove :
O, no 1 it is an ever-fixtd mark,
That looks on tempests and is never shaken ; „
It is the star to every wandering bark, [taken. 
Whose worth’s unknown, although his height be j

JlA thousand passages, celebrating the power and $ ° r.l.e 
love, might be quoted from the dramas. But this is in 1 g 
sufficient, "Look on that picture," Mr. Littlewood■ * Lj 
“ and then on th is”—whereupon he quotes a most ar,^ cCt, 
cynical passage on love from Bacon's ossay on that o0. 
It is as certain as anything can be without ocular de ,fl 
stration that Shakespeare could never have written Ba ^  
withering ossay on love ; and just as certain, on the 0 Qt 
side, that Bacon could never have written, or conceiv®^ 
appreciated Shakespeare's glowing praise of that PaS 
They were two totally different minds and tomperam®11

* * * ,I)0®
Mr. Littlewood is right, but we repeat that he 13 ^ e 

original. We do not say that we are, but wo do say a 
employed this very “ love test"  of his some quarter ^  
century ago in a Freethinker articlo on “ Lord Baco 0o 
Atheism.” Aftor referring to Pope’s lashing conpj® 
Bacon as “ The wisest, brightest, meanest of mankind- g 
remarked that Pope himsolf did one or two meaner * 
than Bacon did. Nor, we added, was Baoon the wise® 
brightest of mankind :— b,0

“ A wiser and brighter spirit was contemporary wi 
in the person of ‘ a poor player.’ The dullards wb®' go 
that Lord Bacon wrote the plays of Shakespeare 11 cut 
discrimination. His lordship’s mind might have 
out of the poet’s without leaving an incurable it
Some will dissent from this, but be it as it may, o'
ot the two men are vastly different, liko their * o' 
thinking. Bacon's essay on Love is cynical. The , 0 e 
the world, the well-bred statesman, looked on l°ve.a j pef' 
child of folly,' a necessary nuisance, a tragic-co®10̂  jjfe- 
turbation. Shakespeare saw in Love the mainspring g^k9’
‘ Love speaks in a perpetual hyperbole,’ said Bacon. i® a 
speare also said that the lover ‘ sees Helen’s beajfpe*’ 
brow of Egypt.’ The poet knew all the P'a'*OBOPci e0pe»fg 
and more. What Bacon laughed or sneered at, Sha to0cke.9 
reoognised as the magic of the great enchanter, *bo ide -i 
our imaginations and kindles in us the power 0 .“.[¡0®- \  
Exaggeration there must be in passion and imagin 
is the defect of their quality. But what are * e
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? Dead driftwood on the tide; dismantled hulls 
rottmg in harbor; anything that awaits destruction, to 
give its imprisoned forces a chance of asserting themselves 
in new forms of being.”

Weh*80̂ ,8a'^  8omethiDg similar (and no doubt finer, but 
I t aven't the book before ns at the moment) in his splendid 
a ure 011 Shakespeare. But we did not borrow from him, 
Sli vm°re ^ an borrowed from u s ; for his lecture on 
dat ,Peare was first published some ten years after tfee 

0 of our own article in which the above passage occurs.
*  *  *

gacr' .^ittlewood remarks that logic is lost upon the 
tkaj0niana- We will say something even stronger than 
bein' ^  is a curious fact—though not so curious if you look 
Pro W- surface—that Spiritualists are nearly always
Whfi4'0 •m*n^ed. There are many Spiritualist versifiers, but 
hand6 18 Spiritualist poet ? Atheism, on the other 
Swi LCan sfiow Lucretius, Shakespeare, Leopardi, Shelley, 
ThiQ' rne’ Meredith, Hardy, and James Thomson (“ B. V.”). 
■Deli i8,q Do mean® a complete list. No French name is 
beinde0’ because of the difficulty of selection ; Atheism 
"sta 80 Preva ênt among French men of letters. The 
Drra 8 an<̂  Sr°vellir»g materialists ” have somehow a great 
adie^r P00! 8 on their side, while the (supply your own 
that lVeS| reafi0r) Spiritualists are singularly barren in 
De“tlrespect. Now, in the same way, the Baconians are 
Dujo ^ Prosaic-“ inded people. We never heard of a poet 
bnovm!* ^bem. Persons of literary sense and judgment 
tests ' ^ a subje°tive test, which is better than all objective 
aDy ‘Q sucb cases, that Bacon did not write “ Shakespeare ” 
°nt i-?010 *ban Shakespeare wrote “ Bacon.” Persons with- 
the tefary sense and judgment may believe anything about 
of apr°aaction of great literature. They are at the mercy 
bilit/ “°nsonsical theory that has the least objective plausi- 
IflerJd'« U* it. Tennyson or Browning or Swinburne or 
''Wo 1*5 —n°I *° 8° back further nor to come down later 
&ddloi nat«*Uy laogb at tho Baconian theory as the most 
pjattg of conjecture that ever was laid. What does it 
it tanu ,t Lord Palmerston was a Baconian ? What does 
8ame ter *1 a judge or two, and a few lawyers, are in the 
lanati CaaiP ? What does it matter that one American 
caojp n’ aUlI a tew American nobodies, are also in the same 
aitpi! The matter-of-fact people, the foot-rule people, are 
a boxy f Q,b °I. court in a question of pure literature. Shake 
bsliey ."ev^ ences ” before them and you may make them 
Pif.h e. a‘Daost any absurdity ; that tho man (say) who wrote
Spe alRn w___-,7 r\V OMin/t 'iiavo/i__f.Vinit, -np a*so ™°to Esmond, or vice vend—that Herbert 
C'bjgj ,r Wr°to Songs Before Sunrise, or that the late Lord 
theso u®tice Russell wrote the Ring and the Book. Perhaps 
give tl *leor'ea are a bit too near in point of time—but only 
are du p01 a couplc of hundred years' antiquity ! For we 
&nd v -lc8 with pooplo who don’t judge by faco and figure, 
Dails °1C° an<I gesture; all thoy want is tho print of tho

VerSaf] abb Mr. Andrew Lang romoves a graceful and 
except 0 Wr'tor, of no particular importanco to literature, 
i< 80 .̂ar as bis prose translation of Homer—in oon- 
Derogj0 y.*̂ b Messrs. Leaf, Myers, and Butchor—is con- 
Mr, Monday’s Evening News reproduced a samplo of 
^tested '>W bang's caligraphy. No wonder printers 
?Jes. j .1 ,for it is almost indecipherable ovon to practised 
Dlitera(. " m*gbt easily bo mistakon for the writing of an 
bitten j rnan» but it is roally the writing of a man who has 
N iu e  t0° mnch- The same thing is true of Shakospeare's 
"teojoH f 8 We Pointed out to the curator of the Shakespeare 

a at Stratford-on-Avon.
* * *

f8 • ^ r ' Andrew Lang, wo understand, who was 
t " crir In a ât0r Preface to Tess o f the D'Urbervilles U" 
n eprovICi^^° bnrned Christian for half-an-hour ” in ordc 
, 'Schv,iH 6 Mr. TliomaB Hardy for referring to tho Doity, i 

d hi a!°: as tho President of tho Immortals, wh 
1 1° dr °nfiod his sport with poor Tess. Mr. Lang di 

& ^aya baVi,n*)-0n a sword like Mr. Hardy’s. It
u business to provoke one’s Master. q  w  F

lj
I?!® for j 0Qf bas sometime to ask : What am I going through 
otK  ̂ Win k • aball I do on the way ? Shall I do only 
n 01Sts, aig bring pleasure to myself, or shall I think of 
o 6 living n, . °ne lives right, one will end right. It is 
W°Qgh lif la,b *a the important thing. While we are going 
6hjg°iDe n  We neod to think only of the present. We are 
hJ* it, b r.ougb for the sake of getting somewhere at the
»ho s°tnotl-f°r Wllat we can Ret oat of tl30 j°urney* 14 **liVj *4 nevblng that counts, not becoming something. Life 
hJbg' ^ Q0t tbink of death. There is only life to the 

°be knows when he is dead. Live to your last 
' E. Washburn, “ Truthseeker" (New York).

Correspondence.
R E  G. L. MACKENZIE.

TO THK EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.”
Sir,—“ His family saw fit to give the funeral a religious 

character.” One hesitates to criticise the actions of private 
individuals, but it almost seems a piece of unpardonable 
impudence to treat the author of Brimstone Ballads so. 
May I offer a hint to Atheists who are likely to suffer the 
characteristic impertinence of relatives in these last services. 
Extract from my will :—

“ I direct that my funeral shall be secular and that no 
religious ceremony of any kind shall take place in connec
tion with my obsequies. Should this condition be infringed 
I give devise and bequeath all my estate absolutely and 
without reservation to the National Secular Society to be 
devoted to the spread of Freethought and all further clauses 
of this will shall become null and invalid.”

I have inserted this clause in the strong belief that between 
the devil and the deep sea—or, rather, between God and 
Mammon, there would be only one choico for the average 
sorrowing, religious-minded relative.

F. L. B ill in g to n  G r e ig .
[Unless there is some peculiarity in Scottish law, we are 

afraid that Mr. Billington Greig’s will does not give him the 
security he imagines. There is no property in a dead body, 
unless it is willed to a hospital or other institute for medical 
purposes. In the ordinary way, the living and not the dead 
have the responsibility—and the power that goes with it—of 
disposing of a corpse, and they may do it in any legal way that 
pleases them. It is not possible to order one’s funeral by will; 
it can only be desired. Nor would courts be likely to make 
beneficiaries under a will suffer for a blunder or misjudgment of 
the executor on such a matter. Finally, it is a very dangerous 
thing to leave money to the N. S. 8., which could not be found at 
law, especially if there was no disposition to find it. The Secular 
Society, Ltd., was established, in part, to do away with that 
difficulty. We wish all Freethinkers who are making a will in 
which the movement is concerned would consult us before the 
signing and witnessing—no matter if they have the best solicitors 
—for this is a speciality.—E ditor.]

The Northern Tour.
T h e r e  are quite a number of towns in Yorkshire and 
Lancashire which would appear to be anxiously in neod of 
attention. This week we have sampled Blackburn, Fails- 
worth, Rochdale, Bury, and Hcywood—all with encouraging 
results. In Blackburn the Branch (which had become non
existent) stands a fair chance of being revived. Failsworth 
was only fairly satisfactory ; more advertising is needed to 
get a crowd here. The Failsworth Secular Society, it 
appears, put little faith in outdoor meetings, although 
several of their members were present. In Rochdale, on 
Saturday, the inevitable“ drunks ’’ arrived, and were assisted 
by the equally inevitable fanatics. Patience and good lungs 
wore them down, and wo escaped without disorder. On 
Sunday, also in Rochdale, we had to faco strong opposition 
in the form of widely advertised Socialist meetings, which, 
however, did not entirely spoil the day. We have every 
reason to promise a new Branch at Rochdale. On Monday 
night wo mado an abortive visit to Whitworth, returning, 
without attempting a meeting, to Rochdale in time to hold a 
short and moderatoly successful meeting. Tuesday found 
us in Bury, when we wero very well received. A now 
Branch is certain in Bury. Wednesday we attacked 
Heywood. Councillor Firth, a member of the Parent 
Society in Heywood, was there to greet us, and a highly 
appreciative audience gathered. There are several in 
Heywood who can bo attached to a Branch in either 
Rochdale or Bury, even if a local branch is impossible.

T h o s . A. J ackson.

Obituary.
Two of tho oldest and most loyal friends of the English 

Freothought movement, Mr. and Mrs. A. J. Fincken, of 
Highbury, have suffered a great bereavoment in the loss of 
their son, Charles Frederick Fincken, at the early ago 
of twenty-seven years. Ho had been ill for some time, and 
both the doctor’s reports and his own appearance encouraged 
the hope that rest and tho sea air would restore him to his 
usual health. A sudden relapse took place, however, and 
he passed away at Ramsgate in the presence of his parents. 
He was a consistent and lifelong Freethinker, and a young 
man whose fine simple character formed a worthy tribute to 
the principles and ideals upon which he had beon reared. 
To his parents, his brothers, and to his young widow we 
offer our sincerest sympathy. The funeral took place at the 
Marylebono Cemetery on July 18, when Mr. H. Snell, who 
had known both the deceased and his wife since thoy wero 
children, read an appropriate Funeral Service at the grave
side. In addition to the members of Mr. Fincken’s family 
and their friends, many well-known Freethinkers attended, 
and Mr. and Mrs. Foote, who are close friends of the family, 
encouraged the mourners by their presence.—S.
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SU N D A Y  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.
OUTDOOB

America’s Freethought Newspaper.

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

CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 1883-1909.
G. E. MACDONALD............................................. Emiob.
L. K. WASHBUKN ... ............. E ditobial Conibibo108,

B ethnal G reen B banch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 
Bandstand): 3.15, Miss Kough, a Lecture ; 6.15, Mr. Burke, a 
Lecture.

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

E dmonton B ranch N. S. S. (The Green) : 7.45, Miss Pankhurst, 
“ Woman’s Sphere of Activity.”

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

K ingsland B ranch N. S. S. (Ridiey-road, High-street): 11.30, 
F. Schaller, “ Atheism.”

N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill Fields) : 3.15, 
F. A. Davies, a Lecture.

W est H am B ranch N. 8. S. (outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford, E.) : 7, Miss Kough, a Lecture.

W ood Green B ranch N. S. S. (Jolly Butchers Hill, opposite 
Public Library) : 7.30, F. A. Davies, a Lecture.

COUNTRY.
Outdoor.

L ancashire and Yorkshire : Thos. A. Jackson—Burnley 
(Market Place) : Sunday, July 28, at 11, “ When I Was in 
Prison” ; at 3, “ Philosophy of Secularism”; at 7, “ The Dead 
Masters of the Living.” Ashton-under-Lyne (Market Place) : 
July 29, at 7.30, “ The Devil and All His Works.” Dukinfield 
(Town Centre): July 30, at 7.30, “ The Cause and Cure of 
Christianity.” Stockport (Town Square) : July 31, at 7.30, 
“ What Would Jesus Do?” Huddersfield (Market Cross): 
August 1, at 7.30, “ What must we do to be saved?” Leeds 
(Town Hall Square) : 2, at 7.30, “ Christianity and Secularism ”; 
3, at 7.30, “ Christian Socialism Impossible.”

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

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

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

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

which are free.
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,

Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books, ,
62 Vesey S treet, N ew Y ork, U.B-4,

BLASPHEM Y.
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 C hurch B ank, B radford.

3 Guinea Su its to M easure for 50s.
FINEST GOODS. LOWEST PRICES.

Patterns free to any address.
J .  W. GOTT, 28  C h u rch  B a nk , B ra dfo rd .

FLOWERS FREETHOUGHT
By G. W . FOOTE.

Contains scores of entertaining and informing Essays 
Articlos on a great variety of Freethought topios.

First Series, doth • • • 2s. 6d.
Second Series doth ■ • • • 2s. 6<1.

an1*

T he P io n ie b  P ress, 2 N ew castle -s tree t, F n rringdoD -street , E.C-

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

Company Limited by Guarantee,

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

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

Secretary—Miss E, M. VANCE.

T his Society was ormed in 1898 to afford legal security to the 
acquisition and application of funds for Sectriar 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, etc., etc. And to do all such 
lawful things as are conducive to Buch 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 ten shillings, and a subsequent 
yearly subscription of five shillings.

The Society has a considerable number of members, but a much
ger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 

gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join 
it participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
its resources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
tion that no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
the Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
any way whatever.

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

ol
but are capable of re-election. An Annual General £
members must be held in London, to receive the Report. _ 
new Directors, and transact any other business that may 

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, 1,1 ¿jy. 
can receive donations and bequests with absolute 
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to ^eif 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favor a;0o. 
wills. On this point there need not bo the slightest appreh® torS 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The ex ^  0t 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary is 
administration. No objection of any kind has been rai ,.*<> 
connection with any of the wills by which the Sode >
already been benefited. a

The” Society's solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Dattc°c 
Rood-lane, Fenchurch-street, London, E.O. 0f

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient apA 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:—" I  *>, £—̂  
" bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum 01 ei  ty 
“ free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a receipt B'“cretflry 
“ two members of the Board of the said Society and the tbfl 
“ thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors 
“ said Legacy.” ,f ^¡llt<

Friends of the Society who have remembered it in 1 eetftry

JSiL1!  >a advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or “mislaid, 
eir contents have to be established by competent testim°oy‘

1



J°Lî 28, 1912 THE FBBETHINKBB 479

THE BOOK THAT WAS WANTED,

D eterm in ism  or Free W i l l  P
BY

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

^ c,ear and able exposition of the subject in the only adequate light—the light of evolution

j CONTENTS.
Cons'6 l̂ uesl'*on Stated.—II. “ Freedom" and “ Will.”—III. Consciousness, Deliberation, and Choice.—IV. Some Alleged 
oatin U8n0es Determinism.—V. Professor James on “ The Dilemma of Determinism.”—VI. The Nature and Impli-

na of Responsibility.—VII. Determinism and Character.—VIII. A Problem in Determinism.—IS. Environment.

OPINIONS OF
long v.p' Cohen has written just the book that Rationalists have 

yen Inquiring for.”—Literary Guide. 
but Se] able and clear discussion of a problem which calls for, 
is c&igfy'j11? §ets' the most severely lucid handling. Mr. Cohen 
beacler * to ar8ue his definitions down to bed-rock.”—Morning

bitten with ability.”—Times.

THE PRESS.
“ The author states his case well.”—Athenccum.
“ The first seven chapters state the case for Determinism

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

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

PUBLISHED BY THE WALTER SCOTT COMPANY.
Also on Sale by

Qe PIONEEB PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

a A LIBERAL OFFER— NOTHING LIKE IT.
atest Popular Family Reference Book and Sexology— Almost Given Away. A Million sold

at 3 and 4 dollars— Now Try it Yourself.

Insure Your L ife—You D ie to W in; B uy th is Book, You Learn to L ive.
Ignorance kills—knowledge saves—be wise in time. Men weaken, sicken, die—not 
knowing how to live. “ Habits that enslave " wreck thousands—young and old 
Fathers fail, mothers are “ bed-ridden," babies die. Family feuds, marital miserios, 

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

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

Tiie Youno—How to choose the best to marry.
T he M abbied— Hew to be happy in marriage.
T he F ond P abint—How to have prize babies.
T h e  M othkb—How to have them without pain.
T he C h ildless—How to be fruitful and multiply.
T he Cubioub—How they “ growod " from germ-cell.
T he  H ealthx—How to enjoy life and keep well.
T he I nvalid—How to brace up and keep well.

4m ôote' Y ^atever you’d ask a doctor you find herein, or (if not, Dr. F. will answer your inquiry fbee, any time)
6s i alWavH r ooka have been the popular instructors of the masses in America for fifty years (often re-written, enlarged) 
by*®*. and up-to-date). For twenty years they have sold largely (from London) to all countries where English is

 ̂ buy- tVeTVwiiere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and most for the price. You may save the price 
ym8> and you may lose your life (or your wife or child) by not knowing some of the vitally important truths it tells.

M ost Grateful Testimonials From Everywhere.Um, , Most uraterui i esiimo
i^Suace ^  a Btore °* medical knowledge in plainest

it; ,.y it.”-^Wand every reader of English would be benefited 
j T: N-

n’0t Ia: “ I have gone through the book many times, 
benefited myself but many friends also.”—

Panderma, Turkey : “ I oan avow frankly there is rarely to be 
found such an interesting book as yours."—K. H. (Chemist). 

Calgary, Can. : “ The information therein has changed my whole 
idea of life—to be nobler and happier.”—D. N. M.

Laverton, W. Aust.: “ I consider it worth ten times the price 
, I have benefited muoh by it."—R. M. at Abridged Editions (800 pp. each) can be had in German, Swedish, Finnish, or Spanish.

Price EIGHT SHILLINGS by M ail to any Address.

o r d e r  o f  t h e  p i o n e e r  p r e s s ,
2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C.
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THE CHURCH CATECHISM  EXAMINED.
BY

J e r e m y  B e n th a m .
W ith an Interesting Biographical Introduction by the late

J. M. W HEELER,
Author of the “ Biographical Dictionary of Freethinkers.”

Bentham was the most drastic reformer of bis age. He rendered financial assistance to Robert Owen 
and Richard Carlile behind the scenes. Macaulay said of him that “ he found jurisprudence a gibberish 
and left it a science.” Mill and all the most brilliant .early Radicals were his followers. He was 
undoubtedly an Atheist as well as a Republican, although his biographers have sought to hide the fact. 
His motto was “ Maximise morals, minimise religion." His Church Catechism Examined is strong, racyi 
and merciless. It was written and published in 1817. Bentham’s great name, and the price of 20s. on 
the title-page, alone saved it from prosecution. The Church of England still exists, and this little book
of Bentham’s Bhonld also bo kept in existence.

EIGHTY PAGES, THREEPENCE.
(P ostage id .)

THE PIONEER PBES8, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON BTREET, LONDON, E C-

An Im portant 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 Rationalist Press Association.

P R I C E  S I X P E N C E  N E T .
BOUND IN CLO TH  O NE S H IL L IN G  NET.

(P ostage  2d.)

O R D E R  O F  T H E  P I O N E E R  P R E S S ,
2 N E W C A S T L E  S T R E E T ,  F A R R I N G D O N  S T R E E T ,  L O N D O N , Ë. 0-

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

OF

U BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

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

Reynolds’» Reviipaper Bays:—11 Mr. G. W. Footo, chairman of tho Seoular Society, is well known as * “j 
exceptional ability Hia Bible Romancet have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, revise 
enlarged edition, at tho price of 6d., haB now been published by tho Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, ^arrl,0adels 
stroct, London, for the Secular Society. Thus, within tho reach of almost evoryono, the ripest thought of the 
of modern opinion is being placed from day to day.”

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

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

ol
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