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The highest possible philosophy is to enjoy to day, not 
getting yesterday, and not fearing to morrow.

—Ingersold.

Booth’s Mummy.

ENebal Booth selected a very suitable time to 
B10, We say “ selected” because it can hardly b9 
,0Pposed that the death of so great a man, so much 
to tu6 âvor aD  ̂ counsel of God Almighty, was left 

the hazard that obtains in the case of common 
anB a*8' It would, of course, be properly arranged, 
n 0 the General’s wishes would naturally count in 

6 fixture. Parliament was not sitting; the 
father on land had killed the phenomenal goose- 
vj ^y^&nd on sea had settled the bash of the 
.Nodical serpent; Germany had not begun the 
to ttl0D England ; and everything was favorable 
k: the Grand Old Showman’s having the arena to 

self for i,08t part of a week, 
e hope General Bramwell Booth will be equally 

jj^cesbfui in the matter of his death and funeral. 
iathC°mes k*8 own, if we may express it so, 
hy Gr tate in life, but we don’t wish to annoy him 
ye Su8gesting that he may not reign a thousand 
tie/8 morely express a wish that, when his
Soi 6 Cotnes> he will be as lucky as his old father, who 
him 8] a big advertisement on earth while disporting 
8d in Abraham’s bosom ; for everybody is cook- 
Aop “ General’s ” soul is “ gone aloft."
h0!”U8t 25, in fact, was oalled his “ first Sunday in 
ĥe»-00 ” ^ ea ^ a t  might havo gone else

, was not to be entertained for a minute.
Co 8>  not insult General Booth, we pay him a 

^  calling him the Grand Old Showman. 
p6l>f0^ler_ showman on earth ever travelled so far,
p8.tt°rCnê  3n 80 maQy countries, and obtained , the 
Per 0nn8C of so many royal and distinguished 
t ^ ^ g o s .  He had seonrod the Mikado in the 
Win;,&nc* R°OBOV°lt in the West—and Emperor 
l^tteam an  ̂ -̂*nK George in between. Both the 
Ven r̂ Eont wreaths for his coffin. King George 
Qet) tea to prophesy what posterity will think of 
^aiP f E°°th. It is a good thing, perhaps, that his 
Q̂ate no  ̂^vo lonS enougb to be disappointed.

a way of minding its own business 
p u!* a®king the opinion of its predecessors, 

the tophccy is n, risky affair. George Eliot called it 
Peopi °8i' gratuitous form of error. But if some 
i*ave • r° 8̂  *n why should others fear to tread ? We 
Play mooh right, and perhaps as much ability, to 
chaue ° ProPh°t as the King has, and we venture to 
Qeor„nf>e his prediction (When George meets 

> then comes the tug of war!). We rather 
ĥia “at, in another hundred years, the people of 

jjf Qe °ani)ry will not bo “ appreciating the value ” 
W ™  Eooth. When an American admirer of 

ietp . “•QPPer—and he had hth hosts of admirers overi '-P0 i i  i  “ w i i« u  u u o u n  ui. u u u m i u o  u  «ui
"hi&k - y 0®—asked Thackeray “ Sir what do they 
*>°velif, Martin Tupper over in England ?’’ the great 

t̂pp8r ,,replied, “ Sir, they do not think of Martin 
Kpig ‘ . ^ hundred years hence the English 

îragQj îi not be thinking of General Booth. No 
10ligiou°Ua 8agao^y is required to perceive that 
>  a s n reptUation8 have all become ephemeral. 
Was th0 , l̂°r was the last of the Bishops, Newman 

iasi; °f the theologians. Men of that size

no longer enter the service of Christianity—which is 
dying of two things, first of being found out, and 
secondly of shortage of brains. Mere effort cannot 
keep a religion alive. A thousand Booths could not 
save Christianity. It lives ultimately on its ideas, 
and on nothing else ; and when these have ceased to 
be credible it is doomed. Effort may prolong its 
life a little, and money may prolong it a little more, 
but that does not affect the end.

What the religious press (all the newspapers belong 
to the religions press on such occasions) has been 
saying about General Booth is mostly hypocritical. 
Hireling journalists write anything for a living. 
They take the “ tip ” from their employers. Things 
are white, black, or no color at all, according to 
directions. General Booth could be lauded to heaven 
or damned to hell. The former is the interest of the 
hour ; the latter may bo the interest of to-morrow ; 
and either would be obeyed with equal ability and— 
equal sincerity. It is obvious that the Salvation 
Army, which is governed absolutely, while its 
members are kept out of politics, is sure to be useful 
to the “ authorities.” That is why the “ classes” 
patronise and support it.

General Booth’s funeral has been conducted on 
tbo most approved business principles. They could 
not have him die in publio; that would havo been an 
immense attraction; but they made tho utmost use 
of his dead body. They had it embalmed—so there 
is no room for denouncing tho superstition of the 
ancient Egyptians; they offered it in that state, but 
of course in a coffin, to the gaze of a hundred 
thousand admirers, filled with a morbid curiosity, 
yet not knowing what they wore really gazing at. It 
did not occur to them that embalming a body makes 
it a mummy. It was a mummy that figured as tho 
centre of all that orgy of emotion. General Booth’s 
skull was there, for instance, but the brains were 
out. What did that matter? His head was no 
better full than empty at that stage of his career. 
The “ noticeable feature ” was intact, and it made up 
for tho loss of everything else.

A hundred thousand people filed past a coffin and 
saluted a mummy. This is the upshot of Christian 
civilisation in “ tho most Christian country in tho 
world.” What would a Greek philosopher or a 
Roman statesman have thought of the possibility of 
such a degradation two thousand years after his own 
time ?

This adoration of an evisoerated corpse, this 
outrage on the common decencies of physical and 
moral life, is performed by tho very people who 
always have the ory of “ gross materialist ” on 
their 1 ip3 against Freethinkers. What could bo 
“ grosser materialism ” than their own practices ? 
They who talk so much about the “ soul” follow 
the dead body as if it were the only real exist­
ence ; just as, in spite of their own doctrines, 
they “ carry on” far more than Atheists do when 
they stand by the open graveside. Atheists know 
that the dead man or woman is dead; that the 
corpse is not the man or woman, but an encum­
brance to be disposed of as decently as possible. It 
is tho Christian who clings to the corpse, to what is 
but meaningless matter, to what is, except for mere 
association, no moro than the carcase of the lowliest 
animal on earth. G w  Foote.
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Christ and Criticism.

IN a recent Academy review of Dr. Drew’s Witness 
to the Historicity of Jesus, Mr. Frank Harris remarked 
that the sceptical spirit had at length reached the 
supreme denial by questioning whether any such person 
as Jesus ever existed. Mr. Harris’s acquaintance with 
the history and literature of the subject must be slight 
to treat this doubt as a new phenomena. It has 
been before the critical world for well over a century, 
and has been a commonplace of popular propaganda 
for at least half that period. Naturally it is now 
being championed by a wider circle of students than 
hitherto, but that is what one would expeot from 
the customary course of events. It is only a very 
bold man who would publicly state such a doubt, and 
bold men are always scarce. But in time the truth 
makes headway, and what is at first whispered is 
afterwards shouted out that all may hear. Those 
who shout are not always duly mindful of those 
who have prepared the way; but that, again, is 
the way of the world. If Mr. Harris is really 
unaware of the fact that a denial of the histo­
ricity of Jesus is nothing new in the records of 
Freethooght criticism, that, in its way, is a tribute 
to the efficiency of the Christian boycott. Well- 
established publishing houses—thanks to Christian 
intolerance—have declined to publish advanced 
soeptical works, and they have been compelled to 
gain the light of day through obscure channels 
which have placed a sharp limit to their circulation. 
Christian papers and Christian preachers have sted- 
fastly pursued the policy of ignoring such questions, 
rightly feeling that their best security lay in the 
ignorance of their followers as to the strength of 
the evidence for the sceptical position. The result 
is that when a newcomer picks up a work on the 
subject he is apt to treat it as the freakish effort of 
a man of ability, instead of merely another link in a 
long chain of evidential writing.

The question has become more pressing of recent 
years. Some of our New Theologians, with a 
keener sense of the evidence against the historicity 
of Jesus than of the requirements of the Christian 
position, have not hesitated to assert that Jesus 
Christ was not, and could not have been, an his­
torical character. They attempt to save the situa­
tion by arguing that it is the Christ ideal, not the 
personality, that is the eassnce of the Christian 
religion. But if this is admitted, it reduces Chris­
tianity to what the old Puritan preachers used to 
call “ mere morality.” If, on the other hand, we 
retain the doctrines and symbolism, there is no 
reason why the system should be called Christian 
any more than Mithraio, or by any of the other names 
that have been associated with them. Historically, 
Christianity has rested itself upon an actual per­
sonality as the groundwork of the New Testament. 
When it comes to a question of criticism, the his­
torical evidence breaks down. And even if it did 
not break down, even though it were possible to 
prove that the Jesus of the New Testament actually 
existed, that he actually selected certain disoiples, 
and that these took down an authentic report of his 
teachings, even though it were admitted that the 
gospels and epistles are contemporary documents, 
and that non-Christian contemporary writers made 
frequent reference to Jesus Christ, still Christianity 
could not withstand modern criticism. It is this 
aspeot of the case that Mr. Frank Harris ignores, 
and in this he is only one of a numerous company. 
Of course, I do not admit that the historical evidence 
is there ; I am only assuming it to be so, in order to 
show that even with this assumption the Christian 
case remains hopeless. From the point of view 
taken up in this article the laok of historical 
evidence is evidence of a much more important 
consideration.

In a reoent artiole, the Rsv. Dr. W. E. Orchard 
remarks that “ the historical evidenoe outside the 
New Testament is certainly slight, but, in the 
ciroumstances, it could not have been otherwise.

There was nothing in the incidents of Christ's career to 
attract the notice of the great Greek or Homan historians- 
I have italicised the last of these two sentences 
because it shows how completely a very vital con­
sideration has escaped Dr. Orchard’s notice. 
it true that there was nothing in Christ’s career to 
attract the notice of historians ? He was miracu­
lously born, the importance of the birth was so far 
recognised that a wholesale destruction of childre0 
was ordered in the hopes of getting rid of this 
youngster in the general massacre. His after W® 
was marked by a number of astounding miracles, an“ 
his oareer was closed by a remarkable trial. At hjs 
execution a three day’s darkness overspread the earth, 
followed by a resurrection from the grave and ascension 
to heaven. Yet Dr. Orchard says there was nothing 
in Christ’s career to attract the notice of historians- 
If the story is really as Christian theology hâ  
presented it, there never has been a career which 
contained so many features calculated to rivet the 
attention of contemporaries.

There are two considerations that would lead one 
to grant that Christ’s career presented nothing 
specially attractive to historians, and both are 
absolutely fatal to Christian claims. The first i® 
that the record is wholly fiotitious, and, in tha 
case, no more is to be said. The second is that the 
incidents related were so commonplace and familjar 
that there was no speoial reason why they should be 
noticed by any contemporary writer. This does no 
mean that such incidents would be either common­
place or familiar now; but they were then. Christians 
believed in Jesus as the Son of God, but there was 
nothing then of a startling or moral character 1° 
their bo believing. They believed that this J®80® 
worked miracles. But every pretender to religi?0 
power did likewise. It was the badge of the tribe* 
He was the Savior of the World, but so were others, 
the term was applied to even the Emperor Augustus- 
He was one of a trinity, killed for the salvation ° 
mankind. Here, again, the Christian belief was o 
familiar ground. It is no longer denied by anyon 
competent to express an opinion, that all the syrn̂ 0 
and phraseology of Christianity were familiar to th 
Pagan world loDg before they became specially ass° 
ciated with the Christian religion. Taking 
granted, then, the historical character of the Ne 
Testament documents, that is, that they are 0 
authentic and date from contemporary times, 
may admit that there was nothing in Christ’s care® 
that called for special notice by Pagan writers. ^ 
this is not booause the incidents related are not ot 
remarkable character in themselves, and would co 
mand world-wide attention if related of anyone 
day, but simply because they were then so genera ; 
believed of religious leaders that they excited 
oommont when told of anyone in particular.

There are thus two ways of accounting f°r .̂0 
silence of historians, either of which is fatal 
Christianity. On the one hand it is pore a^  
admitted myth that the more rational histori8< 
would not condesoend to notice. On the other h* . 
the career of Jesus recorded events, belief in wfhat 
were so general and of so common a nature, ® . 
writers might well consider themselves justified  ̂
passing them by without notice. Or, suppose 
there existed with contemporary writers len|  ag 
notioos of one Jesus Christ of whom was re â*'^hdt 
the stories contained in the New Testament. ™ ,0 
would those notices prove ? Simply that some P00̂  
believed these things. This no Freethinker is ca. 0t 
upon to doubt. It is, indeed, part of his case  ̂
such things were believed in, and that people ca 
Christians, in believing them, differed in no imp0 
ant respect from other religionists of their timjj* ^  
is not, then, a question of whether people kb'10 is 
in the Jesus legend or not, but whether that s**0*' 0f 
of such a character as to command the supp°r

the

ß o <modern eduoated men and women.
The question of the authenticity of the 

writings is not really vital. The question of ^ a]f,i0 
a certain Jesus lived, of whom these records Bp0 ¡̂¡j 
not vital. The question of whether Tacitd0'
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03ephns, and Pliny, and Lncian refer to Christ and 
hristians or not is not vital. Such questions were 

o£ great moment so long as Christianity was dealt 
^th as a phenomenon nniqne in the world’s history, 
and> consequently, belief in it by contemporaries 
would argue evidence of an absolutely demonstrative 
character. But when we take the whole Christian 
egend as made up of sayings and doctrines and 

“Openings that existed before Christianity, as such, 
Was heard of, when we know that similar stories 
^ere related of other religions leaders, and similar 
octrine8 taught, the vital question is the credibility 

J  8nch events, irrespective of the person of whom 
hey are related, and of the time at which they are 
nPposed to have occurred.

,. Q other words, the vital question is not one of 
’atorical evidence, but of historical psychology, 
he question of whether an inoarnate God appeared 
toong a particular people is not a question of 
cxtual or historical evidenoe. It is solely a question 
1 knowing the culture stage of the people named. 
*} that either textual authenticity or historical 
v'dence could show would be that people believed 
n Borne person as being an incarnate Deity. If the 
°ar evangelists actually lived with Jesus, if our 

ifO8P0la are aoourate transcripts of the writings, 
Q,,^hny, and Tacitus, and Josephus, and hosts of 

hers actually testify to the existence of suoh a 
Person, all that this proves is that people believed in 
, 0 Christ legend. But it is no more evidenoe of its 

oth than is the ravings of a contemporary 
0thodist preacher. Many men have been ac- 

L*aimed as incarnations of deity, many men have 
0rked miracles, many have founded new creeds, 
he evidenoe offered for all is substantially the 
ame. And this evidence is rejected to-day, not 
e0ause it cannot be shown that contemporaries did 
" b0lieve in these stories, but because we know 
0 sooial and psychological conditions that gave 
ero b¡rUj. We are not wondering whether the 
HBtian story is true, and looking round for disproof 

is h verity- know it is false. The only problem 
ana W ma^e the general public realise the nature 

d strength of the evidence. c  ConEN

“ The Divine Society.”
r. *

ug carefully analyse this somewhat loosely used 
j8 Motive, “ divine.” Etymologically, it signifies what 
anfl or Xiongs to the Deity, what proceeds from 

partakes of the qualities of the Divine Being, or 
10 a£i eni°y0 God’s sanotion and support. Theo- 
^gically, the Deity is the supreme, absolute, psrfeot 

ID8i from whom all other beings emanate and on 
» J ®  they depend. Consequently, whatever is 
“ e i adjective “ divine ” is supposed to be

^ke, heavenly, excellent in the highest degree, 
hür̂ 0I13o*y admirable, apparently above what is 
tjj an>” Now, in the British Weekly for August 15, 
thg Kristian Church is called “ the Divine Society,” 
¿Qr ®°°ioty instituted, governed, and inspired by the 
trig 1*88ns Christ, who is the middle member of the 
m ^sity. The artiole under consideration abounds 
E’ei]a°hati° n 9 from a little book by Mr. T. R. Glover, 

o£ St. John’s College, Cambridge, entitled 
% ^ t u r e  and Purpose of a Christian Society. Mr. 

id 8r and the editor of the British Weekly differ
pQr ” °n many points, but with regard to the nature, 
t0atl ’ and Powor o£ the Churoh they are appa- 
the  ̂ a£i one. They both agree that “ in religion 
Seri i)a8t *8 never irrelevant; that it is a guiJing 
appe8 lights, and has to be prolonged.” Their 
the K- *8 no£i to individual experience so muoh as to 

Cq l0tory of the Church down to the present time. 
Chji *?.In8 to particulars, we are assured that “ the 
4eCi8- lan. o^araoter is a faot of commanding and 
ethiô e iniportanoe.” Dean Church discerned an 

a content in the very name Christian ; but it 
result of a marvellous stretch of the 

£>ea| Uati°n that he did so. It is by an equally stu- 
Qa Btrotoh of the imagination that Sir W.

Robertson Nicoll finds that “ in every age and land 
the Christian community has had the power to 
produce one high and distinctive type of character.” 
We admit that the Christian type of character is 
“ distinctive,” but deny that it is “ high.” As already 
stated, the appeal for confirmation is to the history 
of the Church; and before this court we are quite 
willing to appear. Unfortunately, Sir William’s 
appeal to history is of a tantalisingly general order. 
“ In every age and land the Christian community has 
had the power to produce one high and distinctive 
type of character”; but having the power and 
actually producing are two different things. We deny 
the Church’s possession of the power because we 
deny the actuality of the product. It is beyond con­
troversy that multitudes of Christians have been 
excellent people, and in every age and land Paganism 
has had the right to boast of people equally noble 
and good ; but we venture to affirm that the Chris­
tian type of character, however distinctive, is 
deoidedly not high. In confirmation of this con­
tention we make our appeal to history, as illustrated 
in the person and character of St. Bernard, the 
Abbot of Clairvaux. Bernard was undoubtedly the 
most powerful personality in the first half of the 
twelfth century. When the two rival Popes, Anaoletus 
and Innocent, were fighting ferociously for the chair 
of St. Peter, it was the influence of Bernard that 
won it for Innocent. He was mightier than king 
and pope, and he became the people’s idol. Eccle­
siastically speaking, a more illustrious saint never 
lived. As Gibbon says, he “ became the oracle of 
Europe and the founder of one hundred and sixty 
convents.” His piety was above suspicion, and his 
loyalty to the Church knew no bounds. But what 
about his character? Was it of a typs that redounds 
to the glory of the Christian religion ? In the first 
place, be despised the body and all its functions. 
Self-mortification was his ohief means of grace. He 
denied the world by retiring from it, and his own 
body by abusing it. Ho would only eat to avoid 
starvation, and sleep he regarded as loss and waste. 
His piety robbed him of his humanity, and prevented 
him from being a citizen of this world, or a worker 
for the welfare of sooiety.

No wonder that the monks of this age were un­
utterably corrupt. No wonder that unnatural vice 
and prostitution prevailed on the alarming scalo 
described by Cardinal de Vitry, Ordcrious Vitalis, 
and Abelard, Bernard’s contemporaries. There is a 
consensus of testimony that when Bernard was at 
the zenith of his power nearly all the monasteries 
of Franco were centres of the worst forms of sexual 
corruption. While such a state of things disgraced 
Europe, Bernard was absorbed in the holy mission 
of persecuting heretios. The first viotim was 
AbtMard, the most brilliant intellect of the period. 
He was the author of numerous works on philosophy 
and theology which enjoyed an extensive circulation, 
and exerted a tremendous influence; but be was 
theologically unsound, and Bernard attacked him 
with extreme bitterness, in which devout exercise 
his monks heartily joined. Abelard was stung to 
the quiok, and challenged his great adversary to 
deliver his opinion of his writings in his own words 
before kings and prelates at the Council of Sens. It 
was a foolish challenge, because the kings and 
prelates concerned were Bernard’s henchmen. Im­
mediately upon hearing of the challenge the saint 
communicated with those who were to attend the 
Council, and secured their support. When Abdlard 
realised what the situation really was, he declined to 
defend himself, and said, “ I appeal to Rome.” But, 
as Milman observes (Latin Christianity, vol. iii., 
p. 374), “ an appeal from Bernard to Rome was an 
appeal from Bernard to himself,” because Pope 
Innocent II. was Bernard's creature. Bernard in­
structed Rome to deliver what he knew would be 
the final blow to his viotim. The Council of Sens 
reported to Rome in terms of which the following 
are a sample : —

“ Peter Ab61ard makes void the whole Christian faith 
by attempting to comprehend the nature of God through
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human reason. He ascends up into heaven, he goes 
down into hell. Nothing can elude him either in the 
heights above or in the nethermost depths. A man 
great in his own eyes, disputing about faith against the 
faith, walking amoDg the great and wonderful things 
which are above him, the searcher of the Divine 
Majesty, the fabricator of heresy.”

Bernard’s epistles to Innocent contained savags 
allusions to Abelard’s heresies, the chief of which 
was that “ Christ was incarnate rather to enlighten 
mankind by his wisdom and example, and died not 
so much to redeem them from slavery to the devil, 
as to show his own boundless love.” Bernard 
thus:—

“ Which is most intolerable, the blasphemy, or the 
arrogance of his language ? Which is most damnable, 
the temerity or the impiety ? Would it not be more 
just to stop his mouth with blows than confute him by 
argument ? ”

“ In every age and land the Christian community has 
had the power to produce ” a large crop of saints of the 
Bernard type. The calendar is full of them. But 
this type of character, whilst “ distinctive ” enough, 
is abnormal, nnhuman, anti-social, and morally 
degraded and degrading.

We are now quite prepared to agree with Sir 
William Nicoll in the statement that “ the Christian 
character is a fact of commanding and decisive 
importance.” It commands our severest condemna­
tion, and the contemplation of it makes us completely 
decisive and final in our attitude of opposition to 
Christianity. We oppose it because it does produce 
a distinctive type of character, a type that causes its 
exemplars to be narrow in their views, bigoted in 
their convictions, and necessarily intolerant of all 
who differ from them in belief and opinion. It is 
this distinctive character that explains all the cruel 
persecutions and the religious wars whioh darken 
the pages of history. The first really great Chris­
tians in whom this distinctive character showed 
itself cloarly were Ambrose and Augustine, though 
it had been implicit in the Christian faith from the 
first. It is this distinctive type of character that 
accounts for the burning zeal with which the 
Churches resist all attempts to break down their 
long-established monopoly of Sunday. They alone 
are worthy to have public performances on that 
sacred day. Indeed, only the other day a reverend 
gentleman asserted in the daily press that all the 
cinematograph shows should be dosed on the Lord’s 
Day forthwith ; and then he most naively added that 
their being open was the thin end of the ugly wedge, 
which if allowed to be driven in, would inevitably 
result in the complete overthrow of religions insti­
tutions. Of course, there are brilliant exceptions to 
this character even inside the Churches. Bernard 
of Clairvaux was the typioal Christian character of 
the twelfth century ; but Peter the Venerable was a 
glorious exception At the instigation of Bernard, 
Pope Innocent II. condemned Abdard, “ absent, 
unheard, unconvicted,” to perpetual silence, and his 
disciples to excommunication. On his way to Rome, 
the heretic was taken seriously ill, and could not 
proceed; and the Venerable Peter offered him 
asylum at his famous Abbey of Clugny. Abelard 
was most hospitably entertained hero till he died. 
And this is how the good Peter spoke of him when 
all was over:—

" I never saw his equal for humility of manners and 
habits. St. German was not more modest; St. Martin 
more poor. He allowed no moment to escape un­
occupied in prayer, reading, writing, or dictation. The 
heavenly visitor surprised him in tho midst of these 
holy works.”

Doubtless there are those who will maintain that 
Peter the Venerable was a truer representative of 
Christianity than St. Bernard; but surely that 
is equivalent to an admission that the Church as a 
whole has not been Divinely taught and led through 
all the centuries, but only an individual here and 
there. The faot is, however, that it was Bernard 
who expressed the real spirit of the Church, while in 
Peter we see a good natural character uncorrupted 
by ecclesiastical influences. In Peter hnmanism was

stronger than Christianity, while in Bernard zeal f°r 
the theologioal Christ dominant in the Church 
crushed his natural impulses and sympathies, and 
impelled him to be bitter and intolerant in his 
treatment of opponents. This is the root of our 
objection to Christianity; and it is the supreme 
evidence that the Church is of the earth, earthy, like 
all other organisations. A Christian apologist can 
do nothing more damning to his case than to appeal 
to history. It is the Atheist who can honestly 
derive any comfort from the contemplation ot 
history, for here and there ho can see gleams of 

raves j hnmanj8m illuminating for a moment the sur­
rounding gloom ; and in those occasional gleams he 
can hear the word of prophecy, namely, that the 
day will dawn when humanism shall have put all 
enemies under its feet, and reign supreme in the 
minds and hearts of men. j  j I0 yp,

The Sincere Christian.

It came on me as a shock. I have read of men who 
esteemed their bodies lightly. The old Eremite, f°r 
instance, apparently considered his flesh fit only to 
b9 food for vermin. Anyway, we read that he 
rejoiced when lice and other creeping things took up 
a permanent habitation in the moist, dim reoesses of 
his “ hair shirt.” Then there have been martyr0 
who went to the stake with a smile (perhaps-^ 
perhaps not), but all these figures are historic, they 
are lost in the mists of antiquity ; and here, behold» 
in the twentieth century, I had found a man, >B 
the full flush of health and vigor, yet fit only to be 
ranked with those heroes of the past.

Let me preface my story by saying that I waS 
aoting as locum tenems in one of those God-forsaken 
coal mining villages of South Wales. The freak ° 
humanity who thus gave me furiously to think was 
a little oldish man with a blaok heard and sparkling 
eyes. Ho had borne the somewhat severe pangs o 
a nasty internal disorder with a rare patience, an 
now, much to my professional gratification, he wa0 
mending fast. Such little conversation as his illnes0 
permitted had apprised me of tho fact that my 
patient was no unlettered man ; his vocabulary wa 
wide and sprinkled with oxotio words which gained 
whimsical force from a pronunciation that was, 1 
say the least, erratio.

To-day, I found him sitting up smoking; and aft® 
cautioning him against any other than a very m°° 
rate indulgence in tobacco, I congratulated him 
his recovory. Instantly ho put down his pip0 aDg 
his features took an expression of the most helpl° 
despair, mingling with a deep sternness. a

“ ’Tis not for me to gainsay the will of the Lor* 
but it has been a most bitter chastening for me, ® 
most terr’ble disappointment.”

“ Come, come ; your recovery should at least 
you thankful that you have been sparod,” 00,1 
reprovingly. v0

“ Ah I ’tis well for you to say so ; you that n® ̂  
been tho Devil’s tool, so to speak—no disrespe j 
sir—but ’twas you kept me soul in me body juS*i a 
was slipping away into the arms of Jesus.”

“ And would you rather be in the arms of 
than in the arms of your wife ? ” I asked.

“ Would I rather be in paradise than in ¿0 
kingdom of the Devil ? ’Tis only the unregene D 
could ask me that. The Good Book says that o ^ 
is the prince of this earth, and I ask you, 0ir» 
aint naoheral for a Christian to yearn for the ,y
where the Almighty is king? Tho blaok door i® tg
to fright the unbeliever, sir; an’ 1 know why 
frighted, an’ he knows; it’s becos’ of what’s be ĝi 
it. But them as have been born again, they ^°a^0od 
death; never a night passes but they pray tb°
Lord to call ’em home. And that’s the way I te 
saved from the damned.” . 0eIf

“ M’m," said I. “ I’m afraid you’ll be ra th e r eo 
up aloft. And so that’s why you are 1°°1{I

iak°

Jesu®

tbi®
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jhiserable, beoause I was fool enough to keep the 
breath in your body ?”

“I’m not blaming you, sir; ’twas the Lord’s will, 
and we mustn’t help ourselves to Paradise. Ah, you 
little know what a joy it was to me when the pains 
shot through me body an’ I lay sweating an’ gritting 

teeth. ‘ Ah,’ says I to myself, ‘ 'tis the knife of 
God searching for my soul; ’tis the lancet of love 
Probing for the pearl of great price; ’tis the Great 
Sorgeon trying to set me free.’ An’ every pang of 
Pain was a pang of joy.”

“ Well, upon my word,” said I ; “ so you hate this 
hfe and despise your body ? ”

“ No, sir, don’t say that; I don’t hate life; I’ve 
bad a happier time on earth than most. But as for 
the body, I hate it; for ’tis the body that is the 
barrier between God and man—’tis the body forms 
the nexus between man and the Devil.”

I protested. “ I don’t see why you should contemn 
|t> when your God made it and even came down from 
heaven to take upon himself the body of a man.”

1 Not the body of a man, sir, the likeness of a man. 
holds my own opinion on these points. ’Tis 

u°thinkable that God should live in a human body 
â ’ eat an’ drink an’, as I heard a lecturer say, oust, 
defeecation and the demiurge are the antipodes of 

thought.’ ”
“ Look here, old man,” said I, suspiciously, “ you 

are trying to pull my leg; where did you get hold of 
al!( these notions ? ”

‘Axing your pardon, sir; sometimes I thinks ’em, 
sometimes I hears ’em or reads ’em ; an’ if I don’t 
|aghtly understand the meaning of the big words, I 
°n’t see why a poor man shouldn’t use ’em as well 

as his betters.”
“ All right, my friend, if I find you’ve been chaffing 
® I—I’ll have something to say to you next time." 
‘Now don’t aocuse me of such levity and worldli- 

0ss, sir; sure a man that’s been dragged back, right 
roin the gates of heaven, is inclined to be a bit 
ncivil like. Well, good bye, sir, you’re Bure to come 
nd see me again before you go ? ”
Bis blaok eyes sparkled so eagerly that I hadn’t 
o heart to deny him.
As i  woaji down the street I called in at the 

0 abioner’s to buy a paper and have a chat with the 
, nly intelligent man in the place. He aBked me 
°,'v b>y old patient was doing, 

ri J 011’ ^ r’ Htudrin.’’ said I, “ in body he is all 
®>. «, or will be in a day or tw o; but as for his mind 

""},8 he a looal preacher, do you know ? ” 
th preacher ? Ha, ha 1 That’s good; he’s a

°rn in the flesh of the looal preachers and the 
ffion. Why he’s the rankest infidel in town.” 

ion noxt visit bo the invalid we had another
bin? After exposing his infamy I threatened
I’m aaaf®tida, castor oil, and other nice things, 
efr a r̂aid my appearanoe is too youthful to bo 
grin *Ve’ t°r the old rogue could only chuckle and

teali5f0re * W0Qt I asked him if he thought there 
Q̂ 'jy was suoh a thing as an honest Christian—a 
Qn5j?tian who regarded tho approach of death with 

,, JPgled feelings of exultation and delight, 
go n jj  l|" Bai<I filling his pipe carefully, “ it’s no 
yoii W in g  the possibility, and if there is I’ll tell 

a Whoro to find him.” 
i, j Q8.’’ said I, “ where is that ?”

the lunatic asylum,” ho replied cheerfully.
M. Ak in .

A REFLECTION.
When that is proved but silver gilt 

Which seemed without alloy,
The idol you yourself havo built,

You shall yourself destroy. —N. E. B.

AN ADAPTATION.
J^oturo and nature's laws are hid in n igh t;
Man says lot science grow, and there is light.

— E .  3 .

About General Booth.
-----♦-----

The most colossal silliness about the late General Booth 
appeared in the Daily Chronicle the morning after his 
death. “ The nineteenth ceutury.” it said, “ knew no 
greater man than General Booth.” The best reply to this 
is “ Wait and see.” Time will deliver its verdict. Mean­
while it is enough to say that, even in the realm of religion, 
it is a ghastly joke to mention Booth in the same breath 
with Newman.

All the Chronicle could say in justification of its inep­
titude was, “ He took religion into the slums.” And the 
slums are no better for it. What is wanted there is not the 
light of religion but the light of the sun, not godliness but 
cleanliness, not the destruction of sin but the destruction of 
insanitary dwellings, not a fight with the devil but a fight 
with the greedy and probably Christian landlord.

We have repeatedly pointed out that the results of Salva­
tion Army work are immensely exaggerated. Salvationists 
have all to be teetotalers. What effect has that on 
England’s drink-bill ?—which has been going up again 
lately. Salvationists have all to bo non-smokers. What 
effect has that upon the tobacco trade ? Does it frighten 
Wills, Player, or Salmon & Gluckstein ?

The Salvation Army beat the big drum till it sounds like 
the German invasion. But it turns out to be only the 
Awkward Squad on a beanfeast.

General Booth is lauded to the skies in the newspapers 
for his “ social ” work. It is really one of the greatest 
impostures of the age. We believe the Freethinker was the 
only journal that foretold this when the “ Darkest England” 
schomo was launched. Where it did any good it could only 
be at the expense of evil in another direction. The philo­
sophy of it was like that of the Irishman who lengthened 
his shirt by cutting a piece off the top and sewing it on the 
bottom. Our criticism of the “ Darkest England” scheme 
may still be seen in our pamphlot entitled Salvation Syrup. 
Wo havo always been pioneering. What we said then 
thousands of people say now. But they can’t get it repeated 
in tho lickspittle press of England, which, with all its 
pretensions, is the meanest in the world.

Even the new Labor paper, the Daily Herald, was as loud 
as the rest in singing General Booth's praises. It spoko of 
his *• epoch making book ” (oh those epochs 1) In Darkest 
England and the Way Out—the bulk of which was really 
written by Mr. W. T, Stead. It called him “ a social 
reformer,” without any reference whatever to Professor 
Huxley’s criticisms, to Mr. Manson's crushing analysis, or 
to the resolutions passed by Trade Unions against the 
“ sweating " carried on in tho Salvation Army “ shelters.” 
Not a word either, in this Labor paper (heaven save the 
mark 1) nbout tho " social reformer’s ” enterprise at tho 
Hadlcigh Colony, which looks like tho courtyard of hell as 
you pass it in the train, and is conducted on businoss prin­
ciples that would drivo the wliolo of England into tho hell 
of bankruptcy if they wero universally adopted. From 
T2.000 to .£3,000 a year is lost upon it still. Yet tho great 
“ social reformer ” got his capital for nothing, in tho way of 
charity ; tho unemployed admitted to tho Colony are care­
fully sifted so as to excludo the most unpromising ; a good 
many of them, we understand, aro paid for by Boards of 
Guardians and other public bodies at a rate that must be 
more than enough to keep them in that place and in those 
conditions ; and it appears that tho only cash portion of tho 
men’s wages is sixpence a week. Yet with all these artificial 
advantages the Hadleigh Colony loses from .£2,000 to ¿£3,000 
a year 1 How would tho Daily Herald like to see the whole 
labor of England organised on the plan of this great 
“ social reformer " ?

The Daily Herald joined heartily in tho snuffling chorus 
of eulogy over General Booth’s “ resignation ” in bearing his 
“ great affliction ” of blindness. There aro thousands of 
people in England who havo to bear that " great affliction " 
—some for many years, some all their lives. General 
Booth’s blindness camo only at the very fag-end of his long 
career. We saw latoly a much younger blind face than his, 
looking up with pathetic sightlessness in a police-court 
towards the place where the magistrate’s voice came from. 
But there was a brave look upon it. A woman’s face—an 
Atheist woman’s face—the face of the Secretary of tho 
National Secular Society. She was there in answer to a 
summons for challenging tho high-handed action of tho
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London County Council in a matter of public importance. 
We had our own thoughts in gazing at that blind face. 
Resignation was there to the inevitable hand of nature, but 
no resignation to the hand of arbitrary authority. But 
courage, it seems, is expected of Atheists, and is only 
praised fulsomely in Christians—which is a poor compliment 
to them when you turn it over and look at it all round.

It is only fair to say that some days afterwards—on 
Friday, August 23, to be precise—the Herald published 
“ Reflections ” by one of its contributors, in which, while 
William Booth is praised for having “ the genuine evangelical 
stuff in him,” he “ was from first to last a quack doctor ” 
and an “ interesting old charlatan.”

The statement that General Booth “ sent out large 
numbers of families to Canada ” is one of those statements 
that we cannot help saying are intended to deceive the 
credulous British public. What families has the Salva­
tion Army sent out ? The word is a falsehood. It is meant 
to induce the belief in the readers’ minds that General Booth 
sent out poor emigrants at the Salvation Army’s expense. 
This is the opposite of the truth. The emigrants have 
simply gone out under the Salvation Army’s auspices, they 
have paid their way to the last farthing, and the Salvation 
Army has taken an emigration agency’s usual commission 
from the shipping and railway companies. No wonder the 
ordinary emigration agencies are angry at this sort of 
competition.

Mr. Harold Begbie was sure to gush copiously over the 
death of General Booth. Curiously, he denies the old 
11 Army ” chief's genius as an organiser, and says he would 
have ruined the organisation if it had been actually under 
his control. Bramwell Booth was the organiser. From 
first to last William Booth was tho revivalist. Mr. Begbio 
makes a statement about the Salvation Army in India which 
he should be called upon to justify. “ I have seen in India,” 
ho says, “ whole tribes of criminal races, numbering millions, 
and once tho despair of the Indian Government, living 
happy, contented, and industrious lives under the flag of 
the Salvation Army.” Where are those millions to be 
found in India ? We pause, as the orator said, for a reply ; 
and wo are afraid we shall havo to pause a long while for a 
satisfactory answer.

We hear a good deal about the Salvation Army “ Trust 
Deed.” There was such a document, but it was examined 
by Counsel for Professor Huxley, and reported to bo practi­
cally worthless. It was a Trust Deed with only one trustee. 
Legally, therefore, the only person who could call William 
Booth to account was William Booth himself. The 
“ General ” hadn’t that noso of his for nothing.

While wo have attacked tho principles and policy of tho 
Salvation Army wo have never found fault with its auto­
cracy. Such an organisation could not be run on any othor 
lines. And if Bramwell Booth cannot maintain it he and 
tho Salvation Army will meet a speedy doom. Tho only 
thing William Booth ever said worth repeating (to our 
knowledge) was in connection with tho 11 Darkest England ” 
scheme. His appeal to the British public—which, by the 
way, owed so much to Mr. Stead, brought in the .£100,000 
asked for, and moro; and he was urged to place tho scheme 
under the supervision of a public committee. The ’cuto old 
“ General's” reply was a peremptory "No.” He would 
have no committee. “ If tho Jows had gone into the wil­
derness under a committee,” he said, “ they would soon 
havo gone back to Egypt and sausages."

name of Christ. He did shrink with disgust at what 
is called lying-in-state. In one of his sermons k® 
denounces that loathsome and impious practice, as be 
considered it, in the strongest language. We have 
not time to look up the passage just now, but we will quote 
it in full if our statement is challenged. John Wesley’® 
feelings were more refined than William Booth’s. The 
General of the Salvation Army exhibited his wife’s dead 
body for sixpence per spectator, and the gate-money 
amounted to a considerable sum. He has now been 
exhibited himself in the same way. The Salvation Army 
has one motto already—“ Blood and Fire." It should have 
another to keep that one company—“ Put money in tby 
purse.”

Booth's motto was “ Blood and Fire.” He patented it- 
It is the Salvation Army’s trade mark. None of the news­
papers expressed the least disgust at this brutal phrase. 
We admit that it is an accurate summary of the Christian 
religion; the complete essence of it in two substantives 
and a conjunction. You must plunge into tho blood of 
Christ on one Bide or fall into the fire of Hell on the other 
side. This is plain Now Testament teaching. This ^  
Christianity. G w  F>

Aoid Drops.

Bishops havo been asked if it isn't time to offer up 
prayers in the churches for fine weather. The Bishop ot 
Carlisle returns a very astute answer. Listen to the crafty 
old fox:—

" Have not yet issued any suggestions to tho diocese f°r 
prayer for fine weather ; but if this weather continues shall 
probably do so next week ” [Daily Mail, August 24).

But if prayer can move God at any timo, why wait till 
“ next week ” ? Why not switch it on this week ? Why 
not malto an immediate request for divino assistance ? Th® 
explanation is extremely plain. Every week’s delay >® 
necessarily a week nearer a natural chango of weather. R 
tho clergy postpono prayor until tho fine weather can hardly 
be far off, they feel that they will bo able to say “ Wo dm 
it ” when the change occurs.

“ Tho tragedy of the harvost deepens day by day.”
Baid tho Daily Chronicle on August 24. Wo respoctfuliy 
suggest that our contemporary’s observation should _ he 
addressed to “ Providence." Its readers aro not rosponsibl® 
for the weather.

The state of mind of tho Scotch cider who absentod him' 
self from tho harvest thanksgiving sorvico because ho dido 
want to approach the Lord in a spirit of sarcasm would h® 
appreciated by tho Rev. G. S. Stroatfield, of Bicoster. Tbj 
gentleman writes to tho Guardian, asking what is to b 
dono this year ? With the prospects of farmors having 
face the worst season since 1879, Mr. Streatfiold ask 
whethor it is scomly to thank God “ at tho very momej1 
when the calamity is most acutely folt by those most noariy 
concerned ?” Wo should say not, although our opinion oo 
the subject is not likely to carry much woight. Still, if 
really is responsible for tho good harvests, we do not 80 
how he can escape the responsibility for tho bad onos.  ̂
in that case tho proper course would bo a harvest bla”1* 
giving. It would bo quite refreshing to see some bio > 
outspoken farmor rise up in church and toll tho Lord wl1 
ho thought of his management of things. Unfortunate s  
Christian worship does not encourago that kind of sP*. ‘ 
It breeds mental cowardice, as it cncouragos social hyp°ctlS' '

General Booth's family relations wore not of the happiest. 
There were quarrels and estrangements, which lasted 
apparently right up to the old father’s death. A “ heathen ” 
family could hardly have been moro divided. We should 
disdain prying into tho domestic affairs of tho Booth family, 
but these divisions aro matters of public knowledge; indeed, 
they wero forced upon public attention.

William Booth has been called tho John Wesloy of the 
nineteenth century. Whether the Salvation Army is going 
to last like the Wesleyan Methodist Church remains to be 
seen. What is certain is that John Wesley was a 
scholar and a gentleman, and a writer of beautifully 
simple and lucid English. Edward Fitzgerald, the trans­
lator of Omar Khayyam, had the greatest admiration 
for Wesley’s pure style—and Edward Fitzgerald was 
certainly no Christian and probably an Atheist. John 
Wesley, too, would have shrunk with disgust from the 
building up of a great commercial business in the

A ghost was “ on tho walk ” in Victoria Park, Portsmo0 j  
Thousands of people looked through tho railings for it> a „ 
wero not disappointed. They saw a mysterious someth'  ̂
dancing about weirdly and waving its arms. A numbe*’ 
bluejackets and small boys climbed tho railings with a vl̂ 0 
to hunting the ghost down. While they wero chasihg,  ̂
ghost tho police chasod them. It was a terribly b*1.^  
affair. But tho explanation of tho “ ghost ” was that , 
rays of a street arc lamp were reflected on a larg® ® , 
highly polished name-plato affixed to the obelisk 00 ¡¡¡g 
morating those lost in the Victoria disaster, and the 
of arms was tho flickering shadow cast by treos swayi"»^ 
the wind. The " clanking of chains ” heard aft®r 
railings were climbed was duo to an energetic blu®JftC 
operating with a tin can and a stick.

.jjjj
Tho namby-pamby Christianity which is so c0li>a »0 

to-day finds its way into tho Labor movement as
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other political bodies. The Daily Herald, is sufficiently 
elected, and the forthcoming Daily Citizen promises to be 
n° better. Mr. Frank Dilnot (a Daily Mail offshoot, we 
Understand), who is to be its first editor, has explained, 
through the friendly columns of the Labor Leader, the 
nttjtude of the new daily to various matters, including 
^hgion, There is to be “ a religious column ” in the Daily 
^tizen, and the efforts of “ noble men ” in the Catholic, 
Anglican, and Free Churches “ on behalf of the great under- 
tnass will be sympathetically related.” “ Materialism,” the 
editor adds, “ is, I think, the natural starting-point for 
|nthless capitalistic triumph.” Heaps of triumphant capi- 
nlists are professed and often ostentatious Christians, 

flow many Freethinkers are found in the list ? Mr. Dilnot 
simply talking nonsense—and probably knows it. Daily- 
"■'ers aro likely to be more “ slim ” than honest.

They wore christening the new motor lifeboat at Campbel- 
°wn, and the audience was singing “ Eternal Father Strong 
0 Save,” -when the temporary platform suddenly collapsed, 
Qd the officials and guests suffered a severe shaking. Mr. 
aniel Currie, of London, was pinned under the falling 
ructure, and sustained a serious fracture of the right leg. 
bat a peculiar answer from the “ Eternal Father ” to his 

Paying children I ___

Christians are just like Freethinkers in one thing. They 
10 when their time comes. “ One thing befalleth them ; 

^ a, they have all one breath.” Mr. T. G. Young, of the 
co°a Men's Mission in the New Cut, Lambeth, was 

^dieting a prayer-meeting there on Tuesday evening, 
faugust 20, when he sudddnly dropped dead. “ Providence ” 
IQ8,8 n° special respect for the godly. It sometimes seems 

give them extra beans.

th^*le Mormon authorities of Salt Lako City intend enlisting 
tjj6 8ervices of the cinematograph as an aid to faith. Fifty 
„ °D8and dollars aro to bo spent on a cinematograph propa- 
Rold a’ an^ amon88t the pictures will be the finding of the 
jj aen plates that provided tho material for the Book of 
p t/ Qoni and the visit of tho angel to Joseph Smith. 
te ba,bly this will be conclusive evidence to some. Wo 

.fbbber that Talmago once exhibited a lump of pitch 
hin(j °t tho story of Sodom and Gomorrah. And it is

as
the

faiii.”1 evidenco that has helped very Iargoly to build up a 
b m Christian teaching.___

A
0p ,a way out of tho difficulty connected with tho Sunday 
cult *n^ °* P’cture palaces—it is, of course, a religious diffi- 
Cki/ , 0n’y—tho Christian Commonwealth suggosts tho 
it : tc”cs running thorn as part of the work of the Church, 
" n I* !1» said that they might then become powerful as 
the . n8 educational agoncios.” Wo quito fail to see how 
h e c ta r e  palaces could become more educational in tho 
°Wn 8 °* Churches than in those of thoir prosont 
aud^tH- The Churches have thoir own placos of meeting, 
aby 11 , ^ eso tail to attract thoro is little to bo gained by 
Pictu *er P'an- Moreover, tho only way in which tho 
S'°us *>a'acos b° used would bo by sotting up reli- 
their 8u^ ect8- And cinomatograph peoplo will do this on 
Wh0 n°Wl1 account if tho Churchos do not objoct. It is thoy 
O ^ c s t  against tho representation of Biblical subjects. 
With Wls° s°mo of tho Old ToBtamont stories might compete 
tho fBoai0 of tho popular Rod Indian films. Then thoro is 

S*1‘on °t profit. Groat objection is raisod to profit 
by thoso shows. The Christian Commonwealth 

The *la*: the Churches run thorn this would bo eliminated. 
V  %Ue»tion m ight; but ono can hardly concoive tho 
in ĵC J°s sacrificing any profit that was to bo mado, Finally, 
Church Way wonlfi there bo less labor employed if tho 
c°b(lif- S ran shows than is now employed under present 
to un(V|n8? Tho whole agitation, when examined, is reduced 
Chof^uted Sabbatarianism. And tho suggostion_ of tho
Oo* *8 tubing tho shows over reminds ono of Ruskin’
Ojjyl . thn.f. i f  A n m n o o w a  n o n  lrl h n i l f l  Q f . n n n o l  f.ft l l f i l l

the
*¡8«.' ®*at if engineers could build a tunnol to hell, 

CLlans would invest their monoy in it, and shut up all 
rchos for fear of lowering tho dividonds.

b* Harr n ono 8*̂ e ^ 10 mau< '̂*n sontimental pioty of such 
n ^audor, the opposition of tho Actors' Association
t ttaiD]Utl̂ ay picture shows is rathor hard to understand. 
° on^’ *8 as reasonable for thoatros and concert halls 

for 11 on Sunday as it is for picture palaces to bo opon, 
00 °Wn Part wo should prefer absolute freedom in
"®8t er> with tho legal guarantee of ono comploto day's

iV°ry employee. But we aro in Christian England, 
bie, ^ bot expect to bo guided by that which is reason- 

^ t i 0ul Part from this, wo cannot seo that actors suffer any 
^ ac0s. t -rinj.ury *rom tho Sunday opening of picture 

■their competition with thoatres can only exist

during weekdays. The question of seven days’ labor per 
week can affect neither the theatres nor music halls. It can 
affect the picture palaces themselves, but this is only part 
of the general question of securing proper rest for all. And 
this, as we have said, is to be secured by a very simple and 
very obvious method. We sincerely hope that actors and 
music hall artists will not allow themselves to be made the 
instruments of a Sabbatarian agitation.

On this question people should make up their minds as to 
what it is they really desire. If they desire the closing of 
all places of amusement on Sundays, their position is under­
standable, although absurd and ultimately bad. That 
means a return to the old-fashioned Sunday, with its gloom 
and mental and moral demoralisation. If, on the other 
hand, they desire one day a week on which, freed from 
their ordinary occupations, all who wish it may enjoy harm­
less and legitimate entertainment, the cry of preserving 
Sunday is absurd. Thousands will gain mental recreation 
from a concert who can never get it from a church service. 
And even the poorest picture palace or music hall enter­
tainment would be less demoralising than condemning to 
absolute inactivity many thousands of young men and 
women who simply will not attend church, and who, in 
default of other attractions, will lounge about the streets 
developing bad habits. I t is not really a question of 
whether profit is made on Sunday ; it is not even a question 
of seven days’ labor per week. The first question is 
illegitimate, and the second is incidental and easily 
answered. It is really a question of the social advisability 
of providing opportunities for rational recreation and enjoy­
ment for all classes and all tastes on the day when the vast 
majority of people are released from the toils of daily 
drudgery. ___

Virginia Christian, an educated negress, has been electro­
cuted at Richmond, Virginia. She was condemned to death 
for the murder of her mistress, who reproved her ono day 
for a domestic fault “ just as if I was an ordinary nigger.” 
Her mistress's abusive language throw her into a fit of 
passion, and she killed her. Before taking her soat on the 
electric chair, sho doclarod that life had no value for edu­
cated blacks. Sho also jeered at the clergyman in attend­
ance. “ Tho white man’s religion,” sho said, " has no place 
in it for a black.” She might havo added that thero was 
plenty of room for blacks in the white man’s lyncliings.

Dr. Sheepshanks, Bishop of Norwich, being dead, has no 
further control over his wealth. He couldn’t very well have 
taken it with him, for everybody' and everything are in 
“ the melting mood ” in tho place ho has gone to, if there is 
any truth in tho Now Testament. The fortune left behind 
by this right reverend father in God amounts to .£43,065. 
How could tho episcopal camol hope to got through tho 
needle’s eyo with a hump like that ?

Rev. John Honry Hudleston, of Cayton Hall, South 
Stainley, Ripley, Yorkshire, left £72,454. Poor Christitel 
Rev. Charles Voysoy, of the Theistio Church, left £5,684, 
But he didn’t preach “ Blossod bo ye poor."

Rov. William John Coussmakor, Lindsay, rector of 
Abergavenny, Monmouthshire, who died in June, loft 
£33,128 15s. 2d. Ho couldn’t even talco tho twoponco away 
with him. Ho must have passod a bad quarter of an hour 
if ho has met tho proachor of tho Sermon on tho Mount.

The world was startlod by tho Peruvian rubber horrors. 
Nothing, howevor, seems to have boon dono yot to stop the 
cruoltios or punish their perpetrators. All the time has 
boon spent discussing whether a Catholic or a Protestant 
mission should bo sent out to deal with tho mattor on the 
spot. How characteristic 1 _

Dr. Forbes Winslow has boon making another calculation 
based on tho growth of insanity. His latost discovery is 
that, if tho present state of things continues, there will bo 
ono out of every four of the population insane in 2159. 
This is worse than the late Prophet Baxtor. Dr. Winslow 
insists that it is tho vices of modern civilisation that are 
causing the increase of insanity, and places them in the 
following order: Drink, cigarette smoking, heredity. This 
is the first time wo havo seen heredity catalogued as a vice; 
and in truth Dr. Winslow’s whole position is very debatable. 
Those who say there is an increase of vice of recent years 
simply do not understand what the conditions of a hundred 
years ago wore. And as drunkenness is on the docline, it is 
difficult to soe how it can become a cause of an increase of 
insanity. We fancy, too, that in thoso cases whore insanity
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is ascribed to drink it would be found, on a more correct 
diagnosis, that the drinking was itself the expression of a 
nervous constitution that might easily have achieved insanity 
by other methods. This is the manner in which ill-informed 
magistrates and temperance lecturers ta lk ; but scientific 
men really ought to be more careful before they express an 
opinion.

In the gush of sentiment over the death of General Booth, 
only one paper that we have seen has ventured a word of 
criticism on the Salvation Army. This is the Church Times. 
In a leading article, the editor says:—

“ The book called Darkest England and the Way Out, 
which he owed in secret to the journalistic genius of the late 
Mr. Stead, was one of the worst of its kind ever written ; his 
plans for social betterment were crude and showily in­
efficient ; the public gave him much money to spend on 
them, hut happily not a tithe of what he asked ; his shelters 
and colonies are the despair of rational reformers, and his 
schemes of emigration have degenerated into a trading 
agency. Meanwhile, the original work of the Army has 
come to a standstill. There is a large and wealthy organisa­
tion that now does little but advertise its own existence.”

We congratulate the Church Times.

From the tone of several of the articles in the morning 
papers, one suspects that they were written by members of 
the Army itself. In the Daily Chronicle Mr. Harold Begbie 
lias been letting himself go at great length. And as the 
new king inherits all the virtues of the old one with the 
crown, so the new General has inherited all the wonder­
ful qualities of the old one. One day, Mr. Begbie 
finds General Booth to be the greatest organising 
genius of his time. The next, Bramwell Booth, the new 
General, is a more able man and the first organiser of his 
period. Such is modern journalism 1 Several of the papers 
have said—in almost identical words—that Lord James’s 
Committee that inquired into the administration of the 
Darkest England scheme completely exonerated the General. 
I t did nothing of the kind. The Committee was appointed 
to see whether money subscribed to the Darkest England 
scheme was properly administered. The Committee sat 
while tho schemo was still new, and there had really been 
little timo for maladministration. It reported, however, 
that the books were kept properly ; it discovered at least ono 
case in which the money had been wrongly applied ; and, 
above all, reported that there existed no adequate safe­
guards for tho distribution of the money subscribed. Those 
who expected that these safeguards would be created did 
not know the Army. And after that, General Booth firmly 
declined any other committee of investigation. What 
would that Committee have said about tho Army's emigration 
business, for example ?

The Daily Telegraph recalls the fact that ono of General 
Booth’s most generous supporters in the old days of the East 
London Christian Mission was Samuel Morley, the famous 
Nonconformist Liboral. This is the gentleman who im­
plored the Nonconformist Liberals of Northampton not to 
vote for an Atheist to represent them in Parliament. 
Charles Bradlaugh got his own back, however, at the next 
elections, when Samuel Morley lost his own seat at Bristol.

“ The Gospel of Freethought ” is announced as the title 
of a forthcoming book by tho Rev. II. D. A. Major, vice­
principal of Ripon Clergy Colloge, and editor of the Modern 
Churchman. It will apparently be nothing but a talk with 
his fellow clergymen about tho shortcomings of the Church. 
We are sorry to see so good a title taken for such a subject. 
We used it ourselves some thirty years ago, and the little 
essay we wrote under it is included in our Flowers of 
Freethought.

“ If an Atheist like Robert Ingersoll was to appear to­
day,” a Canadian preacher says, “ he would have a hard 
time to get an audience.” An American minister cries out 
for “ another Ingersoll to strengthen the Church with his 
opposition.” How they agree ! And how they hato Inger- 
soli! Which is a compliment to him. The hatred of some 
people is the natural opposite to the love of others. Positivo 
and negative polarity.

We met Mr. L. K. Washburn at Boston in 1896 and liked 
him. We meet him again some years afterwards in London 
and liked him still better. He is a Freethinker of zeal, 
accomplishments, and ability, with a pointed, epigrammatic 
way of writing, and we can endorse nearly all he contributes 
ta the New York Truthseeker. But there is a recent sentence 
of his which we are far from endorsing. “ It should bo a 
crime.” he says, “ to print and sell tho Bible, the nastiest 
book tolerated by society to-day.” Steady, friend Washburn,

steady 1 Don’t let Freethinkers imitate Christian bigotry as 
soon as they get a chance. Don't let them perk them­
selves up as censors of literature, and dictate what other 
people may read, An apostle of Freethought turning perse­
cutor is “ a sorry sight ”—as Macbeth says of his ensan­
guined murderer's hands. We believe that friend Washburn 
wrote that lamentable sentence in haste, and will cheerfully 
withdraw it on second thoughts. We quite agree that tho 
Bible should not be placed in the hands of children in State 
schools. We have pleaded that principle for any number o 
years. But the idea of preventing adults from reading the 
Bible, by means of the criminal law, in unworthy of a 
Freethinker.

That peculiarly superficial person, Dr. R. F. Horton, 
delivered a lecture the other day on “ Scienco and God. 
It was considered important enough for the Christian 
Commonwealth to print it as a special supplement. 
reality, it belongs to the commonest class of Christian 
evidences. It is not concerned with the question of the 
bearings of scientific knowledge—that is, verifiable know­
ledge—on the belief in God, but what have been the belief 
of scientific men about God. And this, of course, makes 1 
easy running for Dr. Horton. By putting on one side ® 
noisy person like Haeckel ”—fancy a mere Hampstea 
preacher referring to Haeckel in that manner ?—and by 
ignoring others whose opinions are as anti-Theistic as 13 
Haeckel's, Dr. Horton is able to cite a number of names 
belonging to scientific men who have professed belief 10 
God. Therefore, he is happy. None of these produced any 
evidence; Dr. Horton does not produce any on his own 
account; but they said they believed in God. That 1 
enough for thinkers of tho calibre of Dr. Horton. It neve 
dawns on him that the mere opinion of an equal number 
dustmen would be of just as great value.

When ono reads Dr. Horton's list of names, tho question 
that occurs to one is, “ What does it matter ?” 0°
question of biology, or of chemistry, or of dynamics, the nam 
cited properly carry weight. Because then thoy are dealing 
with a subject they understand, one thoy have studied, an 
the knowledge acquired can be imparted to others, an 
verified by tests agreeable to common sense. But on « 
question of the existence of a God thoy know nothing; f®0? 
have no means of information that is not open to all i a , 
have no more information to impart than the mean0  ̂
among us. Moreover, thoir belief in God did not »PJ00" 
from their scientific studies; it oxisted beforehand. I 
most that can be said is that thoy hold it in spite of tbe 
science, and one would not be far from tho truth in sa.yj\f 
that they so held it because they never brought eit 
their knowlodgo or thoir methods to bear upon tb°„ 
belief. Dr. Horton confesses that “ a largo proportion 
of great English scientists have kept silent about th 
religious beliefs; and, again, ono would be warran 
in saying that their silence was tantamount to re£o(q 
tion. Naturally, English scientists, when they have
religious beliefs, have not been slow to avow them i and.
unfortunatoly, when thoy have not had any religious be * ^ 
they have frequently been content to keep silence, 
their reward has beon tho patronage of preachers^ hire ^  
Horton ; ono who says that whon he roads their opinion t 
expressed through their lotters and momoirs, ho nliJ'!i0Ju]ar, 
“ singular discovery” that they aro Christians. Sing 
indeed, since he names as one of these Christians “ J1 j0g 
Darwin, an avowed Agnostic, and, as another, Sir L 1 0)
Lyoll, whoso unbelief was, as Alexander Bain 
expressed over tho dining-table of his friends.

tc som0Ohio is a long way off England, but thoy know 
things over there that wo don’t. For instance, tho R0 ‘t oD0 
Rowland Dwight Grant, whoso friends describe him &9„¡¡¿of, 
of the most original thinkers ” on tho intellectual i® r]ea 
has discovered the important truth that tho groat ^  jj0 
Darwin recanted oven his scientific convictions be ^ at 
went to meet his God. Addressing a crowd of pi°un t]OIoen 
a Muskingum Valley Chautauqua, this reverend geU, ^»t 
said: “ Darwin, near the time of his death, confes30 je8; 
ho did not believe in his own theory of tho origin of SP jrut^ 
and I have seen and can produco the evidence of *n ^  ([¡e 
of my statement.” Well now, tho sooner ho produc°3 wb0 
better. He will immortalise himself as the clergy® ^0 to 
knocked Darwin out in the first round. But it won  ̂ 0ven 
keep the “ evidence " in Ohio, and in religious circ 0 
there. It should bo sent across to England, where D*1 a»0
born, where he revolutionised tho thought of the W° flBjty 
where he died. Men of science should have an opp0̂  ge®0 
of seeing it. But we aro seriously afraid it will n°vcrf0 W0 
hero. I t may be far too delicate to survive the 
really don’t expect to hear of the Rev. Dr. Rowland 
Grant again.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements

September 29, Manchester.
October G to December 15, every Sunday evening, Queen’s 

(Minor) Hall, London, W.

To Correspondents.

• Kotoe.—The “ Useless Missions” cutting has already been 
dealt with in our columns. Wouldn’t it be wise to confine your 
cuttings to purely local matters that would be likely to escape 
01)r attention otherwise? South Africa is a long way off, and 
•nuch time elapses before your letters can reach us.

M. Wilson.—We understood your reason, but it does not 
affer the fact that we have no time to oblige our readers with 
or>ticism of their friends’ verses.

Adlan.—See paragraph. Thanks.
^ AY Coleman.—We don’t see much calling for our notice in your 

teport of the reverend gentleman’s sermons. Moreover, it is 
a good while since January, and few sermons “ keep ” so long. 
Wad you still regard the Freethinker as “ clever, interesting, 
and most welcome,” and do your best to promote its circulation.
• Smallwood.—Sending as requested. Thanks.
• B—We congratulate the young lady.
orman Murray (Montreal) writes : “ I must congratulate you on 

lMc Romances. I read it some years ago, but I have just 
crushed reading it the second time.” Mr. Murray suggests 
hat Freethinkers should drop the “ Christian superstition era” 
od adopt the era of 1789, at least when writing amongst 
hemselves. We suppose he knows that the Positivists have 

^ °he this, to some extent at any rate.
'■ • You will see that our reply to Mr. Blatchford’s rejoinder 
,? Postponed till next week. The subject will keep, at least 
he Bhelley part of it will. “ Pinnacled dim in the intense 
nane ” jg the last, and crowning, line of the great speech of the 
Plrit of the Hour at the close of the third Act of Prometheus 

ghoound. Tennyson took the " inane" from Shelley, also the 
,,n® word “ ruining,” and used them both in the splendid 

Ruining along the illimitable inane ” in his noble Lucretius. 
onnyson was a wonderful artist, but not as great and original 
Poet as Shelley. Many have caught the trick of Tennysonian 
hhk-verso ; no one ever caught the trick of Shelley’s. It is 
strong mark of originality that you cannot be imitated. 
ere as everywhere else Shakespeare stands supreme. No 
a*i has ever written a single lino of blank-verse that could 

possibly be mistaken for the Master’s by any decently competent 
T)ncIge.

Ia^°ni!0N‘—W0 no*;e ^solution you send us from the 
. lngton Branch of the Industrialist League, expressing 
fee *iation of the “ attitude adopted by the N. 8. B. with 
Cout( q tyrannioal methods of the London County

W n,HBMEN'—Thanks for your trouble in copying them out, 
C j  ‘ ley are very venerable “ choBtnuts.”

Week?nA,'V-—Pleased to hear you sold 7 extra copies of last 
¿ r 8 8 Freethinker, thanks to our comments on the Kev. J. D. 
p of Wolverhampton, and his colleagues on the local 
B 6 Council. Thanks for the photograph,

t'iaULRD'— can on^  answer your first question by saying 
¡n , Free Churches boast of having two hundred members 

fouso of Commons. The Conservatives belong in the 
knd t0 Anglican and Catholic Churches. Wo don’t quite 

C. j  rsfand your second question. Thanks for address.
Ov.,,1 KA0°eK.—Pleased to see your handwriting again. 

flne ?ar‘.—Advice is so easy, and action is so difficult. It is a 
t0 lcJaa to get Robertson, Burns, Morley, Earl Bussell, etc., 
8Pee°b wor*t instead of lotting the weight of defending free 
P°lic uPon the poor N. 8. 8. But as a practical

y -1 We leave the rest unsaid.
Par *°Di,au Society, Limited, office is at 2 Nowcastle-street, 

jJlnfid°n-8treet E.C.
Fftr At,°nal Secular Society's offioe is at 2 Newcastle-street, 

ty ^ g d o n -s tre e t. E.C.
Witjj g0 services of the National Seonlar Society in connection 
should6,0'1'*'’ Burial Servioss aro required, all communications 

00 addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.
2 ^ ' 8 *or the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 

^*0lOBi{CaŜ e’8treot’ Parringdon-street, E.C.
streo® Notices must reaoh 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 

t o ^ ^ t t ' e a * * ® rst P0Bt Tuesday, or they will not be 
s,*Nds wY

o ^ k in  , 0 8en<1 ua newspapers would enhanoe the favor by 
 ̂tb° Passages to whioh they wish us to callattention. 

*̂0Qeerr i>t'orattlro sll0nid be sent to the Shop Manager of the 
n nn, , ress, 2 Nowoastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.O., 
p'ss0i)a r to .‘be Editor
H to aenrU |Uing for literature by stam ps are  specially requested

Preeth- enny ,tamP‘
]?°e> D o wil1 1,0 forwarded direot from the publishing 

(¡<jl . free, at the following rates, prepaid:—One year, 
• • half year, 5s. 8d. j three months, 2s. 8d.

Sugar Plums.
■ —

London “ saints” will note that! Queen’s (Minor) Hall 
reopens for regular Sunday evening Freethought lectures 
on October 6. Mr. Foote will occupy the platform every 
Sunday evening until December 15. A fuller announcement 
will appear in our next issue.

Mr. Foote will only pay one provincial town a lecturing 
visit on this side of the new year. That will be Manchester 
on the last Sunday in September. Lancashire, Yorkshire, 
and Cheshire “ saints ” will please note this fixture.

Mr. Foote has accepted a unanimous invitation to preside 
at the annual Bradlaugh Dinner on Wednesday, Sept. 25, 
at the Holborn Restaurant. _

The Northern Tour goes on well in spite of the weather, 
which is so wet and cold that even common-garden Chris­
tians are losing their fear of Hades. Our readers know from 
Lecture Notices what places are visited. At the Nelson 
meetiDg many questioners arose. One of them put a 
crusher: “ What do we lose by believing in God ? ” 
“ Among other things, your senses,” was Mr. Jackson’s 
reply. In the midst of laughter on the part of the audience 
the questioner’s voice was heard : “ By God, tha’s done me.” 
We are happy to hear from Mr. Gott that an excellent sale 
of literature continues.

Three good meetings were held on Sunday at Burnley, 
and we hear from Mr. Gott that friends attended from 
Blackburn, Accrington, Nelson, Colne, and Padiham. “ We 
aro gathering together,” Mr. Gott says, “ a body of enthu­
siasts.” He adds that a new N. S. S. Branch is now assured 
at Burnley “ with a real live man as Secretary in the person 
of Mr. George W. Moore, 44 Healey Wood-road.”

Writing last week on the fight that has opened between 
the London County Council and the National Secular Society, 
and honestly confessing that the former won in the first 
round, we said that we would deal with the Society’s 
remedy in the next Freethinker. We aro quite able to deal 
with it as promised, but there is a good reason for waiting 
another week. The N. S. S. Executive meets on the last 
Thursday in tho month—a couple of days after the Free­
thinker goes to press; and it will be good taste as well as 
good sense to let the Executive consider and decide upon its 
future policy in this grave matter before definitely and 
finally addressing our readers on the subject. No doubt wo 
shall have to close our address with a serious appeal for the 
sinews of war in the furthor developments of this important 
battle. Meanwhile wo have to report that all the County 
Council summonses are postponed with a view to the 
Society's contemplated legal action in the Courts.

We regret that wo overlooked the two summonses served 
on Mr. H. Silverstein by the London County Council for 
“ collecting money without a permit ” at the Bothnal Greon 
N. S. S, Branch meetings in Victoria Park. He rightly 
desires to have his name with the others' in the roll of 
honor. “ Overlooked ” is porhaps the wrong word. Wo 
were really ignorant of Mr. Silverstein's having been sum­
moned. He was away holidaying, and found the two 
summonses awaiting him on his return homo.

A lotter by “ Freethinker ” in tho Transvaal Leader 
calls tho Rev. H. W. Goodwin to book for telling his 
congregation that if it were not for Christian influence 
Johannesburg would bo like Sodom or Gomorrah. One half 
tho population of that city are not Christians, to begin with, 
Johannesburg being well stocked with Jews. “ Free­
thinker ” thinks his own morality is quite as high as tho 
average local Christian’s ; anyhow, he is not in need of 
Christian influence (Goodwin’s or any other brand) to keep 
him in tho right path. Wo are glad to see Christian 
arroganco rebuked in this fashion,

Our remarks in “ Literary Gossip ” a fortnight ago on 
Mr. Robert Blatchford’s depreciation of Shelley as a poet 
wore replied to in last week’s Clarion. We have neither 
timo nor space for a rejoinder to Mr. Blatchford this week, 
so many other matters being in hand, and occupying our 
attention and our pen in the present number of the Free­
thinker. We shall deal with Shelley (and incidentally Mr. 
Blatchford) next week in a careful manner and at consider­
able length. To Freethinkers, at least, the poetical reputa­
tion of Shelloy is of more importance than Mr. Blatchford 
seems to fancy.
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Dolet : The Freethought Martyr.—Y.

[Concluded from p. 539.)
D o l e t ’s character has already been largely described 
in the course of this biographical sketch. But a few 
more touches may be added. His disposition was 
somewhat proud and turbulent, liable to make 
enemies, and not apt to conciliate them. Yet his 
quarrels do not seem to have been personal, and we 
must make great allowance for his vehement lan­
guage. The age was not remarkable for urbanity in 
discussion, and even a century later we see by 
Milton’s invective against Salmacius that literary 
manners had not much improved. Longfellow has 
humorously hit off this temper in a well-known 
passage:—

“ Seraphic Doctor :—
“ The Lord have mercy on your position,

You wretched, wrangling culler of herbs !
“ Cherubic Doctor:—

“ May be send your soul to eternal perdition.
For your treatise on the irregular verbs 1 ”

Dolet must not be made responsible for the common 
failing of his time. If he had, as Mr. Christie 
alleges, “ serious faults of temper and temperament,” 
he nevertheless “ excited the affection, the admira­
tion, and the respect, and obtained at least for a 
time the friendship of every man of learning and 
virtue with whom he came into personal contact.” 
He never penned an unkind word of any man who 
had onoe been his friend, and we have to learn the 
story of his quarrels with intimates from other 
sources than his own writings. Mr. Christie con­
fesses that the exalted estimate of Dolet’s character, 
with which he began his researches, has been lowered 
in their progress ; and he frankly states his opinion 
that the great printer had faults of head, and perhaps 
some of heart, whioh contributed to his misfortunes. 
But who is perfeot? It is surely enough that “ with 
all these drawbacks he remains a man possessed of 
many most admirable qualities, of high talent, an 
intense desire after knowledge for himself, and an 
equally intense desire of communicating it to others, 
an intense sympathy with every kind of intellectual 
progress, and an intense hatred of ignorance, bigotry, 
and priestcraft.”

We should judge Dolet, says Mr. Christie, as a 
scholar and a man of letters. And he continues :—

“ If we canuot place him among the two or three 
foremost namos of his contemporaries, he is certainly
entitled to a high position.......His Commentaries were
one of the most important contributions to Latin 
scholarship which Franco had as yet given. His 
Formula, his criticisms on Terence, and his transla­
tions, are all among the most meritorious works of their
kind.......Nor must his services to tho French language
bo forgotten. He was one of the few scholars of the 
day who had formed a true conception of its importance, 
and of the method of treating it scientifically. His 
grammatical tracts and his translations afford us proofs 
of this, and add to the many other indications of what 
he might and probably would have done had a longer 
life been allowed to him. For in judging of his talonts 
and abilities we must not forgot that he had only 
attained the age of thirty-seven yoars at his death, and 
that the last four years of his life wero almost wholly 
passed in prison.”

Mr. Christie points out something beyond and above 
all this. He notices that both in his Latin and in 
his Frenoh verse Dolet “ rises to a height of pathos, 
vigor, and imaginative power rarely, if ever, to be 
found among the poets of the day, and which cer­
tainly induce us to believe that, had he devoted to 
French verse the labor and pains which he gave to 
elaborating and polishing his Latin prose, he might 
have equalled any of his contemporaries, and 
surpassed all except Marot.”

Was Dolet an Atheist ? Mr. Christie affirms that 
nothing in his published works warrants the belief 
that he was. He wrote as a true Catholic, and sub­
mitted to the authority of Mother Church. But so 
did Rabelais, Das Periers, and nearly everyone else. 
Mr. Christie tells us that Dolet was held to have

been executed as a relapsed Atheist, and although it 
is not so stated in the sentence, he “ inolines to 
think that this was its effect and intention, and that 
the almost universal belief that he was a Mate­
rialist, or (for the words were then and afterwards 
used as synonymous) an Atheist, was shared by bis 
judges.” If not really an Atheist, it seems pretty 
certain that he was put to death as one.

But let us hear some of his contemporaries. 
Soaliger, in a brutal ode written after Dolet’s death, 
calls him “Atheist,” and says that he was “ filled with 
an arrogant madness which, being armed with the 
most consummate impudence, would not even con­
fess the being of a God.” Francisous Floridus, after 
charging him with plagiarism, adds—“ This fellow 
asserts the soul to be mortal, and the highest good 
to consist in bodily pleasure.” Bernard Bochetel, 
Bishop of Rennes, said that Dolet “ fell in a short 
time into the most execrable blasphemies I ever 
heard.” And lastly, the sweet-mouthed Calvin 
wrote, soon after Dolet’s execution—“ It is a matter 
of common notoriety that Agrippa, Villanovns (that 
is, Servetus), Dolet, and such-like Cyclopes, have 
always ostentatiously despised the Gospel, and at 
length they have fallen into such a depth of insanity 
and fury, that not only have they vomited forth 
execrable blasphemies against the Son of God, but» 
as regards the life of the soul, have deolared that it 
differs in no respect from that of dogs and pigs.” 
is probable that Dolet gave freer vent to his seep' 
ticiem in his conversation than in his writings. An“ 
this view is borne out by the words of Floridns m 
his reply to Dolet’s defenoe. “ The opinion,” b0 
writes, “ of your impiety, which is everywhere held» 
cannot bo got rid of by any extracts from yonJ 
Genethliacum, for I hold this to be certain, that wba 
you believe concerning God and the soul you would 
speak of cautiously and not openly to all, lesC 
you should be immediately seized and put to tbs 
torture.”

Suoh a general belief must have had some founda­
tion. Dolet did not take much interest in théologie® 
controversy, nor was it likely that he would show 
his heresy in his works, except “ between the lines. 
In that age men wrote, so to speak, with the halts 
round their necks and the faggots at their fe“"' 
The slightest indiscretion was dangerous. When tb 
bloodhounds of persecution were on their trao » 
Freethinkers who had no desire for 
obliged to imitate the cunning of the fox. 
with infinite strategy and wit, might 
avoid being burnt for the love of God ; 
impetuous natures, like Dolet, were almost sure 
a tragic doom. _ .

Mr. Christie concludes that Dolet was “ a 8*nC,e/ 0 
Theist.” We do not dispute it, but we say that t 
evidence is incomplete. Mr. Christie himself ad“1*, 
that Dolet’s avowals of orthodoxy are 
tious,” and that “ they do not strike the 
proceeding from the writer’s heart, but 
inserted rather as a matter of form than 
belief.”

death were 
A Rabelais-

contrive *0 
but ferveoj

—— ,
« ostenti»' 
reader ®0
as being 
of auto®1

With respect to the immortality of the B°n 
was at least dubious. His ode, already oitod, °n A0j 
death of his friend Villanovus, proves this. ^ 
there is another short Latin poem in the sa ^  
volume, whioh concludes: “ Do not be terrified 
the arrows of death, whioh will cause you either ^  
be deprived of sensation, or else to be sholfcereci _ 
happier regions and to be in a joyful condit 
unless the hope of heaven is vain.”

In his Commentaries, on the word Mors, he b re^  
into a noble strain of panegyrio on immortality- ^  
the immortality there meant is tho immortality 
fame. After quoting the names of great sobo 
poets, warriors, and statesmen, he says that 
works of men of such excellence, oonsecrat® 
they are to immortality, are clearly beyond 
power of death, and will, I am certain, never P^ob 
but rather the sharpness of death and of time, w j,y 
tramples all things under its feet, will bo blunt® ^  
their virtue.” In this immortality he was, a.sv0r; 
Christie allows, in his heart of hearts a bell
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and he hoped, by passing his life “ nobly and 
courageously,” to participate in its glory.

‘To say that he was a Christian,” writes Mr. 
Kristie, “ as the term was then used or accepted 
Equally by Protestant and Catholic, would be un- 
oubtedly to say what is not the fact.” As M. Aims 

®artin remarks, “ Philosophy has alone the right to 
®laira on its side the illustrious victim of the Place 
“Hubert, whom the Reformation has denounced as 
1 copious by the voice of Calvin.”

■P°let sided neither with the Church nor with the 
^formers. His religion, to use Mr. Christie’s apt 
aoguage for the last time, was “ a religion of duty in 
®jaiton to this world only, and troubling itself not at 
1 with the future, as being a matter of which 
othing can be certainly known, and concerning 
nich it was useless to reason or to speculate.” 
hat an admirable summary of Secularism ! Dolet 

pas with us, and we claim him as a martyr of 
.Rethought, another name on the noble list of our 
Sacred dead

aa- G. W. F oote.

The Evolution of Life.—IY.

(Concluded from p. 541.)
th  ̂a êr Pliocene deposits reveal many changes in 
q development and distribution of mammalian life.

e'taed horses were now grazing in European pas- 
^ res. Mastadons as well as true elephants were 
( ¡J ib in g ; rhinoceroses and hippopotami were 
of *n a prosperous environment. The ranks 
prJ-e tapirs and giraffes had been reduced, in all 
0a pbility by migration. Swine and oxen of modern 
pi ’ aDd various species of deer, made a good dis- 
6ah wo v̂es were abroad, and the sanguinary
Vorre'̂ 0othed tigers played havoo with the herbi- 
ana°t8 *auna- Lynxes and lions were being evolved, 

troe bears had become numerous. The higher
som f°rsaken their old European haunts, but 

6 lower forms still remainedTh0(0 -, plimate underwent a marked change. Cro- 
the 5 aa moving nearer the equator. During
deep Q̂ .re Pliocene period there was a pronounced 
aQ(jlnf in the tropical and sub-tropical vegetation, 

a® its close the flora of Europe presented an
5 ^ “ very Bimilar to that which now prevails.

*n seas was libewiso displaced by 
So e,r, northern organisms.

Contj b America was now attached to the northern 
et^,1 3 ^  a newly-formed land connection, which 
Bpj many mammalian animals to journey south. 
a0 be southern continent proved largo enough to 
Ve0j pedate the emigrants without seriously incon- 

b°.lng the less developed native animals. The 
¡¡oQ]0 a. lan continent was the most backward of all 
the E10al Provinces. About the commencement of 
°ettr °Cene period it was isolated from the great 
Cow.8 °f animal development. The marsupials 
^6verf^e<l its highest mammalian achievement, 
sttwtbeless, within the limits imposed by marsupial 

Ure> remarkable diversity of form was displayed. 
Wonderful wealth of ape life which distin- 
the Pliocene period gave full promise of the 

aSd ¡q vent of man. In the Asiatio island of Java, 
V i  Pliocene strata, Dr. Dubois discovered the 

8 °i pithecanthropus erectus. This creature’s 
carr'e.̂  massive ape-like brow ridges, but its 

J*i6tiijaPacity was almost equal to that of the lowest
Sfiflgg ? ,8avages. The thigh-bone and the teeth 
>̂s Gqjj, ® differences which separate men from apes.

whB wbioh have been found in various parts 
» i'hefif,0^? may well have been the rude weapons
\ sgesti **«*ve ape-men. It is certainly a very 
e8u î Ve circumstance that numerous eoliths have 

0̂vered in the same strata both in France 
t **o£8lana-
th^enovlffter Pliocene times onward, there was a 
bn Q̂rtE towards a decline in the temperature of 

8sing erQ Hemisphere as a whole. Towards the 
^a7 of the Pliooene period and the dawning

of the Pleistocene the cold wave was increasing in 
strength. Many migrations and some extinctions of 
living things had already taken place. A few animals 
appear to have compromised the matter by residing 
in Europe during the summer season, while wintering 
in more genial climes. More arctic organisms were 
settling in Europe. The hardy spruce fir was tra­
velling south. Mountain sheep, musk oxen, grizzly 
bears, and other boreal forms were descending from 
their extreme northern homes. Pre-glacial man un­
doubtedly existed in Europe at this time. The 
remains discovered indicate close affinities with the 
apes. Curiously enough, these early men appear to 
have buried flint flakes in the graves of their dead. 
The fossil remains of these savages show that their 
under jaw was powerful, although destitute of a 
chin. The roots of their teeth are ape-like, but 
their tooth crowns are distinctly human in appear­
ance.

As the Pleistocene period advanced a process of 
land upheaval, which had been for some time in 
progress, still went on. Vast masses of northern 
uplands became the rallying grounds of immense 
masses of snow. From these snow-fields tremendous 
glaciers proceeded, and ultimately invaded the plains 
and valleys of the neighboring country. The 
Atlantio was reaohed at last, and the ocean was 
dotted with islands of ice. The animal population 
was depleted, and the vegetable growths were 
stunted or killed. Polar willows and boreal mosses 
usurped the seats formerly occupied by the tropical 
and temperate floras. In addition to Northern and 
Central Europe, Asia and North America were sub­
jected to the sway of ice and snow. As the centuries 
rolled on, these rigorous conditions were somewhat 
relaxed—in any case in Europe—and an inter-glacial 
period set in. In consequence of this return to 
milder conditions, the arctio plants and animals 
retreated towards their northern homes. The horse, 
hippopotamus, elephant, and rhinoceros returned to 
Europe. Even the lions appear to have re-crossed 
the land-bridge which at that time united Afrioa 
with Spain.

Owing to causes as yet undetermined, many arctio 
animals afterwards returned to Europe. Polar foxes, 
reindeer, the giant Irish deer, the elk, and various 
other mammals became abundant. The probable 
explanation is, that on the higher lands the cold 
continued intense, while less frigid conditions were 
experienced in the lower valleys. The extraordinary 
medley of life which the deposits of the period dis­
close can only be thus accounted for in the present 
state of our knowledge.

During this inter-glacial period man was dwelling 
in Europe. To this timo many Palaeolithio human 
implements belong. The human remains unearthed 
in tho Neander Valley also date from this period. 
These Neanderthal savages were strongly built men, 
and stood about five and a half feet in height. 
Although their features were ape-like, their brain­
pans wore larger than than of pithecanthropus. 
Other relios brought to light in 1907 at Dordogne 
point to men with remarkably receding foreheads. 
Regarded as a whole, these inter-glaoial men were 
more bestial in appearance than the most degraded 
of living savages.

The inter-glaoial break having lasted some thou­
sands of years, snow and ice again asserted a despotic 
sway over Northern Europe. But, although the 
North Sea became one solid mass of ice, and the 
Scandinavian Peninsula was overwhelmed, Southern 
England and the whole of Holland managed to 
escape the polar visitation. But Switzerland was 
completely covered in ice. The cold must have 
been intense in Northorn Europe, as the reindeer, 
polar fox, and other Arotic animals wandered to the 
shores of the Mediterranean Sea. But at last the 
ice gave way in real earnest, and commenced to 
retreat towards its present boundaries; and no such 
desolate conditions have since returned.

Semi-erect savages of similar stock to those living 
in tho inter glacial period, left their remains at Spy 
in Belgium in post-glacial times. These, however,
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had advanced considerably in oulture. Their stone 
weapons and implements were less rndely wrought, 
and were designed for a greater variety of uses. 
Still another contemporary savage race, with gorilla­
like necks and bigger brains than the Spy men is now 
known to have existed. Comparative anatomists 
conduce that the vocal powers of these savages 
were greater than those of the Spy race.

These savage peoples were succeeded by a much 
higher stock. The fossil remains from Mentone, 
Engis, and Cromagnon do not indicate any close 
racial affinity with the earlier savage-hunters. These 
later skulls, though still betraying simian ridges, 
were more like those of modern Europeans. And, 
although these “ cave men ” were still in the Old 
Stone age, their implements were greatly improved. 
Their stone hatchets were now provided with 
handles, and flakes of toothed flint were used as 
saws. Bone needles prove that the art of sewing 
had been discovered. Nor were the fine arts 
unknown. Realistic representations of the mammoth 
and other animals were scratched on bone, horn, and 
ivory. Primitive fresco work was also attempted on 
the walls of caves.

The ice retreated in North America, as in Europe, 
and many modifications in the scenery resulted. 
Rivers widened their courses, and various new lakes 
were formed. But whether the human race was 
represented in the Western World in pre-glacial 
times, or even immediately after the Glacial epoch 
had passed away, is still an open question.

Marsupial life in the large Australian area had now 
reached its maximum. While this ancient order 
was descending to death in other lands, the pouched 
mammals of Australia had evolved into a condition 
of unexampled luxuriance. The diprodoton—an 
animal of wombat form—attained the proportions of 
a hippopotamus. Kangaroos had grown to the size 
of giants. The Tasmanian devils were far larger 
than their living descendants. Pouched wolves 
were in plenty, and the “ pouohed lions” do not 
always appear to have restricted themselves to a 
vegetable diet. Immense wingless birds, with ridi­
culously small heads, were another feature of this 
singular fauna. But whatever developmental possi­
bilities lay concealed in the life of this island 
continent were cut off by the invasion of man. The 
native Tasmanians in all probability were descended 
from these early invaders, but, unfortunately for 
science, these lowly savages are now extinct. The 
surviving Australian aborigines are unquestionably 
the most degraded savages extant.

Towards the end of the Pleistocene period, 
Europe once moro experienced the warmer climate 
of the past. The wooly-rhinoceros, the mammoth, 
and other hardy animals departed. Lions, leopards, 
and jungle-cats largely increased, and the elephant 
and hippopotamus penetrated into Britain. But this 
heat wave soon spent its force, and the warmth- 
loving animals took their departure to more congenial 
climes.

The European olimate now became what it has 
ever since remained. This embraces a period of 
between 25,000 and 50,000 years. The earliest 
savages of the present, or Quaternary period, left 
the evidences of their lives and times in the shell 
mounds of ancient Denmark. Not that they fed 
entirely on molluscs; they were also partial to pork 
and venison. They chased the wild boar, red-deer, 
and roe-deer, and as hunters were far superior to 
the cave-dwelling savages of an earlier date. More­
over, they had discovered the great art of domestica­
tion, and had trained dogs to accompany them in 
their hunting expeditions. They captured fish and 
caught birds; they had learnt the value of domestic 
pottery. Their weapons were polished, and there­
fore of the improved new-stone type. But there is 
nothing to indioate that these pre-historio people 
had reached the agricultural stage of savage society. 
Other tribes were settling, or about to settle, in 
Continental Europe. Some of these had domesti­
cated the goat and the ox. Others cultivated the 
soil, and raised crops of barley, millet, and wheat.

Various tribes dwelt in houses erected on _tk0 
borders of lakes, which rested on piles driven into 
the mud. The earliest were constructed in a very 
primitive manner, but they became immensely im' 
proved as time went on. To the manufacture o| 
pottery, these lake - dwellers added the art of 
spinning. France and Spain were the chosen 
countries of other races. These peoples reached a 
higher stage of culture than the Italian and Swiss 
lake settlers. They made great progress in pottery 
production. Their tools and weapons were iffl' 
proved, and their domestio animals included dogs> 
horses, goats, oxen, and deer. They constructed 
canoes, and were thus enabled to cross narrow 
sheets of water. As a result, some of these enter­
prising savages reached the British Isles. Tbey 
interred their dead in regular graves, and buried 
articles for use in the other world.

Succeeding waves of emigration appear to have 
brought the so-called Kelts—a bronze-using peop10 
—into Europe. We have now reaohed the dawn 0 
the historical period, most certainly in EgyP*3 
whose civilisation and culture date back so 
thousand years. As the foregoing considerations 
prove, the mental and material evolution of 
modern races was by this time well advanced- 
Man’s richest and ripest achievements in Greece an 
Rome, and in civilised Europe and America are to n 
traced back step by step to the rudest beginnings m 
savage and barbario life and society. . .

The history of living things from their earlie® 
appearance to their latest development has no 
been outlined. In our day the decline in lovve 
animal life is everywhere apparent. Man is noW> 
for all practical purposes, the master of the world 
affairs. Let us hope that he will extend a jug 
measure of justice and mercy towards his l00 
successful cousins and competitors in the strugg1 
for supremacy. For there is nothing that wi 
broaden his sympathies with the less power1 
produots of organic nature than an understand! e 
recognition of his kinship with everything 
breathes and moves. ^ p pATjliBB-

Literary Gossip.

Mr. H. S. Salt, the honorary secretary of the Hum 
tarian Leaguo, is so modest that many who admire 
his constant work for the League aro unawaro °f _ tho 
that he is an excellent scholar as well as a fino writer, j 
might havo made a considerable name in litorature if h° 
not devoted himself to a high labor of benevolence- g 
wclcomo his Treasure» o f Lucretius (Watts <fc Co.), con?,l3fii;̂  
of select passages translated from the groat De ■* c,}C<ie 
Natura by the most powerful of the Latin poets, W g 
grand verso and profound scepticism induced Mrs. BroW ^  
to say that ho “ denied divinely the divine.” Lucretm 
not exactly deny the mere existence of the gods; he .0(J 
addressed himself to that question at a ll; what he 1 
was that they had anything to do with mankind or s 
mankind had anything to do with them. Mr. Salt wel ^ 
that “ tho central belief which lay at the heart of his 
was that tho universe is ruled by wholly natural^ lftVf ’ ¿¡g- 
that mankind is free to work out its own destiny, ¡¿¡d 
turbed by any supernatural guidance.” Lucretius jje 
the doctrine of a future life and its moral usofulnesŜ oVer, 
declared tho hereafter to be a fable and a dream._ . °, . j  
and this is sometimes startling, Lucretius anticipa* ^ j), 
tho main ideas of modern Evolution. Evory now an get 
and for whole pages together, he is liko a gre.a 
versifying the teachings of Lyoll and Darwin, H oro0s 
pages, mainly, that Mr. Salt has translated into v‘b ^  
and vivid English. lie  has translated them in such ^ [0te 
as to bring out the full force of tho poot’s conception3- 
that point of view, wo should givo him the palm a^ ftgofr 
the English translators of Lucretius. We havo S00<i.^eetiot> 
therefore, to commend Mr. Salt’s littlo book to the * j)0o%' 
of our readers. We hope it will find a place on ¡9cd l° 
shelves of many of them, as it will havo an honored P jJ, 
our own library,—amongst the books within easy re

bl0
One of tho really unanswerable objections to the ^  

a divine revelation is that, oven if the original 0 »
inspired, no care was taken to proservo its intog

■et?i
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at great variations must have occurred in tho course of 
toe, merely in the honest multiplication of copies, century 
ter century, by tho human hand. When printing came in 
to danger was minimised, but it was far from abolished, 
tonders in the original edition of a book are too often 
ePeated in its reprints, and other blunders arise which are 
11 turn repeated in subsequent editions. Shakespeare him- 
e{*’ who found printing in full swing when he went to 
Qool—and doubtless before, in his father’s house, is fre­

quently misquoted, although it is so easy to check the 
, production of any passage from his writings. We were 

°King, the other day, at the volume of selected essays by 
■ A. Froude in Dent’s “ Everyman’s Library.” It is a good 
°ugh selection, though not the one we should have made 

th1 SV,ves' R includes the entertaining essay on “ .Reynard 
i, 6 *ox>” in the course of which Mr. Fronde says that 
noH611 sbows some sort of conscience.” If he respects 

thing else on earth, he respects his own intellect. After 
j 8 °* bis interviews with Roderigo, his conscience calls him 

account for keeping such company, and he pleads in his 
“̂ ju s tif ic a tio n :-

“ For I mine own gained knowledge should profan 
Were I to waste myself with such a snipe 
But for my sport and profit. ”

Vol 18 bow the passage is printed in the “ Everyman ” 
it Jf1116, ^  8̂ ance sufficed to show that the second line, as 
ot .au^s, was never written by Shakespeare. In a moment 
ve-.?° We recollected the very words of the Master. We 
thn' • *bem, of course, by reference to the text. This 

h to what Shakespeare wrote :—
‘ For I mine own gain’d knowledge should profane,

If I would time expend with such a snipe,
(B ^°r my s*)or*; an<* Pr°fi*-”

Way’ wbat a triumph is that samo “ snipe.” These 
8U and absolute felicities are so characteristic of

K0J"^P eare. Ho Btands in this respect immeasurably 
ney°nd all other writers). * * *

toad°Wt quotation from Shakespeare must have been 
Ia e by Froudo from memory—and a bad memory too, for 
tyj“ bis time but did not waste himself on Roderigo.
Sad the essayist turn to tho play, find tho passage,
is (Iu°to correctly ? Ono should always do that when one 

“ Positively certain. Probably he was too lazy. It
much troublo to bo accurate. Which is what-, * t t u u u i u  c u  w o  a h o u i a i u .  m  j l u u a a  W i J t m

A0,i 8 8 sharpest critics always say of him as an historian.i vhft n„ . it.: • _n l.:    ______l .e L*Bamo thing is Baid of him on account of his 
tatei fet8 iQ tho Life of Carlyle. IIo couldn’t quote accu- 
^hen i 'bey say, from a document right undor his own eyes 

*10 Was writing.
\v

iaiSq ^ crp rather curious as to whether the “ Everyman ” 
. on might not, after all, bo an error of tho “ Every- 

v°iu Pinters. We therefore pulled down the old four- 
bota 6 e<****on of Froudo’s Short Studies on Great Subjects 
the Fo nu °£ our bbrary shelvos, and turned to “ Reynard 
the gn u ^be samo misquotation was thero. Froudo was 

u*y Party. Tho printers wore blameless.
Vt * * *u _ ,

^Parenii or " bail deteotod that misquotation. No one, 
"to atQ1*! ’ called Froude's attention to it. Very likely 
forty 0 1)8 brst to notice it—and that aftor a lapso of somo 
“hup.r mty years. Such is human frailty oven in tho 
touchf UrJluckleB ” of literaturo. Lot nono of us boast too 
e"<to ti ” e arc nono of us infallible, as Jowett said—not

tbo youngest.

tioa ^b^mt to bo romomborod is this. If such a misquota- 
fhe . r°udo’s from Shakespeare, hundreds of yoars after 
br f0r(/ Practice of tho art of printing, can stand uncorrocted 
c,toep j y or fifty years, how easy was it for mistakes to

iti]- , c°pio8 of manuscripts, 
sa«.ib by tho pen. Lot thi

, when books could only bo 
that go on for two or threehi  ~ J  M U U  p O D .  J J U b  b U H b  u u  i u i  w w u  o i  v m c o

k ̂ st ex?°ars’ according to Christian chronology, with tho 
manuscripts novor reaching back within 

t>*aes . f°£ oi oven tho latest events, and what
k, fty ^  y°ur “ inspired Scripture ” ? Why, thereth ~ juur ” inspired scripture c Yvuy, tuuru aro 

TestjUBan? var'ous readings of different texts in tho
sent. G. W. F.

earnest men they are, most of these missionaries, but their 
native adherents are held to them solely for what they can 
get out of it, as the missionary will invariably acknowledge 
after a year or two’s disheartening labor.

All the missionaries did and do in Africa up in those wild 
places is to open up trade for the white man—and trade 
inevitably means liquor, tawdry clothing, and an unfortunate 
knowledge of the least desirable attributes of civilisation. 
Time and again we have seen the childlike innocence and 
happiness of the natives on an up-country journey, returning 
two years later to find them cunning, sly, overdressed, 
greedy—changed for the worse in a hundred ways.—Times 
(Los Angeles).

Obituary.

Death of the late Administrator of the Escuela Moderna,
I deeply regret that it becomes my painful duty to record 

the death, at his residence in Walthamstow, of Senor 
Mariano Batllori. Batllori is another victim of the modern 
Inquisitors in Spain. When I saw him last, in London, 
three weeks ago, he bore more visibly than ever the marks 
of the cruelties and privations inflicted upon him, and the 
other friends and co-workers with Ferrer, during tho period 
of their arbitrary arrest in Barcelona in August, 1909, and 
their banishment to the mountainous and inhospitable wilds 
of Ternel.

Batllori’s crime was that he was tho Administrator of the 
Escuela Moderna, a witness capable of proving Ferrer’s 
innocence, and, as such, an outlaw and a hunted exile 
during all the terrible period of the reaction organised by 
Maura after the events of Barcelona in July, 1909.

Batllori was the tried and trusted friend of Ferrer during 
tho later years of the Martyr's life, and was the intelligent 
and faithful interpreter of Ferrer’s wishes in carrying out 
the program of the School.

Batllori never recovered from the murderous polioy of 
privation and semi-starvation to which ho was subjected 
during the timo of his enforced stay at Ternel. Not oontent 
with tampering with their correspondence and stealing tho 
monoy sent to them in registered letters for the purchase of 
food, the exiles, including Soledad Villafranca, the learned 
Anselmo Lorenzo, Cristobal Litran (afterwards appointed, 
together with the undersigned, testamentary exocutor of 
Ferrer's will), and our friend Batllori, suffered the intense 
moral agony of being refused the right and tho opportunity 
of tendering their testimony either personally at the court- 
martial or by affidavit in dissipation- of Forrer at the mock 
trial. All this preyed on Batllori’s kind and sympathetic 
nature, and impaired his not too vigorous constitution. He 
was murdered, morally, by the bigots; but they took three 
years to completo tho process.

For somo time since these Christian proceedings wero 
enacted, Batllori, who, like tho other exiles, was released 
ultimately, without meeting any accusation or taking trial 
for any alleged offonco, camo to England and settled at 
Walthamstow with his wife and child—a daughter, Hypatia, 
seven years old. Tho widow and tho orphan aro left bohind 
to mourn tho loss of a fond husband and a kind father, and 
we who knew him lament the death of a staunch Freethinker 
and an ardent friend of the cause of Rationalist education as 
Ferrer understood it. English Freethinkers will, I am sure, 
join with me in expressing deepest sympathy with Batllori’s 
widow and child. Batllori's frionds in Spain and the two 
Americas will grieve at his loss.—Wm. H ea fo rd .

It is with regret that we record tho death of Mrs. Alico 
Whitmarsh, of Stoke Newington, which occurred on 
August 15, after a month of severe illness, bravely endured. 
Mrs. Whitmarsh was a convinced Freethinker and a faith­
ful member of tho N. S. S., though latterly circumstances 
militated against her taking an active part in Frcethought 
propaganda work. Sho was a sister of Mr. William Davey, 
a prominent worker in connection with tho Kingsland 
Branch, and a member of the Executive Committee. Tho 
interment took place at Chingford Mount Cemetery on 
Wednesday, August 21, when a Secular Servico was 
conducted at the gravesido.—J. T. L.

Missionary M istakes.
^  ----- ,-----

toi88jarfil £ travelled in tho wilds of Africa and saw 
tu y bron.,1,0̂ ar.y encampmonts among tho natives. That 
sO ’lte of " ,°*T*ltoatlon (with all its attendant evils), a 
fcUe cfiacfi .acation, means to dress wounds and cure 

18 Guo enough, and if that was their aim they 
l8fianitv Uî ,aB tar as converting tho hoathen savago to 

y’ ‘no wholo thing is a sheer farce. Good,

Wo aro sorry to report that Mr. and Mrs. II. Oakley, of 
34a Tyemouth-road, Mitcham, have suffered a grievous 
bereavement by tho death of their eldest child, Henry 
George William, in tho seventh year of his age. Henry 
George William was an exceptionally promising boy, and a 
fino intellectual career had already been mapped out for 
him. Ho died of heart-failure, after an operation. Ho was 
buried in Mitcham Churchyard on Thursday, August 22, and 
a Secular Servico was conducted at the grave.—J. T. L,
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

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

LONDON.

O utdoop.

B ethnal G eeen B ranch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 
Bandstand): 3.15, Miss K. Rough, a Lecture.

Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park) : 3.15, F. A. 
Davies, a Lecture.

E dmonton B ranch N. S. S. (The Green): 7.45, J. W . Marshall, 
a Lecture.

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

K ingsland B ranch N. S. S. (Kidley-road, High-street): 11.30, 
K. H. Kosetti, “ Christian Beets; or, We Are Not Divided 7, 
J. Bellamy, a Lecture.

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

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford, E .): 7, J. Rowney, “ Holy Moses and Company.”

W ood G reen B ranch N.S.B. (Jolly Butchers Hill,' opposite 
Public Library) : 7, E. Burke, “ The Present Position of the 
Bible.”

COUNTRY.
Outdoor.

L ancashire and Y orkshire : Thos. A. Jackson—Blackburn 
(Market Ground): September 1, at 11, “ Who Made God 7” at 3, 
“ When I Was in Prison”; at 7, “ The Faith of an Infidel”; 
2, at 7.30, “ The Devil and All His Works.” Bacup (Town 
Centre): 3, at 7.30, “ Was Jesus a Failure 7” Accrington 
(Market Ground) : 4, at 7.30, “ The Latest Thing in Gods.” 
Leeds (Town Hall Square) : 5, at 7.30, “ Humanity’s Debt to the 
Rebel”; 6, at 7.30, “ Primitive Man.” Rochdale (Town Hall 
Square): 7, at 7.30, “ The Wonders of Life."

W igan (Market Square) : Joseph A. E. Bates—Thursday, 
August 20, at 8, “ Conservatism in Religion ” ; 30, at 8, “ Flagel­
lated by the Past ”; September 1, at 7, “ Rationalism, Crime, and 
the Criminal.”

A ccrington (Market Square) : Joseph A. E .  Bates—Monday, 
September 2, at 8, “ Behind the Veil” ; 3, at 8, “ Royal 
Parasites ” ; 4, at 8, “ Strange Gods.”
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FOUNDED BY D. M. BENNETT, 1873. 

CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 1883-1909.
G. E, MACDONALD............................................  Edit°Bi
L. K. WASHBURN ... ............. E ditorial Contributor

S ubscription 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 e*“ 
Subscriptions for any length of time under a year, at the rate o 

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

which are free.
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,

Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books, .
62 Vesky S treet, N ew York, U .o ," ‘

THE TRIAL OF J. W . GOTT FOR BLASPHEMY.
The Clarion says: “ An inquiry into what blasphemy )*' 

and an account of the trial and imprisonment of J. W. Got ■ 
Those who followed that trial will find Ernest Pack’s boô  
very interesting.” Price Is. — F k eeth o u g h t  Socialis 
L ea g u e , 28 Church-bank, Bradford.

50s. S U IT  FOR 33s.
This is a very special lino of High-class Suits to measure 

Warranted all wool. For hard wear they cannot bo boate*)' 
Fit and satisfaction guaranteed. Patterns free with self' 
measure form.—J. W. G o tt , 28 Church-bank, Bradford.

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS. New Issue. 1.
Skunks, G. W. Foote ; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. Wbe®|eD
3. Principles of Secularism, C. Watts; 4. Where Are
Hospitals f R. Ingersoll. 5. Because the Bible Tell*
So, W. P. Ball; 6. The Parson’s Creed. Often the mean8
arresting attention and making new members. Price 6d. P 
hundred, post free 7d. Special rates for larger quanti 1 * 3 * * ̂  
Samples on receipt of stamped addressed envelope.—N. 
S ecretary, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

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

Company Limited by Guarantee.

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

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

Secretary—Miss E. M. VANCE,

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

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

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

Members pay an entrance fee of 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,

but are capable of re-election. An Annual General Meet 
members must be held in London, to receive the ltepor • 
new Directors, and transact any other business that rnoy,®nlitoi' 

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, 1(1 ¡ty. 
can receive donations and boquests with absolute 00 
Those who are in a position to do so are invited to tj,eir 
donations, or to insert a boquost in tho Society’s favor Bjo0' 
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest appr0& utof8 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The 6 urse ?* 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary o j  jp 
administration. No objection of any kind has been r0 
connection with any of the wills by whioh the d°01 
already been benefited. ttoock

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Batt 
Rood-lane, Fenchurch-atreet, London, E.C.

23

ot
A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient »0° 

bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:—“ 1 “j 
" bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the *0® ¡gDed “l  

free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a reoeipt 
two members of the Board of tho said Society and tno ̂  jor

said Legacy.”
Friends of the Society who have remembered it in 1 iatf fjj 

or who intend to do so, should formally notify the 8e 
the fact, or send a private intimation to tho Chairman, g3pi7' 
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not 8|flid, 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or m\-c0o0'1'

I their contents have to be established by competent tos

ill 3-
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THE BOOK THAT WAS WANTED,

Determinism or Free Will  P
BY

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

^ clean and able exposition of the subject in the only adequate light— the light of evolution

CONTENTS.
p’ The Question Stated.—II. “ Freedom” and “ Will.”—III. Consciousness, Deliberation, and Choice.—IV. Some Alleged 
Consequences of Determinism.—V. Professor James on “ The Dilemma of Determinism.”—VI. The Nature and Impli- 
cutions of Responsibility.—VII. Determinism and Character.—VIII. A Problem in Determinism.—IX. Environment.

OPINIONS OF
I -̂r. Cohen has written just the book that Rationalists have 

been inquiring for.”—Literary Guide. 
but ̂  very able and clear discussion of a problem which calls for, 
j8 seMom gets, the most severely lucid handling. Mr. Cohen 
^ e f u l  to argue bis definitions down to bed-rock.”—Morning

Britton 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.

PRI CE ONE S H I L L I N G  NET,
(Postage 2d.)

PUBLISHED BY THE WALTER SCOTT COMPANY.
Also on Sale by

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

A LIBERAL OFFER— NOTHING LIKE IT.
l a t e s t  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 Die to Win; Buy this Book, You Learn to Live.
Ignorance kills—knowledge saves—be wise in time. Men weaken, sicken, die—not 
knowing how to live. “ Habits that enslave " wreck thousands—young and old 
Fathers fail, mothers are "bed-ridden,” babies die. Family feuds, marital miserios, 

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

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

T he Young—How to choose the best to marry.
T oe Makbied— H ew  to be h appy  in  m arriage .
T he F ond P abknt—H ow to have prize  babies.
T ub Motheb—How to have them without pain.
T he C hildless—How to be fruitful and multiply.
Tna Cubious—How thoy “ growed " from gorm-oell.
T he H ealthy— H ow to enjoy life and  keep well.
T he I nvalid—How to brace up and  keep well.

bt. j, Whatever you’d ask a doctor you find herein, or (ij not, Dr. F. will answer your inquiry free, any time) 
and a]0oto’8 books have boen the popular instructors of the masses in America for fifty years (often re-written, enlarged) 
aPoke‘Ways kept up-to-date). For twenty years they have sold largely (from London) to all countries where English is 
by a ■ and everywhere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and most for the price. You may save the price 

buying, and you may iote y0ur life (or your wife or child) by not knowing some of the vitally important truths it tells.

atta; M ost Grateful Testimonials From Everywhere.
*Unoi ’ *n^'a : “ It ia a store of medical knowledge in plainest 

k, by i, a^e> an<l evory reader of English would be benefited 
J"tiPlica1' U. N.

anj00’ ^n(Iia: “ I have gone through the book many times, 
U, tT10̂  on'y benefited myself but many friends also.”— 

In».

Panderma, Turkey: “ I can avow frankly there is rarely to be 
found Buch an interesting book as youra."—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 tho price. 
I havo benefited muoh by it.”—It. M.g I havo benefited muoh by it.”—R. M.

^ » h a t  Abridged Editions (800 pp. each) can be had in German, Swedish, Finnish, or Spanish.

Price EIGHT SHILLINGS by M ail to any Address.

ORDE R OF THE P I O N E E R  P R E S S ,
2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.O.
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THE CHURCH CATECHISM  EXAMINED.
BY

Jeremy Bentham.
W ith an Interesting Biographical Introduction by the late

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

Bentham was the most drastic reformer of his 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, racy, 
and merciless. It was written and published in 1817. Bentliam’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 should also be kept in existence.

EIGHTY PAGES. THREEPENCE.
(P ostage i d )

THE PIONEER PRESS. 2 NEWCASTLE STREET. FARRINGDON 8TREET, LONDON. EC.

An Important New Book for Freethinkers.

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

BROUGHT TOGETHER BY

HYPATIA BRADLAUGH BONNER.
Issued by the nationalist Press Association.

P R I C E  S I X P E N C E  NE 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 ,  £ • u

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

OF

“BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

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

Reynolds's Newspaper sa y s:—“ Mr. G. W. Foote, chairman of the Secular Sooiety, is well koown as a dj»« 
exceptional ability His Bible Romances have had a large sale in the original odition. A popular, rovisoa.  ̂
enlarged edition, at the price of 6d., has now been published by the Pionoor Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Earring 
street, London, for the Seenlar Society. Thns, within the reach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of the lt>& 
of modern opinion is boing placed from day to day.”

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

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

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON^J^,
Printed and Published by the Pionckb Pass«, 2 Nowcaatle-stroet, London, E.C.


