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The ■public know nothing of well-wishers, and keep a 
Wary eye on those that would reform them.

W il l ia m  H a z l it t .

The “ Unspeakable ” Turk.

U.uler the Crescent. 
James Nisbet & Co.

By H. C. Seppings Wright. 
10s. Gel.

Two Years 
London:

Coring my reoenfc illness—at least during a large 
Part of it—I had no energy to read anything more 
Pan the newspapers. It was thus that I noticed a 
ejiew of the above book in the Daily News, in which 
^tonishment was expressed that the author claimed 

|. ^Qy virtues for the Turk, including the virtue of 
^ration. This seemed to strike the reviewer all 

a heap. Fancy the Turk tolerant 1 He could not 
. Sree with the statement, neither could he answer 

so he just let the author’s tribute stand. But 
toy °WQ curiosity was excited. I made up my mind 
Sj a copy of Mr. Seppings Wright’s book, expen- 

Ve as it was. This I did as soon as I was well 
O08h. I have read the book through, and I find 

com aQkhor, like almost everyone else who has 
rep °l°se personal ■ oontact with the Turk,

Sards him as a better gentleman than the great 
fr J0,%  of his opponents, and as a constant sufferer 

5° Christian abuse and misrepresentation.
So hundred years ago Byron, who knew the Levant 

'VeU, stated his own opinion very plainly, that 
ge °0ver had dealings with a Turk would find him a 
Qt t  an’ ani  ̂ t'hat whoever had dealings with a 
tu  q 'would find him a scoundrel. In a long note to 
ho . j eo°nd Canto of Childe Harold “ On the Turks ”

Wrote with his usual force and deoision :—
‘ If it is difficult to pronounce what thoy are, we can 

? least say what they are n o t: they are not trea- 
Uerous, they are not cowardly, they do not burn 

h ieretics, they are not assassins.”
ojw? a 8̂0 pointed out (it was before Catholio Eman- 
CQ 1.°.n was carried) that the Turks treated the 
< 8 |ans under their rule with far greater tolera- 
Hri(. ?han Protestants treated Catholios in Great 
bg j, !n> a°d especially in Ireland. Byron, it must 
Ha,umettlhered, was not a Christian himself. That 
teie f8 alI,the difference. He could take a disin- 

Car? i view of the matter.
had o ^ a °Pinion ^ e  Turks. But I16 
Hot 0 knowledge of them. And although ho was 
Hs ^ a Christian himself he was, paradoxical 
grapjjj ay cound, a Christian bigot. With his usual 
tu8v, ° Power he advised Europe to get rid of “ the 
81 litera akl0 Turk.” The epithet was splendid from 
able j ry point of view, and extraordinarily service- 
i*hat ev^f1 a Par^ 8an point of view. It suggested 
Pfiut, y  n°o was not necessary or was too bad to 
Was far Was W0ii known to Carlyle that Russia 
faan To b ller tyranny, bloodshed, and misery 
jjigot furaey was. But, I repeat, he was a Christian 
W  anflÛ  no  ̂ a Christian; so the Sultan was a 

Czar was simply “ drilling anarchic 
&o*. _ 118 ” into law and order.

I venture to
h. «Or
?<&k h ^y part*
?ler«^8 al* alo:

venture to say that the average 
tk '^ n t rT*1 a ôn§ heeii a far more good-natured and 

Undgreoii than the average Christian. I admit 
lf>  r 8ufficient provocation the Turk has been 

cm:. er the general fashion of his age andOMi^fter
®ut I contend that what the Turk has done

in hot blood the Christians have done in cold 
blood; what in the one was an outburst of temper 
was in the other a deliberate policy ; and when the 
Christians have had an opportunity of imitating the 
Turk, as they blandly put it, they have always 
managed to better the example. Even in the present 
(or recent) war it is undeniable that the Christians 
have perpetrated shooking outrages upon the Moham
medans in Macedonia, Thrace, and elsewhere ; while 
the evidence of outrages on the other side is of the 
flimsiest character. War correspondents in a position 
to know the facts—that is to say, who have been with 
the Turkish Army—deny that anything of the kind 
has occurred. Mr. Seppings Wright denies it too :— 

“ It was not possible to go through this campaign 
without hearing in various quarters the reports which 
had been circulated with regard to the massacre of 
Christians by the Turks. Personally, I cannot believe 
there was ever any substantial foundation for these 
rumors, and the inquiries I made did not induce me to 
change my opinions in regard to these allegations.”

Mr. Wright reports something very different in the 
awful retreat after the battle of Liile Burgas :—

" I t is impossible to give more than a slight idea of 
the awful scenes witnessed on this retreat. A redeem
ing feature in it was the entire absence of mutiny or 
violence.

“ Mohammedan and Christian wore knit together in 
the common bond of suffering. At least a third of the 
crowd were Christians. The way in which members of 
one creed helped the other contradicts to some extent 
the theory that it is impossible for people of two 
religions to live together in harmony,

“ The soldiers of Asia apparently did not resent the 
Christian refugees of Thrace sharing their troubles and 
lightening each other's burdens where it was possible to 
do so. Wearied children slept peacefully in the arms of 
rough soldiers.”

Later on, when the refugees reached, or entered, 
Constantinople, Mr. Seppings Wright bears the 
following testimony:—

" This dark and dismal picture of human misery, 
reaching down to the lowest depths, will never be 
erased from my mind. That these terrible scones and 
experiences did not produce serious outbreaks and 
inroads upon private property, proved the respect which 
the Turks have for law and order, and for the philo
sophy with which thoy regard calamities. What im
pressed me more than anything else was the display of 
human sympathy and the charity shown by them to 
their more unfortunate fellow countrymen, even when 
they were Christians.”

Mr. Seppings Wright stayed at an hotel kept by a 
Greek in Constantinople. His customers were 
Turks, Greeks, and Jews, and there was no quarrel
ing. “ I saw nothing,” our author says, “ of the 
objectionable demonstrations whioh were freely 
reported in the European journals—a faot which 
speaks volumes for the tolerance of the Turk.” 
(This was the phrase that stuok in the throat of the 
Daily News reviewer.)

A Servian’s tribute to the Turk, quoted by Mr. 
Seppings Wright, is worth quoting here. “ The 
Turk," he said, “ was the master of the Balkan 
nations for nearly five centuries. During all those 
centuries he consistently refrained from interfering 
with our national churches and with our village 
municipal life. From the liberty whioh the Turk 
left to our Church and our municipal life in the 
country, our political liberty was reborn.”

(To be concluded.) G. W. F oote .
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The Pathology of Conversion.—III.

(Concluded from p. 243.)
To the examples already given it may be as well to 
add this one from a missionary’s account of a quite 
recent revival in India—July, 1906 :—

“ There were people.......on the floor fairly writhing
over the realisation of sin as it came over them.......
Saturday we were favored with a wonderful manifesta
tion of the Spirit. One of the older girls, who had had 
a remarkable experience, went into a trance, with her 
head thrown back, her arms folded, and motionless, 
except for a slight movement of her foot. She seemed 
to be seeing something wonderful, for she would marvel
at it, and then laugh excitedly.......One girl rushed to
the back of the vestibule and, lying across a bench, 
with her head and hands against the wall, she fairly 
writhed in agony for two hours before peace came 
to her.”*

I do not know on what ground we are justified in 
calling people civilised who chronicle these outbreaks 
a3 “ manifestations of the Spirit.” Savages would 
do no more; our “ civilised ” missionaries do no 
less. Tylor well says that “ those manifestations in 
modern Europe indeed form part of a revival of 
religion, the religion of mental disease.”!

The morbid state of mind induced by these 
attempts at conversion—a condition that may very 
easily become pathological—is illustrated by a number 
of the answers to Dr. Starbuck’s inquiries. Seventy- 
five per cent, of the males and sixty per cent, of the 
females confessed to feelings of depression and 
sadness before conversion. In all probability this 
was partly due to the harping upon a “ sense of sin,” 
which is itself of a wholly unhealthy character. 
The following confessions well illustrate both points. 
I give the age, where known, in braoketa. One 
writes:—

“ I felt the wrath of God resting on me. I  called on 
Him for aid, and felt my sins forgiven ” (13).

“ I couldn’t eat, and would lie awake all night.”
“ Often, very ofteu, I cried myself to sleep ” (19).
“ Hymns would sound in my ears as if sung ” (10).
“ I had visions of Christ saying to me, Come to Me, 

My child” (15).
“ JuBt before conversion I  was walking along a path

way, thinking of religions matters, when suddenly the 
word H-e-1-1 was spelled out five yards ahead of 
m e” (17).

“ I felt a touch of the Divine One, and a voice said,
1 Thy sinB are forgiven thoe; arise and go in peace ’ ” (12).

“ The thoughts of my condition were terrible ” (13).
“ For three months it seemed as if God’s Spirit had 

withdrawn from mo. Fear took hold of me. For a 
week I  was on the border of despair ” (16).

“ A sense of sinfulnoss and estrangement from God 
grow daily ” (15).

“ Everything went wrong with mo ; it felt like Sunday 
all the time ” (12).

“ I  felt that something terrible was going to 
happen ” (14).

“ I fell on my face by a bench and tried to pray. 
Every time I would call on God something like a man’s 
hand would strangle me by choking. I thought I 
would surely die if I  could not get help. I  made one 

• final effort to call on God for mercy if I did strangle and 
die, and the last I remembor at that time was falling 
back on the ground with that unseen hand on my 
throat. When I came to myself there was a crowd 
around praising God.”

A crowd around praising God ! For all substantial 
purposes one might as well be describing a state of 
affairs in Central Africa instead of depicting events 
in a country claiming to be civilised. It is no wonder 
that so eminent an authority as Sir T. S. Clouston 
says revival services and unusual religious meetings 
should “ on no account be attended by persons with 
weak beads, excitable dispositions, and neurotic 
constitutions.”! Unfortunately, it is precisely these 
olasses that are most attracted to them, and which 
furnish the revivalist with his largest crop of cases.

“ Every revival,” says Dr. Mercier, “ is attended 
by its crop of cases of insanity, which are the more 
numerous as tho ‘ revival ’ is more fervent and more 
prolonged.”* To actual insanity we may add all 
kinds of hysterical and nervous disorders; and it m 
not at all difficult to see a sound physiological reason 
for this. Lot us bear in mind that the central signi
ficance of adolescence—the period during which 
nearly all cases of conversion occur—is that it is a 
time of instability and readjustment, physical, emo
tional, intellectual. It is a time of unavoidable 
stress and strain, of the impact of new mental asso
ciations and groupings, of new feelings that crave 
expression and new desires that press for gratifica
tion. It is because of this peculiarly unstable and 
impressionable condition that the organism needs to 
be shielded from undue stress, and also because of 
the neglect or the impossibility of doing this, that 
so large a crop of nervous disorders first show them
selves during adolescence. Dr. Clouston says that 
about one-half the inhabitants of Scotch asylums 
are under twenty years of age, and gives a whol0 
crop of diseases as first manifesting themselves 
during adolescence.!

Dr. W. R. Gowers, dealing with 1,450 cases of 
epilepsy, says that “ Three quarters of the cases of 
epilepsy begin under twenty years, and nearly half 
(46 per cant.) between ten and twenty, the maximum 
being at fourteen, fifteen, and sixteen."! Of hyst0r,a 
also the same writer says that of the total oases 
of hysteria, 50 per cent, occur from ten to twenty 
years of age, 20 per cent, from twenty to thirty 
years of age, and only 10 per cent, from thirty to 
forty.§ And, in view of the oases of converts cited 
above, it is well to note Dr. Gowers’s warning tha 
“ Mental emotion—fright, excitement, anxiety"18 
the most potent oause of epilepsy,” while “ the pr0' 
fonndly disturbing effect of alarm on the nervous 
system, deranging as it does almost every function 
of the nervous system, enables us to understand 
frequency as an excitant of epilepsy."

Yet is precisely at this stage of life when oar
ought to be exercised to proteot the youth from 
that is morbid or unduly exciting, and, above

all
all»

when the developing qualities of mind need to J> 
carefully and wisely guided in order that the sooia 
qualities shall be exercised in the most useful mapo0 > 
that young people are handed over to the if?00 
rant ministrations of professional evangelists. 1“! 
small wonder that so large a proportion of the p0°P, 
grow up with such a rudimentary sense of sooial do J 
and obligation. The really golden years of tbe 
lives are wasted. What Professor Davenport ^  
of the relation between oertain brutal manifestatip 
of sooial life and religious teaohing in Amen ’ 
applies with equal truth to ourselves :— .g

“ It is well-known that lynching in the SoutbJ  ̂
carried on largely by the ignorant and baser eleta®

It is also well-known tb** ,, 0of the white population. of *5chief method of religions influence and training 01 ^  
black man and tho ignorant white man is impulse0 
emotional revivalism. I t is a highly dangerous si 
tion, and deserves the earnest consideration 0 ¡c1j 
ecclesiastical statesmen of all denominations w ^  
work in the South. It will bo impossible to P*° jc 
that part of tho nation, or any other, from the op10 B 
madness of tho lynching mob if the seeds of it ®r0 gte
in the sacrod soil of religion.......Their preach6*8
great ‘ soul-savers,’ but thoy lack the practical s°nj.|jipg 
build up their omotionalised converts into eMf 
that approaches a higher life." || . „¡j

The truth indicated hero is much wider ' g0 
Professor Davenport imagines. It is true tb®* 
long as the revivalistio type of religion is enoofl* j.
we are unconsciously assisting oertain very ^  
manifestations in sooial life. But it is also true^ )if0 
so long as we allow the religious interpretation0 
to prevail we oan never make the most of the 11 g of 
material that lies at hand. For while the pr°c

* The Examiner, September 6, 190G. Cited by Crntten, 
Psychological Phenomena of Christianity, p. 185. 

f Primitive Culture, vol. ii., p. 421.
} Clinical Lectures, p. 39.

* Sanity and Insanity, p. 282.
! The Neuroses of Development. 732.
{ Manual of Diseases of the Nervous System ; 1893 i P'
§ Manual, p. 785.
|| Primitive Traits in Religious Revivals.
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what is called “ religions awakening ” encourages, in 
Us more sensational aspects, displays of morbidity 
whioh we should do onr best to restrain, in its quieter 
?.n“ better aspects it amounts to a sheer misdirec- 
10n and misuse of human energies. The increase of 

self-consciousness, the desire to spend oneself in the 
service of others, the craving for sympathy and 
communion with one’s fellows, has nothing what- 
ever to do with religion, although all these qualities 
sre utilised by it and are classified as religions, 
-they are actually and fundamentally belonging to 
he social side of human nature. As our hands are 

developed for grasping, and the various organs of 
100 body for their respective functions, so the 
Cental and emotional qualities are developed in 
their due course for a rational, social life. Biologi- 
pauy, maie and female, at adolescence, are entering 
'Qto a deeper and more enduring relationship with 
he life of the race. There is no other meaning to 

the process.
Naturally enough, men and women, whether they 

he old or young, but particularly if they be young, 
eH>ress their feeling in accordance with the fashion 
°f their environment. If this were rationally non- 
rcljgiou8, the language would be that of a non-religious 
Philosophy. As, however, religion plays a large part 
!Q determining the form of the environment, we 
have, in the majority of cases, quite a contrary 
tosult. Only here and there is one found capable of 
hnalyBing his or her feelings, and very few possess 
he knowledge that would make such an analysis 

Profitable. The consequence is, that each newcomer 
I® handed over, bound hand and foot, to organisations 
hat are either incapable or unwilling to train a 

P^stio human nature in the right direction. We do 
Qot Merely sacrifice our first-born ; we immolate the 
whole of our progeny. The ignorant past plays into 
ho hands of the designing present; the past con- 

^Pires with the present to rob the future of the good 
hat might come to it from the growth of a wiser 

and a better race.
. Were society really enlightened and genuinely 

Clvdised, the truth of muoh that has been said 
Would be reoognised as soon as stated. It would, 
adoed, be unnecessary to labor what would then”be 
,a. recognised truth. But we are not genuinely en- 
'ghtened, and a host of agencies conspire to prevent 
8 becoming so. Thus.it is that, instead of an 

explanation of development in terms of biological 
^hd social evolution, we have an explanation in 
®rMs of ideas that are essentially pre-soientiflo. 
soause the individual, as James says, emerges out 

the narrow world of childhood into the larger 
°rld of humanity, we are given an explanation in 

6£,cis of a religious or supernatural influence. Be- 
au8e this development involves a certain surrender 

: °ne’s egoism to the needs of others, supornatnral- 
jh again claims to bo the operative force. And 

„hen this diminished, or, more properly, trans- 
gored egoism leads to the desire for service, or 

. en sacrifice, we have once more an explanation in 
Q̂rMs of religious conviction. In reality there is not 

e heightening of life by supernaturalism, but its 
limitation. This is the central truth of the situa- 

c h. And in ignoring this truth we hand over the 
t3r° °t a growing generation to the worst possible 
VfQ cher8 at the very time when a wiser control 
t^QU h be preparing it for intelligent participation in 

80iious and enduring work of sooial organisation.
C. Co h en .

Evolution and Creation.
Tllji *
beoQ QPernatural origin of the Universe has always 
r e c ' h ^ e d  as a religious truism. Until very 
6torv * n° theologian ever dreamed of taking the 
Hs Creation as related in the Book of Genesis 
by Q | , ng but literal history. It was so accepted 

in his memorable controversy with 
BtoO(J ^ ln Nineteenth Century, and it is so under

by the bulk of Christians to-day. Sinoe the

advent of evolution, the more scholarly among 
present-day theologians argue that the Biblical 
story is either a poem or a parable, and that its 
value consists not in its historical accuracy, but in 
the religious ideas that underlie it. This was the 
interpretation put upon it by Henry Drummond 
when he intervened in the Gladstone-Huxley debate. 
Towards the end of his life Drummond became an 
out-and-out evolutionist, as so many others have 
done since ; but not one of the theologians who have 
adopted evolution is prepared to abandon the theory 
of creation altogether. Most of them readily enough 
admit that all existing species of plants and animals 
are products of evolution, and not speoial creations ; 
but they all with one voice contend that the stuff 
out of whioh all forms of existence have been evolved 
was brought into being by a Divine aob of creation. 
The essential point in this contention is that exist
ence has had a beginning, or that there was a time 
when God existed alone. Now, the question is, if 
the Universe began to be, how did it originate ? To 
say that God made it explains nothing. When a man 
makes anything it is, not understood that he brings 
anything into being that did not previously exist, 
but, rather, that he takes some already existing 
stuff and fashions it anew. To affirm that God made 
the Universe in that sense is merely to complicate 
the problem. One instantly wants to know whenoo 
the original stuff came which he moulded into the 
Universe. There are, however, in the United King
dom alone some two millions and-a-half people 
whose Catechism teaohes them to believe that “ the 
work of creation is, God’s making all things of 
nothing by the word of his power.”

Thus, on the assumption that God made the 
Universe, we are confronted with three distinct 
interpretations of the aot. He either fashioned or 
shaped it out of an existing stuff, wove it out of his 
own substance, as the silkworm spins the threads of 
it3 cocoon, or oreated it of nothing by so many 
words of his mouth. The word create in Genesis i. 1 is 
not at all decisive, inasmuch as, according to Canon 
Driver, its root meaning is to cut, so that probably 
the proper signification of the Hebrew bara is to 
fashion by cutting, to shape; but, then, wo are told 
that “ in the simple conjugation, it is used exclu
sively of God, to denote, viz., the production of 
something fundamentally new, by the exercise of a 
sovereign originative power, altogether transcending 
that possessed by man.” Whatever be the exact 
meaning of the Hebrew word bara as found in 
Genesis i. 1, the general Hebrew belief was that the 
heavons and the earth had been made out of nothing. 
In 2 Maccabees vii. 28, we read: “ I beseech thee, 
my child, to lift thine eyes unto the heaven and the 
earth, and to see all things that are therein, and 
thus to recognise that God made them not of things 
that were.” In Hebrews xi. 8, also, wo find words 
of the same import: “ By faith we understand that 
the worlds have been framed by the word of God, so 
that what is seen hath not been made out of things 
which do appear.” Taking all things into account, 
it seems impossible to escape the idea of creatio ex 
nihilo, though it may not be necessarily implied in 
the terms employed.

Now, the Theist bases his whole argument upon 
the assumption that the Universo is a manufactured 
article of enormous proportions, a thing made once 
for all at a given time named “ the beginning.” In 
other words, the Universe is treated as an effeot the 
cause of which must be chance or purpose. “ Remem
ber,” exolaims the Theist, “ there is no third alterna
tive." On the assumption under consideration, we 
admit the truth of that exclamation ; but then we 
repudiate the assumption because of its absolute 
unverifiableness. There is not even the shadow of 
evidence that the Universe ever began to be. Our 
solar system has doubtless had a beginning, but 
astronomy tells us of solar systems which have run 
their course and become extinct, and of others which 
are now in the process of formation. Solar systems 
may come and go, like drops of water in a river, but 
Nature goes on for ever. There is, then, a third



260 TH E FR EETH IN K ER April 27, 1913

alternative, namely, that the Universe is infinite 
both in extent and in duration. This also, we 
admit, is only an assumption fairly based upon 
scientific experiments. Using it meantime merely 
as an assumption, we claim that its services are 
altogether invaluable. It rids us of the illogical 
bugbear of a First Cause. We frankly admit that 
assuming a First Cause we are bound to believe in a 
Final Cause, because the former can only be justified 
by the latter; but in Nature we can find no traoe of 
either. A First Cause is a contradiction in terms, 
because the law of causation implies the impossibi
lity as well as the absurdity of an uncaused Cause. 
“ Oh,” objects the theologian, “ you believe in an 
uncaused Universe, which is certainly an infinitely 
greater absurdity than an uncaused Cause.” We 
are exultantly told that a certain well - known 
apologist “ hits the nail on the head when he says 
that to demand a cause for a First Cause is only to 
assert that the First is second—which is absurd.” 
To show how well he has driven the nail home, the said 
apologist adds: “ Everything must have a cause, but 
God is not included in the everything, but is the 
Souroe of everything.” How doss he know that God 
is not inoluded in the “ everything” ? We have 
only his word for it, unsupported by a single argu
ment. We demand a Cause for the so-called First 
Cause, because we know of no exception to the law 
of causation; and all that the Theist can bring 
forward in defence of his position is the bald asser
tion that the First Cause is uncaused simply because 
it is the Source of all things.

Not only is the idea of a First Cause illogical and 
absurd, but it is also disproved by the faots of 
Nature, so far as they are known. In the first 
place, matter is both unoreatable and indestructible. 
As to its forms, it is in a state of perpetual imper
manence, coming and going without ceasing, 
“ but,” to adopt the words of Sir Oliver Lodge, a 
reluctant witness—“ but it can hardly be thought of 
as either going out of existence, or as coming into 
existence, at any given period, though it may com
pletely change its form and accidents” (Life and 
Matter, p. 101). When you burn a lump of coal you 
only apparently destroy i t ; but in reality you only 
change it into carbonio acid gas by combining it 
with the oxygen in the atmosphere. No new matter 
has ever made its appearance, and we are confident 
that such an event is never likely to occur in the 
future. In the second plaoe, the same statement is 
true of energy. Energy may be potential or active, 
but its sum never varies. You may ohange its form 
from time to time, backwards and forwards, almost 
endlessly, but you oannot destroy it. You can ohange 
motion into heat, into light, into electrioity, and back 
again, without intermission; but when all your 
experiments are over, energy is the Bame in amount 
as before. As Professor Moore, of Liverpool, says :—

“ Energy may pass from one form to another, and the 
quantity present in any given form may and does vary, 
for it is the passage from one form to another, which 
constitutes all natural phenomena; but there is no 
manufacture or destruction of energy, there is the same 
quantity of energy in the Universe as was in the 
beginning, and shall be for ever. These two great 
tenets are fundamental in the orthodox faith of the 
scientific world of to-day ” (Origin and Nature of Life, 
p. 29).

If these two wonderful laws—the persistence of 
matter and the conservation of energy—hold good 
in Nature, the idea of creation is necessarily 
excluded. If matter and energy are neither oreatable 
nor destructible, it follows that Nature is eternal. 
Solar systems are but so many ohanging forms of 
matter and energy.

But there is a precious last straw at whioh the 
Theist, in desperation, always catches. Powerless 
to disprove the two great laws just described, he 
flies for refuge to the oft discredited argument that 
whatever is present in the effect must, likewise, exist 
in the cause. Inasmuch as we are intelligent and 
self-conscious, it is contended, the power behind the 
whole of the evolutionary process must possess

intelligence and self-consciousness; else how could 
we have been produced ? This is an entire fallacy. 
Anyone who understands Nature at all is fully aware 
that every effect exhibits qualities which are not 
present in the cause. The wetness of water is a 
characteristic which neither hydrogen nor oxygen 
displays: it is a quality that only results from the 
combination of the two. Life is the outoome of a 
specific combination of materials every one of which 
is to be found in inorganic Nature. As soon as the 
chemists discover the exact nature of the combina
tion they, too, will doubtless be able to produce 
living matter. Intelligence is ths natural product 
of the gradual evolution of living substance. When 
living matter first appeared it showed no signs what
ever of intelligence; but as it slowly advanced from 
the simple to the complex, from the rude to the 
refined condition, resulting in a centralised nervous 
system and a brain, it gradually became more and 
more intelligent, until self-consciousness and per
sonality made their appearance.

We therefore conclude that evolution, scientifically 
apprehended; excludes the idea of a creator and a 
creation, and in particular the idea of a purposive 
direction or conscious guidance towards a designed 
end. Evolution may be compared to a tree whose 
fruit is intelligence. If you were to investigate the 
roots and the trunk of the tree you would see no 
promise whatever of this incomparable fru it: it is 
not present at all in either roots or trunk, but is the 
ultimate reward of the combined action of soil and 
air upon roots and trunk. One is continually meeting 
people who labor under the delusion that because 
there is intelligence at the top of the evolutionary 
prooeBS, intelligence must have been present at the 
very bottom, and all the way through. They seem 
incapable of realising that mind, consciousness, per
sonality, call it what you will, is the flower, the 
fruit, appearing for the first time after the process 
had been at work for countless millions of years.

J. T. L loyd.

Animal Metamorphosis.

As the most unsophisticated person is aware, the 
human infant is developed in the course of nine 
short months from a tiny protoplasmio speck. In a 
few weeks frog-spawn passes through various stages, 
which end with the evolution of the adult amphibian; 
and the metamorphic history of the countless insects 
commences with a minute egg. Yet these notorious 
facts, so obvious to all, have so far failed to impres8 
their real meaning upon the mind of the ordinary 
average man.

One may still hear, as the writer quite recently 
beard, men of quite ordinary intelligence express 
their astonishment at the circumstance that not 
only the entire scientific world, but the vast majority 
of brain-workers in every department of oivilised Iff0» 
have calmly aocepted a doctrine whioh manifestly 
implies that in the course of organic evolution living 
organisms have become so modified that they bear n° 
outward resemblance to their remote ancestors.

Many, and probably most, animals live in sur
roundings widely dissimilar to those of their far 0 
progenitors. And their development from the egg® 
or spawn of their parents, up to the adult conditio0’ 
is largely reminiscent of the evolutionary modifi°fl 
tions which have marked their upward growth.

The metamorphio processes in toads and frogs ar 
very extensive, and may be observed quite easily 1 
any available pond. When the embryo emerges fr°  ̂
the egg, it is composed of head and body only, 00 
the tail makes its appearance in the course of a 
days, and the tadpole Btage is then attained. As * 
tail develops, the external gills begin to form, * .  
mouth appears, and the intestine lengthens a 
becomes ooiled. Numerous microscopio teeth ar^ g 
in the mouth, and these are many times shed, 
the tadpole is transformed into a toad or frog, 
entire body is renewed. As the lungs develop, 1
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external gills shrivel away. The permanent teeth 
develop; the intestine changes from its coiled form 

a shortened and straightened organ. The 
feeding habits are also modified, and instead of 
subsisting on decaying vegetable and animal sub
stances suspended in the water, the animal preys on 
snails and insects. The fore limbs now begin to 
protrude, the tail dwindles away, finally the hind 
jbnbs lengthen, and, with the absorption of the gills, 
fbe metamorphosis is complete. The frog now 
leaves the water and makes its way to the land, 
there to lead its terrestrial life. Most amphibians 
undergo somewhat similar transformations. In a small 
number of instances, however, the absence of water 
or other causes have necessitated direct develop
ment from the egg, and the consequent suppression 
“f metamorphosis. Variations in temperature, or 
the scarcity of food, are sometimes responsible for 
tue retardation of such evolutionary phenomena as 
those above set forth.

In all the vast range of insect life, the meta
morphosis of the butterfly is most complete. The 
career of this interesting insect is distinguished by 
f°or distinct stages, the egg, larva, pupa, and imago 

perfected adult. As soon as the egg is hatched, 
the emerging larva creeps over its food plant and 
v°raciously devours the foliage. After a time, the 
Rjuttonous caterpillar ohanges into a fasting pupa or 
chrysalis, and remains almost motionless. Although 
n° food is taken during this resting or pupa stage, 
^ ry  important structural changes are proceeding. 
v*th the completion of the pupa period of probation, 
he ugly oreature is transformed into the peerless 
utterfly. The powerful jaws of the greedy oater- 

P'fiar have disappeared, and the winged butterfly is 
Provided with a suctorial proboscis, beautifully 
^capted for probing the corollas of blossoms, 

•though, as above hinted, these changes appear 
c occur suddenly, the internal transformations 

phmh lead up to them are constantly proceeding. 
fotn one three days before entering tho ohrysalis 
Cage, the larva appears impatient and restless, and 

Ceases to feed
“ If a spinner it spins a cocoon, or if not it enters the 

farth to undergo its transformation into a chrysalis, or 
>f a larval butterfly it attachos itself to some fixod object 
as a tree or fence. Profound changes now take place in 
‘ho mouth parts as well as in the nervous, muscular, 
aod other systems of intornal organs.” *

The various stages which make up the lifo of the 
*JQt hawk-moth afford a further example of insect 
e>-amorphosi8. Tho moth lays her eggs on that 
mmon evergreen—the privet, and when the cater- 

joi T 8 kftIch out they feed on the foliage. These are 
“tea worm-like larvm, whose heads are provided 

8nt S*X e‘mple eyes, a pair of minute three-jointed 
t^renna3 and biting jaws. Tho caterpillar moults 
it 0r t°ar times, and before the final moult ooours 
f0 °ps feeding and wanders aimlessly over its 

plant. It has now reached its pupal period, 
tion Prrooee<Is to search for a suitable spot for pupa- 
t0 The privet hawk-moth caterpillar then descends 

earth and scoops out a dry burrow in the soil, 
ebrv ° Hnal monlt Is carried out, the pupa or 
bro?'8â 8 emerges, and very shortly becomes stiff and 
thia ^  careful examination of the chrysalis at
“'ere8 i 6 Proves that it resembles a moth muoh 
deriy C108e*y than the caterpillar from which it was 
^e th ri The chrysalis displays a head and body of 
of a ' llae form ; it is provided with the appendages 
Win °"“» and betrays the presence of short-folded 
0xp£ ' As soon as the moth is matured, its wings 

Hut ■lQ<̂  aGrIaf Hfe begins.
Ihe Q '.esmense as are the differences between 
b ^ . - M i t l y  grub-like larva and the frequently 
bearlv wingod moth, these are, nevertheless, not 

80 remarkable as those which separate the 
, °wbflv a blow-fly from the adult inseot. The 

¡nj arops its eggs on animal matter, and 
^ioh a j  ^i8Piays a marked preference for meat 

en(Ia forth tho odors of pntrefaotion. These

Professor A. S. Packard, Metamorphosis.

eggs hatch out into small dingy - headed white 
maggots. These larvae or “ gentles ” are provided 
with a pair of powerful jaws with which they gorge 
upon the meat in which they have been hatched. 
Their body integument is of a tough, leathery 
character, quite destitute of limbs. Twice or thrice 
these leathery, limbless maggots moult, growing 
larger meanwhile, and immediately after their con
cluding moult their body assumes an oval form, 
which continues to retain the larval skin, although 
the skin parts with its moisture and changes its 
color from white to brown. After the pupa has 
remained motionless for a day or two, the brown skin 
breaks, and the fully formed fly issues forth, and in a 
few moments is winging its way through the air. 
The adult insect is as utterly unlike the maggot 
which is hatched from the egg as any oreature can 
conceivably be.

Nor is this all. In the words of Professor Chalmers 
Mitchell,—

“ With the exception of tho nervous system and parts 
of some other organs, it seems as if the whole of the 
organs within the hardened skin of the larva were 
melted down and becamo rearranged to form the very 
different organs of the adult. Patient and extremely 
difficult dissections, however, have shown that there is 
an intelligible order in this transformation. Some time 
before the fly emerges it is surrounded by two delicate 
and transparent skins. The inner of these, if we can 
imagine it taken out whole, plumped up with air, and 
dried, would have tho appearance of a fly with a head 
bearing antennae, eyes, and mouth organs, etc., like 
those of a living fly, but rathor simpler. This skin is 
tho pale ghost of a former metamorphosis, of a true 
moult once passed through by tho ancestors of the flies, 
but now on its way to being suppressed. The outer 
skin is tho similar remains of a still earlier moult, and 
its structure, although fly-like, is less fly-like than the 
inner skin.”

The foregoing phenomena may be regarded as 
salient illustrations of progressive evolution. In 
other instances, however, metamorphosis proceeds 
along paths of degenerative evolution. Professors 
Herdman, Haeckel, Ray Lankestor, Kowalevsky, and 
other eminent naturalists have laboriously elaborated 
the developmental processes of the tunicates or 
asoidians. Tho well-known sea squirt is a member 
of this animal group, and the larvro of these 
organisms are little tadpoles whioh swim actively in 
the sea. As the larvra approaoh the adult sea squirt 
or asoidian form, their tails, and the main parts of 
the nervous system, with its organs of sight and 
hearing, disappear. Tho gullet, with its adjacent 
body parts, becomes much larger in proportion to 
the general size of the animal, until these month 
organs make up tho greater part of the body, whioh 
now permanently settles down to a stationary mode 
of life. The wall of the ascidian’s gullet is now 
modified into a sieve-like structure, provided with 
numerous orifices through which the sea water is 
strained, thus loaving behind the tiny particles 
whioh serve as tho creature’s food. Suoh are the 
changes which the energetio swimming larva, whoso 
structure strongly resembles that of the lower 
vertebrates, undergoes as it sinks to the level of a 
stationary digesting sao whioh sucks in liquid at 
one opening and discharges it at another.

Before these metamorphic phenomena were dis
covered, no naturalist imagined that the adult 
degenerate asoidian had any close relationship to 
the back-boned animal class. This relationship, 
however, is rendered very obvious by the relatively 
advanced structure of the asoidian tadpole. The 
greater number of zoologists are now convinced that 
the active, free-swimming tadpole represents ances
tral remembrances of the originally life-long condition 
of the organism. And they also regard the stationary 
and stagnant condition of the adult ascidian as an 
instance of utter degeneration. Embryologioal and 
anatomical considerations lead to the unavoidable 
conclusion that the sea squirts are lowly forms of 
the vertebrate animals, which, in their higher forms, 
completely dominate the world of life. The sea 
squirts have not participated in the progress which 
as a whole distinguishes the back-boned organisms.
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Strenuous endeavor is to them unknown, but, despite 
their indolent habits, remembrances of their illus
trious origin are made visible during their course of 
development.

Rising to a more exalted order of animal existence, 
we discover in the transformations which take place 
among flat fishes, such as the sole and the turbot, 
phenomena of a very remarkable nature. These fish 
metamorphoses appear to be directly conditioned by 
the circumstances whioh shape the lives led by the 
larvae and adults respectively. Flat fishes form an 
important family, whioh are to be found in all seas, 
while some have adapted themselves to fresh-water 
life. The young forms of such fishes as brill, halibut, 
plaice, soles, and others present striking contrasts 
to the adults. Their general outline is that of 
ordinary fishes, such as the salmon or roach. In 
other words, they are bilaterally symmetrical, with 
an eye on each side of the head, with the right and 
left sides of the body alike in shape, coloring, and 
arrangement of the fins. “ Whether they live near 
the surface of the sea, or haunt the bottom, they 
swim in the same sort of position as we do 
when we are UBing the ordinary breast stroke, 
that is to say, the back is upwards, the under side is 
downwards.” The upper side, again, as in sym
metrical fishes, is far darker is color than the pale 
under side. Not only are the larvae of newly hatched 
flat fish identical in form with ordinary free-swim
ming fish, but like them, they pursue their prey in 
the normal predaceous manner. When the larvae 
have grown to about half-an-inch in length, remark
able modifications occur. The right and left sides 
of the fish lose their original color. With the sole, 
plaice, and halibut the right side, and with turbot 
and brill, the left side darkens in color, whilst the 
opposite side of the body loses its color and becomes 
almost completely white. The skull of the larval 
fish is gristly and plastic, and the eye on the 
uncolored side of the body now begins to move 
partly round and partly through the head, until it 
reaches the other eye on the dark surface of the 
body. The two eyes remain close together per
manently. While the above changes are taking 
place, the shape of the body and the position of the 
organs are modified, and the originally normal
shaped fish is transformed into a distorted adult. 
Thus it is that “ what we would call at first sight 
the upper side, not being the real back of the animal, 
but the right side in some cases, the left in others.” 
When the transformation is complete, the fish’s mode 
of life changes. It no longer swims eagerly in the 
water, but falls to the bottom and lies amid the 
sand or mud with its dark side uppermost. “ In 
these caees,” writes a leading biologist, “ there can 
be almost no doubt but that the larva, which is like 
the great majority of fish, is the ancestral form, and 
that the change to the adult condition is a condensed 
and rapid repetition of the slow ancestral history.” *

T. F. P alm e k.

Dr. Dixon, of Spurgeon’s Tabernacle, is a master in tbe 
art of Christian begging. The other Sunday his subject 
was “ Hilarious Giving.” Giving, he represented as a 
species of sowing, saying, “ He that soweth abundantly 
shall roap abundantly.” Christian giving is giving in order 
to get. “ God gives to those who give,” exclaimed this 
servant of Jesus. It is an old dodge. “ Give,” cried a 
colored clergyman to his people, standing invitingly behind 
a table in front of the pulpit, “ and the Lord will repay you 
fivefold.” Ruminating on that at the back of the little 
church, a young Kaffir, with one sovereign in his pocket, 
rose and marched ostentatiously down the aisle, and with a 
magnificent swing of the arm, thrust the gold piece on the 
table and returned. Every day that week he expected to 
receive £5, but the Lord delayed the repayment, with that 
noble interest promised in his name by the minister. The 
young fellow waited anxiously for weeks and months, but at 
last his patience ran out, and he went to tho minister and 
said, in a temper, “ Give me back my money; you lied when 
you said the Lord would pay me back fivefold; ho hasn’t 
given me a farthing.”

* Professor P. C. Mitchell, F.R.8.

Acid Drops.

We are not at all surprised that the Home Secretary has seen 
it wise, in tho exercise of such intelligence as he possesses, 
to prohibit the Suffragettes from holding meetings in Hyde 
Park and elsewhere. We are not concerned either to defend 
or attack the methods of the Militant Suffragettes, but _ we 
are vitally concerned with the right of public meeting, 
which has been attacked more than once during tho lifetime 
of the present Government. When certain Freethought 
meetings were prohibited because Christians publicly declared 
that they would create a disturbance if they were held, the 
Home Secretary decided that the true policy was to threaten 
with imprisonment those who proposed to speak at such 
meetings. It was pointed out at the time that these tactics 
involved a serious breach of public freedom, but we are not 
surprised that further steps have been taken in the same 
direction. The real position at present is this: So long as 
a man is not a member of the Government—an exception 
was made in the case of Mr. Churchill’s meeting in Belfast 
—any gang of ruffians who make up their minds to create a 
disturbance can prevent an opinion finding public expres
sion. And this is really mob law with the full sanction 
of the Government. It is the mob that determines 
whether certain meetings shall be held or not, and the Home 
Secretary in a Liberal Government meekly announces that 
if it will only make its wishes known he will see they 
are enforced. For our part, so long as a speaker is expres
sing opinions that he or she has a right to express, 
adequate protection Ehould be given, even though *" 
involved the use of armed force. And if the opinions 
expressed are contrary to law, it is the place of tho law to 
deal with them, not the mob. It is idle saying that the 
Government cannot maintain order if the meetings are 
permitted. A Government that cannot do this should 
resign or make room for more capable men. At all costs 
tho right of public meeting should be upheld. It was the 
turn of the Freethinker yesterday; it is the turn of tho 
Suffragette to-day. Who can say whose turn it will be t°' 
morrow? King Mob has but to speak, and Mr. McKenna 
will see that his wishes are obeyed.

The editor of tbo Catholic Review contributes an article 
on “ The Failure of Religion in England.” “ Religion,” l’0 
says, “ no longer counts as a factor in the life of tho nation- 
It is true a diminishing section of the population worship a 
tho ancient shrines; but an overwhelming majority simp*? 
pass them by, with that sort of benevolent indifferenco tb®( 
is so much more hopeless than the bitterest hostility-,, 
“ Evon, perhaps, as an interesting archeological pursuit, 
the writer adds, “ Christianity no longer exercises its inn0'
ence on the generality of people, and such influence
remains to it is declining swiftly enough, even among tb^
small section that still in some sort acknowledge its claim8-

“ Evon tho Celtic temperament of Wales,” tho Catboh0 
editor points out, “ is feeling the influence of tho movem® 
away from God.” And tho worst of it all is that ” .g 
religious leaders of the people ” fail to “ apprehend “ 
great fact,” they do not “ grasp its meaning ” or 11 Pr0.?.°iul 
any adequato remedy,” which "only adds to the P1*' 
hopelessness of the situation.” It is only tho 
Catholic Church that “ maintains her position; sh° . 
progressed at Liverpool, for instance, while the Protes 
Churches have all lost ground;” but she doos not 8 j 
“ any great eagerness to fill tho void ” caused by tho gcD 
failure of Christianity.

“ The movement away from God ” is, by tho way, ® olJ 
queer expression. If the existence of God is a fact, ho 9 
earth could anybody or anything move away from . 0ot 
Would it not be just as sensible to talk of the planets 0 
system joining in a common movement from the sun? ^J0y 
all have a movement of their own, it is true, but ¿eiU 
cannot resist the attraction of the great centre of the jri- 
they belong to. There is a centrifugal force, but the c 
petal force is greater.

All Borts of by-reasons for the failuro of Christ!®11̂  ¡¡jje
The Editor "*„ j,e 

The true oaUp e ^
assigned by Protestant journalists.
Catholic Review assigns but one 
says
They are not, with few exceptions,” ho adds, *'_jolJg 
religion ; they have simply turned away from it as be 
to an ago that has passed.” _

“ is to be found in this, that men no longer - 1" bo8t% g

A demonstration of Catholics was held on April 
St. George's Hall, Liverpool, on the education 
Cardinal Bourno, who was the principal speaker.

0
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the Government could deal with the education question in 
four divisions—one representing the Roman Catholics, 
anothor Nonconformists, a third the Church of England, and 
a fourth the Jews. Of course, it was beneath Cardinal 
Bourne’s notice that a section of the British people, eer- 
tainly larger than the Jews, were on principle opposed to 
fhe State teaching any religion in State schools. But either 
jt does not suit the Cardinal’s game—which in this instance 
is that of Christians in general—to admit that this class 
exists, or he was indulging in the common assumption that 
it was only the convictions of religious people that need be 
bothered about. This, we repeat, is the usual policy of 
Christians, and it indicates how much genuine concern they 
have either for education or for social justice. Education is 
treated as though it were no more than a mere scramble for 
church or chapel influence. So long as these are satisfied, 
everything is assumed to be all right. Nor ought one to 
blame either church or chapel overmuch for so acting. The 
real blame rests with the general public which allows the 
educational future of the children to bo either sacrificed or 
toade the subject of dishonorable “ deals ” between religious 
organisations and a Government that sees what is right, but 
lacks the courage to do its duty.

^ e  quite agree with Cardinal Bourne that it is an outrage 
011 Catholic common sense to ask them to be content with a 
religion in the schools that is “ rank Protestantism." 
f rotestants only agree to the religious instruction because, 
“ 't is not all they require, it gives them nothing they 
?bject to. On the other hand, the very form of the religions 
Instruction is contrary to what the Catholics desire, and we 
°heve they would prefer religious instruction being left 

°nt altogether. The truth is that neither religious party 
°an get what they really want, because what they want can 
°nly be obtained at the cost of other parties in the State, 

’’chbishop Whitoside said at the same meeting that 
atholies were the real enthusiasts for education because of 
e trouble they took to educate their children. Wo beg to 
omit that the Catholic Church is enthusiastic for nothing 
the kind. Its enthusiasm is best seon in a country like 

^Pain, where education is in a more backward state than 
 ̂ Inhere else in Europe. In England everyone is forced 

^ Rend children to school, and the Catholic Church has to 
, °°se either between directing that education itself or 
adding the children over to schools in which no Catholic 
aching exists. And the leaders of the Church know quite 

*1 what that means ultimately. Such sacrifices in money as 
.̂ le Church makes is, therefore, not for education at all. It 
_ tooney spent in the interests of the Catholic religion. It 
tQ 8‘ either educate the children, and pay something 
ô ards it, or it must rofrain from paying, save by way 
k .b in a ry  rates, and face the practical certainty of 

lnH a largo proportion of the rising generation. This is 
0 essontial fact of the situation. All else is mere cant.

Gr. ra,vesend Sabbatarians have received a well-deserved 
Simi *keir attempts to close the picture palaces on 
ti;G ‘J,ays. The local clorgy had been working hard to induce 
tj, Council to refuse a soven day’s license, with the result 
Oo R(>rno pretty hard raps wore given thorn by some of the 
Plai*31 *°rs °PP0H°d *° fhoir efforts. One councillor said 
°aUs ^ ^ a t  licensed victuallers wero the ones who had 
PublV. *°r cotnPla‘nt, aud another councillor said that 
k>u ,,1Caus Bad complained to him that they didn’t do as 
Con \  *‘rai^° whon the picture shows wore opon. The Chief

nil 1° Bad a*B0 *Df°rruc<I the Watch Committee that it 
f0t “ Be in the intorosts of good order if tho Sunday per- 
^Bat?DCGS Wero continued. Councillor Cunningham said 
that e *la<* v*s‘tod the cinema himself on Sunday and found 
Plan ‘our-fifths of tho people prosent wore young men, 
thG L 0* wBom might otherwise have been rollicking about 
°°Pce f00*'8’'' Several councillors referred to the Sunday 

S tho Wesleyan Church at which collections were 
i3ilJec ,UP ’ and cue spoakor said that, in his opinion, the only 
too], GUco between tho Church and the cinema was that one 
M,y0i c.°Bection going in and tho other on going out. Tho 
of Sun 1° c ôs*n8 the debate, said rightly that the question 
Giai. “Bay entertainments was secondary to that of tho 
hig 0 j °£ the entertainments tliomsolvos, and he showed 
Pud, tij01011 °t them by voting for their continuance. In tho 
tourt6c.i v°t0 ¡n favor of Sunday oponing was carried by~ U f-'EP>r. -  • * *  JLa irKJA. KJA. W ^ O U l U g  W  €AlO C* *. I. *  O  Ul U  J

Ocunt ,n v°tes to four—a handsome majority, on which we 
love! of "I, 0 tho Gravesend Council, also on the ceneral 

the speeches delivered.

at r^at a
18 rQa(̂ ° over a Christian service being hold 

*eqaest of the Chinese Government, to offer1n- 8 for the - ..............  ..........inn;
k „ 7 c t u r c i  — V  a u U G G S D  U i  V J U lU U i U iii U U U  p i U D U U U  G n i f l C t t l

hoafli- "*10 ^oar Daily Neivs topped tho report with tho 
me—“ Christianising of China.” But what, after

success of China at the present critical

all, does the Government’s request amount to ? Let us 
look at the text of this document:—

“ Prayer is requested for the National Assembly now in 
Session, for the newly-established Government, for the 
President yet to be elected, for the constitution of the 
Republic, that the Government may be recognised by the 
Powers, that peace may reign within our country, that 
strong, virtuous men may be elected to office, that the 
Government may be established upon a strong foundation.

“ Upon receipt of this telegram, you are requested to 
notify all Christian Churches in your province that April 
the 27th has been set aside as a day of prayer for the 
nation. Let us all take part."

This was sent to Catholic and Protestant bodies alike. It 
is simply another evidence of that spirit of toleration for 
which China has always been distinguished. “ Let all take 
part ”—that is tho key-note of the appeal. If there is any 
good in prayer, let us have the benefit of it all round.

The very language of this document, apart altogether 
from its distribution, shows that it is not specially addressed 
to Christians. Tho Celestials know quite enough about 
Christian history, and Christian practice, to be aware that 
Christian prayers are not specially likely to secure the 
election of “ strong, virtuous men ” to office. Would any
body in his right senses imagine that this description could 
apply to our own House of Commons?

In the leaderette it devotes to the matter, tho dear Daily 
Netvs suggests that the Christian nations should show China 
a better example of Christian virtue. Good! But why 
doesn’t our contemporary make a beginning in that line 
itself? It has so little r gard for common veracity that it 
represents the Chinese Government's appeal as addressed 
exclusively to the Christians. What was it that Herder 
said ? Christian veracity deserves to rank with Punic faith

Tho Christian policy is plain. If the Republic weathers 
this religious storm without any serious accidents, it 
will be looked upon as a direct answer to prayer; 
but if it gets on the rocks and is seriously damaged, 
if not utterly smashed, it will ba regarded as a sign 
either that the prayers were faulty, or that China’s day 
of grace has not yet arrived. In either case, a desperate 
attempt will bo made to convince tho Chinese that their 
only hopo of individual and national salvation lies in their 
wholeheartedly embracing tho Christian religion, which, in 
reality, is the vainest of all hopes.

Sir Robertson Nicoll is in tears because “ a savage lust 
for talk ” has taken possession of tho Nonconformist 
Churches. The charge is quite true, but weeping over it 
will do no good. Tho truth ig, that talking is the only thing 
loft for the Churches to do. All othor privileges they havo 
lost; but the privilege of talking at large, being a compara
tively harmless exercise, is still theirs. Hence the great 
multitude of conferences here, there, and everywhere, with 
infinito floods of nonsensical talk. Nearly all tho talkers 
are professionals; talking is their trade. Sir William thinks 
they ought to stay at home and work, instead of wasting 
their time at conferences; but they are wasting their time 
anyhow. Tho Churches aro dying, in spito of all attempts 
to rovivify them ; and so what can the poor parsons do but 
talk ? ___

Tho British WcMyhtis been inviting a correspondence on 
the subject of “ What are the Main Elements in Your 
Unhappiness?” Tho editor observes that “ Religious 
reasons for unhappinoss aro the most numerous.” Wo are 
not at all surprised, and the editor’s discovery has an 
interesting bearing on the claim of tho amount of happiness 
roligion confers on people. Tho truth is that the more 
sensitive and the bettor the nature, the less likely is religion 
to confer a peaceful and lasting serenity of mind. Coarse 
and brutal natures aro far more likely to find happiness in 
this direction. And it is a striking fact that tho really bettor 
typos of religionists havo very often, if not usually, found 
their reasons for exaltation followed by periods of acuto 
depression, and have dwelt as fervently upon their torments 
and doubts and unhappiness as upon their religious joys. 
And the curious thing is that tho unhappiness caused by 
religion is purely artificial. It is a product of the belief 
that is supposed to confer happiness. Whon people write 
that their unhappiness is caused by doubts and fears of 
Christ’s existence, by doubts as to the existence or provi
dence of God, we aro not dealing with sources of unhappiness 
which arise from the unavoidable conditions of existence, and 
aro so far inescapable; wo aro dealing with beliefs that aro 
a product of misguided education, and which for a really 
healthy mind would havo no existence. It is religion that 
provides the element of unhappiness in such casos, and the
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better the man the more he is exposed to its incidence. 
That is why we find the coarse-featured, coarse-natured 
evangelist shrieking about his happiness in Christ, and the 
finer and more refined character sorrowfully confessing to 
the doubts and pains brought about by his religious con
victions.

The Rev. R. Marks has a wonderfully ingenious mind. 
The other evening he delivered a lecture at the All Saints’ 
School, Burton-on-Trent, the subject being “ The Great 
Pyramid of Egypt.” According to the Burton Daily Mail 
for April 11, the rev. gentleman described this pyramid as 
“ a wonderful astronomical monument,” and also as “ a 
witness to the Bible truth.” All modern Egyptologists are 
convinced that all the pyramids, without a single exception, 
are tombs of royal and august personages. Only a man of 
consummate inventive genius could find in them any 
witness, direct or indirect, to the truth of the Bible. But 
Mr. Marks’ genius is inexhaustible. To him the Great 
Pyramid is not only 11 a wonderful astronomical monument,” 
not only “ a witness to the Bible truth,” but also a storehouse 
of lessons to “ our nation.” We congratulate the reverend 
gentleman upon his apologetic ingenuity and prophetic 
skill, and we envy the Burtonians their great intellectual 
treat.

If we are to judge from an article in the Christian World 
by Mr. H. M. Wallis, who writes from Sofia, the world has 
seriously misjudged the Allied forces in the Balkans. Their 
course has generally been marked by forbearance, and 
appeals to the good sense of the conquered Moslem pea
santry. Thus, in one village, after peace had been made 
with the villagers, “ the victors insisted on baptising their 
vanquished neighbors and removing the womon’s veils. 
That was the extent of the reprisals, save that a few old 
grudges were worked off, and a man or two killed.” In 
another village only three were killed, and the Bulgarians 
“ passed on without burning, plundering, or ravishing.” 
More than this, they were touchingly anxious for the 
spiritual salvation of the conquered. “ Let us try persua
sion,” they said. So a committee made an appeal to the 
Moslems. “ The hearers knew the appeal was honeBt, well- 
meant, and kindly.” The two or three who protested 
" were told to go home if they did Dot want a thrashing.” 
Then the whole village came to “ running water,” and was 
baptised. The women—Christian women—then went into 
the houses and the “ womenkind were talked over.” At 
another village, where those who “ dreaded the coming of 
the schoolmaster, and enlightenment, and Christian ways,” 
protested, “ they were warned, and then beaten.” After 
that, more conversions. But, on the whole, quite a bene
ficent proceeding. The Christian World says that Mr. 
Wallis is “ anxious to speak up for his friends.” He appears 
to have done so.

Meanwhile we note that other pictures of the amiable 
Allies continue to appear. Thus, in a letter to the Daily 
Chronicle, Mr. E, N. Bennett writes :—

“ The lives and properties of Moslems would appear to be 
outside the ethics of some of our Liberals nowadays. The 
infamous massacres perpetrated in Macedonia and Albania 
by the Christian Allies, the unprecedented claim of the con
querors to take possession of the private property of the 
conquered, the refusal of the Montenegrins to convey to 
Essad Pasha the orders of the Porte for the departure of the 
non-combatant population of Scutari—scarcely a voice is 
raised in England in condemnation of these things.”

If Mr. Bennett will read Mr. Wallis’s article he will see how 
grievously he has misjudged the Christian Allies. Why, 
whole villages rushed to be baptised 1 And does not that 
prove the kindly nature of the methods used ? True, one 
or two were killed, and a few beaten, but such things will 
happen over a disturbed area.

Mr. A. E. Fletcher, once the Christian Socialist editor of 
the Daily Chronicle, and now the writer of “ Notes on New 
Books” in Reynolds', labors under tho notion—which is odder 
than odd in this case—that Secularism and Freethought are 
low “ materialistic” things except when they spell them
selves “ Rationalist.” Ho also labors under the notion that 
ho understands Shelloy, whom ho regards as a Christian 
Socialist too—or, to be still more precise, a Fletcherito. 
Last week he had occasion to quote four lines from Shelley, 
though it is not quite clear that ho know the lines were 
Shelley’s. This is how he managed the quotation:—

line was sheer carelessness or vulgar impudence. There 
are twenty good reasons against beginning the line with 
“ We,” but the strongest reason of all is that Shelley wrote 
“ And.” The difference between the two words in this 
position is immense ; all the difference, in fact, apart from 
elegance of composition, between the music of the skylark, 
siDging out of sight in the blue heaven, and the creak of a 
cartwheel in a country lane below. Mr. Fletcher tempts us 
to quote another great poet. It was Coleridge who, after 
noting a certain emendation proposed in Shakespeare’s text 
by one of his commentators, exclaimed “ What a noble pair 
of ears the worthy Theobald must have h ad ! ”

Lord Alfred Douglas told the court in the recent libel case 
that in the days when he wrote certain articles, etc., used 
against him he “ really had no religion at all,” but for “ two 
years past he had been a Catholic.” What was he, we 
should liko to know, when he took to crusading in the 
Academy against the Freethinker, and bombastically calling 
upon Messrs. Smith & Son to cease selling it ? His attitude 
and his language were pious enough, anyhow. Then as 
now, also, he had too little common sense and too much 
self-esteem.

In the Lord Mayor’s Court the other day (see Daily 
Mirror, April 18) the judge refused to hear the evidence of 
a boy because he was not taught about God. More know
ledge, and perhaps more sense, might have satisfied the 
judge that the boy would make an exceptionally go0ii 
witness. It was a wiser judge than this one who, when a 
K.C. was browbeating a youthful witness who wa3 badly 
posted up in the matter of theology, and inquiring whether 
he knew where boys who tell falsehoods go to when they 
die, stopped the nonsense by saying from tho bench, “ I’m 
sure I  don't know : do you?"

The Rev. Dr. Campbell Morgan cannot name the hour or 
place of his new birth, but he knows whom he has believed. 
Many people think they know when they don’t. Further
more, it is sheer nonsense to talk about knowing an object 
of belief. No doubt Dr. Morgan sincerely believes in Jesn8 
Christ, and he has trained, disciplined, and prayed himsei* 
into the feeling that he knows him ; but all genuine know
ledge is intellectual, not emotional. Religious experience 
never yields knowledge, because it is experience not of actu» 
realities, but of those objects which aro realities only ia 
faith. Why is Christ’s saving power dependent upon faith 
Simply because apart from faith it is non-existent, h* 
Christ himself. Let Christ prove his existence and hi 
power by snatching an unbelieving brand from tho burning 
and the whole world will be at his foet in no tim o; but h 
has never done it, and novor will do it.

The Rev. A. C. Hill, of North London, is profoundly eag^ 
to preserve tho Christian Sabbath. It is not as a day 0 
rest and recreation, however, that he is so anxious to ha 
it perpetuated, but as a day set apart for public worship' 
Being a conductor of public worship, ho naturally ^ IDj0 
highly of its merits. It is a custom that induces people 
be serious, conduces to reflection upon lifo, and teaches 
“ to be quiet whilo someone else is speaking.” To ° 
thinking, those aro spurious merits, existing only in *.  ̂
Hill’s imagination. Then ho assures us that “ tho men w .j 
are engaged in promoting it [public worship] are not aR g 
of their competitors.” “ The picture palace and ,, 
museum, the art gallery and the park, do not frighten u ^g 
he tells us. But, if they only want “ a fair field and^e 
favor,” why do they uso all their resources to have ^  
picture palaces closed on Sundays ? Why did they  ̂
strenuously oppose the opening of public libraries a , llBt 
galleries on their parade-day ? And why do they 0 ¿¡ou 
their eloquence in bitter denunciation of the least sugg08 
of Sunday theatres and music-halls ? It is becauso 
are afraid of competition, being well awaro that in c0 ^ 
tition they would certainly go to the wall.

The Church Times announces “ with regret ” th0 b®9 
the Bishop of Richmond. Unless tho Church lat°
room for doubt as to the ultimato destination of “ j cp»r- 
Bishop, we fail to see the reason for “ regrot ” at h'S 
turo. From a Christian point of viow the Bishop s 
ought to express pleasure at his translation.

“ We look before and after,
We pine for what is n ot;
Our sincerest laughter 
With some pain is fraught.”

It was shockingly bad taste to emit tho lovely last lino of 
the stanza:—“ Our sweetest songs are those that tell of 
saddest thought.” But tffe falso rendering of the second

A centenarian named Perkins, who has boon ^ 0ry 
seventy years, has been the recipient of a congra  ̂ tb0 
message from the King, in which he is informed ^¡ly 
event is “ almost a unique record.” His Maj68"  ̂ ptcSgl 
Biblo reading, of which we hear so much in t ^¡ttreb9, 
evidently has not yet extended to the lives of the Pa
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements
(Lectures suspended till the Autumn.)

To Correspondents.

President' s H onorarium F und, 1913.—Previously acknowledged, 
*115 Os. 5d. Received since :—Elizabeth Adams, £2 2 s .; 
W- Wells (per H. Saill), 5s.; H. E. Voigt, 5s.; T. A. 
Matthews, £ 1 .

Mbs. Morrison.—We are sorry in one way to hear of your 
husband’s death, for though it was probably a great release to 
h'm, the survivors cannot but feel the blow of bereavement 
when it falls. We are glad to know that our small act of con
sideration in sending him the Freethinker weekly when he could 
no longer afford to pay for it brightened so many of his weary 
hours. We are also glad to know that the note we published 
brought him help from other quarters. And we add your 
address now, in case anyone should feel moved to “ remember 
"he widow and the fatherless in their affliction ” :—Bonnie 
Burn Cottage, Bonnyhill, Bonnie Bridge, N.B.
■ W igo (New Zealand).—Thanks for your interesting and 
encouraging letter. It is pleasant to learn that your own 
efforts have increased the number of our readers in your 
locality from three to twenty-four. We are glad to hear also 
of the “ powerful propaganda” carried on there during the 
last eighteen months by Mr. H. Scott Bennett, some time 
M.P. for Ballarat in the Victorian legislature. We note that 
one of your vivid recollections of the old country, which you 
left more than thirty years ago, is hearing us lecture in 
London. Also that the late article on “ Charles Southwell” 
was much appreciated by yourself and your fellow readers. 
Uzibeth Adams.—Thanks for your “ very best wishes.” To 

^Bome extent we think they may be realised.
• J. W ildes.—Haven’t you seen in the Freethinker that Mr.

oote has been very ill? The “ Globe” Shakespeare would 
(fleet your case, but the type is vory small. There is an edition 
in three one shilling volumes in tho “ Everyman’s Library.”
1 you want Shelley’s prose as well as his verse you could get 

' at a feasible price only in Shepherd’s edition in five volumes.
bicer.”—We are obliged for your trouble in sending us the 
Bticle, but wo are afraid that we cannot bother about the Rev. 

^aldron on such a subject as “ Personality.” When such 
en gain prominent positions they are useful chiefly as illus- 

U ALons of the dearth of mental ability in the Churches.
' _ • Voigt.—We quite understand that it was not possible, 

°n if it would have been wise, to confine the 8unday Athletic 
ob? ' -*° b'reothinkers. With regard to the difficulty of

paining tho Freethinker while travelling, we would gladly 
9 'flt from time to time a list of newsagents who supply it, but 
c°mPi.liflg such a list is a very great difficulty. We do not 
. me *n contadt, in the way of business, with many local news- 
Wnts. Our business is mainly done with the wholesale agents 

110° ?nPply “ the trade.” And we have met with a vory 
B ^'^aotory response when wo have asked our readers to 
^  “ 08 the names and addresses of their own newsagents, 

ji ® ^ay make another attempt presently.
Nev'n ^EBKINS writes: “ I hope Mr. Foote is well again, 
ally °r WaS b̂ere flaore need for such outspoken sincerity as he 
jpre&y.a. exemplifies. I should like to see the circulation of the 
I*flt T n̂ Cr ex*’ended to equal that of the London daily papers, 
lect . SUPP08° that will never be until enough money for 

E ^ UrinS and educational work is forthcoming.”
Poor Much obliged, but is it worth while returning to the 

p feature ? Many thanks for cuttings.
’̂ALr"—Much obliged for cuttings.

OvpI(,o ETn Lechmere.—You will see that your wish is gratified, 
hento Pre88ure of space, answers to sovoral correspondents are

W e °Ver Until next week-
2 for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 

L* °'vcastlo-streot, Farringdon-strcet, E.C.
reach 2 Newcastle-strcet, Farringdon- 

by first post Tuesday, or they will not bestr?*? l°"ckh must 
insert^-0” b? fira
EonV°r b*era ûro should be sent to the Shop Manager of the 
Bud ,b>r0S8’ 2 Newcastle-stroot, Farringdon-street, E.C., 

‘° the Editor-
m £ { tldnk' r w'll be forwarded diroct from the publishing 
fatBa ° any part of the world, post free, at the following
^Aflths qPa'd :—One year, 10s. fid. ; half year, 5s. 3d. ; three 

8* «is. 8d.

Sugar Plums.

^Aiq have4 °tlier N. S. S. Branches should by this
t Agates + Conference arrangements well in hand.
0 MiS8 y„° ‘bo Conference should forward their credentials 

^t0Perly without delay, so that their cards may be
Eflcurijjg Athenticated. Visitors requiring assistance iu 

Vane accomKiodation while in London should writo 
3  who will do her best to meet their require- 

3®  for w i-ei ?̂ a.Ba of accommodation and the length of 
** Member *S Te‘lu‘red must be stated. Tho Secretary 

s of the Executive will be present at tho Bay

Malton Hotel, 160 Great Portland-street, W. (within three 
minutes’ walk of Queen’s Hall), on the Saturday evening 
before the Conference (May 10), at 8 o’clock, to receive 
visitors and delegates.

Mr. Forbes Phillips, the vicar of Gorleston, near Great 
Yarmouth, is known as an unconventional clergyman, and 
he was never more so than in writing the following postcript 
to a letter to our publishing office:—

“ I hope Mr. Foote is steadily improving in health. I do 
not agree with all his opinions, but I do admire his honesty 
of purpose, and his grit. Perhaps you will convey to him 
my sympathy and my hope that the enforced rest may mean 
more life. After all men like machines must have a rest 
sometime.”

We feel that we are breaking no confidence in printing 
these sentences, for this is not the first time that Mr. Phillips 
has openly expressed himself to the same effect.

Mr. Foote has paid his first visit to the office to-day 
(Tuesday). But he is not quite able to resume the editorial 
chair yet, and he continues his thanks to Mr. Cohen for 
continuing to occupy it.

Mr. J. T. Lloyd lectures twice to-day (April 27), afternoon 
and evening, at the Alexandra Hall, Islington-square, 
Liverpool. We hope the local “ saints ” will rally round 
him in strong force.

Members of the Glasgow N. S. S. Branch are requested to 
note that their Annual Business Meeting takes place at 
12 noon to-day (April 27). A full attendance is most 
desirable. The Branch has held no meetings for some time 
owing to the hall it used on Sundays being burnt out with 
the premises in which it was situated. Even the members’ 
list was destroyed in tho fire. Members will therefore see 
the importance of this netice. To-day's meeting takes place 
at the Ramshorn Rooms, 122 Ingram-streot.

Mr. E. Morris Young is lecturing to-day (April 27) at the 
Secular Sunday School, Pole-lane, Failaworth. He has 
come over to the Freethought platform from the Anglican 
pulpit.

Tho course of lectures hold at the Stratford Town Hall 
was brought to a successful conclusion on Sunday evening 
last with a lecture from Miss Rough. A few questions were 
asked, but there was no regular opposition. The audiences 
have been good throughout the course, and the local Branch 
naturally regrets that a longer course of lectures was not 
possible.

A South African roader of the Freethinker, who has been 
spending most of his time for soveral months in travelling 
and voyaging, hastens on his return homo to renew his 
acquaintance with this journal and set himself right with it 
financially. “ I have admired your journal vory greatly 
indeed,” he writes, 11 over since I first got it, but I nevor 
really appreciated lion much till I found out how keenly I 
missed it during my life on the ocean wave.”

Our readers may romembor an excellent notice of Mr. 
Foote's “ Merodith ” article in the English Review for 
March, which wo reproduced from tho columns of the 
Daily Herald. Soon aftorwards we received a review oopy 
from tho Herald office of a collection of cartoons by Will 
Dyson (price sixpence), but wo fell ill just then and we have 
only just boon able to givo the matter attention—in the 
hope that it is bettor late than never. Tho cartoons are 
powerful, and novel to English taste, boing the work of a 
young Australian from the “ black-and-white ” school of the 
Sydney Bulletin. They deal with all sorts of social and 
political topics, with which wo have no special concern in 
the Freethinker. But there is one cartoon, at least, to 
which wo may call special attention. It is entitled “ Cross 
and Crescent—Turkey, 1912.” A typical Turk is nailed up 
on a Cross, bleeding at tho hands and feet, and with 
collapsing body and drooping head, weighed down by 
intolerable misery. Birds of prey are waiting to devour his 
flesh, and underneath wo catch tho gleam of bayonets and 
the fluttering flag of Christ. ” And the meok shall inhorit 
tho earth,” is the apt quotation clinching the meaning and 
moral of the picture. That one cartoon is worth tho price 
of tho whole collection.

In recognition of the many years’ faithful service to the 
Freethought cause in Birmingham, the friends and admirers 
of Mr. J. Partridge are presenting him with a testimonial on 
Sunday evening (April 27) at a meeting to bo held in the 
King’s Hall, Corporation-street, at 7 o’clock. There will be 
speeches delivered in the course of tho proceedings, with 
other arrangements that will make the evening a pleasant one.
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The Clamor Against Portugal.

The Times and the Daily Mail,* together with a 
number of other journals in this country, have just 
given a large mead of publicity to a sensational 
“ Appeal to British Publio Opinion ” by the Duchess 
of Bedford. The appeal, on the face of it, is 
evidently a grossly exaggerated statement of affairs 
—I cannot say facts. For instance, we are told that 
in Portugal “ spies are in every household ”—a self- 
evident over - statement, at least, and a highly 
improbable, and practically impossible, condition of 
affairs, even if the friends of the Portuguese 
monarchy and of the Portuguese Church could take 
the country back to the times of King Carlos, or 
the good old days when the Inquisition ruled 
Portugal with an even firmer hand than that which 
it spread out to destroy Spain.

Two statements in this appeal are open to grave 
suspicion. First, take what is said in reference to 
the political prisoners in Portugal (these belong to 
two categories; actual rebels taken arms in hand 
when fighting and plotting against the established 
Republican regime ; and, secondly, the priests guilty 
of infractions of the law with reference to the 
conditions of neutrality imposed in the conduct of 
hierophantic exercises). We are told that “ convic
tions are determined beforehand; false witnesses 
can be had for the asking; an acquittal might be 
followed by murder.’’ As to this, it is hard to believe 
that the lamented Pigott, so dear to the heart of the 
Times which is now ventilating this highly colored 
appeal, has sprung up afresh in Portuguese soil, and 
multiplied his progeny in the interests of a Repub
lican form of government. The other statement is 
one the credibility of which will certainly not be 
aooepted without scrutiny, and certainly not on the 
strength of a bare assertion, from whomsoever it 
may emanate. “ It is well known ”—we are told— 
“ that judges repair from the provinces to Lisbon to 
receive their orders before passing sentences.’’ Who 
knows this? Does Dame Rumor say so ? If the faots 
can speak, then why are they kept in the background ? 
All this smacks too evidently of partisanship. Fancy 
some Portuguese Suffragette writing in O Mundo that 
English judges repaired to London before passing 
sentence on the “ Votes for Women” prisoners! One 
exaggeration is not more feasible or crediblo than the 
other.

Then there is the declaration that “ since the fall 
of the monarchy the clergy belong to a doomed 
class.” Well, the Church has been disestablished 
and disendowed, but the present holders of sacer
dotal offices and endowments have been permitted, 
on conditions that presuppose their acceptance of 
the existing form of Government, to retain a life 
interest in their respective jobs. Unless the faithful 
come to their assistance later on and maintain the 
Altar and its ministers by free will offerings, 
certainly the “ class ” will be doomed, like any other 
class of publio caterers and entertainers, sacred or
profane.

When we read that “ the chapel exists no more, 
and the name of God is forbidden,” one can only 
remark that the first member of the sentence is 
flagrantly impossible, for the chapels exist galore, 
and as to the second member, tho declaration has 
no meaning, and certainly has no real foundation. 
There is nothing to prevent a Portuguese from 
praising God to-day, all day long, in his own time 
and in his own plaoo.

As regards the complaints made of the rigors of 
prison treatment accorded to the political prisoners,
I am, quite frankly, not inclined to believe that 
prison accommodation in Portugal, after two years of 
a Republic, is as spacious and humane as an ideal penal 
administration would demand, nor am I concerned 
to defend any proved injustice or harshness of treat
ment, even against tho conspirators of reaction and

superstition who form the majority of those on 
whoae behalf the appeal is made. When the in
flamed language of the aristocratic article tells ns 
that “ the Republic has definitely undertaken the 
extinction of the Christian faith, and the children in 
the national schools are. decorated with a little 
badge bearing the words ‘ No God, no religion,’ ” a" 
this (apart from the legendary little badge) only 
means that education has been made secular; that 
the priest has been left outside the school precincts ; 
that religion has been relegated to its proper 
sphere as a voluntary “ extra ” to be provided not by 
the State but by the parent, or by those directly 
paid and appointed by him out of his own pocket for 
that purpose.

The Daily Mail, of course, puts its approving 
imprimatur upon the appeal. It tells us that the 
Portuguese Republicans “ are maintaining their 
rule by a system of more than mediaeval inquisition. 
This, of course, is blatant editorial bunkum. If the 
editor had read a soore or more verbatim acoounts 
of mediaeval inquisitorial trials he would probably 
moderate the violence of his senseless exaggeration. 
The Daily Mail demands, with threats of armed in
tervention and all kinds of pains and penalties, the 
release of the political prisoners—a demand that 
would smack loss of the bully if addressed to Russi^i 
where political prisoners are many and unfriended. 
“ There must,” says the Daily Mail “ be an iminedi- 
ate amnesty for political prisoners ”—a quite excel
lent doctrine which the Daily Mail might al®,0 
address to our own Government as affecting “ politi
cals,” whether in England, Egypt, or India; 
might also be addressed to Spain, Italy, Austria, Russf »> 
and Germany; but perhaps it is safer, less hero®» 
and more easily befitting the imperial swagger of 
the Imperialist soul if addressed, as in the present 
case, exclusively to Portugal. ,

I am writing to Portugal for full particulars and 
explanations of faots concerning these ducal docu
ments, and have entreated the friends of the presen 
regime to make a full disclosure and an ample repar" 
ation if any proved wrong has been inflicted. Already» 
since these lines were written, 0 Mundo (Lisbon» 
April 11) has commenced a series of articles r0‘ 
futing the Daily Mail asseverations. I hope, la^er 
on, to return to this subject armed with ®°r® 
reliable data than the uncorroborated ipse dixits 0 
the Duchess of Bedford. WILLIAM HeafORD.

The Eternal Priestess.—II.

(<Concluded from p. 253.)
TnE Christian world does not have, and never o»b 
have, so long as it founds its dogmas upon the Bib ’ 
the idea and conception of the absolute e9oaAJ', 
between tho sexes. Such was tho teaohing of 1 , 
Bible. The early Christian Fathers elaborated n 
emphasised those teachings; they carried tbera 
th e ir logical conclusions. They said, “ W oman is 1 ,
mother of sin and the door of hell.” “ They j 

She was subordinate and unolean by nature; ” * 
she was a necessary evil; that marriage was an 0 , 
but permitted as necessary for tho perpetuation 
the raco; that it could only be solemnised by. (| 
Church, because the Church, by its act of official^ J  
lessened tho inherent evil of marriage. ^ e°ac]j, 
Paul had said she was to keep silent in the Cbnf 
woman was not permitted to join in the siD& ^g 
One of the offences charged against tho Dug001? .r 
was that they permitted their women to sing 
religious services. On St. Bartholomew’s Day ^  
thousand men, women, and children were PoC 0{ 
death—for what? For the enormous crim0 
women singing in churohes. ^ 0

The early Fathers did not allow a woman to ^ gi 
with ungloved hands the communion bread-  ̂ 0f 
touch would pollute the body of Christ. So® 
the Church Fathers contended that wow»11 >v£la 
neither reason nor a soul. They held that sbo* See Daily Mail of April 7 and other journals passim.
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maIÛ erme^ a*ie be*a&’ on a plane between brute and
Prom these teachings, there could come, there has 

c?rne, but one deplorable result, the utter subjuga- 
îon of woman through the Christian oenturies. 
Neither her reason, nor her conscience, nor her will 
Were ber own. If she was married, her reason, her 
conscience, her person, her property, her children, 
?, Were her husband’s. They went so far as to say 
bat the ohildren to whom a mother had given birth 

wcre not related to the mother—they were related 
solely to the father. Under those teachings the 
osband had the right of life and death over his wife, 
he tired of her, he could put her out of the way, or 

‘re an assassin to do it. Husbands sold their 
aoghters, sometimes brothers sold their sisters; 

j^oman was a chattel, a wife was an “ unhallowed 
bing.” Her subjeotion by the oivil and the eccle

siastical law became complete. It has not been 
%  years; it has not been twenty-five years—the 

Qay has not arrived yet in some parts of this land, 
here woman stands on an even and equal plane of 

°l an^ Poetical rights.
"he old idea of inferiority and subordination of 

Ionian is in the blood of the Christian world. With 
8Qch ideas regarding woman, it was but an easy and 
a logical step to the development of the oelibate 
Priesthood. The Roman Church worked long and 
arduously to establish that. It waB not accepted 
boiversally by the Church until the fourteenth 
century. Until that time Roman Catholic priests, 
a® a rule, were married men. When that doctrine 
™as finally enforced, every priest was compelled to 
arn his wife and children as beggars out in the 
Greets, while all of his and her possessions reverted 
c the Church. Women of wealth and possessions 
ore impelled by the Church to renounce the world 

bbd enter the convents, in order that their property 
"bight revert to the Church. With the celibacy of 
be priesthood came immeasurable immorality. The 
eiibate was a reprobate. In the centuries that 
“•lowed, Europe reached a degree of depravity, an 
normity of crime, a hideousnoss of disease, 

Paralleled nowhere in the annals of any people 
"bee the writing of history began. The testimony 
1 historians in these matters is uniform and 

explicit. So great was the moral corruption of the 
Pleats that the Church permitted them, after paying 
, tax to the Church, to keep concubines. They 
jb°bd ample authority and lofty precedent for this 

the blessed Bible. So infamous were the practices 
.those centuries that the mothers and sisters of 

P^ests were not permitted to live in the same house 
"th them. No ties of relationship were so sacred, 
“ bond of kinship so close as to protect a woman. 

, b“re was no respect by anyone, clerical or political, 
Pth or low, for woman as woman.
When the serf of the feudal lord took to himself a 

v. the feudal lord under an old law olaimed the 
JbJ3 for his own.

eff 6 are reaPln8 the harvest. Ideas persist in their 
®°t8 after they themselves have been abandoned.

,, Christian dogmas have dishonored and degraded
.jj,6. "bothers of the race. I hope not to appear in- 

erent or callous to crime. I hope not to be
j^bbted unmindful of the shame and the disgrace of 
that ’ -  Ufc- * k°PG 11)6 clearly understood when I say
both-n°tb»ng we can do in the red-light district, 
Pm that we can amonS the ranks of the 
aruj8ef*bed, will have any other effect than to “ skin 
bJin’ m ul°ei'on8 places, while rank corruption 
<}e Ing all within infects unseen.” We must strike 
Co P?r. than at the symptoms or the superficial 
0 "«“ns. We must have more to do with the
"bust h anc* less the consequences. Woman
bQ e be r.G8tored to her original status. Man must 
seif • ane*Pated from the superstition that be bim- 
iu f.^8 first or superior in the order of nature or
abyth~ aiSht of God. We are not giving woman 
*baki We have nothing to give. We are not 

the
benefioiary of our masculine 

. —»or. We are simply endeavoring to restore 
r the rights, liberties, and jnstice that have

been taken from her, and through the deprivation of 
which she has been crushed and disgraced. The 
restoration to woman of the heritage of which she 
has been robbed involves first her economic freedom 
and equality. If she does the same work that a 
man does, and does it as well, then she is to receive 
the same wages. And if she works at all for any 
wages, she must be assured of a decent living wage. 
Temptations will throng her p a th ; without and 
within there will be dangers to encounter and foes 
to face. Let not those temptations be made tragic 
by privation and poverty. She must be absolutely 
free and equal with man in all oivil and political 
rights, privileges, and responsibilities. It is not a 
question of expediency or sentiment. It is a question 
of simple jnstice—let us say, of two-fold justice, of 
justice to the woman, of justice to the man. No 
part of the race can subjeot another part without 
injuring itself. Master and slave descend together 
—woman must be freed from religion. She must 
be emancipated from the Church. She must be 
rescued from the priest. I am not saying that 
woman must be irreligious, or non-religious. I am 
saying that if she is religious at all, it must be by 
virtue of her own reason, her own convictions, and 
for her reason and her conscience and her faith she 
must depend on no authority save that of her own 
reason.

It is a matter of amazement that woman is not 
worse than she is. Consider what the Church has 
been to her. Think of the auricular confession. If 
woman will have religion, let her think it out. Let 
her not ask, as Paul said, “ her husband.” Let her 
not ask, as the Church says, “ the priest.” She must 
get and keep her own intellectual self-respect. If 
there are to be priestly confessors, then let there be 
women confessors for women. There never was a 
more formidable conspiracy against womanhood than 
that involved in a celibate priesthood and aurioular 
confession.

When woman asserts her right to herself, to her 
own reason and conscience, and acoepts the responsi
bility; when woman is capable of looking any priest 
in the world in the face and telling him to mind his 
own business,* then the emancipation of woman is at 
hand.

I believe in the nobility of man. I believe in the 
nobility of woman. I believe in equality, freedom 
and comradeship. I believe that the interests of 
man and woman are mutual in all things, civil, 
religious, political, and inseparably one. I believe 
mankind can advance only as man and woman, 
standing ereot and equal, side by side, mutually 
working, planning, achieving, and hoping, free, equal, 
unafraid, confident and glad, meet and greet the 
coming morning of the ever nobler day.

—Truthsecker (New York). J. E. R o b e r t s .

The Irony of So-Called Revelations.

TllE claim to bo a revelation from the supernatural is 
a characteristic common to all religions. Patriarch, 
priest, seer, and prophet of all times and places have 
claimed to have received visions from the gods in 
which mysterious things of alleged momentous im
portance to man were revealed. Bible and Koran 
are proclaimed sacred books because they contain 
such revelations. We propose, therefore, to examine 
this claim, and see to what extent the contention is 
valid. There is nothing absurd in the idea that man 
was made the recipient of a revelation. Nothing 
could ever be more rational and fitting, for he stood 
in need, not only of one, but of many revelations. 
From the lowest rung of his nature to the highest— 
from his advent till now—he has always been 
destined, through lack of knowledge, to a heritage 
of suffering. This predicament is unique to the 
human raoe; for out of the million species of 
sentient forms which now tenant the earth, none 
but man needs a revelation, and none but man could
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nse it if he had it. The birdB of the air, the beasts 
of the field, the fish of the sea, and all creeping 
things possess the sure instinct that guides to life, 
detects danger, and avoids death. But man is prac
tically bereft of these internal guides, and therefore 
needs to be taught and piloted from without. He 
wanted someone to point out to him—that is, to 
reveal to him—how to avoid those paths that would 
imperil his life, or would involve it in much suffering.

It is true that he had awakened to self-conscious
ness, and had become a rational being; but reason 
without knowledge is power of locomotion in dark
ness—the possession of feet without light to show 
one where he can plant them with safety. That was 
the pitiable condition of man for upwards of a 
million years—a plight that made the need of a 
revelation both desperate and tragio.

In urgency of want, in pitiableness of destitution, 
and in intensity of suffering man’s predicament 
resembled that of Hagar and her child when sent 
forth by Abraham to wander in the wilderness of 
Beersheba. The little water provided in her bottle 
was exhausted, and, as the sandy desert stretched 
away in all directions to the far horizon, there was 
no means within ken of having it replenished. The 
two tales are wonderfully alike in their beginnings ; 
are they also alike in their endings ? That is our 
inquiry. We are told that an Angel of God called 
out from heaven to Hagar and drew her attention to 
a well that was close by. Did the like ever happen 
to man ? Were his eyes ever opened to behold wells 
of urgent knowledge gurgling forth at his side at 
which he could quench his dying thirsts ? To convey 
a very brief summary of the answer supplied to 
this question by man’s own story is our present 
task.

Let us therefore pass in review the various channels 
through which any relief has ever come to him, be 
it in respect to his organio cravings, to his social 
needs, or to the hungers and thirts of his mental 
and moral nature, with a view to finding out whether 
their source was in heaven or on the earth. I 
propose to take them in the order of their evolution. 
His organio wants will therefore come in for first 
consideration.

1. Now, the lion of his bodily cravings is hunger. 
To have a continuous supply of food is the premier 
of the sine qud non conditions of his continued exist
ence ; yet for man the earth’s surface truly resembled 
a vast barren Beersheba with only a few oases, 
scattered here and there, where he could replenish 
his wants. But now, in the light of modern soienoe 
and industrial arts, we know that, as in the case of 
Hagar, the wells were close by. For Mother Earth 
is as bountiful in her supply of means to allay his 
hunger as she is to quench his thirst, if man were 
only supernaturally presented with the key which 
unlooked her larder. But alas! instead of being 
consoled and instructed by an angel, as in the legend, 
man was left, for untold scons, in his crass ignorance 
to eke out a miserable existence in cave and forest, 
and to subsist on any edible he chanced to find and 
which did not happen to poison him.

Until he stumbled upon the devioe of taming wild 
animals, and of converting the seeds of wild grasses 
into corn and bread, only few parts of the earth 
could, with any pretence or approach to plenty, 
provide for his daily wants—a faot which was the 
origin and the perennial cause of mutual hostility 
and of war.

I pass by the obvious moral obligation on the part 
of the gods to provide for man—whioh manifestly 
was their imperative and palpable duty if it were 
true that hunger and its pangs were implanted by 
them in his nature. For it is not man’s sufferings, 
however acute or unjust, that reveals the irony of 
the so-called revelations, but the tragic hollowness 
of the remedies with which the priest attempted to 
appease his wants. It invariably aimed at stupefying 
his sensibilities by stultifying his mind. What was, 
then, the revealed secret with which he claimed to 
be able to unlock the golden treasures of the soil ? 
Mirabile dictu ! It was the potency of occultism and

magic. Certain magical ceremonies had to be 
performed. And then—the crops would grow !

The priest, therefore, went forth to the fields, 
meadows, and vineyards, and blessed them in the 
name of the gods. He proclaimed, moreover, a 
national feast at sowing-time and harvest, and bade 
the people to celebrate them with great solemnity 
and awe. He further ordained that an impersonation 
of the earth-god should be annually slain, and that 
its blood should be poured over the soil to the 
accompaniment of incantation and magic gestures. 
At first the victim was a human being; but when 
man’s conscience became more enlightened and 
humanised, an animal was substituted. In this 
manner people were taught that priestly invocation, 
conjuration, and sacrifice were an Aladdin’s lamp 
with power to tap nature’s store of vital energy, and 
to cover land and meadow with corn and pasture, 
and to laden their trees with fruit. That is to say, 
it was through the agency of magic that revelation 
assisted man to allay his hunger. It is a patbetio 
example of asking for bread and receiving a stone.

2. But man had other physical needs besides 
hunger and thirst. He was naked, and yet was 
exposed to all the inclemency and fury of the seasons 
and the elements. Nature had provided him with 
neither a fur coat nor with a thatched shelter ; and 
what was still worse, he was not even endowed with 
the instinot or with the knowledge how to make 
them. Nevertheless, revelation never offered to 
teach this miserable, shivering wretch the arts of 
spinning, weaving, and building. He had to learn 
how to do these himself in the school of misery, 
suffering, and death.

But that negleot, though serious, is only a trivial 
charge compared to the wicked advantage the priest 
took of man’s sorrowful plight; for lo and behold • 
he meanly used it to exploit the emotions of f08f 
and terror to enthral the human mind. He taught 
them that nature’s giant forces were instruments i° 
the hands of the gods to punish mankind f°r 
negleoting its religious duties.

Having now prepared the soil by thus 
the human spirit, he brings forth from his super- 
natural armory the “ revealed ” brand of protection, 
and in the name of the gods he flings around “the 
exposed and the helpless ” the priestly mantle 0 
invocation and prayer as a magio shield against th0 
ruthless fury of the elements. That was the sol0 
function of prayer in its origin, and that has bee0 
its essence at all times. In faot, it was revelation fl 
panoply against all evils ; the priest therefore bad 
man to pray devoutly and fervently to the demo°8 
or divinities hidden in the forces or powers of natur0' 
or to the gods who controlled them, with a view 1 
soothe their spirits and oalm their rage.

Wo need not go to savage lands or saored books 0 
anoient times for exhibitions of this degrading sup011' 
stition ; it still survives in Catholic countries, a 
was pitifully displayed in South Italy in 1909, w°0^
that terrible earthquake occurred at Messina.
priest who preached in the Cathedral of TaornU0 
on the day of the earthquake told a crowded ooDgc°s 
gation that it was sent by God because no proparatie  ̂
had been made for keeping the feast of St. Pancra28¡ 
on the next day 1 How dreadful! How infamo0  ̂
Practically everybody throughout Calabria 1°° ¿ 
upon that catastrophe as a visitation from God, 0 
the people flocked to the ohurches to pray. . ¿ ’ 
prayer was the only shield ever devised by the VTiê e 
hood as a protection for impotent man against  ̂
deaf and pitiless powers of nature. Just tbm 
the irony of it. Prayer to the inexorable, 1 ¿ 
immutable, and eternally deaf! as a safe#08 
against their ravages. KeeiDoN-

(To be continued.)

AN ANECDOTE.
Boy: Can God do everything ?
Mother; Yes. e>
Boy: Can he hang a picture without a nail 1—Sp'16
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National Secular Society.

ANNUAL CONFERENCE.
Clavier Hall, Princes Street, Regent Street,

London, W.
Whit-Sunday, May 11, 1913.

Agenda.
Minutes of last Conference.

2l Executive’s Annual Report. By President.
Reception of Report.

4- Financial Report.
‘ Election of President.

Motion by Bethnal Green, North London, and 
Ringaland Branches:—

“ That Mr. G. W. Foote be re-elected President.” 
Election of Vice-Presidents.

(«) The following are nominated by the Executive 
*or re-olection : J. Barry, W. H. Baker, J. G. Bartram, 
E- Bowman, R. Chapman, Victor Charbonnel, E. A. 
Charlton, C. Cohen, W. W. Collins, H. Cowell, W. 
Davey. F. A. Davies, J. G. Dobson, II. G. Fathers, Leon 
Furnemont, T. Gorniot, John Grange, J. Hammond, W. 
Heaford, Eugeno Hins, S. L. Hurd, R. Johnson, Miss 
Rathleen B. Rough, W. Leat, J. T. Lloyd, A. B. Moss, 
•fames McGlashen, G. B. H. McCluskey, J. Neate, R. T. 
Nichols, J. Partridge, S. M. Peacock, C. Pegg, Mrs. M. 
E- Pegg, W. T. Pitt, C. G. Quinton. J. T. Ross, Miss 
Mary Ross, G. Roleffs, Mrs. Rolelis, Thomas Robertson, 
Victor Roger, S. Samuels, T. Shore, H. Silverstein, W. 
U- Spivoy, Miss Alma Stanley, Charles Steptoe, W. B. 
Thompson, T. J. Thurlow, John H. Turnbull, Miss 
E- M. Vance, F. E. Willis, C. J. Whitwell, Frederick 
Wood, G. White.

(&) Proposed by Executive : —
“ That Mr. T. H. Elstob and Mr. W. Dodd bo 

elected Vico-Presidents.”

10.

(c) Proposed by Mr. F. Wood :—
11 That Mr. Louis Brandes be elected Vice- 

President.”
Election of Auditors.
Motions by Birmingham Branch: —

(«) “ That one Sunday in the year be called the 
r Varies Bradlaugh Sunday, and that all Branches bo 
guested to arrange for lectures or readings to bo given 
earing on the life and teachings of Charles Bradlaugh, 
Jus perpetuating the memory of our lato great loador.”

^ (6) “ That all motions carriod at a Conference shall 
th in courso of tho throe months following

0 Conference, and a report stating tho progress mado 
sent to the Branch responsible for tho motion." 

ofion by Executive :—
Co ^ b’,B Conference protests against tho London County 
if utlcil’s deliberate and continuous effort to cripple, and 
sp , 0BB*kle destroy, the traditional right of public 
UnrT ■ an<̂  discussion in all parts of tho metropolis 
all °r I 8̂. control; and the Conference protests especi- 
bov a^a*n8t the moan attempt to injure advancod 
¿1 generally by a perfectly uncalled-for attempt to 
tion ^ em °f the immemorial right to make collec- 
tlje ? . °.r their funds within the limits—and only within 

*mits—of their permitted meetings.”
by Mr- c- c<>hen :_

activi/ 18 Conference deeply deplores the growing 
¡nc y the military spirit in Europe, and the ever- 
calig Sln*’ expenditure on preparations for war, and 
CharUi on Freethinkers everywhere—since the Christian

ll.

all iaV)03- at° 80 imPotent in the causo of peace—to do 
hatred mr F°wer to stem the tide of international envy, 
civil; aU<P malico> which is driving tho so-called 
M.,. nations on the abyss of mutual destruction.” 

Executive
to count Conforonce calls upon the Liberal Government 
or pr0fenancf  no more prosecutions for “ blasphemy ” 
f < di ai»ty ” (which are only persecutions of weak or 
^'gotryj ^ r°ethinkors for the gratification of Christian
Rll
PtOi abolishing

introduce, or allow time 
the odions laws under

for, a short 
which such

ieliuiP 8̂ aro still possible in a country that boasts of 
u8>ous freedom."

12. Motion by Mr. J. T. Lloyd:—
“ The Liberal Government having declared its inten

tion to deal with the Education question again in the 
early future, this Conference warns it that it has already 
failed three times in trying to settle the problem on 
Nonconformist instead of Church lines, and trusts that 
its next attempt will rise above all sectarian lines by 
proceeding upon the principle which is fair and just to 
all—the principle of Secular Education.”

13. Motion by Mr. G. W. Foote:—
“ That the N. S. S. be represented as far as possible 

at the forthcoming International Freethought Congress 
at Lisbon, partly as an encouragement to the Portu
guese Freethinkers who have taken such a great part in 
the recent work of progress in Portugal, and also as a 
protest against the malicious falsehoods so industriously 
circulated to their detriment by religious bigots and 
political schemers in England.”

14. Motion by West Ham Branch :—
“ That, in pursuance of the declaration made in the 

Society’s ‘ Immediate Practical Objects,’ namely, ‘ The 
Equalisation of the legal status of men and women, so 
that all rights may be independent of sexual distinc
tion,’ this Conference recognises universal adult suffrage 
as the most effective method of abolishing sex dis
qualification and of placing all citizens on an equal 
footing at the poll. It therefore expresses its sympathy 
with that movement.”

15. Motions by Kingsland Branch :—
(а) “ That an Organising Committee be appointed by 

the Executive, with power to confer with and advise 
London Branches when necessary.”

(б) “ That all Branches of the National Secular 
Society be invited to issue an annual record of their 
income and expenditure, together with the number of 
meetings held during the year, and that the Executive 
be instructed to avail itself of the material for the 
purpose of publishing an Annual Report of the Society's 
work.”

16. Motions by South Shields Branch : —
(a) “ That, in the opinion of this Conference, the 

Scholarship Scheme should be open to all bond fide 
mombers of tho N. S. S. without regard to the length of 
time during which they have been members ; and that 
all candidates shall pledgo themselves to work for the 
objects and principles of the Society if successful.”

(b) “ That public demonstrations be arranged in 
such places and districts where, from various local 
causes tho Freethought movement is not making satis
factory progress."

17. Motion by Mr. W. Heaford :—
“ That this Conference welcomes the proposed ex

change of visits between London and Paris Freethinkers, 
and instructs the Executive to take whatever steps it 
may find necessary to bring the proposal to a successful 
issue."

This Conforonce will sit in Clavier Hall, Princes-street, 
Regent-street; the morning session lasting from 10.30 to 
12.30, and the afternoon session from 2 30 to 4 30. Both 
are purely business meetings. Only members of the N. S. S. 
can speak and vote. A public meeting will be held in the 
evening at 7 o’clock in tho Queen's (Minor) Hall, Langham- 
placo, W. The President will occupy the chair on all three 
occasions. A luncheon for delegates and visitors is in 
course of arrangement, particulars of which will bo supplied 
at the Conference.

By order of the Executive,
G. W. F oote, President.
E. M. Vance, Secretary.

AN EPITAPH ON THE TOMB OF DR. MESSENGER 
MONSEY.

Chelsea H ospital, 1778.
Here lies my old limbs, my vexation now ends,
For I’ve lived much too long for myself and my frionds;
As for churchyards and grounds which the parsons call holy, 
’Tis a rank piece of priestcraft and founded on folly ;
In short, I despise them ; and as for my soul,
Which may mount the last day with my bones from this hole, 
I think that it really hath nothing to fear 
From the God of mankind, whom I truly revere.
What the next world may be little troubles my pate;
If not bettor than this, I beseech thee, Oh 1 Fate,
When the bodies of millions fly up in a riot,
To let the old carcase of Monsey be quiet.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

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

LONDON.
OUTDOOB.

E dmonton B banch N. 8 . S. (Edmonton Green): 7.45, J. W. 
Marshall, a Lecture.

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

COUNTRY.
I ndoor.

F ailsworth (Secular School, Pole lane): E. Morris Young 
(ex-Anglican Clergyman), “ Atonement the Child of Fear” ; 
6.30, “ Did Christianity Make Good Men or Did Good Men Make 
Christianity ?”

G lasgow Secular S ociety (Ramshorn Rooms, 122 Ingram- 
street) : 12 noon, Annual Business Meeting.

L iverpool B ranch N.S. S. (Alexandra Hall, Islington-square) : 
J. T. Lloyd, 3, “ Freethought and Morals” ; 7, ‘‘ The Lying 
Gospel.”

Determinism or Free WillP
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.—II. “ Freedom” and “ Will.”—III. 
Consciousness, Deliberation, and Choice.—IV. Some Alleged 
Consequences of Determinism.—V. Professor James on “ The 
Dilemma of Determinism.”—VI. The Nature and Implications 
of Responsibility.—VII. Determinism and Character.—VIII. A 

Problem in Determinism.—IX. Environment.

PRICE ONE SHILLING NET,
(P o st a g e  2d.)

Th* P ionier Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

America’s Freethought Newspaper.

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

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

S ubscription R ates.
Single subscription in advance — $3.00
Two new subscribers ... ... ~  5.00
One subscription two years in advance — 5.00

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

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

which are free.
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,

Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books, ,
62 Vis it  St r u t , N iw  York, U.S-A-

We are still Selling the
BUSINESS MAN’S BOX CALF BOOT 

A t Ss. 6d post free.
As the price of leather is rapidly advancing, we advise our 

customers to BUY NOW.
WHITE HOUSE & CO., BOOT FACTORS, STOURBRIDGE-

LATEST N. S..S. BADGE.—A single Pansy 
flower, size as shown ; artistic and neat desig 
in enamel and silver ; permanent in color; ha 
been the means of making many pleas®̂  
introductions. Brooch or Stud fastening, 5 ‘ 
Scarf-pin, 8d. Postage in Great Britain 1 
Small reduction on not less than one dozer*- 
Exceptional value.—From Miss E. M. Van° ' 

General Secretary, N. S. S., 2 Newcastle-street, London, E.C.
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A LIBERAL OFFER—NOTHING LIKE IT. id

T R o'B esî,

Greatest Popular Family Reference Book and Sexology—Almost Given Away. A Million 6
at 3 and 4 dollars—Now Try it Yourself.

Insure Your Life—You Die to Win; Buy this Book, You Learn to Live- t
Ignorance kills—knowledge saves—be wise in time. Mon weaken, sicken, “i ̂ 0\A 
knowing how to live. “ Habits that enslave ” wreck thousands—young a? rie0> 
Fathers fail, mothers are “ bed-ridden,” babies die. Family feuds, marital in18 

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

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

T he Y oung—How to choose the best to marry.
The Married—Hew to bo happy in marriage.
T h i  F ond P arent—How to have prize babies.
T he Mother—How to have them without pain.
T he Childless—H ow to be fruitful and m ultiply.
T he Curious—How they “ growed ” from germ-cell.
T he H ealthy—How to enjoy life and keep well.
T he I nvalid—How to brace up and keep well.

Whatever you’d ask a doctor you find herein.
Dr. Foote’s books have been the popular instructors of the masses in America for fifty years (often re-written, lS
and always kept up-to-date). For twenty years they have sold largely (from London) to all countries where R1?“ pri°e 
spoken, and everywhere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and most for the price. You may save *n  ̂ tell0, 
by not buying, and you may lose your life (or your wife or child) by no£ knowing Borne of the vitally important truths

Most Grateful Testimonials From Everywhere.
Gudivoda, India : “ It is a store of medical knowledge in plainest 

language, and every reader of English would be benefited 
by it.”—W. L. N.

Triplicane, India : “ I have gone through the book many times, 
and not only benefited myself but many friends also.”— 
u . vi. T.

rare!/ *̂gt)Panderma, Turkey : “ I can avow frankly there is "¡nugi 
found such an interesting book as yours.”—K. H-W wh° 0 

Calgary, Can.: “.The information therein has changed ray
idea of life—to be nobler and happier.”—D. N. M‘ . 0 pfic0' 

Laverton, W. A ust.: “ I consider it worth ten times 1 
I have benefited much by it.”—R. M.

Somewhat Abridged Editions (800 pp. each) can be had in German, Swedish, or Finnish
Price EIGHT SHILLINGS by M ail to any Address.

O R D E R  O P  T H E  P I O N E E R  P R E S S ,
2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.O.
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N O W R E A D Y .

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK
FOR F R E E T H IN K E R S  AND ENQUIRING CHRISTIANS.

BY

G.-W. FOOTE and W. P. BALL.

N E W  A N D  C H E A P E R  E D I T I O N
Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

WELL PRINTED ON GOOD PAPER AND WELL BOUND.

In Paper Covers, SIXPENCE—Net.
(Postage Hd.)

In Cloth Covers, ONE SHILLING—Net.
(Postage 2d.)

° n e  o f  t h e  m o s t  u s e f u l  b o o k s  e y e r  p u b l is h e d .

INVALUABLE TO FREETH INK ERS ANSW ERING CHRISTIANS.

t HE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, PARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.O.

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

Company Limited by Guarantee.

Begistered Office—2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Chairman of Board of Directore—Me. G. W. FOOTE. 

Secretary—Miss E. M. VANCE.

a,0„ . Society was ormed in 1898 to afford legal seourity to the 
¡lisition and application of funds for SeoaW purposes.

0b: 0 Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s 
'hould ar8 !—■̂° Pr°niotQ the principle that human- conduct 
Satn- , i*0 .based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super
set of , and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
To p. thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
Plate 0mota universal Secular Education. To promote the com- 
'aWfulBf v larisation °* ®t,ate' eto-> e*°. And to do all such holq .  ,n8a as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
or benp06" 0’ and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
the pL eath0<l by any person, and to employ the same for any of 

Tbe £0??B. of the Society.
shomq ‘ability of members is limited to £1, in case the Society 
l>a,buiUver b0 wound up and the assets were insufficient to cover 

Metn, 3 a most unlikely contingency, 
yearly Pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 

Tbg g b?oription of five shillings. 
la*ger baa a conaiderable.number of members, but a much
Bailed anim* r is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
!'1 Patticj °.n8?t those who read this annonncement. All who join 

tesou*'late ’n *be control of its business and the trusteeship of 
‘jou tj,a. cea- It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
t e  Bociet ° mera':)or' aa such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
aQy Wav A ' e>ther by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
.The gfa tever .
t it00tora°Clety'a afIairs are managed by an elected Board of 
V?e'Ve me c?nB*Bt*ng of not less than five and not more than 

mbers, one-third of whom retire by ballot) eaoh year,

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

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, Limited, 
can receive donations and beqnests with absolute security. 
Thoso who are in a position to do so are invited to make 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society's favor in their 
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest apprehension. 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The executors 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary oourse of 
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised in 
connection with any of the wills by whioh the Society has 
already been benefited.

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harpor and Battoock, 23 
Rood-lane, Fenchurch-street, London, E.O.

A. Form of Bequett.—The following is a sufficient form of 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:—“ I give and
“ bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of £-----
“ free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a receipt signed by 
“ two members of the Board of the said Society and the Secretary 
“ thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors for the 
“ said Legacy.”

Friends of the Society who have remembered it in their wills, 
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the Secretary of 
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, who will 
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not necessary, 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mislaid, and 
their contents have to be established by competent testimony.
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P I O N E E R  P A M P H L E T S .
N ow  being issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

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

Postage: single copy, id .; 6 copies, l jd . ; 13 copies, 3d.; 25 copies, 4d. (piroal po3t).

No. II_DEITY AND DESIGN, By C. Cohen.
(A Reply to Dr. Alfred Russel Wallace.)

THIRTY-TWO PAGES-ONE PENNY.
Postage: Single copy, Jd .; 6 copies, l j d . ; 13 copies, 2 i i . ; 26 oopies, 4d. (parcel post).

No. Ill_MISTAKES OF MOSES. By Colonel Ingersoll.
THIRTY-TWO PAGES—ONE PENNY.

Postage: Single copy, id.; G copies, lfd .; 13 copies, 2 |d .; 26 oopies, 4d. (paroel post).

IN  PREPARATION.

No. IV_CHRISTIANITY AND PROGRESS. By G. W. Foote.

No. V.-MODERN MATERIALISM. By W. Mann.

Special Terms for Q uantities for Free Distribution or to Advanced
Societies.

THE PIONEER PEESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

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

OP

“BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

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

Reynold*'* Netotpaper says:—“ Mr. G. W. Footo, chairman of the Secular Society, is well known as a man ot 
axoeptional ability, His Bible Romance* have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, revised, and 
enlarged edition, at the price of 6d., has now been published by the Pioneer Press, 2 Nowcastle-stroot, Farringdon- 
street, London, for the Secular Society. Thus, within the roach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of tho leaders 
of modern opinion is being placed from day to day.”

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

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