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Prom the Useful, through the True, to the Beautiful.

— Goethe.

God’s Birthday.

God is described to ns as infinite and eternal; it is
therefore difficult to see how he could ever have been
horn. But, in the philosophy of faith, the impossi-
bility of understanding a thing is no reason for not
believing it; on the contrary, the more unintelligible

is, and even the more absurd, the greater is the
tt'erit of belief. An Atheist can believe what he
Understands. There is no virtue in that. The true
believer should feel like Sir Thomas Browne, who, in
kis lieligio Medici, wished that the miracles of
Scripture were more marvellous than they are, in
°rder to show the transcendence of his faith.

Mysteries should be taught dogmatically. It is a
mi8take to explain them. If they are explicable
they are no longer mysteries. Besides, to explain is
to appeal to reason, whioh is the enemy of faith.

But some religionists, chiefly in the Protestant
camp) will be explaining mysteries. They tako a
pride in sailing near the wind, though they often
6Q swamped. Some of them tell us how it was that
Ghriat, who was God, grew in wisdom as well as in
stature, and why he was mistaken as to the author-
ship of Daniel and the Pentateuch. In becoming
fficarnate, they say, he emptied himself of his
“mnisoience. But this is language without meaning.
An omnisoient being could not empty himself of his
Ott>niaoience; and if he could, there is no power that
could restore it to him afterwards. Omniscience is
?°t a fluid, to be poured out like milk from a jug. It
*s a quality, and God cannot diveBt himself of his
Realities and continue to be God. It is, in fact, a
contradiction in terms. Could anything be more
j~urd than a being who knows everything saying to
Mmsolf, " Go to, | will for thirty-three years know
[ess than everything” ? If he were capable of
fcrgetting he would not be omniscient. The momory
°r God (if he exist) must act with the irresistible
certainty of gravitation.

, Let us abandon all attempts to explain the
~explicable. Let us become more prosaic, and at
the same time more intelligible.

cans Christ was born of an earthly mother; his
@ S? Parent was the Holy Ghost. He was the son

bub he was also her father. She was his
her f ’kat 8be was also his daughter. He begat
mi , anA himself afterwards. The relationship

R«t bo worked out through a thousand absurdities.
Qun” 80n cries “ Halt® and puts this pertinent
that r° i 0 the authority for the statement
cam Je8ns °f Nazareth was any other than °the
tharT”er'8 80n'~" Mary never Bigned an affidavit
JO0g d°8?ph was n°t the father of her first baby;

PZ¥ himself never denied his paternity; and they
~Nith °nly two persons in a position to speak
first anthority- The two gentlemen who wrote the
thin and third GoOPOIO could not possibly know any-
th” °n ~*8aaBject. They oould only repeat what
Sees fia°8Bed» or what they were told. If they
thev8ed iftrwhat is the value of a conjeoture ? If
that a8re to,d it, who told them ? If the rePIy is

God told them, why did ho not also tell the
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gentlemen who wrote the second and fourth Gospels ?
And how do we know that God told them ? They do
not say so themselves, and who has a right to say
so on their behalf ?

“ How the world is given to lying!” exclaims Jack
Falstaff. Had the fat knight lived in Asia Minor,
nearly two thousand years ago, he might have
uttered the exclamation with extra emphasis. Lying
wa9 so general among the early Christians, that they
hardly suspected the virtue of veracity. They
scarcely lied for an object, they lied by preference.

Nothing could exceed the childish artlessness of
Luke’s opening of the chapter in which he relates
the birth of Christ. “ And it came to pass,” he
says. What circumstantiality and precision ! Suoh
an exordium is sure to lead to what the Americans
call “ a tall one.” And when did it come to pass?
“In those days.” Circumstantial and precise again,
is it not ? Can we imagine Thucydides or Taoitus,
or aDy other anocient historian, writing in this
fashion ?

“ Ib came to pass in those days, that there went
out a deoree from Cte3ar Augustus, that all the world
should be taxed.” There never was such a deoree,
says Mommsen, the great historian, who is a much
better authority than Luke. The evangelist, in fact,
is positively silly. He says that, in order to be taxed,
every one went into his own city. Fanoy the whole
population shifting from the places of their residence
to the places of their birth! Is such a migration
conceivable ?  And if it was for the purpose of
taxation, would it not be a glorious muddle, unless
“ every one” was compelled to live for ever after-
wards in his native town?

Luke says that this farcical taxing was made when
Cyrenius was governor of Syria. According to
Josephus, this was several years after the beginning
of the Christian era. If Luke is right as to the
date of Christ's birth, our Christian chronology is
wrong. Probably it is worse than wrong. It looks
like a sheer invention. The Christian era was not
invented till the sixth century, and its legal use only
dates from the time of Charlemagne. Christians
did not begin reckoning from the birth of Christ.
They adopted a Christian era hundreds of years
later, and then worked backwards. To a great extent
it was mere guessswork.

We do not know the year of Christ’s birth, nor do
we know the day. December 25 is inconsistent with
the Gospel story. Shepherds do not watch their
flocks by night in Judea at that season. The faot is,
the date is fictitious. It was absolutely unknown to
the primitive Christians. All sorts of days between
Deoember and May were celebrated by different
seotions up to the fourth century. It was at
Antioch, according to the New Testament, that the
followers of Jesus were first called Christians ; yet it
was at Antioch that St. Chrysostom, preaching in
A.D. B80, confessed that the Christians in that very
locality had only known for ten or twelve years that
Jesus Christ was born on December 25.

December 25 is really the birthday of the Sun,
and was celebrated as such by the Pagans. The
Christians borrowed the festival, and identified it
with the birth of their “ Savior.” It was a harefaoed,
cunning plagiarism. And this i the whole secret of
God’s birthday. m

G. W. Foote.
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A Critic in a Fog.—lIlI.

(Concluded from p. 787.)

The list of Dr. Warsehauer’'s misstatements have
not been exhausted by what has been said, but I
have neither the space nor the desire to deal with all of
them at any length. A man may be considered as
nearly hopeless from the controversial point of view,
who, in the face of all that Determinista have said
on this point, stupidly repeats that “ Determinism
tells man and woman that it is no good trying.” As
though, in the play of ideas, the idea of improve-
ment has not its due place in the determination of
conduct. Or that, “ if Determinism is true, then
there is no such thing as self-conquest, or moral
bravery, no such thing as moral integrity.” Or that
the word “ ought ” has no place or meaning in the
Deterministic vocabulary. Dr. Warschauer is so
taken with the last point that he relates how, when
he used this argument before an audience of
Sooialist3, one df his hearers, “ an extremely able
man,” got up and expressed his dismay at having
thought he oould work for reform and believe in
Determinism. Evidently he had been doing both,
and so had demonstrated its possibility. But, on
the whole, this unnamed but “ extremely able man”
must have well matched our extremely able lecturer.
Determinista who could be captured by this argu-
ment are not common, and Dr. Warsohauer should
make much of his prize.

Dr. Warechauer's pamphlet covers twenty-one
pages. In a single sentence on p. 19, he effectively
knocks the bottom out of all that he has been saying
up to that point. For his assumption is that you
can prove “ Freedom ” (that is, his kind of freedom)
by an examination of human nature. In a sentence
he throws this overboard, and admits that no mere
study of nature and of man will yield any such
result. The fact of freedom, ho says, “is incom-
patible with any materialistic theory. If the
universe, including ourselves, is simply the outcome
of the inter-action of unconscious forces, freedom
must be an absolute illusion.” Of course, as Dr.
Warsohauor means by freedom “ unfettered,” and as
ho does not betray the slightest consciousness of
“ freedom ” as a phenomenon of social origin, one is
not surprised at his failing to find “ freedom in the
physical universe.” But this is equivalent to saying
that there is no room in a scientific conception of
the universe for his " unfettered will,” which is,
scientifically, unfettered nonsense. Where, then,
does the Warschauerian freedom come from? It
“is only possible if it has been bestowed by God."
It is, consequently, the only “free” thing in a
determined universe. We have an “ assurance of
liberty "—many of us have nothing of the kind—
and this assurance, which may, after all, be a
mistake, is “a powerful argument for the existence
of God.”

The circle is complete.
a belief in “ freedom”
“ bestowed by God.”

The only justification for
is to believe it has been
But wo also believe in God
beoause we are assured we possess “ freedom.”
“ The faot of freedom implies Theism.” How so ?
We can only believe in “ freedom ” by believing in a
God who gave it us—that is, we must already be
Theists. And if we are Theists because we believe
in “ freedom,” how is it possible to get a Btart any-
where ? It looks almost as if Dr. Warschauer were
trying to paraphrase the Athanasian Creed. *“ Free-
dom is incomprehensible, God is incomprehensible,
and Dr. Warschauer is incomprehensible.” And as
it is as easy to believe three incomprehensibles as it
is to believe one, after accepting anyone of the three,
there is no excuse for jibbing at the remaining two.

But once God is dragged into the controversy, a
host of new difficulties arise. Dr. Warschauer is
under the impression that the use of that religious

narootic, “ God,” smooths away all troublesome
guestions. As a matter of fact, it only adds to their
number. Above all, there is a particular one that
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Dr. Warschauer seems unconscious of, but which is
fatal to his position. | will deal with this presently;
at present let us note the difficulties that he does
faoe, and his method of handling thorn.

One question put is that if God'B power is omni-
potent, how comes it that anything we do is contrary
to his will? The reply given to this is that the
power of God includes that of self-limitation, ana
God, in endowing man with a measure of freedom,
limits his omnipotence. But this is really no answer
at all to the question. It is really an admission that
you cannot reconcile a belief in the omnipotence of
God with the power of man to act contrary to Goa.
Whether God voluntarily limited his own power or
not (One wonders how Dr. Warschauer became
aware of this? His familiarity with the plans of
Deity is, to say the least of it, surprising) is quitO
beside the point. However it came about, D*
Warschauer admits that God cannot be omnipotent m
a universe in which man is “ free,” or man cannot
bo “ free ” where God is omnipotent. That is all the
critic asserted. Dr. Warsohauer did not meet it*
he admits its truth, and tells you how it carae
about.

Another objection is that if God created man, he
is ultimately responsible for all that man does.
Created, mind. It is not a question of God being
the immediate cause of man’s existence in the sensO
that two people are the immediate cause of the
birth of a human being. They are little more than
the vehicle of transmission. But God is not only
the cause of man’s existence ; he designed it. DO
endowed him with powers and capacities ; he create0
these powers and capacities. Is he not, then, nit®
mately responsible for all that man does ? It wou!*
seem so; yet Dr. Warschauor says that to say so B
to propound “ the most curious argument | hav
ever come across.” He replies to it with an illo0
tration ; and pleaso observe what the illustration jQ
A parent is responsible for a child’'s existence. *8
he, then, responsible for his child’'s acts ? Or, y°jj
give your boy a bioycle. Are you responsible for al
that the boy does with it? And if the parent is no
responsible, why charge God with responsibility
all that results from the exercise of the human will

The answer to all this is so simple and so obvio0O»
and it has been said so often before, that it is sor
prising Dr. Warsohauer did not reoogniee its weO"
ness. A parent, wo say, is responsible for a chil
being born ; but a parent is not responsible for tc
kind of nature the child has. Consequently, no on
blames a parent if a boy, in spito of all that can
done, turns out badly. A parent has a certain pOfir
in determining the development of a child’s power ’
and parents are held responsible up to the extent 0
that power. ThuB, if a child has never been sent
school, we hold a parent responsible for its ignorant
If it has never been taught virtue, we hold the pardf
partly responsible for vioious habits. Or, again,
we give a boy a bicycle, see that ho is taught to ri
and give him a sound machine, our responsible J
ends. But if we put a boy on a machine that
know to be faulty, or leave him alone on a bill0 j
before he is able to ride, then there is no one but ~
say we are responsible for all that occurs.

The application of all this is plain. God not 0
creates man ; he gives man the capacities he”P”o
Besses, and knows full well what use ho will 5
of them, In this rggpect he resemites a parent
should give a boy a dynamite cartridge, kno'
that the immediate consequence will bo @\eO
explosion. God not only creates man; he ere
also the forces that bear on man, and which d
mine his actions. To use Dr. Warechauer's ~
figure, he not only presents man with a bioyd0>dJ
does so knowing that he is unable to ride, an ®
will break his own neck, or will ride recklessly™ g
endanger the lives of others. How, then, 000fei
avoid responsibility ? Responsibility is 1°°° of
when one sets in motion forces the consegnenc 0
which are foreseen. If | apply acharge of dyn
to a rock that it is my duty to dear away, | fll'v fo
responsible for the death of anyone who

1
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tmg on it, provided their presence is unknown to
t i ~ * know they are there, then, in proceeding
o blast, I am responsible for their death. It is sur-
priaing that even a clergyman should use such futile
uetrations; still more suprising that an audience
should be deceived by them!
is B' arn®s‘ng aspect of Dr. Warschauer's argument
his belief that he can escape Determinism by
ssuming God. This is sheer delusion. You may
anBform a physioal Determinism into a psychical
e ®&minism, but a Determinism is the inevitable

suit. And this is true because Determinism in
,, 1110 form is an inescapable condition of coherent
ah” f ~ou cann°t esoapa this in even thinking

°~At God. Assume the almost unthinkable position
at'.G°d” is free from the coercion of all external
onditiong. If he, or it, exists, he, or it, must still
perate in accordance with the conditions of his
nature. Freedom from one set of conditions or
rm one force is thinkable; freedom from all
editions or from all forces is simply unthinkable,
p e" ns give Dr. Warschauer all available rope, and
jj¢ ~h0 result. A self-existent God creates man.
/= jvarschaner says God has given man “ the power
r choice,” “as an instrument to use.” There is
?.y no question about man having the power of
althl00 ~hat is admitted by all Determinists,
hough our lecturer does not appear to be con-
81008 of the fact. But God, we will say, endows
an with “will,” and leaves him alone as to its
erciae, if ajj men exOrcised their will auto-

atically and identically, we should feel nonplussed.

is not the case. Some “ wills” are exer-
sed in one direction, some in another. Why is
an n Wrfay does 006 man cboose whisky and

au H6r coooa * Why is one man vicious and
_ other virtuous? Because he chooses one in

P eference to the other, we shall be told. Bat that
only a restatement of the fact. Is it because of
o\ "btrained will or a vitiated will? But that is
V another way of saying that the “ will ” is deter-
ined by its past habits and experiences. This is
gging Determinism in by the window after it has
,ee® thrown out at the door. And how can the
WIll ” bo free if it is coeroed by past habits, or if it
prows more efficient with use? Its greater efficiency
an admission of Determinism. Every power, Bays
~5' Warschauer, grows stronger with use, weaker
disuse. He has no business to say any such
*]0S This is a oonfossion of the power of habit,
nd what is habit but the determination of aotion
J°°gh the cooroive force of past experience? Let
. Bays Dr. Warschauer, “increase our working
Pital of liberty.” Good ; but how can you increase
a ,autonom°n8 power? Autonomy is autonomy,
els' ~1Gre *0 an end Dr. Warsohauor may
a V? the dictionary, but when he uses it he cannot
~oid presenting it piecemeal to the Determinist.
tro9f*ann°t argue his case without implying the
aj h of Determinism. This is booauso, as | have
*Neaty said, it is a condition of coherent thinking.
that is neoossary to realise the truth of this is
00 comprehension of what is a genuine Deter-
Nfiism.
a ~r- Warschauor's task is a hopeless one ; but even
a Benic’8 cannot make a ridiculous case reasonable,
Wo, therefore, need not be surprised at Dr.
,n~obauor’a failure. All that can bo done is to
and- tho anti-Determinist caee plausible to an
an <€noe unnsed to philosophical discussion, and
hOX°a8ly appreciative of familiar phrases and ex-
rtations. Thus, a lecturer who denies the deter-
I “at? nature of voluntary action, seeks by
ch Uring to give action and thought a determinate
hia]acter’ And hia audience agrees with him and
t t Ooture. Neither perceive that at every step the
fai b °t the attaoked position is conoeded, and the
.y of the declared philosophy admitted. It
Cx Itds one of the way in whioh Charles II.
~.Plained why a certain preacher was popular with
snif Oon8regation. Said Charles, “ His nonsense
8 their nonsense.” 8. Cohen.
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Dishonest Exegesis.

The Sunday-sohool Lesson for to-day is Isaiah ix.
1-7, and it is entitled “ The Unspeakable Gift.”
Throughout Christendom the scholars will be assured
that here we have a prophecy which found its
fulfilment only in Jesus Christ. They will be in-
structed to regard this passage as a Divinely inspired
delineation of the majesty, lowliness, and supremacy
of the Child-King so many centuries before he was
born. And yet every Biblical critic knows quite
well that the Lesson does not contain the remotest
allusion to the Prophet of Nazareth. The context
shows conclusively that the writer was thinking
only of the condition of Israel and Judah in his own
day. The Rev. J. P. Rogers, B.A., admits this in
the British Congregatio'nalist for December 12, but
adds that the “ words describe our Savior and the
blessings that his kingdom has brought, with such
insight that -we can only account for them on the
supposition of its being an inspired prophecy.” One
expositor says that “ Isaiah spoke more gloriously
than he knew,” with the result that “ this prophecy
which he expected to see fulfilled in some Babe he
could hold in his arms, had its double realisation
and its far off and grander fulfilment.” Another
does not hesitate to assert that “ the faith of the
prophet in the Christ whom he had not seen is very
impressive.” In fact, all the expositions which
have appeared in the religious press agree in apply-
ing the propheoy to Jesus Christ, and in intimating
to Sunday-school teachers the best way to so inter-
pret it to the children.

But that exegesis is utterly false. Isaiah’s mind
was concentrated upon the troubles and dangers of
Judah under Ahaz. He knew that Israel and Syria
had become allies with the object of effecting the
ruin of Judah. Ahaz trembled on his throne and
was strongly tempted to seek the help of Assyria.
Isaiah vehemently opposed suoh a polioy, and assured
the king that the allies would not be able to execute
their plot, but were themselves doomed to destruc-
tion. An alliance with Assyria, however, would be a
serious menace to the future of Judah, because it
would inevitably make it the arena of a confliot
between Assyria and Egypt. Israel would certainly
be annihilated, and Judah would be in grave peril;
but let the king truet in Jehovah and obey hiB
commands, and all would be well with him and his
people. Then follows a glowing picture of the joy
and glory of the restoration. The North and North-
East districts, which had just been depopulated by
Tiglath-pileser, were to be made glorious again. To
the prophet's eye the whole process had already
been completed:—

“ The people that walked iu darkness have soon a
great light; they that dwelt in the land of the shadow
of death, upon them hath the light shined. Thou hast
multiplied the nation, thou hast increased their joy:
they joy before thee according to the joy in harvest,
as men rejoice when they divide the spoil. For the
yoke of his burden, and the staff of his shoulder, the
rod of his oppressor, thou hast brokon as in the day of
Midian. For all the armor of the armed man in the
tumult, and the garments rolled in blood, shall even bo
for burning, for fuel of fire. For unto us a child is born,
unto us a son is given; and the government shall bo
upon his shoulder; and hi3 name shall be called Won-
derful, Counsellor, Mighty God, Everlasting Father,
Frinco of Peace. Of the increaso of his government
and of peace thoro shall bo no end, upon tho throne of
David, to establish it, and to uphold it with judgment
and with righteousness from henceforth, even for over,
The zeal of the Lord of hosts shall perform this.”

Such was lIsaiah’s conception of tho forthcoming
triumph and prosperity of Israel and Judah ; and
their triumph and prosperity were to continue to
extend until all the nations of tho earth became
subject to them. Well, the prophecy was never
fulfilled. The kingdom of Israel was completely
blotted out. The ten tribes are lost to this day.
Judah itself was never free from danger and worry.
Wo cannot now trace its history through the various
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centuries, bat it is a well-established fact that it was
its fate to be most of the time under some foreign
yoke or another—Assyrian, Egyptian, Persian, Chal-
deean, Alexandrian, Roman. The ideal king never
turned up. The Prince of Peace was conspicuous by
his absence. The throne of David soon became
vacant, and it has remained unoccupied to this day.
It is frankly admitted by a few divines that Isaiah’s
splendid prophecy was not fulfilled in the fashion of
his glowing vision. Of course, they attribute the
blame, not to the prophet, but to the people. “ The
Old Testament prophecies,” we are told, “ were condi-
tional. If men repented, if they amended their lives,
God delivered his people from their terrors, and did
not deal with them after their sins.” This is a
sophistical way of getting out of a difficulty; and
there is no truth in it. Ahaz was not the bad man
he is often supposed to have been. His chief faults
were disloyalty to Jehovah and opposition to Isaiah’s
political opinions. The same thing is true of the
people generally. They did not suffer defeat so
often, or go into captivity, because they lacked moral
virtue and forgot Jehovah, but because they were
geographically and numerically vulnerable.

Our contention is that Isaiah’s prophetic song is
still unfulfilled. We are entirely at variance with
those who aver that “ the words are wonderfully ful-
filled in our Lord Jesus Christ.” We are convinced
that the fivefold name, Wonderful, Counsellor, Mighty
God, Eternal Father, Prince of Peace, is infinitely
too great for him. He has never lived up to a single
fold of it. No government has ever been upon his
shoulder. Professor Clow exclaims, in the British
Weekly for December 12, “ To-day Christ is King.”
Where ? We challenge the reverend gentleman to
name the country or town in which Christ reigns.
Dr. Clow adds: “ His laws no one questions.” This
is a direct falsehood. Countless multitudes look
upon the so-called laws of Christ as in every respect
quite impossible. An Anglican Archbishop expressed
the opinion, not so many years ago, that if the
Sermon on the Mount were converted into practioe
social life would collapse in a week. Surely, Dr.
Clow cannot be ignorant of the fact that Christians
live as if such laws were not in existence. It is
simply a lie to say that Christ's “ life governs all
human lives who know it”; and it is a greater lie
still to affirm that “ his personality is adored by
increasing millions.” It is a notorious faot, bitterly
deplored continually on Christian platforms and in
the Christian press, that for many years the number
of his adorers has been steadily on the decrease.
China, Japan, and India will have none of him, in
spite of the desperate attempts made to force him

upon them. “ To-day,” cries Dr. Clow, “ a word of
Christ is omnipotent.” Again, wo ask, where and
for whom ?  To say that it is does not make it so.

Will the reverend gentleman furnish us with one
instance of the omnipotence of any word of Christ?
To-day and on Christmas Day the Churches will be
fervently singing the praises of the Prince of Peace,
well knowing that Christendom has been, almost
continuously from the beginning until now, a cruel,
bloody battlefield, and that the overwhelming
majority of the wars waged have been religious ware.
As the editor of the English Review so aptly observes,
“ modern Europe is now infinitely more warlike, war-
prepared, and war-dependent than in the days of
Csesar.” Then, speaking of the practically inevitable
result of the present European war, he says: —

“ Europe, then, is now Christian, yet never—philo-
sophically, ethically, and effectively—so utterly un-
Christian, in that she has never previously been so
war-clad and so governed by the rules of force.”

And yet, in Bpite of the existing state of things, the
clergy keep on talking everlastingly about lifting
their eyes to Christ's throne “ and seeing the
humanity he has redeemed at peace with God and
with all fellow-men.” Madame Guyon may have
believed that she had “ already more than a thou-
sandfold in that unshaken tranquillity ” which Christ
gave her; but she admits that she had it “ in the
midst of the most furious tempest” ; and the question
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itself, why was that “ most
furious tempest” permitted to rage when Christ
could have stilled it by one omnipotent word?
Besides, had it not been for her faith in Christ)
Madame Gnynn could not have enjoyed perfect tran-
quillity while “the most furious tempest” wes
howling round about her, because she would have been
impelled to make an attempt to still it herself. Asa
matter of fact, faith in Christ has seriously retarded
human progress. Instead of coping with [lif®8
problems themselves, Christians have always spe“*
their time on their knee3 beseeching Christ to coins
and solve them.

The last sentence in Isaiah’s prophecy is most
suggestive: “ The zeal of the Lord of hosts shall
perform this.” That is to say, Israel was to becom®
all-powerful, with all nations at its feet, by force of
arms. Jehovah was going to lead it to viotory at
the point of the sword. “ The Lord is a man of
war." “ Who is the King of glory? The Lord
mighty in battle.” Is it any wonder, then, that
Christianity owes whatever hold it has on Chris-
tendom to physical force ? And it is physical foroe
that is always employed to cow and silence its opp3'
nents. Christianity stands out in history as ft
bloodthirsty religion ; and as a natural consequence
its supreme and final appeal has always been, not to
reason, but to blind zeal and prejudice. It has not
brought “ peace on earth and mercy mild,” but divi-
sion and strife. We have the authority of the Gospel
Jesus himself for that statement. Does it not
follow, then, that the disappearance of Christianity)
which is now in progress, will mean the greatest
and grandest riddance the world has ever expo-
rienced ? J T. Lioyd-

naturally suggests

The Passing of Jesus.—Y.

(Concluded from p. 790)

“ We may confidently conclude from what we know, ax*
from the laws of human development, that the origins pl
the fundamental teachings of Judaism not yet discovered m
cuneiform literature shall yet be found there. The doctrW
of a coming Deliverer could arise only in the centre of cultnre
where the prestige of power was no longer what it was in
greater pa-t.”— Bkofkssob Wincklir, The Historg of BabyU>rra
and Assyria; 1907 ; p. 158.

“ * Ah, Father, but he knew that he would rise again-
said a sufferer to the Father who bade him have patience
from the example of Jesus. And that was the case, doubt-
less, with all the suffering gods of antiquity ; they kne”™
that they would rise again to divine majesty, and achiev0
that great result for their human worshipers which was the
object of their incarnation and their death.”—Canon Chexs*'
‘The Mines of Isaiah Re-Explored ; 1912 ; pp. 50-57.

“ Woman is still prostrate on her knoos before an error)
because she has been told that somebody has died for it Q1
the cross. Is the cross, then, an argument?” —Nietzsche
The Antichrist; 1899; p. 330.

* No soul that lived, loved, wrought, and died,

Is this their carrion crucified ?”
— Swinburne, Before a Crucifix-

»

Francois Dupdis, in his learned and able work»
L’'Origine de tous les Cultes, was, as we have remarked)
the great pioneer in the mythological explanation °f
Christianity. He attributed the origin of CbriS’
tianity to sun-worship, and in a sense ho was right)
for the apparent birth, death, and resurreotion
plant life Bymbolised by the ancients in the religi°D8
of Adonis, Attis, Osiris, and others is, of course)
dependent upon the sun.

David Friedrich Strauss, on the other band)
believed that the whole history of Jesus was a fabr*
cation based on the propheoies contained in the 0**
Testament concerning a coming Messiah. F°r
instance, the Gospel of Matthew, after narrating t<1I0
virgin birth of the mother of Jesus, explicit*/
declares : “ Now all this was done that it might b0
fulfilled which was spoken of the Lord by the Pr0
phet, saying, Behold, a virgin shall be with ch*"’
and shall bring forth a son” (i. 22, 23).

It is by a combination of the methods of Dapo*8
and Strauss, in the light of the astonishing d'8
coveries resulting from the reoovery and deciphOr
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dent of the records of the anocient empires of the
East, that we have at last read the riddle of the
origin of Christianity. .

Professor Drews, in his valuable work, The Christ
Myth, observes:—

“ Every year the forces of nature die away, to re-
awaken to a new life only after a long period. The
minds of all peoples used to be deeply moved by this
occurrence—the death whether of nature as a whole
beneath the influence of the cold of winter, or of vege-
table growth under the parching rays of the summer
sun, Men looked upon it as the fate of a fair young
god whose death they deeply lamented and whose re-
birth or resurrection they greeted with unrestrained
rejoicing. On this account, from earliest antiquity
there was bound up with the celebration of this god an
imitative mystery under the form of a ritualistic
representation of his death and resurrection ” (p. 65).

Primitive man believed that he could influence
nature—that he could help in this struggle between
Jife and death, and turn the scale to his own
interest. For this purpose he imitated it. This was
fche origin of the worships known under the name of
Tarntnuz, Adonis, Osiris, and many others. It was
known and practised by the Babylonians, Assyrians,
Phoenicians, Egyptians, the Canaanites, and the
Israelites. As Frazer remarks :—

“ As far as names go, they differed in diflerent places ;
in essences they were everywhere alike. A man, whom
the unrestrained phantasy of his adorers clothed with
the garments and attributes of a god, used to give his
life for the life of the world. After he had poured
from his own body into the stagnating veins of nature
a fresh stream of vital energy, he was himself delivered
over to death before his own sinking strength should
have brought about a general ruin of the forces of
nature, and his place was then takon by another, who,
like all his forerunners, played the over-recurring drama
of the divino resurection and death.”"

Now, bearing in mind the faot, as we proved in
Our last article, that this worship was known and
Practised by the Hebrews, we can understand, says
Professor Drews, the meaning of the fifty-third
chapter of lIsaiah. It is really a lament for the dead
Adonis. It runs . —

“ Surely ho hath borne our griefs and carried our
sorrows : yot wo did esteem him stricken, smitten of

God, and afflicted.......
“ Ho was taken from prison and from judgment: and

who shall declare his generation ? for he was cut off
out of tho land of the living: for the transgression of

my people was ho stricken.
“ And ho made his gravo with tho wicked, and with

the rich in his death ; bocauso ho had dono no violence,
neither was any doceit in his mouth.......

R ho hath poured out his soul unto death : and
be was numbered with the transgressors; and he bare
the sins of many, and made intercession for the
transgressors.”

Christian theologians declaro that this is a pro-
a 60" com>Pg °f Jesus Christ, and the?/ have
dually inserted chapter headings to that eil'eot to
~Joral of the chapters of Isaiah. Thesr have been,
Shtly, discarded in the Revised Version. For the
Pfophot is speaking in the past tense, of something
bat has already happenod, not of something that is
”01lng to happen at some future time.
Again, in the same way, as Drows points out, wo
understand tho words of the twenty-second

My God, my God, why hast thou forsaken mo ?
why art thou so far from helping me, and from the
Words of my roaring ?.......

“ All they that see mo laugh me to scorn : they shoot
out the lip, they shake tho head, saying,

“ Ho trusted on tho Lord that ho would deliver him,
seeing ho delighted in him.......

“ 1 am poured out liko water, and all my bones are
out of joint: my heart is like wax; it is molted in the
hiidst of my bowels.

My strength is dried up liko a potsherd; and my
tongue eleaveth to my jaws ; and thou has brought me

to tho dust of death.

. " Frazer, The GoUen Bough; {5608 > U 196 eq. Cited by

Urews, The Chrilt Myth, p. 66.
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“ For dogs have compassed me : the assembly of tho
wicked have inclosed me : they pierced my hands and
my feet.

“1 may tell
upon me.

“ They part my garments among them, and cast lots
upon my vesture.”

Professor Drews remarks upon this:—

“ When the poet of the Psalms wished to describe
helplessness in its direst extremity, before his eyes
there came the picture of a man who, hanging upon
the gibbet, calls upon God’s aid, while round about him
the people gloat over his sufferings, which are to save
them ; aud the attendants who had taken part in the
sacrifice divide among themselves the costly garments
with which the God-king had been adorned. The
employment of such a picture presupposes that the
occurrence depicted was not unknown to the poet and
his public, whether it came before their eyes from
acquaintance with the religious ideas of their neighbors
or because they were accustomed to see it in their own
native usages.”*

Let it not be thought that these are fanciful con-
jectures of unbelievers, brought forward to under-
mine Christianity ; for Canon Cheyne, “ Professor
of Interpretation of Holy Scripture at Oxford,” in
his recently published work, entitled The Mines of
Isaiah Re-Explored, speaks of “the light thrown by
Oriental mythology on the Son of Man, on the
Messiah, and on the Logos" (p. 27); also of the
fourth ideal personage of Israelitish religion, “ that
highly mysterious figure, the ‘ Servant of Yahweh."”
Yahwoh, as every soholar knows, is the real name of
the Hebrew God, whioh the English translators
have rendered Jehovah in our Bible. Canon Cheyne
proceeds :—

“ The credit of opening a now path belongs largely
to Professor H. Zimmern, who, in treating of the pos-
sibility of a Babylonian connection for the Christ-myth
of parts of the New Testament, took occasion to give
(in translation) a cuneiform text in which an ideal
righteous man describes his sore afflictions under tho
image of sickness (cp. Isa. liii. 4), closing with a brief
expression of a sure hope of deliverance.”

The person in the Babylonian text appears to have
been a king, and Canon Cheyne points out that in
some passages of the “ Servant "-poems in the OlId
Testament “ the hero seems to be a king.” And he
observes : “ It is not, therefore, merely the suffering
and yet triumphant Messiah for whom this Baby-
lonian text supplies a parallel, but the suffering and
yet victorious Servant of Yahweh.” And farther:—

“ Not alone by tho Euphrates and the Jordan were
hearts warmed and minds exercised by this influential
myth, but in other parts of Asia also there was appa-
rently a current tradition of a god friendly to man, who
for man’s sake subjected himself to death, but came to
life again—a tale of mystic meaning, told and retold in
tho sanctuaries to the devotees.”

Our “ best-known evidenoe,” continues the Canon,
“ for tho cult of the dead god among the Israelites is
Zecli. xii. 11, whore we read of ‘the mourning for
Hadad-Rimmon in tho valloy of Megiddon. ....... Still
more important evidence for the cult referred to is a
fine poetic prophecy of Jeremiah (Jer. xxii. 18), in
which the honor of a public mourning is refused to

all my bones: they look and stare

King Jehoiakim. Its importance consists in tho
formula) derived immediately from the mourners’
liturgy, but ultimately from the primeval form of

lamentation for the dead god and goddess ” (p. 29).

When wo wrote our article upon this subject
fourteen years ago we little expected to live to see
it endorsed by a Canon, who calmly speaks of “ the
possibility of a Babylonian connection for the Christ-
myth of parts of the New Testament."

How, then, did the mythical Savior beoome con-
verted into the historical Jesus. Professor Drews,
dealing with this question, remarks:—

“ As the question of the Messiah had become urgent
after tho destruction of Jerusalem and the collapse of
all the political hopes of the Jews, and amid tho
sufferings of the people from the Roman oppression,
the further questions were found to rise spontaneously
to the lips: When did the Servant of God really suffer ?

Drews, The Christ Myth, p. 69.
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Where did he die? What was he like ? What did he
do before he was put to death by his enemies? Who
were his enemies? And so on. And it was just as
inevitable for the answer to be found in the indications
of the prophets and of astral-mythological speculation,
and thus to load to the historicisation of the originally
mythical figure of Jesus.”*

The Professor does not believe that Christianity
first arose at Jerusalem, “ but, if anywhere, in the
Syrian capital Antioch, one of the principal places
of the worship of Adonis. For it was at Antioch
where, according to the Acts (ii. 26), the name
*Christians * was first used for the adherents of the
new religion, who had till then been called
Nazarene8.” f

Our own opinion is that the New Testament is the
result of the fusion of Hebrew myth with Greek
thought and literary style. When, by the wish of
King Ptolemy Philadelphus, the Jewish Scriptures
were translated into Greek, 285 years before Christ,
and thus became known to the Greeks, the first step
had been taken to the formation of the New Testa-
ment. For there is not a single Hebrew manuscript
of the New Testament; they are all Greek. And
although there was a tradition in the early Church
that Matthew was composed in Hebrew, scholars
tell us that our Gospel of Matthew is not a
translation from Hebrew, but an original Greek
composition.

The writers of the Pauline letters in the New
Testament, says Eysinga, “ speak Greek and think in
Greek.”! And he cites the testimony of the Jewish
scholar, Montefiore, that—* Either this man [Paul]
has never been a Rabbinical Jew, or else he has
completely forgotten what Rabbinical Judaism was
and is.”

As people became more civilised they gave up the
practice of a living sacrifice ; but a dramatic repre-
sentation of the ceremonial was continued as a
mystery play, as Mr. J. M. Robertson has shown in
his Pagan Christs. It was the Greeks who finally
reduoed the orude play into the finished drama as
we have it in the New Testament.

The myth of Christ is a development of a Baby-
lonian myth—a myth they received from a still earlier
race, the Sumerians. It passed on to the Hebrews,
like a snowball, gathering in volume as it went;
receiving its final form at the hands of the Greeks.
It is the result of an evolution extending over thou-
sands of years and many nations. And it is the
glory of science to have pierced the heart of this
mystery.

The more advanoed among the Christian army
are already preparing to shift the camp. Schmiedel
sounds the retreat when he says: “ My inmost
religious conviotions would suffer no harm even if |
now felt obliged to conclude that Jesus never lived.” §
Professor Smith speaks of “ the ominous appearance
of such articles as Macintosh’'s in the American
Journal of Theology, “ Is Belief in the Historicity of
Jesus Indispensable to Christian Faith ?” and
observesi—

“ Critics are inquiring if it bo ‘indispensable’ only
because they begin to suspect it may prove indefensible.
They are preparing cautiously, not indeed to surrender
—oh, no 1l perish the thought, never for an instant
could that bo dreamed of—but merely to evacuate over-
night tho citadel hitherto deemed impregnable. How
long before some forget in their new surroundings that
imperial palace whence they came, and even that they
were ever there ?” ||

The knowledge of the mythical character of
Christ and Christianity is confined at present to
the scholarly few; it is our duty to spread the
knowledge among the masses, to tear the veil aside,
and show them Christians masquerading in the
robes of a dead-and-gone Paganism. NN

* Drews, The Witnesses to the Historicity of Jesus.

t Drews, The Christ Myth, p. 210.

I Radical Views About the Old Testament, p. 87.

§ Cited in Radical Views About the New Testament, p. Xii.
Jl Ecce Deus, p. 328.
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Aoid Drops.

Towards the end of November a photograph picture
appeared in some of the London newspapers, representing
two Turks about to be hung by Bulgarian soldiers. It was
stated in the editorial letterpress under the picture that the
condemned Turks had been looting and murdering Christians
in the neighborhood, that they were caught red-handed, and
were naturally having a short shrift. The picture attracted
a good deal of our attention. The obvious feature of it was
the insolence on the faces of the Bulgarian soldiers. The
next obvious thing was the discrepancy between the look of
the doomed men and the Christian newspaper account of
their crimes. There was something about the taller one
which did not fit in with the letterpress. The more we
looked at it the more we felt that the picture was wrongly
described. It haunted us for days; then, of course, it began
to fade from memory, and we might not have thought of it
again if fresh circumstances had not brought it once more to
our attention. We now see that our “ prophetic soul ” was
right. The two Turks in that picture were not looters and
murderers; they were two villagers who had fired upon the
invaders of their country. That was the only “crime”
they had committed.

The truth about that picture came out in the Daily Neios
of December 11, in a letter from its correspondent, Perceval
Gibbon. It appears that the execution of the two unfor-
tunate Turks was surrounded by cinematograph cameras.
Here is Mr. Gibbon’s word-picture of the prisoners:—

“ The people who thronged about them were motley
enough in the diversity of their uniforms and accoutre-
ment ; but it was these two, with their arms bound behind
them, who seemed suddenly to bring color and force into
the scene. One was old, a short, stout, grey-beard, who
once or twice murmured a low protest to the reading of the
sentence. The other, tall, black-bearded, with a dark
aquiline face, subtle and strong, spoke no word. His clothes
were of that dull brown which peasants of that country wear,
with a red sash about bis waist, a red fez on his head, a
gleam of a ring on one of his fingers. He gave no sign of
hearing ihe drone of the Procurator’'s long reading, or the
stuttering translation by tho interpreter ; his mood seemed
to have power to create a solitude for him ; his eyes rested
on the rope, but absently, in mere preoccupation, without a
tremor.”

To meet death they first, like good Mohammedans, per-
formed their ablutions, a bucket of water being brought
to them for the purpose; the rest of tho five minutes left
them they spent in prayer:—

“ The tall Turk, always with that air of preoccupation,
of a mind screened and turned inward, had taken off hIS
shoes and was now pulling at his ring. It came away, and
he looked round for somewhore to lay it. His subtle,
brooding faco sought about him, and a camera, lifted on high
in the hands of its operator, clicked at him. He blinked,
and seemed suddenly to realise that he need no longer
chorish his ring; with a faint shrug he cast it on the ground,
and kneeled down to receive the water which a soldier
brought him in a bucket.

“ «Then they will pray,’ prattled the interpreter.

“ Eastward tho sky was faint blue over a jagged horizon
of low roofs and bare, writhen trees, and under it, infinitely
far. lay somewhere Mecca. Knoeling, he bowed towards it.
laying his forehead to the trodden and polluted earth ; then
lifted it to pray. His face was bowed with closed eyes, bia
hands were open before him, empty in supplication. The
cameras went off in staccato volleys; the cinematograph
machine sounded like the gritting of teeth; but it was all
remote, trivial, unreal. What was actual was the kneeling
man, ringed in and doomed, but alone none the less in a“
immense and mysterious solitude, like that of the dead.
The occasion, which should have been morely horrible,
grotesque, indecent, he made august and portentous.”

When the Turks were hanging on that tree another touch
of Christian charity was given to tho scene. Mr. Gibbon
writes: —

“ Upon the hanging bodies that looked so little like me“
dying in agony, there leaped policemen, suddenly gleeful
and active, to grasp them, to wrap their arms about them,
to swing by them. It was the climax. The crowd jostle”
nearer, and greeted the spectacle with laughtor, with cries
and shouts of laughter, so that the two men who hung frol0
the tree died to the sound of guffaws.”

Such was this noblo triumph of the Cross over tho Crescent
We hope the Christians are proud of it.

Mr. Hardenburg, whose book on his travels in the Rubber
Region of tho Peruvian Amazon, with an account of “ t*3®
atrocities committed upon the Indians therein,” has
been published by Mr. Fisher Unwin. Mr. C. Begin®1
Enock, tho editor, points out that the Peruvians woro found,
four hundred years ago, living undor social laws “ B,
beneficent as had never been known under ancient Kkings o
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Asia, Africa, or Europe, or under any Christian monarch,”
but now they are “ defrauded, driven into slavery, ravished,
tortured, and destroyed.” *“ This has been done,” he goes
on to say, “ not in single instances at the command of
some savage potentate, but in tens of thousands under a
Republican Government, in a Christianised country, at the
oshests of the agents of a great joint-stock company with
headquarters in London....... In order to obtain rubber so
that the luxurious-tyred motor-cars of civilisation might
multiply in the cities of Christendom, the dismal forests of
the Amazon have echoed with the cries of despairing and
tortured Indian aborigines.” There is no devilry that is not
practised on these poor Indians. Men are flogged, muti-
lated, and tortured in unmentionable ways to death;
Women are treated still worse, with lust added to cruelty;
and babes have their brains dashed out against rocks and
trees by scoundrels who profess the Christian faith.

Mr. Hardenburg draws np an indictment of thirteen
counts against these sanguinary and bestial exploiters of
perhaps the most innocent and gentle people on earth :

' 1. The pacific Indians of the Putumayo are forced to work

day and night at the extraction of rubber, without the
slightest remuneration except the food necessary to keep

them alive.

2. They are kept in the most complete nakedness, many of
them not even possessing the biblical fig-leaf.

3. They are robbed of their crops, their women, and their
children, to satisfy the voracity, lasciviousness, and avarice
of this company and its employees, who live on their food
and violate their women. Lo

4. They are sold wholesale and retail in lIquitos, at prices
that range from £20 and £40 each.

5. They are flogged inhumanly until their bones are laid
bare, and great raw sores cover them.

6. They are given no medical treatment, but are left to die,
eaten by maggots, when they serve as food for the chiefs'
dogs.

7. They are mutilated, and their ears, fingers, arms, and

legs are cut off.

8. ey are tortured by means of fire and water, and by
tying them up, crucified head down.

9. Their houses and crops are burned and destroyed

wantonly and for amusement.
10. They are cut to pieces and dismembered with knives,

axes, and machetes.
11. Their children are grasped by the feet and their heads
are dashed against treos and walls until their brains

fI_}( out. .
12. Their old folk are Kkilled when they are no longer able to
work for the company.

13. Men, women, and children arc shot to provide amuse-
ment for the employees or to celebrate the sabado de <jloriut
or, in preference to this, they are burned with kerosine so
that tho employees may enjoy their desperate agony.”

This is hell upon earth. And the Christian Powers cannot
stop it—or BO t~y Say. It is a damnable blot on human
c'vilisation. Tho Pope hurls no word against it from the
seat of “ God’s ” representative on earth. " God ” himEclf
> just as unconcerned. The Czar, the Kaiser, King George,
an*l tho rest of tho Christian potentates ore all quiet. Tho
president of the United States does nothing too. And
Christianity proves itself a useless contemptible farco.

Mr. Goorge Bernard Shaw and Mr. Sidney Webb aro taking
°v°r the Crusader early in tho now year. That is tho little
,aet that comes out of tho mountainous puff which was engi-
neered through tho press. Tho editors say they are going
to speak out. “ 1 think,” Mr. Shaw says, » we shall bo
Vory thankful if wo aro not burnt alivo by tho end of the
~cond week.” Nonsense, Mr. Shaw, nonsense | You know
you are safe enough. Who believes you have any tasto or

alent for martyrdom ?

Gno sometimes wonders if thoro is a grain oi honesty hut
an‘ongst nine-tenths, at least, of the politicians of this
n°Qutry. Not that wo suppose other countries aro much
better. Here is Mr. Walter Runcimau, for instance, Pre-
?](.bnt of tho Board of Agriculture—which wo shouldnt
“ave theugbit was muah in Ris way, thaugh, of course, the

(X2.000 a year) is. Mr. Runciman is the chief lay
“®°al of tho West London Mission, and he addressed a
Meeting Of men on Wednesday evening, Doc. 11, in tho
te’eutly opened Kingsway Hall, the Mission’s new head-
Sorters. The “men only” ticket did not prevent his
;%1Qg greoted with cries of " Votes for Women. But the
Nuptors being cleared out, Mr. Runciman proceeded
*Itb his speech. There was nothing in it that any
~°«an need have troubled to listen to, and owards the end
is S«ned to be well under the influence of the gentleman

Parted the West London Mission-the lato Rev

Hugh Price Hughes. After talking about the vices
‘ young men at Cambridge Univorsity when ho himself
8 there, twenty years ago, he went on to spoa
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scepticism, which he appeared to regard as a branch of the
vice department; therein paying an exquisite compliment
to some of his Liberal colleagues, such as Lord Morley, Mr.
John Burns, and Mr. J. M. Robertson. This is what Mr.
Runciman said, if he was reported correctly in the Daily
News :—

* He remembered when he was at Cambridge it used to be
the fashion with the students about 20 or 21 years of age to
regard it as the highest pinnacle of intellectual independence
that they should call themselves Agnostics. He was back in
Cambridge this year, after an interval of 20 years, and he
found a complete change in the fashion of thought. Instead
of being an Agnostic, the young man of 1912 was a simple,
downright Christian, and not at all ashamed of the word.”

Now the truth is notoriously the reverse of Mr. Runciman'’s
statement. Both at Oxford and at Cambridge it is in-
creasingly difficult to get intelligent young men to take
“ holy orders ” and enter the service of the Church. Why
doesn't the right honorable gentleman talk in that way at
Cambridge, where he could be corrected on the spot, instead
of bamboozling the sort of audience that meets under the
auspices of the West London Mission ? It would show more
courage on his part—if that quality is amongst his natural
endowments.

Mary Baker, of Conisbro’, a domestic servant, aged
twenty-two, hanged herself rather than marry the man to
whom she was engaged, when she really loved another.
She was found suspended by a clothes-line to a hook in the
attic of the house of her employers. Close at hand was
her Bible opened at the Psalms, with the following verse
marked : “ My days are like a shadow which declineth, and
I am withered like grass.” She had written : 111 feel like
the verse | had marked.” The jury’s verdict was Ll suicide
during temporary insanity.” Everybody may see how the
Bible prevents people from committing suicide, and leaves
all that crime to tho Atheists—as Talmago and Torrey
prophesied. -

Pity our poor overworked, hard-living, self-sacrificing
missionaries 1 This is how M. D. Cranford refers to them
in his recent work, Thinking Black :—

* Christ's cause in Africa is too often wounded in tho

house of its friends, but never so grievously and gratuitously

. ns when a missionary of the cross beats all his fellow

Europeans in the matter of first-class get-up. The best
houses, best furniture, best eating—all at * The Mission."”

Poor missionaries 1

Tho Christian Commonwealth has been collecting opinions
from a number of peoplo as to whether wo need a religion.
This is the sort of inquiry somo people delight in making,
and presumably it gives many others some amount of grati-
fication. Of course, the inquiry is always deliberately
vague; were it otherwise tho replies would either not bo
forthcoming, or they would lead to tho conclusion that wo
can get on very well without religion. And that would
quite give the game away. No Christian would admit that
tho religion of Mohammedanism was necessary. The Moham-
medan would bo quite clear that the world could get along
without Christianity. Catholics would not allow Pro-
testantism to bo necessary ; and Protestants openly pray for
tho downfall of Roman Catholicism. By a process of can-
cellation oach ono rules out tho otbers, for tho only religion
that each ono really believes to bo necessary is his own.
He only agrees with tho others in the uso of a word; ho
quite disagrees with them as to what it really means. It is
a strange sight this of a number of poople declaring as
nocessary to peace and goodwill tho one thing that people
have always hated each other for most persistently.

Somo of the opinions elicited aro quite amusing. Thus
Miss Lillah McCarthy, the well-known actress, thinks “ tho
Bible ought to be read, as it is so beautiful; but great caro
should bo taken about other religious books, as they aro
generally beside the point.” If Miss McCarthy is in earnest,
her deliverance is a gem worth preserving. Tho slushy
cant of the first part, and the wall-eyed prejudice of the
second portion, is delightful. Mr. Forbes Robertson thinks
wo need a religion without a creed—which is rather like
trying to breed a vertebrate without a spinal column. Mr.
Will Crooks expends some of bis tearful Sunday-school
humor, and thinks wo need a religion based on “ Love one
another ”—as though that cannot be done without religion.
Mr. Zangwill wants a religion that is not contradictory to
reason, history, or experience. His search for that article
deserves to bo bracketed with the search for perpetual
motion. Mr. Grayson says that he has “ no religion other
than Socialism "—which is not religion at all. The only
sensible and honest opinion cited is that of Sir Francis
Burnand. He says: “ Wo need the one and only true reli-
gion as set forth by the Holy Roman Catholic and Apostolic
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Church of which our Lord Jesus Christ is the supreme head,
whose vicar on earth is the Pope.” We congratulate Sir
Francis on giving the only intelligible and straightforward
answer in the bunch. And we venture to prophesy that as
a reward his opinion will not be asked again.

The Christian Commonwealth winds up the symposium
by sayiDg that the opinions expressed show that “ religion
remains enthroned in human life, because it is based on a
community of need.” This is sheer fatuity. What common
religious need is there in the opinions expressed? The only
one who does express a need, or rather a desire for religion,
is Sir Francis Burnand, and none of the others agree with
him in the slightest degree. If all those who gave an
opinion had anything in common, it was a vague desire that
people would be better, that life should be better, that
everything should be better. But what has that to do with
religion ? People who really experience a common need can
usually find a common method of action. But on what
point of religions belief would this hotch-potch of Agnostics,
Catholics, Jews, Socialists, Nonconformists, and other reli-
gious odds and ends, work together ? The truth is, they use
the word “ Religion ” without troubling to ask themselves
what it really means. It is an established word, and that
is all they seem to trouble about.

The leading article in the Daily Telegraph on the King's
habit of reading his Bible is a wretched specimen of
sycophantic gush. As the King made his mother a promise,
it is only right he should keep it; but why he should not be
able to read a chapter in the Bible without the nation being
awestruck at the performance is incomprehensible to every-
one who is not a congenital Bnob.

Every ten years the Liverpool Daily Post takes a religious
census of the city. The figures show a positivo decline in
church and chapel attendance, in spite of the considerable
increase in population :—

1902. 1912.
Anglican.........ccccoees s 67,898 ... ... 57,932
Nonconformist ....66,712 ... ... 52,462
Roman Catholic ... ..... 35330 ... ... 38,262
Various Missions.... ..... 8,837 ...... 12,065

Evidently the new Cathedral has not stemmed the Christian
ebb-tide at Liverpool. Nor have the Orangemen, with the
Rev. George Wise at their head, succeeded in preventing the
Roman Catholics from increasing.

Pembroke Chapel, Liverpool, depended on God. That
was tho theory. Practically it depended on the Rev. Mr.
Akod, who left this country for a better land. Not heaven.
Oh dear no! The United States of America, where men of
God wallow in wealth. In tho religious census of 1902 Pem-
broke Chapel showed a morning attendance of 1,375 and an
evening attendance of 1,978. In the 1912 census the
figures had fallen to 214 and 564. A tromendous drop.

Rev. George Sutherland Mackay, of tho Unitod Freo
Church, Doune, Perthshire, left £26,411. This is a good
haul for a Scotch “ meenister.” Wo mean in Scotland.
Outside, of course, is another thing.

Wo have always protested agU.st heavy sentences for
minor offences. We see by a paragraph in the Statesman,
Calcutta, that a Philadelphia boy of fifteen, charged with
annoying railway passengers, was sentenced to go to
Sunday-school regularly for sixteen Sundays. One would
have been enough for the merits (or demerits) of tho case.
But sixteen 1 It is a case for tho Society for tho Prevention
of Cruelty to Children.

Rev. John Bradbury, Primitive Methodist, Blackpool, is a
good Bible Christian. He has been rejoicing in the presence
of his congregation over the fact that flogging can be
administered to prisoners convicted of taking part in what
is called tho white slave traffic. According to tho report in
tho Northern Daily Telegraph, this reverend reformer con-
gratulated the British public that “ the bill provided that a
man or woman found engaged in this traffic should bo
flogged with tho ‘cat.”” This is true, of courso, with
regard to men; it is false with regard to women. But as
tho reverend gentleman declared that he “ really thought he
could do a bit of the flogging himself," wo have to conclude
that he would flog women as gladly as men, and even give
them the preference—especially i they were young and
good looking.
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The General Committee of the National Free Church
Council has arranged for New Year's Day to be observed as
a day for special prayer and intercession throughout the
kingdom. For twenty-four hours the ears of the Almighty
are to be bombarded by these zealots. They will advise him
what to do and suggest how he should do it. Apparently he
will have to put up with their impudence, but it is wonder-
ful that he does not batter their ears with something harder
than words.

The Bishop of Birmingham advised his hearers the other
Sunday not to be alarmed when some prominent man in the
Church makes a heretical declaration. Commonplace truth
attracts little notice, he said, while a sensational statement,
true or false, gains wide publicity. This is quite true, but it
hardly meets the case. The significant thing is not that a
man here and there in the Church should express his dis-
belief in certain Christian doctrines, but that so many people
outside the Church should re-echo his repudiation. In fact,
their repudiation is more than a re-echo. In this matter
the heretical churchman does not lead, he follows. What
one clergyman is daring enough to say, thousands of laymen
have already said. Among educated people the surprise m
not that a few of the clergy should disbelieve, but that so
many of them should believe. And what the Bishop of
Birmingham really has to fear is, not that the example of
certain clergymen should lead congregations into open uu-
belief, but that the growth of unbelief among the laity
should drive the clergy into a saner and more straight-
forward mental life. It is quite as fantastic to think of the
clergy leading the people in intellectual matters as it is to
think of politicians leading the way in social reform.

Mr. Henry Arthur Jones, the dramatist, having returned
home from America, is delivering his opinions to inter-
viewers. We are glad to seo that ho is in favor of Sunday
cricket, Sunday football, Sunday cinematograph shows, and
even Sunday theatres. But it must bo Mr. Honry Arthur
Jones's little joke to say that these things are quite welcome
to the beat English Puritanism.

A grand testimonial matinée to Mr. Charles Coborn, the
well-known music hall artist, took place at the Oxford on
Tuosday (Dec. 17). It was under distinguished patronago and
wo hope the result was gratifying from a financial point of
view. Mr. Coborn is sixty years of age ; we thought ho was
older. Wo saw him frequently in the early “ eighties
when we lectured fairly ofton at the Claremont Hall.
Islington. Ho used to oppose our lectures as a Christian,
but there was nothing very original in his speeches. If bs
had spoken as well as ho rendered “ Tho Man who Broke
the Bank at Monto Carlo” he would have been a formidable
opponent.

By the way, tho man who broko tho bank at Monto Carlo
was callod Wells. He got into troublo somo years after-
wards, and more recently he figured in anothor criminal
drama. It will be remembered that he was arrested on a
yacht with a lady companion, and handod over to the
French authorities, who wanted him for company frauds at
Paris. Ho is now doing a long term of penal servitude. It
is not generally known that ho is tho sou of Charles
Wells, the author of that “ great dramatic poem,” aS
Swinburne called it—Joseph and His Brethren—which was
first published in 1824 under the pseudonym of H. 1°
Howard, and not again until 1876, whon it was introduced
to tho public by Swinburne, with a poworful Preface. Ijj
1908 it was reprinted in a volume of tho “ World’'s Classics’
at the small price of one shilling. This edition includod
Swinburne’s eulogistic Preface and an interesting Essay by
Mr. Theodoro Watts-Dunton, in which it waB related boW
Rossetti, Meredith, and othors had triod in vain to got a
publisher for tho “ great dramatic poom,” which was con-
sidered by everybody in “ tho trade ” as quite unsaleable-
Biographically tho following facts are of interest. CharloO
Wells was born in 1800 ; ho died at Marseilles in 1879.
bad been a friend of Keats, who wrote a sonnet to him. Fcr
fifty years of his life ho passed the time in retirement, pab’
lishing only one other volume, Stories After Nature, which
contains somo remarkable writing after the manner
Boccaccio in his more serious and romantic mood. Chari®0
Wells’s son, who is an old man himself now, is the WellO
who broke the bank at Monte Carlo and was tho “ hero" ot
tho “ yacht” arrest and tho famous French swindlo f°r
which he is now “ doing time.” By profession he is 80
enginoer. His father was a man of genius who published a
“ great dramatic poem ” eighty-eight years ago. Thus
are taken back to the days of Keats and Shelley and Byre“'
and Waterloo and the Fall and Death of Napoleon, and the
Holy Alliance. What a thing life is |
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements

(Suspended during Christmas Holidays.)

To Correspondents.

President’'s Honorarium Fund, 1912.—Previously acknowledged,
£261 Cs. Id. Received since:—W. J. Molineux, 2s.; D. J. D.
(second sub.), £2 10s.; W. Beeson, 5s.; D. Winterton, 2s. 6d.;
W. Wilber, 2s. 6d.; A. Wade, 2s. 6d.; J. Ainge, 2s. 6d.;
Sydney Smith, 5s. 6d.; Samuel Leeson (West Australia),
£1 10s.; T. S. (Wimbledon), 2s. 6d. ; Jas. Blamford, £1 Is.

J* Molineux.—Thanks for good wishes. There i3 many a
battle for freedom yet to be fought.

N* C. Bode.—" Abracadabra” will turn up again. He has been
occupied in other ways lately. Glad you are so pleased with
Mr. Mann'’s articles.

Samuel Leeson.—We shall make use of your letter next week.

J. Lucas.—We had already written on the subject in “ Acid
Drops.” Thanks all the same. Pleased you consider last
Week's Freethinker “ altogether lovely ” and “ enjoyed every
word of it.” Thousands, that we cannot reach, might do the
same, if we could reach them.

Ainge.—Thanks to the Leicester friends who subscribe
through you. Best Christmas and New Year wishes for
yourself.

E. B.—We will read the reverend gentleman’s article carefully.
At the first blush it looks a lunatio production.

P- Ball.—Many thanks for cuttings.
Meredith.—See paragraph. Thanks.

A. Rose—We do not insert verses just to encourage the versifier,
but primarily, at any rate, because they have some merit and
interest.

M. Rosetti.—See paragraph.

Ealing.—You will probably recognise yourself in this
designation. Glad to hear you were introduced by an office
Acquaintance to this journal, and that you have found so much
jntellectual light from it, as well as from our separate writings.
The prejudices of parents have often to be encountered on the
~oad of reason, but filial respect goes a long way towards
disarming them.

T. Hodgson.— You put your question wrongly then. You Bhould
Dave asked whether our Flowers of Freethought was the beet
reading for a beginner. Even that question is difficult to
Rnswer, if one doesn’t know the beginner. You have done the
r'gbt thing in deciding to read the two volumes, and judge for
yourself whether they are the right thing for your sensitive
friend.

D. B.—Will see if you send them on.
Galtin.—Passed over to publishing department.

8idnrt Smith._ Divided as desired. You will receive formal
receipt from our shop manager.

*ePartridge.— Pleased to hear Miss Rough had a really good
aUdienco at Birmingham in view of the wretched weather, and
that her locture was “ most interesting.”

‘prA'rYfe don’'t know who “ Ben Adhem ” is in the Liverpool

anl «u_ tllero is not a wor<J of trnth in hia story of Bradlaugh
th -j®y°un6 soldier at Portsmouth. Nobody ever heard of
ofe {-Miculoiia incident while Bradlaugh was alive. It is one
j, the many silly Christian stories lloated since bis death,
j “®People who invented and believed the old watch story will
j  vent and believe anything.

*Brodie— Soe Romans iii. 7. We cannot answer your other
~ery yet

T urner.—Tho reference was not preserved.
° BD—Next week. We keep saying that Tuesday is

«“ON

V ®bciilar Society, Limited, offico is at 2 Nowcastle-street,
j arringdon-street, E.C.
National Secular Society's office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
mrarringdon-stroet, E.C.
Vwinfe Sorvites of the National Secular Society in connection
‘th Secular Burial Services are required, all communications
~  culd be addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.
q'T?113 for the Editor of the Freethinker should bo addressed to
~  «ewcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

str°ai Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
by first post Tuesday, or they will not be

APjBEs fer literature should be sent to the Shop Manager of the
oneer Press, 2 Newcastle-stroet, Farringdon-street, E.C,,
j, not to the Editor.
who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by
Rtking the passages to which they wish us to call attention.

'Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing
10h°3" P°Rt free, at the following rates, prepaid :—One year,
eud.; half year, 5s. 3d.; three months, 2s. 8d.
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Our Fighting Fund.

[The object of this Fund is to provide the sinews of war
in the National Secular Society’s fight against the London
County Council, which is seeking to stop all collections at
the Society’s open-air meetings in London, and thus to
abolish a practically immemorial right; this step being but
one in a calculated policy which is clearly intended to sup-
press the right of free speech in all parks and other open
spaces under the Council's control. This Fund is being
raised by the Editor of the Freethinker by request of the
N. S. S. Executive. Subscriptions should therefore be sent
direct to G. W. Foote, 2 Newcastle-street, London, E.C.
Cheques, etc., should be made payable to him.]

Previously acknowledged, jE73 5s. 9d. Received since :—
D.J.D., £2 10s.; Sydney Smith, 5s.; Samuel Leeson (West
Australia), 10s.

Sugar Plums.

There is sure to be some disarrangement in next week’s
Freethinker. It will be dated Sunday, December 29, but it
will have to be published—owing to the Christmas holidays
—on the previous Monday (Deo. 23), and the pages will have
to pass the editorial office on the previous Saturday (Dec. 21).
That will be a good while before date, and the paragraph
department of the paper is bound to suffer. We deem it
advisable to tell our readers of this beforehand. We believe,
however, that they will find no lack of interesting matter in
our next issue.

The New Year's number of the Freethinker will, we hope,
be specially interesting. Mr. Foote will begin a longish
review of OeorgeMeredith's Letters, for one thing; and there
will be other attractive items in that number’s list of
contents.

In spite of the rain there was a much improved audience
at Queen’s Hall on Sunday evening. It is hard to account
for, but there was the unmistakablo fact. It was a live
audience too ; from beginning to end Mr. Foote's lecture on
“ The Real Meaning of Christmas” was followed with the
closest attention, and frequently and loudly applauded. Mr.
Victor Roger, the chairman, succeeded in eliciting several
questions after the lecture, but there was no set discussion.

That ends the Queen’s Hall lectures for 1912. They will
bo resumed early in the now year. Tho precise date of
reopening and other details will be announced next week.

Mr. Lloyd had a good audience, in spito of the wretched
weather, at Stratford on Sunday evening, and his lecture
gave great satisfaction. A lady— Miss Pankhurst—occupied
tho chair.

Tho Northern Tour has boon sadly hindered by the
weather, but Mr. Gott informs us that two meetings were
squeozod in at Burnley on Sunday, and that there was a
good sale of literature.

We expect to havo something definite to say about our
NFighting Fund ” and its object in next woek’s Freethinker.
Consequently the less said this week the bettor.

The London Freethinkers’ Annual Dinner, under tho
auspices af the N. S. S. Executive, takes place as usual on
the second Tuosday in January at the Holborn Restaurant.
A good dinner, followed by some good music and no doubt
some good speeches, can be secured for a four shilling
ticket, obtainable at the N. S.S. head office, 2 Newcastle-
street, London, E.C. Mr. Foote occupies the chair, and will
be supported by many leading Freethinkers, including Mr.
C. Cohen, Mr. J. T. Lloyd, Mr. A. B. Moss, Mr. W. Heaford,
Mr. F. A. Davies, Mr. Victor Roger, Miss E. M. Vance, Miss
Alma Stanley, and Miss K. Rough. We hopo to soe a good
gathering of old faces on this occasion and a good number
of new ones. .

As we go to press we hear that Zacchos, the Greek
Freethinker, has been liberated. That is all we can say at
present.

(Continued on p. 813))
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How Columbia Treats Its Magdalenes.

Central America has lately been enjoying an
unenviable notoriety for barbaric horrors. First
came the shocking, and as yet, unpunished abomina-
tions in Ecuador, with the torture, mutilation, and
publio burning of the Freethinking ex-President
Alfaro and his associates. Then followed the crimes
of Putumayo and the decimation of inoffensive
natives in the ruthless search for rubber. And
now from Columbia fresh abominations, of which
the victims are the hapless inmates of the ultra
pious “ Good Pastor” at Bogota, have just been
brought to light.

Our immediate source of information is El Radical
of November 14, a Madrid daily paper founded and
edited by the celebrated Radical leader and deputy,
Sefior Alejandro Lerroux, and the disclosures in
El Radical are but the comments on actual quota-
tions made from the latest Columbian newspapers
that have reached Europe (El Republicano, of Bogot4,
and Gil Bias, of September 22, another Columbian
paper). These journals are replete with denunciations
of the outrages, which, as our Madrid contemporary
states, are of such a character that no faith would he
attached to them but for the serious nature of the
accusations.

As will be presently seen, these revelations, in
some respects, recall to mind the systematic cruel-
ties enacted by the justly infamous congregation at
Nancy, called “ Le Bon-Pasteur,” concerning whioh
there was such a tremendous scandal about ten
years ago. The abominations now brought to light
are, indeed, but the distant echo and up-to-date
revival in Columbia of the shameless system of
cruelty and exploitation whioh, after a lengthy trial
in the French courts, led to the deoree suppressing
the “ Bon-Pasteur,” and ordering the closing of the
establishments connected therewith. The report of
the trial and relative documents are new before me.*

The Columbian rival of the “ Bon-Pasteur ” is a
religious congregation at Bogota (the capital of the
Republio), known as “ El Buen Pastor.” EI Republi-
cano describes the institution as “ a prison for
women,” a description whioh only orrs in one
respect, viz., that the element of arbitrary oruelty
in an ordinary prison is much less constant a feature
than in “ EI Buen Pastor.”

The incriminated institution at Bogota really
forms part of a rich “ congregation,” with many
international ramifications. According to the Pro-
cureur-Génoéral in the trial at Nancy, the “ Bon-
Pasteur” had already at that time under its control
47,000 females, whose ill-paid and cruelly ill-treated
labor it exploited in different countries throughout the
five divisions of the world. It is well known that
after the expulsion of the religions orders (including
“Le Bon-Pasteur”) from Franco, many of tho
congregations settled like harpies upon the South
American Republics. “ ElI Buen Pastor” is, no
doubt, one of the many protean manifestations of
the notorious congregation which was expelled from
France nine years ago on account of its abominable
cruelties at Nanoy.

“ El Buen Pastor” of Bogotd makes the exploita-
tion of fallen women a speciality. The institution is
partly of a religious and partly of a penal character,
and the speoifio complaint levelled against it is that
cruelties are committed there with the knowledge
and cognisance of the governmental authorities in
the Columbian capital. According to Gil Bias, the
victims are poor Magdalenes, who, for no other
offence than that “ they had loved much,” are ill-
treated in dungeons, are rendered mad by the
straight jacket, and are retained, in some cases, for
ten years in this “ paradise of martyrdom.” The
scandalous aspect of the case is that they are kopt
and treated as prisoners, or worse, without any legal
constraint having been put upon their liberty by the
sentence of a judge. The mere whim of a jealous

* Le Proces du Bon-Pasteur (Paria : 1903 ; pp. 235).
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husband or lover or of a hard-hearted father suffices
to cut these creatures off from the outer world and
leave them in durance vile, subject to hard slavery
for the rest of their miserable lives or for as long a
time as their “ friends ” care to keep them there.

It is stated that the victims are condemned to
absolute silence; that they are not permitted to
come in contact or hold any communication with
persons in the outside world, not even with their
parents or relatives; that their names are changed
as soon as they enter the establishment; “that they
are obliged,” says Gil Bias, “ to work as though they
were the Indian slaves of the Arana Company, with-
out any remuneration, and that they are liable to be
castigated for tho slightest fault with the dungeon,
fetters, and straight jacket.”

Gil Bias declares that the dungeons of Venice were
not worse abodes, and that the poor wretohes might
think of the Panopticon as a place of delight. Gil
Bias calls upon the Government to appoint a com-
mission to inspect “ this don of torture,” which, of
course, is run and controlled by the priests in the
interests of religion. It insists that the commission
should study what is going on, and inspect the secret
book wherein the names of the inmates are inscribed,
and verify whether the names therein noted are the
true names borne by the victims; that discovery
should be made of the number of years daring which
the poor oreatures have been incarcerated in the
so-called “ Good Pastor,” and how many of the
victims have been spirited away since El Republicano
began to denounce these inhumanities.

It is comforting to learn that, as a result of these
denunciations, the Inspector Municipal of Bogota
has opened up an inquiry into tho proceedings at
“ El Buen Pastor ” in reference to the case—a typical
one—of Sefiora Argeminia Alonso. Her's was the
old story: illicit relations with an individual, the
birth of a child, and desertion by the irresponsible
father, who passed with a light heart into the
unknown. The jfoor creature was paoked away into
the institution by her brother, and kopt there—Q
woman af twenty-eight years of age—against her
will; nay, tho authorities had intimated to her that
she would have to remain a prisoner so long as her
brother continued to pay her “ pension ” as the price
of her continued seclusion. No doubt some of the
godly people in this country who are so fond of
chivvying about the high priestesses at the altar
of illicit love would be glad of the opportunity
of emulating the sanctified barbarities of their
Columbian analogues.

Columbia has the better opportunity of dealing
oruelly with those victims of our Christian lop*
sidedness of view in matters sexual, beoause it8
religiosity is of a moro superstitious type than that
whioh prevails in England. Columbia is bound hand
and foot to the Jesuits and to the various orders of
friars which haunt and exploit the country. TbO
clericals have been in power for some years past, and
the dedication of tho Republio to the “ Sacred Heart
of Jesus ” is moro than sufficient to aocount for the
triumphant reign of inhumanity in the cloistered
recesses of “ ElI Buen Pastor.” In spite of the rid0
of an anti-olericalist movement in the country*
Catholicism rules supreme in Columbia, and, as 0
distinguished and learned Columbian told me only
tho other day, the priests can do what they like with
anybody and everything in the country. Tho mourn-
ful comment of EI Radical upon these revelations 18
that they deepen the indelible stigmata of cruelty
which Catholicism has engraved not only upon tb0
Spain of the Middle Ages, but upon the all to°
familar Spain of modern Montjuich, where men”er0
but roocntly tortured and martyrised with every
refinement of inquisitorial ferocity before the silen
image of the Crucified, beneath the shadow of who®0
cross of suffering a keener relish in inflicting tortorO
seems to possess the souls of his disciples. j

What is the moral underlying these revelationO
It is this, that the devotees of an ascetio creed, b*
Christianity, with its unhealthy soul-searching0* _
morbid introspections and fumblings after an flO
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earthly ideal of self-emasculation, can never be
trusted—be they Catholic or Protestant, or of what-
soever other holy ilk—to deal with sex nonconformi-
ties in a sane and dispassionate manner. The
copious stream of time can never cleanse Chris-
tianity of its “original sin” —viz., its constant
tendency to stifle—or sterilise—the primordial and
prepotent instinct of sex, or to drain off its mighty
outflow into the desert sands of mysticism.
Protestant and Catholio alike will always tend to
hark back to Christian first principles with its
morbidly asoetic outlook on life and its pulsating
passions. This atavism of the Christian mind
explains at once the frowning severity of the sex
Porist and the harshness with which the lightest
peccadilloes of the daughters of Eve are treated by
our Christian civilisation. With a sunnier and more
humane ideal than the Christian one, our so-called
charitable institutions would learn a sublimer pity
and manifest a deeper love of the Magdelenes

committed to their oare. WILLIAM HEAFOBD.

The Noble Quadruped.

The horse is one of the most useful, instructive,
interesting of all animals. In various countries
Kk is valuable as, an, akkicle of foed; its services as a
ita . burden and draught are hard to overrate;
on™I~ters bo the twin passions of excitement and
P*dity on the racecourse; it is indispensable to
t"e Maintenance of the huge circulations which all
the 8P°.rtnS papers enjoy. Without its assistance
cir °rdinary evening press would disappear, as its
it T ‘ion 80 largeJy depends upon the betting news
tOPolishes. The horse has borne millions of men
0 VI0ory. or assisted their flight in defeat, upon
ore f 888 blood-stained battle fields where human
atures have assembled in martial array for the
£pose of laying each other in untimely graves,
im k°r8e and its anoestral history are of supreme
Portance in the sorener realms of science, inas-
st 88 ~08B* remains furnish positive demon-
rel r°n of an orderly evolutionary ascent from
j8j Ively lowly beginnings. And an added interest
as enf tp its history in days when its displacement
~ (carriage ornament, and as a drawer of humbler
its~0LO useful vehicles has already proceeded far on
tjj~"b the doubtful exception of that of the camel,
®.Pedigree of the horse has been more elaborately
p rked out than that of any other animal organism.
of °fm a careful examination of numerous collections
andt088il remains gathered from both the Eastern
Ma i ° ”~ 08teru Worlds, Professors Huxley and
detu Con8truoted a general pedigree, and many
1 .8 Undisoovored in their day have boon subse-

Lft6) ~ brought to light. The activities of Kay
» d“e8tor, R. s. Lull, Cossar Ewart, Lydekker,

ar drews, and other scientists have established an
reray °f evidence which completely satisfies the
jQ@airements of the most critical and competent

the mb® VOry beginnings of the Eooene division of
c ertiary Period, there lived a little plantigrade

ature no larger than a rabbit which we have
{it ry reason for regarding as the remote ancestor of
con ~odern horse. Professor H. A. Nicholson was
bv Hnoed that phenaoodus, a five-toed fossil yielded
* the earliest Eocene formation of North America,
how ancestor in question. Other authorities,
ani °VeF are not idly satisfied that this particular
eX t?al ia entitled to this plaoce of honor; but there
om 8a Practical unanimity of opinion among Baile-
ys «*878 that the earliest ancestor of the horse

i'elated™t6r PkGnao°dnB or an orSanism intimately

Per? itho later deposits of this selfsame Eocene
been® v k° f°88il remains of the hyracotherium have
lar disclosed. This was a herbivorous animal no

b°r than a diminutive fox, which bore four toes
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on its forefeet, with dwindling vestiges of a fifth.
From the still later Upper Eooene rocks were
recovered the remains of the palseotherium, an
animal with three toes only. In the succeeding
division of the Tertiary deposits—the Oligocene—
the mesohippus makes its appearance. This member
of the horse group had grown to the size of a sheep;
like its immediate predecessor, it was a three-toed
animal, although the two side toes did not quite
touch the ground and the fourth had almost
disappeared.

In the subsequent Miocene and Pliocene Ages the
hipparion flourished. The lateral toes of this animal
were each furnished with a hoof, but had grown still
shorter than those of the mesohippus, while the toes
of the anohitherium—the succeeding representative
of the rising equine family—were in a similar
dwindling state. Although neither of these animals
is regarded as an ancestral form of the contemporary
horse, that both are closely related to it cannot be
disputed. No detailed horse pedigree has so far
been framed which meets with universal assent.
Extensive migrations have added to the complexity
of the problem, but the recognised genealogy is
regarded as substantially acourate. Differences of
opinion among specialists are confined to details of
definite relationship.

There is conclusive proof of an ascending evolu-
tion both in Bize and structure until the horses of
history make their unmistakable entry into the
world’s affairs. The living horse retains abundant
anatomical evidence of its descent from less spe-
cialised ancestors. Although it outwardly exhibits
but one central, solid-nailed or hoofed too, it still
preserves below its integument the vestigial remains
of two formerly functional toes—the “ splint bones”
of the anatomist.

Not only has a divided hoof been transformed into
a single hoof; a modification in the structure of
the teeth has also been necessitated by environ-
mental changes. Originally a browser on soft
vegetable growths, the horse family gradually adapted
itself to less succulent plant foods. Various other
modifications might be mentioned were space avail-
able. But let it suffice to say that, surveyed as a
whole, the fully evolved horse is a swifter and
stronger animal than its progenitors, and it is
certainly more beautiful.

Primitive man was early acquainted with the
horse. Our earliest knowledge of this is supplied by
the remains of prehistoric times which have been
brought to light by an examination of the Solutrean
and Magdelenian caves of France. Representations
of horses’ heads wero discovered in a cavern of the
latter period. A broken horse’s rib from the same
6ite was engraved in a similar manner. Another
valuable relio was discovered in a Dordogno cave.
This is a bone incised with the figure of a nude
savage, on each side of whioh was depioted a horse’s
head. Numerous French examples exist, but England
appears to be represented by a single speoiraen.
Robin Hood’'s Cave in Derbyshire yielded this
examplo, which is a fragment of rib upon whioh a
horse’s head has been soratohed. But this figure is
so orudely drawn that, in the writer's opinion, it
cannot be certain that it was intended to represent
a horse’3 cranium at all.

When all the available specimens are examined it
will bo admitted that the following remarks of Mr.
Walter Johnson, taken from his learned and fasci-
nating volume, Byways in British Archeology,* are
fully justified :—

“ From a casual inspection,” he writes, “ of these
early and priceless works of art, wo might conclude
that tho horso known to Palaeolithic man was of a
stunted brood, small and heavy, with a largo head,
ronndod forehead, short neck, and an upright or ‘hog

mano.” But this generalisation would be lacking in
precision. Professor Ewart has discriminated three
types. The first typo includes horses the features of

which closely agree with those of the wild species
(Equus prejovalskii) recently discovered in tho Great

* Cambridge University Press ; 1912.
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Gobi Desert....... This horse, a specimen of which is to
be seen in the Zoological Gardens, London, resembles
pre-eminently the cave horse just described. The
second type embraces animals which resemble the
broad-browed ponies often met with in the Western
Highlands of Scotland, while the third type suggests
the slender-limbed, narrow-headed ponies of Western
and North-Western Europe.”

In this instance, as in many others, all the available
evidence plainly indicates that, in order to discover
the common ancestor of the numerous species of
living horses, it is necessary to go back much further
into past times than was formerly supposed. In
any case, prehistoric man was the contemporary of
at least three distinct varieties of that animal.

That early man had no sympathy with modern
squeamishness concerning the palatability of horse-
flesh is abundantly clear. In one French rook shelter
alone “ a veritable wall of horse bones, the remains
of thousands of animals,” encircled the primitive
hearths. The hunting and eating of the wild horse
seem to have prepared the way for its subsequent
domestication. And there can be no doubt that
aversion to the consumption of horse meat is of
comparatively recent growth. Keysler has shown
that this antipathy is religious in its origin. Our
heathen forefathers were in the habit of sacrificing
the horse to their divinities and eating its flesh in
the succeeding repasts. The early Christian teachers
looked upon it in consequence with grave suspicion,
and it was forbidden aa food to their converts. The
Norwegians used horse meat as a table delicacy at
their feasts to Odin. The Britons of the Round
Barrow period utilised the horse as food, and this
custom lingered for centuries. So late as the Church
Council of Celchyth (a D. 787) “ the consumption of
horse-flesh was noted as a stain on the character of
the British Christians.” And more strange still,
“ the monks of St. Gall not only ate horse-flesh, but
returned thanks for it in the metrical grace, written
by the monk, Ekkehard Ill., who did not die until
A.D. 1036.”

In the Neolithio age the horse appears to have
become muoh more scarce than in tho preceding
Palaeolithic Period. Among New Stone Age relics,
its remains are either very rare or altogether absent.
Although not entirely absent in the Swiss Lake
dwellings, their scarcity is very noticeable. Daring
the Neolithio Period in Britain, in Lord Avebury’s
opinion, our island was destitute of horses. A very
high authority, Professor Ridgeway, has arrived at a
similar conclusion. This scientist contends that in
Neolithic Britain the earlier horse had become
extinct, and that the remains discovered by Canon
Greenwell and other antiquaries in prehistoric graves
in reality belong to the Bronze Period or the
beginning of the Iron Age. And he further con-
jectures that the remains unearthed are those of
horses re-introduoed in order to replace the earlier
extinct species.

The labors of Greenwell, Professor Boyd Dawkins,
Dr. Irving, and other anthropologists, however, all
point to the persistence of tho horse in Britain from
early Palmolithic times right down to our own day.
Although tho remains of these animals are fewer in
Neolithio deposits than in other formations, the
positive evidence afforded by their occasional pres-
ence, is quite sufficient to establish this proposition.
Nor need we wonder at the scanty remains of this
particular period. We cannot with certainty state
that tho horse had as yet been tamed ; a few young
ones may have been captured and kept in captivity
until full-grown. But it is quite unlikely that they
bred in captivity at this early time. As Darwin
pointed out, animals confined in cages seldom breed,
as the reproductive functions are frequently arrested
by artificial conditions of life. Moreover, the huge
deposits of bones disclosed in Palcoolithio settle-
ments indicate that horses had been slaughtered in
vast numbers for food. Primitive men were hardly
likely to distinguish between a mare in foal and a
young stallion, when pursuing their prey. And when
we remember that the horse is a slow-breeding
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animal, and was hunted by various beasts of prey as
well as by his human enemy, little astonishment
need be felt at the fact that its numbers were very
materially reduced. In such disadvantageous sur-
roundings it appears surprising that the noble
creature survived at all.

In all probability the horse was first domestioated
for its meat and milk supplies, and afterwards
employed as a beast of burden. To primitive man
the food problem was the primary consideration,
and it is almost certain that the horse as well as the
ox was yoked to the primitive waggon, long before
the former carried a rider on his back. The horse
was more easily yoked than ridden—the ordinary
present day horses when just ‘ broken in’ take more
kindly to a conveyance than to a oavalier.

The materials for a connected narrative of horse-
taming are very scanty. It has been pointed out,
however, that the rock carvings of Norway and
Sweden, which date from the Bronze Age, prove
that at that remote period the animal was used for
both riding and driving :—

“ That this age was preceded in Scandinavia and
Central Europe by an era when the horse was employed
for traction and transport only, is very probable. Swiss
Jake-dwellings of the Bronze Age seem to indicate an
overlapping of tho stages. The discovery, on these
sites, of numerous horse-bits and wooden wheels would
suggest that the villagers both rode horses and drove
waggons or chariots.”

The earliest attempts at horsemanship must have
been deeds of valor. It was no easy achievement to
retain one’s seat on a half-wild horse without the
assistance of bridle or stirrup. Yet these neoessary
adjuncts to modern horsemanship must have suc-
ceeded and not preceded the early equestrian art.
Nevertheless, all these initial difficulties were over-
come. Julius Caesar, that famous man whose wit
set down those deeds which make his valor live,
found the barbarian Britons “ expert equestrians
and charioteers.” Their dexterity was so wonderful
that it won even his admiration ; and among other
races the same equestrian powers were doubtless
observed.

In improving their horses, tho Saxons proceeded
on scientific principles. They dovoted some atten-
tion to breeding, and increased the speed of their
four-footed servants and friends. In the reign of
Athelstan, horses appear to have been imported from
Spain with the object of bettering the native stocks.
By the twelfth century tho English racehorse
exoited the enthusiasm of at least one writer.
During the reigns of John and Edward Ill., horse-
breeding was further encouraged, and under the
reign of tho latter king the export of the native
horse was prohibited. The Parliaments of the early
Tudor Period continued this policy, and marked
attention was paid to tho deterioration whioh had
resulted from tho interbreeding of the various
strains. Tho famous English cart-horse was slowly
evolved “ to some extent, perhaps, from sires and
dams of the old war-horse type." Towards the dose
of the seventeenth century tho modern horse was
much what it still is. Various improvements have,
however, since taken place and our horses are noW
equal to any in the world. T< p Palmeb.

An Up-to-Date Prophet.

“ To bear all naked truths,

And to envisage circumstance, all calm ;
That is the top of sovereignty."

Thomas Mooee, the poet, was nearly choked with
indignation by being asked by a lady how he got b*a
forecasts for his almanac. Yet the faot remain0O
that the prophet counts more readers to-day than
the author of “ Lalla Rookh,” a poem much admiro®
on publication, and for which Moore received ten
thousand pounds. .
It used to be said that propheoy found a man ma“

or left him so; but an exception must be made

—Keats.



December 22, 1912

the case of “ Old Moore,” the most genial of pro-
phets. Not long ago there rose np, in an idle week,
the old newspaper dispute over the names of the
twenty greatest men now alive and famous. Repu-
tations tossed and rose and fell. There were odd
folk who were not quite sure about Mr. Robert
Blatehford. Over the meritB of the Bishop of
Lindon and “ Gipsy” Smith there was unkind com-
parison. But none of the correspondents ever
guestioned the right of “ Old Moore ” to be considered
a great man.

His is a fame that flourishes wherever the English
language is spoken. He has shown to hundreds of
thousands the vision of the future, and he has care-
fully preserved the secret of anonymity. As for the
public, the prophet serves us well. His utterances
set B right at the moment when a new bacillus has
put us in bodily fear, when we are anxious over the
coming eclipse or the inadequacy of the defences of
our country.

With regard to the coming year, “ the voices of
the stars ” are very clamorous. The principal hiero-
glyphic for 1918 is a fearsome sight. To the un-
initiated onlooker the chief features seem absolutely
weird. In the foreground is the picture of a baby
smoking a oigar while sitting upon a barrel of gun-
powder, and immediately behind is a horse with a
wooden leg. Three sooty demons fill the upper part,
one bearing a marked resemblance to a late-lamented
evangelist. The remainder of the drawing is devoted
to a shepherd in scant raiment, a flock of sheep, a
kneeling woman, some half-starved children and
Well-fed sailors, with a figure of John Bull in front
with a hand and dagger in his immediate neigh-
borhood.

This artistio combination, the prophet informs us,
“ may well cause a thrill of horror ” ; but, lest any
reader should have fever of the brow, he adds:
things are not “so serious as one would first
imagine. The dozen smaller plotures, thoughtfully
Provided for the twelve months of the year, supply
considerable food for reflection. From the accom-
panying letterpress we learn that “ a vary great per-
sonage ” will have a bad time in February, and a
“ world renowned foreign aotress” will bid adieu to
the stage of life in April. More saddening still, “ a
noble duke will bo oalled away without any warning”
in June, and a “ well-known prelate ” will shuffle off
this mortal coil in October.

Of more interest to our readers is the foreoast for
May, when the prophet tells us that we shall
encounter “ a new religion.” No details are given;
but in the accompanying piotnre the new missionary
is addressing an audienoo of five persons, which will
reassure those Freethinkers who think there are
already sufficient theologioal systems. Shareholders
in breweries will bo pleased to note that “ during
the latter part of the year there will be a
most unexpected inorease in the consumption of
alcoholic drinks.” The prophet does not inform us
what particular events will induoe our countrymen
to take to drink in this terrible manner. Lest this
calamity should induce pessimism, we hasten to
point out that some priceless Egyptian manuscripts
of great antiquity will be discovered in September,
and that June will be “ a fine month on the whole.”

There are so many people out walking in the
street who are celebrities that it is a novelty to find
a prophet whose features are veiled. In this Bagdad
of ours no Haroun al Raschid can venture abroad
Undistinguished. But “ Old Moore’'s” fame is still
safe without his portrait being reproduced in the
halfpenny press. Let all other prophets give us as
accurate anticipations, and there will be an end of
the slump in prophecy.

Mimnermus.

, The fact is before us that Christianity has not Christian-
'‘Bed the world, nor has the slightest prospect of doing so,
failing even to produce the remotest likeness of itself where
't is most loved and honored.—Harriet Martineau.

THE FREETHINKER

813

(SUGAR PLUMS.—Continued from p. 809.)

Mr.-J. Hammond, the president of the Liverpool Branch,
gave an excellent address the other evening to the members
of the Rev. George Wise's Debating Society on “ Some
Intellectual Difficulties of Theism.” Mr. Wise himself
replied to Mr. Hammond, but it appears that the latter
more than held his own—as we should expect him to do.
Mr. Wise must be congratulated, anyhow, on the intellectual
hospitality involved in such a discussion.

The December number of the Humanitarian contains a
note on the “ Letters of George Meredith.” Several letters
were addressed to Mr. H. S. Salt, honorary secretary of the
Humanitarian League, mostly on literary matters. Mr.
Salt regrets that an important letter addressed by Meredith
to the League on the discontinuance of the Royal Buck-
hounds was not incladed. It ran as follows :—

* The fewer words the better when success is reached.
Your efforts have gained their reward, and it will encourage
you to pursue them in all fields where the good cause of
sport, or any good cause, has to be cleansed of blood and
cruelty. Bo you make steps in our civilisation.”
The supplement to this nnmber of the Humanitarian is a
verbatim report of Mr. George Greenwood's excellent speech
in the House of Commons against the flogging clause of the
Criminal Law Amendment (White Slave Traffic) Bill. The
Humanitarian League does well to keep Mr. Greenweod’s
speech before the public mind. We hope it will have a wide
circulation.

We have said all along that the action of Borough and
County Councils in granting seven-days’ licenses to cinema-
tograph shows, or granting six-days’ licenses with a proviso
to close on the seventh, was perfectly illegal. Sunday
entertainments are prohibited by Statute Law, which must
be altered before a Sunday license can bo granted—for local
bodies cannot grant (valid) licenses to break the law of the
land. On the other hand, licenses cannot contain conditions
for other days than those for which they are granted. This
should be as clear as daylight to anyone with a little common
sense and a competent knowledge of the facts, yet nobody
but the editor of the Freethinker seemed able to see it.
But there is no disputing it now. The Brighton Watch
Committee has taken counsel’s opinion on the matter : and
Mr. A. Macmorran, K.C., and Mr. A. H. Bodkin, have
reported that Councils have no authority over cinemato-
graph shows on Sunday where non-flammible films are used.
The Brighton Watch Committee has therefore pullod in its
horns, and the local bigots—especially the clergy—find
themselves “ up a tree.”

If wifo and child, and name and fame, were all lost to me,
one after another, still 1 would not lie.

The longer | live the more obvious it is to me that the
most sacred act of a man’s life is to say and to feel “|I
bolieve such and such to be true.” All tho greatest rewards
and all the heaviest penalties of existence cling about that
act. The universe is one aud the samo throughout, and if
the condition of my success in unravelling some little
difficulty, in anatomy or physiology is that | shall rigorouely
refuse to put faith in that which does not rest in sufficient
evidence, | cannot believe that the great mysteries of
existence will bo laid open to mo on other terms.— Thomas
HenryH u x ley

Tho chief power of established error lies in its hereditary
control of the great social ceremonies of life. It presides at
tho baptismal font, at the marriage altar, at tho grave;
when its hold upon these epochs of family life is loosenod it
will fail. And that time will come when all liberal men and
women are perfectly consistent in life and in death, reso-
lutely refusing to have their children subjected to an
ancient exorcism, to pronounce the false formulae of a
sacramental marriage, or to permit over their dead bodies
tho rites and conjurations of superstition.—Moncure D.
Conway.¥

Obituary.

| regret to announce the death of an old Liverpool Free-
thinker, Mr. James Bristow. He was the son-in-law of the
Liverpool voteran, Mr. John Ross, and for many years he
was an active member of the Branch. He was buried on
Monday, December 9, at Smithdown-road Cemetery, mauy
local Freethinkers being present; among others: Mrs.
Bristow, Miss Mary Ross, Mr. J. Ross, Mr. W. Ross, Mrs.
Hammond, Mr. and Mrs. Roleffs, Mr. Ludrigson, and Mr. J.
Balfour; tho Service being road by the Branch President,
Mr. J. Hammond.—W. McKelvie.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc. America’s Freethought Newspaper.

Notices of Lectures, eto., must reach us by first post on Tuesday, THE TRUTH SEEKER.
and be marked " Lecture Notice ” if not sent on postcard. FOUNDED BY D. M. BENNETT, 1873.

CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 1883-1909.
G. E. MACDONALD oottt E ditob.
LONDON. L. K. WASHBURN ... Editorial Contributor.
I ndoor. Subscription R ates.

West Ham Branch N. S. S. (Workmen’s Hall, Romford-road, Single subscription in advance ™ 8300
Stratford, E .): 7.30, W. Heaford, “ A View of the Freetbought Two new subscribers s - 5.00
Movement Abroad.” One subscription two years in advance 5.00

COUNTRY. To all foreign countries, except Mexico, 50 cents per annum extra
Subscriptions for any length of time under a year, at the rate of
I ndoob. 25 cents per month, may be begun at any time. ]

Liverpool Branch N. S. S. (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square): Freethinkers everywhere are invited to lend for tpecimen copitl,
7, G. Sweeney, “ Theological Tipsters and their Pretensions.” which are free.

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (8ecular Hall, Rusholme-road, THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,

All Saints): 6.30, Fred Morgan will recite Charles Dickens' Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books,
“ Christmas Carol.” 62 Vesey Street, New York, U.S.A.
QOutdoor.

L ancashire and Y orkshire : Thos. A. Jackson—Leeds (Town
Hall Square) : Dec. 22, at 11, “ The Cause and Cure of Chris-
tianity ” ; at 7, “ The Blasphemer in Evolution ” ; 23, “ The
Birth of Jesus”; 27, “ The Limitations of Jesus”; 28, “ If |
Were God.”

Determinism or Free Will?
By C. COHEN.

Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

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

CONTENTS.

I. The Question Stated.—IIl. “ Freedom” and “ Will.” —IIlI.

Consciousness, Deliberation, and Choice.—IV. Some Alleged

Consequences of Determinism.—V. Professor James on " The

Dilemma of Determinism.”—VI1. The Nature and Implications

of Responsibility.—VIIl. Determinism and Character—VIIl. A
Problem in Determinism.—IX. Environment.

PRICE ONE SHILLING NET.

(Postage 2d.) LADY (Freethinker) would like little Boy or Girl as Boarder
to take lessons with her own two little girls (7 and 9) ; every
home care; sunny house, beautifully situated. References
exchanged.—Mrs. Giliman, Holmbury, South Canterbury.

A LIBERAL OFFER—NOTHING LIKE IT.

uneatest Popular Family Reference Book and Sexology—Almost Given Away. A Million sold

~aL? anc*” dollars—Now Try it Yourself. )
Insure Your Life—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

lathers fail, mothers are "bed-ridden,” babies dio. Family feuds, marital miseries,
divorces—even murders—All can bo avoided by Bolf-knowledge, self-control,

you can discount heaven—dodge hell—here and now, by reading and applying t'10
wisdom of this one book of 1,200 page», 400 illustration», 80 lithograph<on 18 anatomica’
color plates, and over 250 preicriptiom.

OF COURSE YOU WANT TO KNOW WHAT EVERYONE OUGHT TO KNOW-

T he Y oung—How to choose the best to marry.

T he Married—Hew to be happy in marriage.

T he Fond Parent—How to have prize babies.

T he Mother—How to have them without pain.

T he Childless—How to be fruitful and multiply.
Tns Curious—How they “ growed " from germ-cell.
T he Healthy—How to enjoy life and keep well.

T he Invalid—How to brace up and keep well.

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcaotle-stieet, Farringdon-street, E.C.

Whatever you'd ask a doctor you find herein, or (if not, Dr. F. will answer your inquiry free, any time)"
Dr. Foote's books have been the popular instructors of the masses in America for fifty years (often re-written, enlarged/
and always kept up-to-date). For twenty years they have sold largely (from London) to all countries where English %5
spoken, and everywhere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and most for the price. You may save the pri0
by not buying, and you may lose your life (or your wife or child) by not knowing some of the vitally important truths it tellO

Most Grateful Testimonials From Everywhere.

Gudivoda, India : “ It is a store of medica_ll knowledge in plair_lest Panderma, Turkey: “ I can avow frankly there is rarely to b°
language, and every reader of English would bo benefited found such an interesting book as yours."—K. H. (Chenn0"y
by it"—W. L. N. . Calgary, Can.: “ The information therein has changed my wb®10
Triplicane, India: “ | h:_ive gone through the bool_( many times, idea of life—to be nobler and happier.”—D. N. M.
and not only benefited myself but many friends also.”— [averton, W. Aust.; “ 1 consider it worth ten times the PricO,
U WT. t I have benefited much by it."—R. M.

Somewhat (bridged Editions (800 pp. each) can be had in German, Swedish, Finnish, or Spanish.

Price EIGHT SHILLINGS by Mail to any Address.
ORDER OF THE PIONEER PRESS,

2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C.
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London Freethinkers’ Annual Dinner

(Under the Auspices of the National Secular Society.)

AT THE

HOLBORN RESTAURANT,
Tuesday Evening, January 14, 1913.

Chairman: Mr. G. W. FOOTE.

TICKETS FOUR SHILLINGS EACH.
Vocal and Instrumental Music. Dinner 7 p.m. sharp. Evening Dress Optional.

Tickets can be obtained from MISS VANCE, 2 Newca3tle-street, E.C., and from all Branch Secretaries.

PIONEER PAMPHLETS.

A series of pamphlets under this general title is being issued by
The Secular Society, Ltd.

They are to be Extremely Cheap and of the Best Quality.

No. I_BIBLE AND BEER. By G. W. Foote.
FORTY PAGES-ONE PENNY.

Postage: single copy, id.; 6 copies, ljd.; 18 copies, 3d.; 26 copies, 4d. (piroel poit).

No. Il_DEITY AND DESIGN. By C. Cohen.
[A Reply to Dr. Alfred Russel Wallace.)
THIRTY-TWO PAGES—ONE PENNY.

Postage: Single copy, |d.; 6 copies, I£d.; 18 copies, 24d.; 26 copies, 4d. (parcel post).

No. II.—MISTAKES OF MOSES. By Colonel Ingersoll.
THIRTY-TWO PAGES—ONE PENNY.
Postage: Single copy, id.; G copies, lj-d.; 13 copies, 2]d.; 26 copies, 4d. (parcel post).

IN PREDABATION.
No. IV_CHRISTIANITY AND PROGRESS. By G. W. Foote.
No. V.- MODERN MATERIALISM. By W. Mann.

Special Terms for Quantities for Free Distribution or to Advanced
Societies.
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