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All the sin of men I  esteem as their disease, not their 
nature.—J ohn Ruskin.

“ The Boycott of Mr. Foote.”

“ Anyone who takes a chief part in the game we play, 
shall and must provoke all fools, knaves, and idiots to think 
and do their worst.”—Carlo Ammiani in Vittoria (vol. i., 
P- 194) by Georgs Meredith.

^ ove quotation is very appropriate in leading 
°u this article, the occasion for which arises out of 
he publication of my article on “ George Meredith : 
reethinker" in the March number of the English 
evieu>, and Borne excellent paragraphs on the matter 

rotn Mr. Cohen’s pen in the Freethinker during the 
Everest part of my recent illness. Mr. Cohen’s 

Paragraphs, in reply to an anonymous oritio in an 
acure orthodox periodical, together with other 
erenoes to the subjeot in answers to correspon

d s ,  attracted the attention of my distant friend 
th 1P0^eaSue> Mr. George Macdonald, the editor of 
u 6j ^ ew ^ ork Truthseeker, who wrote the following 

auerette in his paper :—
“ The best and best advertised artiole in the Englieh 

Review for March is entitled ‘ George Meredith: Free
thinker,’ and is by Mr. G. W. Foote. For many years 
Mr. Foote has been patiently doing some of the best 
^riting that appears in English print. Had his pen 
been at the service of a more popular cause than 
Atheistic Freethought it must have brought him fame, 
*or Sood writers are scarco. There is a mystery about 
^hat the Freethinker calls ‘ the boycott of Foote,’ just 
ended by his appearance in the E nglith  Review. The 
former monk, Joseph McCabe, now a Rationalist, long 
einco invaded standard publications, whero he is accopted 
^dh all hig heresies, whilo John M. Robertson has no 
rouble in achieving print in the most respectable places. 
Mr. Foote is not less scholarly if less involved in style 
ban Robertson, and there is a “ class ” to his work that 
oes not distinguish the admirable writings of McCabe. 

* r- iuoto has what on this side we crudely call the 
aud his restriction to the columns of the Free- 

iMilcar has been a loss to that part of the English 
Public who like trenchant prose but aro unacquainted 

ith that paper. We have no mato for him here unless 
>8 Mangasarian, who, however, while unsurpassed for 

ubstance, may not always phrase with the same facility 
®8 his English compeer and admirer. The art and gift 
i Writing well, or more than well, are shared without 
Í ?.I9UBy by those who have them ; envy is inevitably 

* "y persons loss favored.”
Mr. 

without

j  Iel* fay persons loss favored.”
^aod66^ D°k dwe^ nPoa the compliment that 
8poili°nald pays me. I could not omit it with—  
if j  n8 his leaderette, and I don’t see why I should 
go08 °,a d- I have “ suffered so much,” as the phrase 
r*Sht rJ)rn boycotting, misrepresentation, and down-
career H.n<*er and libel> *n already *ong Pn.bM°
the oth at * ma  ̂as we  ̂^  a comP^ment *n °̂ Ooqj0 8°ale now and then—when it happens to 
^QQ08tl °n®"- EsPeclally whGn the compliment is 
haVo h ^ Wr‘tten by a competent expert. For if I 
tQy feijeeQ huried from tho British publio (just like 
the Jy 0̂ '°ontributor8, by the way, in the pages of 
has beeC . ?̂r)> it is no less true that Mr. Maodonald 
seei;e>. 8itnilarly buried in the pages of the Truth- 
a*Ways r ij0? no*i 8aying it for this ocoasion—I have 
hatQrai aid it—that Mr. Maodonald has a very pretty 
h°nio ^ gl t̂ with the pen and a faculty of sly 

I,6g0 Uta°r with whioh he might have coined

(no, no, that won’t do in America—let us say 
dollar-billed) his pockets and his bank account, if he 
had served his interests instead of his principles. 
Persons used to writing may note how well Mr. 
Macdonald’s leaderette is written. There is terse
ness in it—honorable cunning, running past art
fulness into art—strength and firmness of language 
—and the last sentence lifts the whole matter into 
a lofty moral atmosphere, in which the base and 
sordid perish of asphyxiation.

I had rather not have had to bring the names of 
other Freethought publicists into this complimenting 
of myself, but I cannot help that either; and Mr. 
Macdonald’s last sentence must serve as the anti
septic to any abrasion of literary skin his oriticism 
may have produced.

But to tbe point. Mr. Macdonald fails to under
stand why the boycott has been maintained so long 
against me when Mr. Robertson and Mr. McCabe 
have enjoyed the hospitality of highly respeotable 
publications. Bat is this fact not partially ex
plained, at any rate, by the very compliments ho 
pays me? “ Trenohant prose ” is seldom enjoyed by 
those whose opinions are attacked—and they are the 
great majority when it comes to religious con
troversy in ordinary periodicals. What our American 
colleague calls “ trenchant" theyoall by more violent 
adjectives, of which “ ungentlemanly ” is the mildest, 
and “ vulgar" and “ brutal” only half way up the 
scale. It is so difficult to reply to the editor of the 
Freethinker (and his staff—and his staff) and so easy 
to call him names and walk away full of “ indigna
tion,” that one need not wonder, after all, that this 
old and effective trick is so constantly patronised. 
That “ punch ’’ too—borrowing Mr. Macdonald’s 
forcible Americanism—is another explanation. If 
you have a bad case, and your adversary hits your 
weak points in every sentence, leaving no room for 
mental evasion or rhetorical sophistry, you will 
engage him as seldom as possible. Moreover, the 
toleration which Mr. Maodonald notes as extended 
to Mr. Robertson and Mr. MoCabe is not what 
he thinks it. Mr. Robertson is a learned writer, 
and the critics, for the most part, praise his 
learning and say as little as possible about 
all the rest. Mr. McCabe gets a mere men
tion in the press when be writes a definitely 
Freethought book. Let him write on Secular Edu
cation, and the critics wink at eaoh other with 
closed months. It is an expressive “ Mum.” Let 
him run down tho Catholic Church, and the Pro
testant press—including nearly all the Liberal news
papers—applaud him vociferously. No doubt he is 
doing his own work in a way, but he is doing theirs 
too, and they know it.

For the forthright implacablo stylo in Freethought 
—the style of Swift, if I may mention that great 
name in this connection—there is no more toleration 
than there ever was in England. “ The boycott of 
Mr. Foote ” is not done with because a liberal-minded 
editor saw that a oertain artiole was desirable and 
that a certain man was the person to write it. “ The 
boycott of Mr. Foote ” is indeed broken down in the 
case of tho English Review. But there are not many 
liberal-minded editors. A single swallow does not 
make a summer, and a single Mr. Austin Harrison 
does not make a tolerant English press.

G. W. Foote.
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The Nemesis of Faith.—II.

(Concluded from p. 275.)
The fall significance of the continuous emergence 
of Christian sects manifesting some form of sexual 
extravagance is obscured by the fact of their being 
relatively small bodies. This, however, is inevitable. 
The larger the Church, the more it becomes subject 
to the play of normal social forces, which tend to 
curb extravagance in all directions. And when a 
single Church includes the majority of a people, this 
tendency receives still more complete expression. In 
such cases the more extravagant developments are 
prevented. The Churoh then has to legislate, not 
for special tendencies and particular individuals, but 
for general tendencies and for humanity in the mass. 
The consequence of this is that certain expressions 
of the religions life can only be found with a few— 
with those whose perception of special features of 
religion is muoh more powerful than the pull of 
ordinary social life. With the mass of men the 
tendency is for the interpretation of religion to be 
determined by social considerations. It is only the 
few who really and genuinely try to mould society in 
accordance with the religious idea.

Rightly considered, the remarkable thing is, not 
that the dominant Church should have repeatedly 
tried to suppress these curious religio-sexual out
breaks, but that they should so continuously reappear 
in the history of Christianity, and that they have, 
moreover, claimed the strongest religious sanction 
for their existence. How many of these sects have 
existed it is impossible to say. Many must have 
disappeared, and left no trace of their existence. 
That they were very numerous is beyond question. 
Thus, in the second century we have the Adamites, 
an offshoot from the Gnostics. Their name was 
derived from the fact that on entering their place of 
worship both sexes stripped themselves naked, and 
went through the servioo in a state of nudity. The 
Adamites themselves claimed that the object of this 
was to familiarise the senses to strict self-control. 
The more orthodox writers give a vastly different 
account of the practice.* * * § * It is curious, by the way, 
how strong religious exoitement seems to have often 
led people to avoid olothing. Thus, during the 
Crusade of 1209 1242, the women Crusaders rushed 
about the streets in a state of nudity.f Daring the 
wars of the League in France, men and women 
walked naked in processions, headed by the clergy, j 
Other examples of this curious practice might be 
oited.

Another second century sect, the Nicolaitianes, 
referred to in the Now Testament (Rev. ii. 18-14), 
was accused of practising religious prostitution.! 
So, also, were the Manicbaeans, a very numerous sect, 
concerning whom the charges are of a much more 
detailed character. With them the ceremonial 
violation of a virgin is said to have formed a part of 
the regular ritual, and that their meetings frequently 
ended in an orgy of promiscuous intercourse. As 
both these acts are found in connection with other 
religious gatherings, and, as will be seen later, is 
practised to-day, the story does not sound so in- 
oredible as might otherwise appear. The difficulty 
of deciding definitely is intensified by the fact that 
the Manichaoane, being a very numerous body, were 
split into a number of sects, and that such charges, 
while being false concerning some, may have 
been true concerning others. At any rate, St. 
Augustine, who had been a Manichrean, says that if 
all did not lead a licentious life, one portion (the 
Catharists) abandoned themselves to it, believing 
they could mortify the flesh only by the practice of 
all bad instincts and lustful desires, since the flesh 
proceeded from the Devil. ||

* See Garrido and Cayley’s History of Political aud Religious 
Persecutions, vol. i., p. 106 ; and Blunt's Dictionary of Sects, p. 5.

t Crutten, Psychological Christianity, p. 157.
J Sanger, History of Prostitution, p. 116.
§ Dictionary of Sects, p. 372.
|| See Dictionary of Sects, pp. 290 292, and Garrido and Cayley, 

p. 50.

The Carpocratians, who appear to have been a 
branch of the Gnostics, are said to have held that, 
as it was impossible to stain the soul by evil conduct, 
their leader—

“ not only allowed his disciples a full liberty to sin, but 
recommended a vicious course of life as a matter of 
both obligation and necessity; asserting that eternal 
salvation was only attainable by those who had com
mitted all sorts of crimes.......It was the will of God
that all things should be possessed in common, the 
female sex not excepted.’’*

A little later we have the sect of the Agapetm also 
rejecting marriage as an institution, and allowing as 
a substitute unrestrained intercourse between the 
sexes, on the ground that “ to the pure all things 
are pure.” That some of the oharges brought against 
these and other sects were false there is no doubt. 
That some were true is fairly certain. The error 
lies in accusing them, or in thinking of them, as 
being mere voluptuaries constantly seeking satisfac
tion for their desires. The truth is that the religious 
conviction of the propriety of both their teaching and 
conduct was quite as strong as the religious convic
tions of those who opposed them. It was this 
that made their eradication a matter of so great 
difficulty.

There is no need to go over even the names of all 
the other sects in the early oenturies accused of 
similar practices to those already described. When 
suppressed in one form, some of these seots reap
peared under another name. Their teachings reappear 
with the “ Brethren of the Free Spirit ” of the 
thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth centuries. 
Taking their stand on St. Paul’s “ The law of the 
spirit of life in Jesus Christ hath made me free from 
the law of sin and death,” they claimed freedom from 
sin no matter what their aotions. They carried 
women about with them, held midnight assemblieSi 
and, according to Moshoim, attended these meeting8 
in a state of nudity. Tho Ranters, the Molinist8' 
the Spirituels of Geneva, the Berghards, tho Flagel
lants, with many others, were all said to have ha“ 
abnormal sexual practices connected with their 
religious rites. ,

Naturally, the closer we get to our own day, flD“ 
to a period when religious feeling is controlled by 9 
more developed social sense, manifestations 0 
sexuality become confined to revival outbursts, an 

transient in character. Still, they 910 
always occurring. For reasons that do not concern 
us here, America has in more recent years been tn 
chief ground for the development of seots 0 
“ spiritual free lovers.” Our own sect of the AgaP0' 
monites, with their Abode of Love, reoeived tn 
original impetus from America. A sympathe*1 
account of many of these seots is given by HepwOy 
Dixon in his Spiritual Wives, as well as of simd9 
movements in Germany and England. In 80IP 
cases the characteristics of the early Christian 800 
wore imitated, even to the length of young wo® 
sharing the bedrooms of their spiritual guides. A . 
all appear to have based themselves, as did the caf1 J

tbcsoots, upon St. Paul. J. H. Noyes, himself a 
in some of these movements, in a letter to 
author of Spiritual Wives, claims “ the right of r . 0 
gious inspiration to shape society and dictate 
form of family life,” and with probable aocur9.̂  
says that the origin of all these sects is fonnu ^0
revivals. The 
thus stated:—

course of things, he says, w97
ites

“ Revivals lead to religious love; religious love 0. 
the passions; the converts, finding themselves i° 
cratic liberty, begin to look about for their mate8^ ,
thoir Paradise.......Religious love is very near ne'S.^j.
to sexual love, and they always get mixed in tbe 
macies and social excitement of Revivals. The 0f 
thing a man wants, after ho has found the salvat* 
his soul, is to find his Eve and his Paradise." .

For an almost exact replioa of some of the ^ 0ts 
extravaganoes of some of the early Christian 
one may turn to Russia. Here, amongst fhe

* Mosheim, cent. 2, ch. v., sec. 14,
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millions of dissenting sects, one meets with the 
strongest and wildest varieties of sexaal teaching 
and practice. The nature of marriage, or the insti
tution of marriage, forms one of the main causes of 
division. The Bezpopovtski, for instance, vary 
bstween holeing marriage as a mere conventional 
institution and a denunciation of it as altogether 
pinful. “ Between these two extremes,” says a well- 
informed writer,

“ there is room for the wildest and most repulsive 
theories. Carnal sensuality is allied in monstrous 
union with religious mysticism. Free love, independence 
of the sexes, possession of women in common, have 
been preached and practised. Debauchery, as an inci
dental weakness of human nature, has been advocated 
as the lesser ev il; libertinism as preferable to concu
binage, and the latter as preferable to marriage.”*

The Klysti, a sect which derives its name from the 
Practice of flagellation, denounce marriage as un- 
moan ; but Baron Von Haxthauson, in his Visit to the 
Russian Empire (1856), describes them as practising 
ceremonies not dissimilar to those related of the 
"gap® in its most decadent stages. An offshoot of 
the Iilysti, the “ Shakoumi ” or “ Jumpers,” openly 
teach that the only way to conquer the temptations 
°t the flesh is by unbridled satiety. The “ Cupids” 
were so called from their custom of practising their 
£ej'giou8 dances completely naked. The “ Skopski ” 
take their stand on Matthew xix. 12 , and practise 
emasculation. They say that man should be like the 
ftcgels—without sex and without desire. With most 
°t these sexes dancing is an important form of the 
ceremonial. The wild character of those dances 
rpmind one forcibly of what one reads of the der- 
Vlehes of the East, and there is no doubt that they 
Pjre provooative of strong sensual excitement. Heard, 
escribing the dance of the “ Shakoumi,” after 
escribing the performance of one of the leaders of 

assembly, says:
“ The audience, arranged in couples, engaged to each 

other in advanco, imitato his examplo and join tho 
strain ; the bounds aud tho singing grow faster and 
loudor as it spreads, until, at its height, the elder shouts 
that ho hears tho voices of angels ; tho lights are extin
guished, tho jumping coascs, and tho scene that follows

the darkness defios description. Each one yields to 
bis desires, born of inspiration, and therofore righteous, 
and to bo gratified; all aro brethren in Christ, all 
promptings of the innor spirit are h oly; incest, even, 
>s no sin. They repndiato marriage, and justify their 
abominations by the Biblical legends of Lot’s daughters, 
Solomon’s harom, and tho like.”

j . have given but tho barest of outlines of 
^Cojeot that might easily fill a moderately sized 

mme. The association of these ourious sexual 
a ®rrati°ns with deep religious feeling is undeniable, 
ai] ?*• peculiar significance. For it would be 

owing sectarian prejudice to cloud one’s undor- 
auding to assume that with religion in general, and 

Win ^kristianity in particular, we are dealing merely 
b̂ outbursts of crude sensualism. Sensualism 

.ay have been associated with these outbursts pro- 
aui as loftiest of causes may gain adherents 

those whose motives are of the meanest.
j n^amentally they witness to two things. The 

Bex 18 the deep connection between religious and 
arJ  | deling. This, as I have shown in previous 
kofi0 °8’ ^eR*nB very early in the life of religion 
t hr, i n  a more or less marked manner 
aecou6o all subsequent stages of its history. The 
tejj j fact is that this particular expression of
„ °P*nion is only held in check as sooial forces
i<W. COnfr°I over religious ideas. The religious 
It ¡g’.^nregulated, is capable of any extravagance. 
soio Ù9 restraining force of a secularised sooial con- 
of rQ0n<?88 fchat first of all checks the extravagances 
°utlnf »̂0a8 belief, and subsequently finds a useful
serviice. energies previously expended in its 

C. COHEN

Hoard, Rustían Church and Ruttian Distent, p. 201.

Once More, Watchman, What of the Night ?

It is well-known that for many years the Churches 
of this country have been compelled to report a 
serious decrease in membership and in attendance at 
public worship and the Sunday-schools. In some 
instances the loss has been on an enormous scale, 
almost imperilling the very existence of the Churches 
concerned. This arrest of progress, this evident 
shrinkage, at home is beginning to have its proper 
effect on the work of the Churches on the foreign 
fields. The leading missionary societies appear to 
be in a most parlous condition financially, their 
deficits for the last year being exceedingly heavy, 
tho Church Missionary Society reporting a defioit of 
£28,000, the London, £29,000, the Wesleyan, £11,000, 
and the Baptist, £10,000. The secretaries of these 
societies offer various explanations of their dis
couraging reports, but not one of them seems to 
realise that the real cause of the deficiencies is loss 
of faith in foreign missions, and that this loss is to 
be accounted for by a corresponding loss of faith in 
the value of the Christian religion to the world. To 
admit this in publio would humiliate a Christian 
worker too much, and so he makes all sorts of vain 
excuses for the failure of the Gospel to convert the 
world. Of course, it is alleged, it is not the Gospel’s 
fault. In faot, the Chairman of the Baptist Union 
has just declared that in the Gospel “ we can tolerate 
no suggestion of change, though it present itself in 
the specious guise of a restatement, or of an adapta
tion to this wonderful age.” I t is “ the everlasting 
Gospel, which we have reoeived to deliver,” not to 
amend, revise, or adapt. Principal Gould, while 
believing that the Gospel needs no revision, is indeed 
too sacred to be touched by the adapter’s coarse 
hands, is yet of opinion that the methods of present
ing it to the world require a scrutinisation of the most 
drastio nature. But we maintain that the Churohes 
are declining not beoause of defective methods of 
presenting the Gospel, but because a scientific age 
is finding out that the Gospel itself is essentially 
false.

Instead of frankly acknowledging that Chris
tianity has had its day, and is being driven out of 
the field by tho growing enlightenment of tho people 
generally, the Baptist Union urged the desirability 
of adopting improved methods of commending it to 
a sceptical age. Two years ago it appointed a special 
committee to consider the spiritual welfare of the 
Churches, and that committee has just submitted its 
report, which deals with “ the causes of weakness in 
the Church life itself," and recommends certain 
measures for the general strengthening of “ the body 
of Christ,” but which contains not the least hint or 
suggestion that the Churohes are weak and steadily 
getting weaker because the Gospel, which they exist 
to propagate, is itself a lie. And yet to observing 
minds nothing is more obvious than that the real 
cauee of the weakness of the Churches is the very 
Christianity which they seek to perpetuate. I t was 
candidly admitted by Dr. Newton Marshall that “ the 
convictions of even their most intelligent young 
pecplo were distressingly vague and fluid” ; but it 
did not occur to him that the vagueness and fluidity 
of their convictions naturally resulted from their 
superior intelligence. Multitudes of people believe 
because they have not got brains enough to doubt. 
The most devout Christians are generally to be found 
among ignorant peasants. This is a faot that cannot 
honestly be gainsaid. The more intelligent a man is, 
the fewer are his beliefs, and the less firmly held. 
Speaking of the most intelligent young people in tho 
Churches, Dr. Marshall said :—

“ How little equipped tboy aro for conflict with the 
anti-Christian notions so readily and indeed confidently 
hold by many of their companions, and expressed as 
though they were themselves inspired in many modern 
books. Tho way to defend our youth from the con
tagion of unbelief is not to keep them in ignoranco, but 
to food their minds, to make them understand that the 
robust intelligence is not tho one that capitulates to the
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challenge of Scepticism, but rather that which is strong 
in faith—as the old heroes of knowledge and progress 
were strong in faith.”

Dr. Marshall would have been wiser had he paid 
closer attention to his logic. Having admitted that 
the conviotions of their most intelligent yonng 
people were extremely vague and fluid, he proceeded 
to show that the best way to safeguard them against 
infidel attacks was to “ feed their minds ” ; but it is 
perfectly clear from the context that, in the reverend 
gentleman’s estimation, the suitable food for such 
minds is not natural knowledge, but that pseudo
knowledge which cajoles people into the belief that 
the highest intelligence is that which is strong in 
faith. Does not Dr. Marshall know that the over
whelming majority of the most intelligent people 
in Great Britain to-day are unbelievers in Chris
tianity ? Why is it that the bulk of our scientists 
have neither part nor lot in the Christian Churoh ? 
Is it because they are lacking in robust intelligence 
that Professor Schafer and Dr. Chalmers Mitchell, 
for example, champion the mechanistio conception 
of life ? Is it as a result of his ignorance that Sir 
Ray Lankester advooates the same view in his 
famous work, The Kingdom of Man ? Has Dr. Marshall 
the temerity to come forward and publioly affirm 
that the most intelligent people in our land are 
active members of Baptist and other churches ? 
Surely not, for he has already exclaimed, “ Alas, how 
vague and fluid are the conviotions of our mo3t 
intelligent youth.” Consequently, without fear of 
well-considered contradiction, we assert that it is 
the steady growth of intelligence that is so ominously 
threatening the lives of the Churches.

Principal Gould styled himself a “ revolutionary ” 
Chairman of the Baptist Union; but we fail to see 
where the “ revolutionary ” element is to be found 
in his address as published. We are persuaded that, 
like Dr. Marshall, he gave his oase away. Take the 
following quotation which he makes from Dr. 
Jefferson:—

“ The problem of developing new converts is even 
more perplexing than that of retaining the allegiance 
of old ones. It is easier to convert men than it is to 
educate them. The converts are many, but the deve
loped workers are few. Only a small proportion of 
those who start the Christian life ever reach spiritual 
maturity.”

The undeniable truth of that extraot carries with it 
the equally incontrovertible disproof of the truth of 
Christianity. Converts are so easily made because 
they are made in childhood and youth. Principal 
Gould says:—

" It is a matter of notoriety that our Churches are 
recruited almost exclusively from the young. Particular 
and exact inquiry invariably confirms the vague im
pression that so it is. Take such results as thoso which 
Mr. Carey Bonner tabulates in his volume of Ridley 
Lectures. He tells us that of 800 ministers who were 
asked to state at what period they made the great 
decision, 270 answered that it was before they were 
eighteen years of age. When the same 800 ministers 
were asked : ‘ What, in your experience, is the general 
age for religious decision ? ’ 212 definitely gave the age 
aB under twenty. A wider inquiry addressed to 3,600 
professing Christians yielded this notable result, that 
75 per cent, of the males and 85 per cent, of the females 
assigned their decision to years between ten and 
eighteen.”

No wonder that “ it is easier to convert men than it 
is to educate them.” But the whole truth on the 
subject of conversion is not told in the above 
extraot. By “ conversion ” is meant of making of a 
publio profession of faith in Christ. As a rule the 
ohildren who get converted between ten and eighteen 
are believers in Christ almost from infancy. Almost 
as soon as they acquire the art of talking they are 
taught to sing,—

11 Jesus loves me. This I know,
For the Bible tells me so,”

—and to say prayers in which they beseech “ Jesus, 
meek and mild,” to “ look upon a little ohild.” Their 
conversion is, therefore, merely the giving outward 
expression to the faith mechanically instilled into

them before they could think at all. This is true of 
practically all conversions, even of those so-called 
conversions which take place in mature years at 
revival meetings. Almost without a single excep
tion converts are believers prior to their conversion. 
Now, who is the alleged author of conversion? When 
the definite decision for Christ is made, what, 
according to Christian teaohing, is supposed to 
happen? If the conversion is genuine God is its 
author, and he brings it about in order that bi3 
Spirit may enter the convert’s heart and sanotify it, 
making it his home, his temple wherein ever to 
dwell. Do you not now see how utterly absurd the 
saying is that “ it is easier to convert men than it is 
to educate them ” ? If the Gospel is true all converts 
are pupils of the Holy Ghost. They have received a 
new, Divine nature, a nature full of dooility, even 
eager to be led by the indwelling Spirit. W hat need 
can they have of human educators, or, in any case, 
how can it be difficult to educate God’s own children 
who have undergone two distinct births ? Does it 
never occur to the men of God that they are guilty of 
high treason against the Savior of the world when 
they say that “ only a small proportion of those who 
start the Christian life ever reach spiritual 
maturity ” ? It is he, the Eternal Christ, the Spirit 
of all grace, who is at onoe the Savior and Sanctifier 
of his people; it is he who is responsible for the 
failure of most of his own converts to reach spiritual 
maturity. And to say this is equivalent to affirming 
that Christianity is the most gigantic fraud in 
history. Indeed, such it is on Principal Gould’s own 
showing. The failure of conversion is God's failure- 
A dying Church is a veritable witness to a dead 
Deity; and men and women are abandoning the 
former because her whole history bears suoh eloquent 
testimony to the latter.

After all, it is neither Freethought nor Scienoe, 
but the Church that is killing Christianity. It is not 
Freethinking lectures, but the discourses of repre
sentative Christian teaohers, that are bringing about 
the downfall of the Christian Church. The deadliest 
enemies of Christianity are professing Christians* 
Ministers of the Gospel constitute the strongest and 
most unanswerable argument against its truth* 
Churches are declining in the exact proportion i° 
whioh people are finding this out. The consequence 
is that unbelief is in the air and must prevail. 0 “r 
comfort lies in the undoubted faot that in the ratio 
in whioh faith in God and the Church goes out faith 
in man and his kingdom comes in. j  ^  jjrj0yD.

The Irony of So-Called Revelations.—IH*

[Continued from p. 278.)
It is certainly of some concern to us to know the 
meaning of “ theooraoy” in action, when the Romi8 
Churoh strains, at the present moment, every sine 
in its mammoth body to regain its hold up0 
political power—to become once again a “ h ° ' 
theocracy,” a true “ kingdom of God” ; and woe ^  
humanity if it ever succeeds; it will be the sigD 
for rekindling the fires of Bmithfield and for r 
calling the raok and thumbscrew from their 1° 
exile and make them resume their divine duties up 
the bodies of sentient beings, for the special gra 

tion and glory of the supreme God of the univer 
yj¿ all the bad governments set up by man to 1 
his fellows, that established by the priesthood, i° 
name of its God, was the most exeorable. . 0lJ 

Religion, however, has another representative> 
earth beside the priest in the person of the prop 
and I wish, before I conolude this seotion, to h ¿ 
my modicum of “ gold, frakincense, and myrrh» ^ 0 
lay it as a devout offering at his feet. For, 
prophet, especially for the Hebrew prophet, 1 orjg 
an esteem that approaches to reverence. v 
cannot convey my unbounded admiration of his ^  
morality, spiritual fervor, and righteous indigu®
He, also, spoke in the name of his God; whet
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be from a customary mode of expression, a desire to 
secure for his arrows and shafts a divine impulse to 
speed them on their flight—or was it sinoere self- 
deception as the result of transports of delirium as 
is ordinarily experienced by epileptic and nenrotio 
snbjects?—which it be I care not, I reverence him 
still. It is also true that the prophet, like the priest, 
!s in the service of religion—a medium of divine 
revelation—but there is a fact which separates them 
as widely as the poles asunder ; the priest is always 
on the side of the gods, the despots, the exploiters, 
and against man. Whereas the prophet is invariably 
on the side of humanity, of right, of justice, and of 
moroy. He pleads for the wronged, the weak, the 
widow, and the downtrodden.

It is the voioe of the prophet that I hear ring out 
bo silvery from the pulpit of the New Theology, and 
which oompels me to wish it god-speed; for it is a 
voice often raised on behalf of afflicted humanity and 
against the gilded, the glorified, and worshiped 
Molochs—the vampires which drain the very life
blood of the modern world.

Part II.
!• Let us now leave the body, with its physical 

and social needs, and torn to those whioh belong 
®ore strictly to the mind. As man’s intelleot 
developed, and as the resources of civilisation 
Multiplied, there awoke within the mind new voids, 
gnawing, irritating, and painful. Man was seized 
with the passion to know. Not now, as means to 
relieve his physioal wants, but to know for knowing’s 
sake. Events and phenomena puzzled and annoyed 
Mm. He craved for explanations ; he demanded to 
now the How, the Why, and the What of every 

experienoe. It was emphatically a human w ant; no 
Animal had ever felt its bite. Man had partaken of 
Jbo fobidden fruit, and the fatal apple had opened 
bJ8 eyes to a self-oonscious existence. This had 
flung open the portals of his mind, through which 
W0re admitted the germs of a new disease. The 
Microbe of knowledge entered his soul and filled it 
^ th  a new anguish which nothing on earth could 
flumediately satisfy. Superior and omniscient in- 
Mb'genoes, however, oould have relieved him at 

°uce. What an opportunity for the gods 1 Did they 
®V0r avail themselves of it ? Search the history of 

uman knowledge for a record and I venture to 
that you will search in vain.

Every page of its annals will bear indisputable 
videnoe that, in whatever direction he moved, man 
Ad to hew his way, alone and unaided, out of the 

J ogles and thickets of ignorance before ever a gleam 
Q8hed the Eastern sky with the faint first promise

either day or of dawn.
led We Gxam*ne the entire field of civilised know-

ge, we shall find that in every department of 
DaH?06’ tbeorotio or applied, man had to dear out a 
th b ^ roagb the dense thiokets of ignorance with 

axe of his own reason. Nowhere can we find any 
afCG °f assistance or of a ray of light ever vouch- 

co | .*° from on high. What inspired Bible 
t r a i n s  a statement of the fundamental generalisa- 
th DS eoience ? In which can we find embodied 
0fE’ Principle of universal causation, of the uniformity 
ĝ ry at.ure, of the correlation of forces, of the inde- 
sue °tlbility °f matter, or of the conservation of 
tjjQr^   ̂ These are the foundation and pillars of 
ne tecQP'e of knowledge, and yet revelation has 
N0r r .tQade the remotest allusion to their existence. 
e8a ’ An<̂eed» is this rigid silence in respeot to 
Again t^- knowledge the worst part of the indiotment 
*Uatru irony ^  a** *9 seen *n fbe bogus
led»Q ° t°D °^ere<̂  t° appease this craving for know- 
WhV , Place of faots to explain the How, the 
ÍGeen’̂ an0 fbe What, revelation supplies us with

And w  With myth’guilt • f “ we have not sounded the bottom of its 
"~the °r r0V0lation tells us that the direot opposite 
bhtainjd1̂  ant'P0(ials—of the foregoing principles 
êr*8t¡ñ fD na^are> v'z » that oaprioe is more charao- 

ia a, p . 0* ber method than uniformity, that magio 
n°iple of causation, and that all events were

explained by regarding them as the doings of spirits, 
either friendly or hostile.

2. Lastly, let us inquire what light has come to us 
from the supernatural in regard to itself. What 
positive knowledge has man ever received about 
matters alleged to exist beyond the pale of pheno
mena ? Nothing could be more appropriate than for 
the unseen world to divulge some of its own secrets, 
especially since man was deolared to have vital 
interest in them. Besides, man’s craving for know
ledge has never been confined to phenomena; for 
millenniums he has been burning to know what is 
beyond the veil—what is the ultimate reality. His 
plight, however, in this case, is more pitiable than in 
respect to any of the others, for it is beyond his 
power ever to satisfy this yearning by his own 
resources. He has found out means to appease, 
more or less effectually, all his other longings; but 
at the confines of phenomena he has reaohed the 
length of his tether. Just as the eagle oannot soar 
above and beyond the atmosphere whioh supports 
and buoys it upwards, so the human intelleot oannot 
transcend phenomena—the vital element in whioh it 
lives and floats. Man can extend his vision with 
the mioroscope to any extent he likes and then speed 
away on the wings of his imagination to any further 
extent, and yet he has not crossed the frontier—he 
is still in the realm of phenomena. Nevertheless, he 
has always yearned to know what is beyond them, 
and his ravenous impatience drove him to guess, 
and guessing he has been ever sinoe. But there is 
no intrinsic harm in guessings ; they serve their due 
season a3 balls for a mental game, and so soon as 
they burst they vanish, to give plaoe to others 
apparently as lasting but equally as perishable and 
hollow. The mental exercise tends to keep the 
homan mind vigorous and healthy. It verges on the 
harmful only when, like cricket and football, the 
game is adopted as a professional vooation.

But when speculation is taken under the aegis of 
religion then guessing becomes a positive evil, for 
theology instantly petrifies the guess into a “ revealed 
truth,” whioh aots thenceforth as a sprag amid the 
pinions of the intelleot and looks the free motion of 
its wheels. It is when the guess is stereotyped as 
an eternal verity that it arrests all mental growth 
by aoting as a barrier to the origination and flow of 
ideas. But what adds irony to it all is the faot that 
the sanity of guessings even bears a direct relation 
to man's degroo of intelligence and culture, that is, 
to the stage of his mental development and civilisa
tion. The guessings of primitive man were accord
ingly barbario and grotesque, and yet it is these which 
we find incorporated in sacred books as divine reve
lations of eternal truths. Let us then see what 
are the oardinal tenets among these petrified 
speculations.

(a) The premier artiole of faith in all religious 
oreeds is Qod as a revealed existenoe. It is the 
fundamental assumption of all religions. But the 
mental and moral oontents of this notion are as 
diversified as the landscape of the earth from the 
pole to the equator. Only to a wholly imaginary 
conception could the same word be applied to so 
heterogeneous aorowd. The common elements whioh 
string them together are nebuloue, elusive, and 
fleeting. They would instantly fall to pieces but for 
the olass word, “ God.” That alone keeps together, 
in the semblance of unity, the multitudinous forms 
of a conception whioh is ever changing like the 
forms of a cloud, and has been doing so from that 
early dawn when man’s fear first projected it, huge 
and threatening, on the vast screen of his ignorance.

Now, what is important to observe is that the 
types of God revealed in the Bible are not in the 
least possible degree any exception to this universal 
law. They are neither unique nor oonstant. Nothing 
oould be more false or ludicrous than to imagine that 
the Bible, because it denounces Polytheism, is itself 
monotheistic. We are presented with at least two 
types of God differing essentially from one another. 
In the earlier portions of the Bible we get revealed 
to us a fully anthropomorphio Deity, one with an
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individual name like all the other gods. Later on 
this turns into a metaphysical one, retaining of its 
human model only man’s faculties and affections. 
Jahveh, as you know, was man-like in all essential 
features. He walked in the Garden of Eden, he 
talked with Adam and Eve, with the serpent, and 
with the patriarchs. He differed from the Hebrews 
themselves only by being a more powerful magician 
than they were. In intelligence, in knowledge, and 
in moral qualities he was exactly on a par with the 
semi-barbarians who presumed to reveal him.

When the Hebrew people, however, had developed 
the resources of their language so as to include a 
wealth of abstract terms, the God Jahveh entered 
the ohrysalis state and underwent a complete meta
morphosis. His various attributes, mental and 
moral, stood out as separate existences which the 
vivid Hebrew imagination soon endowed with per
sonalities, and lo presto! out of the pupa case 
emerged the metaphysical Trinity.

I wish, however, in passing to make a comment or 
two upon these different conceptions of God. 
Firstly, that they are absolutely incongruous with 
each other as well as with the knowledge and con
science of the twentieth century. For fully nineteen 
cfenturies have the talent and genius of Christendom 
incessantly toiled at the impossible task of trying to 
fuse incompatibles—the finite and the infinite, the 
wise and the ignorant, the cruel and the meroiful, 
and the malicious and the loving—into unity and 
harmony. This attempt led to opening the sluices 
and floodgates to nil kinds of subtleties in thought 
and speech; so much so that it threatened to over
whelm the human intellect and swamp it in a deluge 
of metaphysics—a catastrophe only narrowly averted 
through the intervention of a few valiant heretical 
pilots who braved the surging flood, though in 
battered arks.

No less remarkable is the faot that, notwith
standing the palpable incongruity between the images 
of Jahveh and the Trinity-God, they are both alike 
products of the human mind—every item in both 
has been quarried in human experience. The only 
difference is this—that in one the stones are left in 
their naked crudity and ruggedness, while in the 
other they are metaphysically ohiselled and trimmed. 
Neither conception possesses a single attribute, 
power, faculty, or affection which is not originally 
human ; and this is tantamount to saying that they 
are no revelations at all.

But what touches the hollow claim with bitter 
irony is not its falsity or its arrogance, but the faot 
that the modern apologist is literally ashamed of his 
revealed God, either anthropomorhic or metaphysical. 
To the New Theologian the moral attributes of 
either Jahveh or the Trinity are as abhorrent as 
their mental qualities and powers are unworthy. He 
does his level best to empty the word of its revealed 
contents and to refill it with the products of reason ! 
Can there be anything more humiliating to God- 
given revelation than to empty the very word of its 
revealed and original meanings and then to try and 
replace them with avowedly human conceptions ? I 
can think of none. Ke BIDON.

(To be concluded.)

PANAMA.
“ The San Bias Indians aro a remarkable people. They 

live close to the works of tho Panama Canal, occupying a 
narrow strip of territory along the shores of the Caribbean
Sea.......They know that the white man would come into
their country only to exploit thorn, and they therefore keep
him out.......From early days, they have been able to keep
their women free from contamination with white men, and 
to-day they will not permit a white man to sleep in their
country if they can readily get him out of it by sunset.......
At various periods missionaries have attempted to evangelise 
in the San Bias territory, but few Indians would liston to 
them. Apparently, they object to save their souls at the 
cost of their lands.”—Chambers's Journal, May, 1913.

What a significant condemnation of Christians 1 Evi
dently tho San Bias Indians diagnose character better than 
tho Chinese officials who ask tho Christian Churches to pray 
for them.

Acid Drops.

The Daily Mirror, of April 18, devoted half a column, 
with a portrait, to the case of Helena Gunning, a learned 
housemaid, who has been for some eight years in the service 
of Mrs. Walter Wright, 8 Henderson-road, Wandsworth. 
Her “ cooking, sweeping, and dusting ” are none the worse 
for her attention to serious studies. The reporter sings the 
young lady’s praises from all points of view. He even 
mentions some learned sceptical works that he saw upon the 
shelves in her “ orderly little room,” one being Thomas 
Paine’s masterpiece and another Grant Allen’s Evolution of 
the Idea of God. Miss Gunning’s name was not unknown 
to us. We have several times heard from her as a reader of 
tho Freethinker. We are not surprised, therefore, that 
amongst the letters the Daily Mirror notice has brought 
her is one from a Christian bigot of the first water. Miss 
Gunning sends it to us to do what we like w ith ; and we 
extend tho privilege to our readers. Here is the body of 
the letter: —

‘‘ If we are to judge you by the rags you read I take it 
that you are a follower of the ex-convict Foote. Well, 
follow him to hell if you like, but, if you take the advice of 
one who has found Christ you will stop reading such 
blasphemous books, which should not be put on the market, 
and study God’s word. What does a babe like you want to 
know about paganism and evolution ? Study your household 
duties and leave such things to the blaspheming infidels. 
Stop before it is too late.”

The writer of this letter is a man ; we mean that he is of 
the male sex ; witness his insolence about tho young lady's 
“ household duties ”—which, by the way, she porforms to 
her employer’s satisfaction. Another thing about this 
writer is that he has forgotten his manners, if he ever had 
any. He has also forgotten his name and address; which is 
a pity, for we would have immortalised him without charg
ing for the advertisement. But this sort of correspondent 
generally does forget his name and address, especially when 
he not only indulges in rudeness towards the person he 
addresses, but also in libels on other objects of his spite. 
Mr. Foote, of course, is not an “ ex-convict.” “ Blasphemy’ 
is only a misdemeanor—and a convict is one sentenced to 
penal servitude for felony.

This insnltor of Miss Gunning and liboller of Mr. Footo 
states that he has found Christ. What wo should like to 
know is, whether Christ has “ found him  ” l We hopo not. 
It would be a poor compliment to Christ.

“ Western Christendom,” says the Christian World' 
“ responded with fine unanimity to tho appoal of the 
Chinose Cabinet for the prayers of Christian people on 
behalf of the new Government.” So this particular lie has 
passed into history—Christian history, that is, and it will bo 
circulated along with the other pious “ yarn ” about Queen 
Victoria delivering a Bible to a colored chief, and declaring 
it to be the source of England’s greatness. The Chinese 
Cabinet made no appeal for tho prayers of Christians. ) 
meroly fixed a day for prayer, and invited Christians to j01° 
in tho scramble. Meanwhile, it is worth noting that since 
the prayers were offered the condition of things has grown 
worso in China. Some provinces, dissatisfied with the Pr0‘ 
ceedings of the Cabinet, have threatened revolt and asserte 
their intention to set up an autonomous Government. Thor 
is evidently a story to be told about tho invitation to_ 
Chinese Christians to pray for the welfare of tho Cabino^ 
We do not know what this story is, although we h&̂ 0 j. 
strong suspicion as to its character. All we do know is 
British Christians havo not missod tho opportunity for se 
advertisement and somo pretty tall lying.

Amidst all tho hypocritical blather in England over 
Chinese “ day of prayer ”—as if it were got up solely for 
Christians, instead of being extended to them as an &° 
politeness—a word of sense and honesty came from the K 
of the Rev. Cyril Bardsley, honorary secretary of the Cbu^

representative, this gentleman expressed the view ^ ^
Missionary Society. Boing interviewed by a Daily Chr° j 
representative, this gentleman expressed tho view j 
Christianity had a fino prospect of success in China. 
there was a serious danger which could not bo ignored. ^
ia flm nrm 11 a 1 vno rJ Jw Tn^nn *V,o edUC»" .is the one
may easily become Atheists 
in every “ heathen ” country that feels the

already experienced in Japan—the e^ ca„et 
come Atheists.” That is more than a da o «

ferme“‘tel-
Westorn ideas. It is quite evident to people of th0 .^¡¿y 
lectual calibre of Japs and Chinamen that the Chris“ , 
of tho Western nations is all humbug. Thoy boast ¡4 
they spend vast sums of money on missionaries to spre jj0 
over the globe, but they do not believe in it for they  ̂ foe 
no attempt to practise it—at least as it is set forth lQte$t 
New Testament. It is not Christianity that gives
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Britain, for instance, its world-wide power ; no, it is material 
wealth and naval and military strength,—the very things, iD 
fact, which the New Testament most severely condemns. 
Intelligent “ heathen ” see the real “ secret of England's 
greatness” and are acute enough to practise her example 
rather than her teaching. Japan is herself a world-power 
now, and has not only beaten Russia in a stand-up fight but 
has shown that she does not mean to stand insults even 
from the United States. And how did she reach that 
Position ? Was it by accepting Christianity ? No. She 
tested it and found it wanting. She accepted Western 
science, but not Western religion. She saw that Christian 
nations paid no respect to the law of right unless they had 
more to lose than to gain by doing so. The law of might 
was the guide of every Christian nation, not only in its 
dealings with 11 heathen ” countries, but even in its dealings 
with fellow Christians. Japan recognised that the respect 
of Christian nations was not to be gained by honor but by 
strength. So she made herself strong in what that great 
Christian statesman, William Ewart Gladstone, called “ the 
resources of civilisation.” She raised and trained large 
^rmies, she provided herself with the most powerful, up-to- 
date battleships, she studied the art of war, she prepared 
nerself for a struggle against a Christian adversary ever so 
^any times bigger than herself; and when the hour ̂ struck 
[*he defeated that gigantic braggart on land and sea. That 
13 Bow Japan won the respect of the Christian world. Her 
att, her literature, her social discipline, air the things that 
tnako a nation intrinsically great, counted for nothing ; her 
Power to kill her enemies with A 1 rapidity was her pass
port to the comity of nations. And that fact alone is 
decisive as to the real influence of Christianity upon the 
World,

Wo understand that there are three thousand Christian 
Passionaries now working—perhaps we should say operating 
~Hn China. But this shows the weakness rather than the 
strength of Christianity. If its boasts were true, if it were 
a divine religion, founded by God himself and upheld and 
Prorrioted by God ever since, it would not need three thou- 
Sand missionaries, nor three hundred, in China. God would 
Convert the Chinese in his own good time. He would not 
®eed the help and encouragement of the Archbishop of 
Canterbury and Lord Robert Cecil. Wo suggest that he 
jO'gbt even dispense with the help and encouragement of

e Rev. Dr. Clifford and the Rev. F. B. Meyer.

bnt °̂ *nv'*;e these pious gentlemon who have been contri- 
1Dg their prayers (and douced little else, wo guess) to the 

ev0^ s s  of China, to toll us what good their prayers have 
ton* ^°no ôr England. Certainly the Chinese do not need 
Wo ?̂ row anything from us in the way of morality. They 
0wu n .Bo doing nothing outre if they sent some of their 

? missionaries over hero. They might teach Englishmen 
b6 ‘‘cnees, veracity, and honesty. These virtues may not 
tjj^Pcccssary to salvation in the next world as beliof in 
au<l rr*n*^' ‘n t'Be inspiration of the Bible, and in Hoaven 
The th°y aro necessary to salvation in this world.
cL aro very useful and pleasant here, wliatovor they may 
a° US hereafter. ____

eery’ a^ or ” Stanton is said to have taken no salary for his 
at rig at St. Alban’s, Holborn. His estato has boon valued 
lijje It was easy to do without a salary on a fortune

Sht0w' ■ E. St. Aubyn Arkwright, vicar of St. Chad’s, 
a taz ury- inflicted dreadful wounds upon his neck with 
SQSeroi' aU(I was found dead in his bedroom. Ho had 
Bm lm S.°v?re'y trotn insomnia. Ono is sorry to hear it. 
beat a *S ^ ?Ba.t Christians find thoso troubles as hard to 
iellsi- -Atheists do ? Where does tho “ consolation ” of 

" on come in ?

yoanf! men, members of the Drexe 
^butc], i5‘“ie Classes, assembled at tho First Methodis 
^epee h'f^atn^0D’ New Jorsey (Walt Whitman's old rosi 
Pbia J, j Bear Mr. E. P. Stotesbury, the wealthy Philadel 
^^fess d °r in ^‘erP°nt Morgan and Company, deliver ai 
savQ ucsignod "to awaken in tho audience a desire ti 
thousanda.0y" by " exhibiting to them soveral hundre< 
?BanCo °* gold bonds." Josus Christ never had i
v 6 Prob n ‘ustrating his Sermon on the Mount in that way 

• CK an l •nover Baw a gold coin, he certainly had m 
'̂eces of -f1' 8 Pric°. when Judas “ sold" him, was thirt; 

!,c°PomionSl vor (shekels)—about £3 15s. Mr. Stotesbury’x _______ M . W 1 A W  c w u  X V Q I  u i k a  U U U S U O U U I J

tbe are u° less peculiar than his piety. Ho preach
jepPcr u® of “ saving " and ho spent £25,000 on 
‘'°n. ud dance. He also confuses saving with acquis
ver ^ r avine is tlio  0n . j n .  „ i —i --------------------ov . ---- OHH1U0 **'

Wh ‘8 the surplus of what a man
at no spends. Acquisition is diverting

earn
othe

people’s savings (or earnings) into your own pockets or 
somewhere under your own control. Millionaires like Mr. 
Stotesbury are not savers but acquisitors. And the virtue 
of saving easily becomes a vice. Trade depends on spending, 
not on saving. This is true both in production and distri
bution. A little money put by for an emergency is a very 
good thing; but the emergencies that are certain, such as 
death, or nearly certain, such as illness, accident, and want 
of employment, should be provided against by insurance, 
and not by miserly habits of life. Undue saving makes 
capital too cheap to the millionaires, and at the same time 
lowers wages for the workers. Mr. Stotesbury may feel 
this if he does not know it, and his preaching is on the line 
of his interests.

The Philadelphia millionaire was good enough to tell his 
audience that he started making his fortune with £10. No 
doubt he thought that was a bedrock minimum. But there 
was one person who began with less. He started with 
nothing, he made everything, and his name is “ God.” This 
is not our own announcement. It is what Mr. Stotesbury 
teaches himself. We remind him of it charitably—to save 
his head from bursting.

Walter Thomas Young, a youthful Englishman, who has 
been arrested at New York, was an insurance solicitor six 
days a week and a Sunday-school teacher on the seventh 
day—and a burglar every night. He also attended a 
fashionable Brooklyn church. He is now paying his 
devotions in the prison chapel.

The Bishop of Southwark has found a boy who recognises 
“ sense ” in tho episcopal outfit, including the gaiters and 
the apron. Had the right roverend father in God caught 
the boy a bit younger ho might have recognised “ sense ” 
in bishops. “ Out of the mouths of babes and sucklings ” 
one has been told to expect praise of ridiculous things.

The Bishop of Oxford declares that the principle of 
Trades Unionism is thoroughly Christian. Organists and 
vergers of parish churches will read this statement with 
pleasure.

Rev. W. H. Bridges, of Edinburgh, writes to the Guardian 
that “ the call of China for the prayers of the Christian
Church inevitably arouses a sense of wonder.......A so-called
heathen nation has taken us at our word. We said we 
believed in prayer, and they have believed us.” And now 
Mr. Bridges asks, very pertinently, why not use the instru
ment of prayer concerning questions of national defence ? 
Mr. Bridges must roally be very simple if ho seriously thinks 
tho Chinese believe that wo aro likely to depend on prayer 
in any genuino emergency. The Chinese have had too 
many bitter experiences of Christian dealing to harbor any 
such stupidity. Of course, if we really placed any depen
dence on prayer, there is no reason why we should not make 
the question of national defence a subject of prayer. But 
what effect would it have? Would it be likely to affect votes 
in the House of Commons ? Would it stop Churches playing 
tho part of recruiting sergeants ? Or does Mr. Bridges 
mean that the form of national attack and defence is to be 
that of an army of parsons, on either side, praying against 
each other ? That would certainly provide a use for the 
clergy, and if out of earshot of tho rest of the population tho 
suggestion might be worth considering.

It is part of a carefully fostered superstition that those 
who write on behalf of militant Freethought are ignorant, 
illiterate, and may bo profitably ignored. Many of the reli
gious writers who are busy circulating this legend must know 
how untrue it is, although they receive a certain countonance 
from thoso timid Freethinkers who long for the heaven of 
respectability, and seek to get there by assisting this slander on 
their more mentally robust fellow heretics. To say that an 
opponent is ignorant is a very easy retort; it gives those who 
use it an air of authority, and it “ warns off ” that largo class 
who aro only too ready to take their opinions at second hand. 
Wo were not at all surprised, therefore, to find a reviower in 
tho Manchester Guardian describing Sir Hiram Maxim’s 
book, L i Hung Chang's Scrap Book, as exhibiting " great 
ignoranco,” “ violence of language,” etc., and that the result 
is “ painful.” We do not doubt the last part. Whether a 
thing is painful or pleasant is a quite personal matter. It 
entirely depends upon what it is that is affected. No one 
will deny that to clear out a nest of vermin, for instance, is 
very painful—to the vermin_

The curious thing is that Sir Hiram’s book does not claim 
to be more than a compilation. And it represents a thorough
going attack on Christian belief and practices, with special 
reference to the foreign missionary movement. This attack
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is conducted, in the main, by a series of quotations from 
writers mostly of admitted standing and authority. Conse
quently, the charge of ignorance really lies against them, and 
not against the compiler and editor. It is true that the 
reviewer says that Sir Hiram does not know how to use his 
material, but that only means that he does not use it in a 
way that suits the reviewer. Had he quoted writers of 
similar calibre in favor of Christianity, it would have been 
well done. As it is quoted against Christianity, it is ill done. 
That is all there is in the matter. We cannot retort that the 
reviewer betrays his ignorance, as his review is too petty to 
need so powerful a word. But it does betray both his 
temper and his partisanship, and those who can read 
between the lines of his review will take his disparagement 
of the work as an incentive to purchase.

The reviewer seems particularly annoyed with Sir Hiram’s 
confession that he found himself able, at the age of thirty, 
to discomfort a roomful of parsons, and “ After this occur
rence I made a point of going very thoroughly into history, 
philosophy, and religion, especially the religion of the East. 
I read everything I could find, fully determined to make 
myself able to meet all comers; and I think I have suc
ceeded.” It doubtless seems very monstrous to an orthodox 
reviewer that a single Freethinker should discomfort a 
roomful of parsons, or that he should be able to meet all 
comers on Christian claims; but is this such a colossal feat, 
after all ? For our part, we confess that we should not bo 
stricken with astonishment at the ability of a Freethinker 
who was able to silence orthodox Christians, but we should 
feel a little disgusted if he failed at the task. The “ tricki
ness” of Christian disputants in riding away on false issues 
might call for a display of greater mental agility on the 
part of the Freethinker ; but the disproof of Christian claims 
is child’s play to a man of fair knowledge and ordinary 
ability. The substantial doctrines of religion are very few, 
very simple, and very ridiculous. They are on precisely the 
same level as a host of universally discredited religious 
beliefs; and if the Manchester Guardian reviewer is not 
aware of this, it is only because he does not really under
stand religion, and exercises his paid impertinence on those 
who do.

The German papers state that the Kaiser has opened a 
factory for the manufacture of margarine. We are not 
surprised, for, as an amateur preacher, His Imperial Majesty 
has alroady churned out a lot of oleaginous stuff.

According to a wealthy contemporary, the King has 
twenty-five morning suits, about twenty shooting outfits, 
besides uniforms and evening dress. Well, well 1 “ The
King of Kings ” only wore a mackintosh and a halo.

Recently a provincial Methodist preacher was summoned 
for stealing gas by tapping tho main. Wo never heard of 
parsons stealing gas before. It is an article in which they 
are generally well provided. _

A young girl was recently convicted for stealing handbags 
from worshipers at Church. The deterrent effects of 
religion are not very marked in this instance. We remem
ber a story of a churchwarden, on a rainy Sunday, stalking 
down the aisle with three umbrellas under his arm, for the 
use of his friends. At the door a stranger romarked, “ Had 
a good day, I see.”

The Rev. Lord William Gascoyne Cecil is evidently a 
Christian fanatic. In an article in the Daily Mail for 
May 5, ho says that " non-Christian races are treacherous.” 
Does not the noble Lord know that treachery is a human , 
not a Heathen, weakness ? Is he not aware that the Great 
European Powers have been guilty of treachery in their 
recent treatment of Turkey ? Has not the British Empire 
been treacherous in its subjection and government of 
aboriginal races in India and Africa ? Are we in Christen
dom strangers to “ the treacherous smile, a mask for secret 
hate ” ? Why should the reverend lord go out of his way to 
insolently slander non-Christian races 1

Lord William falls into other deplorable errors. He spoaks 
of " the absolute failure of the native religions ” of China. 
As a matter of fact, Confucianism and Buddhism have 
conferred moral greatness upon the Chinese people, and 
there is no sign whatever that they are now disowning and 
abandoning the sources of their strength. Lord William has 
visited China and imagines that he knows both it and its 
inhabitants ; but we much prefer to listen to the testimony 
of such high authorities as Professor H. A. Giles, Mr. Chester 
Holcome, and M. Eugene Simon, who, having spent years in 
China, give the direct lie to Lord William's estimate of the

non-Christian Chinese character. His lordship is equally 
wide of the truth in the statement that China “ is becoming 
Christian.” The native Christians are but a handful, and, 
with very few exceptions, belong to the most ignorant 
classes. China will doubtless adopt Western science; but 
she is surely too wise to take over the religion which has 
been and is such a stupendous failure in the West.

Believing that they are the salt of the earth and the 
light of the world, Christians are resolved to do everything 
within their power to convert the rest of the world to theif 
way of thinking on every subject. In particular they persist 
in vigorous though futile attempts to force their own religion 
upon all Heathen nations. In Buddhist countries such 
attempts are good-naturedly tolerated, but scarcely ever 
prove successful. In picturesque Ceylon, for examplo> 
Catholic and Protestant missionaries experience no opposi
tion on the part of either Buddhist priests or the la ity; but 
all the Christians on the resplendent isle number only 
360,000, in spite of the fact that 10,000 of the inhabitants 
are Europeans, and 23,000 Eurasians (descendants of Euro
peans and Singhalese). For the lack of Christian progress 
the missionaries blame the Portuguese and Dutch Govern
ments, and partly the British authorities; but the truth is 
that the people value their own system far too much to 
exchange it for an inferior one. Latterly there has been a 
great revival of Buddhism throughout the island, and 
numerous schools have been opened after Western models. 
Why cannot Christians stay at homo, where there is much 
more of immorality, degradation, and misery than m 
beautiful Ceylon ?

“ J. B.,” of the Christian World, is an evolutionist, and, 
being a supernaturalist as well, imagines he can see the next 
step in evolution. The last step was from animal to human, 
but the next will be from human to divine. This is a highly 
interesting item of information ; but will “ J. B." be goon 
enough to tell us where, when, and how he acquired it ? 
Did the animal that bocame man know what tho next step 
would be before it was taken ? It is self-evident that 
“ J. B.” is as yet only human—how on earth does he know 
that he is going to step into divinity, or what divinity i8 ‘ 
Ho does not know, any more than he knows that “ big 
the physical universe is, tho spiritual one is vastly bigge*- 
Only a theologian would venture to talk such arrant
nonsense.

Lord Morley, in his Life of Gladstone, plainly says tba 
the Education Question in England has been from the veiy 
first a quarrel between “ Church ’’ and “ Chapel.” 1*7 
evidently nothing more now. WitnosB the letter recentL  
addressed to the Prime Minister by tho National *r 
Church Council and tho Nonconformist members of Pan* 
ment. What they demand in the projected new EdncaB „ 
Bill is a remedy of “ the injustice to Nonconformist- 
Injustice to them, forsooth 1 At prosent they control 
religion taught in half the elementary schools, and 
“ injustice ” they complain of is that they aro not allow0“ 
control the religious teaching in tho other half,—wbicn 
controlled by the Church of England. Tho truth is that bo ,̂ 
these religious bodies should be turned out of tho echo  ̂
No ono has any right in tho public schools as an Anglic®*1’ 
Nonconformist, a Catholic, or a Jew. He has a right to 
only as a citizen, That is really tho whole case for Sec 
Education in a nutshell.

Lamentation fills the offices of the loading
societies, instead of the customary hallolujahs, because g 
public no longer subscribes for the propagation of 
tarradiddles in foreign places. The London ry
Society has a deficit of JG29 000, while tho Church Missi° 
Society has a shortage of .£28,000. Yet they are su 
converting China.

Tho newspapers have boon making a fuss over 
persons, a brother and sister, who lived on only one 0 
pension. What would the journalists havo said ha 
been present when Elijah was fed by a raven, or wn aD(j 
thousand persons were surfeited with three sardm 
two buns ?

The Bishop of Birmingham, Dr. Wakefield, 
scended a coal pit, provided with a m in e r  s coat an 
and spending about an hour in the mine. Was bis o
trying to emulate the poor founder of his relig10 ’ 
worked at a carpenter’s bench with a jackplane?

----- in *
“ Christ and Patriotism,” runs the title of a ,}e^ r M  

recent issue of tho Labor Leader. Surely “ God * pecf ° 
a cosmopolitan rather than a patriot ; but so many 
from Palestine are " patriots ” nowadays.
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Mr. F oote’s E ngagem ents

(Lectures suspended till the Autumn.)

To Correspondents.

President's H onorarium F und, 1913.—Previously acknowledged, 
£123 18s. 5d. Received since :—Mr. Harrison (per H. Saill), 
2s. 6d .; Three Birmingham Saints (per H. Saill), 17s. 6d .;

J-i £3; Mrs. Alice Lee, 4s ; C. H. Shepherd, 10s. ; Wm, 
Broadbent, 10s. ; J. Tomkins, 2s. 6d .; A. Vickers, £1; J. E. 
Stapleton, 2s. 6d.

P- Baud.—Thanks for batch of cuttings.
"• —Ton will let us hear further if you have fresh news of the

Comte article you mention. Thanks for your letter. Mr. 
Foote is making steady and sure progress.

E. B.—Your cuttings are useful and welcome.
• C. Maagard.—Sorely you don't imagine that the writer of the 
paragraph meant what you ascribe to him. The first half of 
f“e paragraph negatives the idea. Perhaps you are joking. 
Eleven o’clock at night is a suspicious hour for finding Christ. 

•T omkins.—Thanks for cuttings, subscription, and good wishes.
■the cuttings are interesting, and may be useful later, but are 
crowded out this week.

(Mrs.) A. Lei.—P.O. allocated as desired. We. too, are proud 
to learn that the daughter of an ardent Freethinker is not only 
treading in her father’s footsteps, but bringing her children up 
to march along the same road. It is the adherence of such as 
yourself that makes the work easier for the next generation, 
oorry yon cannot get to the Conference on Sunday. Another 

^yo&r, perhaps.
• Mapp.—We sympathise fully with the spirit of your resolu
tion, but notices of motion for the Conference must appear on 
the printed Agenda.
rtha Worrell.—Save for accidents—against which none are 
secure—there is no doubt that Mr. Foote will be present at the 
Conference meetings on Whit-Sunday. Great truths find 
trongmen, and they become still stronger by expressing them. 

■“Ir. Foote will doubtless feel flattered at your very high opinion 
: “i® work, and we can say on his behalf that the approval 
1 “lose who are with him in his life’s work is the only 

j PProval he desires. He will be pleased to learn that his 
oturea and writings have been “ a very great help ” to you in 

^your pilgrimage from falsehood to truth.
® Secular Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street,

^arringdon-street, E.C.
National Secular Society’s office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 

^arringdon-street, E.C.
whb*o6 8erv’ces National Secular Society in connection
Bh i;iG0U*ar Burial Services are required, all communications 

Le °U G k° addressed to the secretary. Miss E. M. Vance.
tters for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 

Ls C’ewcast*e-streot, Farringdon-street, E.C. 
etrDhf  Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
iaserted^ O.’ ^ra*‘ Poa  ̂ Tuesday, or they will not be

¿ENV8 who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by 
Ord l^e Pas8ages to which they wish us to call attention. 

Pion* *°r '̂tefuture should be sent to the Shop Manager of the 
arui 66r Bress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-streot, E.O., 

Tu8 not to the Editor.
offic: r W" ^  will be forwarded direct from the publishing 
rates t0 an  ̂ Parti °* t'ie world, post free, at the following 
•bont'ĥ 1̂ 4*̂  '—Gne y0ar’ ' half year> 6s. 3d. \ three

Sugar Plums.

tvho l n°Nce will bo just in timo to remind some of tl 
a r r a n t  decided to attend the Annual Conference of

those
the

.11, p^ 613̂ 8 already made. The two meetings in Clavie. 
ai0 busi!,nCe'8'8*reo*;’ Regent-street—morning and afternoon 
6Veninu G8S “ eetings, and for N. S. S. members only. The 
Public *n Queen’s (Minor) Hall, at 7, is open to the
Is ^ell fin -,We Bope that Freethinkers will see that the hall 
00 Present ^  êa^*n8 speakers of the N. S. S. will
^ i S8ion .’ yRb the President in the chair. Moreover, 
Rendon F *8 .7;?°' an<̂  this gives an extra opportunity foi 
raging ^°°“r«nkers to do a little propaganda work by 

arriVfi0n® ^ eir  more orthodox friends. Freethinkers 
6venin„ w ,, i n London from the provinces on Saturday 
p a<̂ y to “ the Secretary and members of the Executive
0ttW Btreotew em ^  th° Bay Malton Hote1’ 160 Grca<

—

» 0itly. Go8siP ” will be resumed in the Freethinker 
iJ}9lith eanwhile we call attention in this column to the 

- -u , for May. ItB contents aro as varied and 
y '̂fierent 8 ^8na*- Poetry is represented by ten sonnets 

writers. We hesitate to award the palm where

the themes and treatment are so diverse. Mr. Bernard 
Shaw’s “ Overruled : a Dramatic Story ” is clever, like all 
his work, but it has little substance: it is, indeed, a farce, 
and reads a good deal like a satire on Mr. Shaw’s weaknesses 
and limitations. Henri Fabre’s “ The Pond ” and Walter 
Raleigh’s ” Boccaccio ” are perhaps the best things in the 
present number. Mr. Normon Douglas’s “ Blind Guides,” 
dealing mainly with Nelson from an adverse point of view, 
is strongly written and has some vivid ironical flashes at the 
expense of religion. There is much suggestion (we are not 
punning) in the anonymous article on “ Synthetic Man.” 
“ Be Hard, my Friends ” is the title of several pages of 
stimulating paragraphs by the editor, Mr. Austin HarrisoD. 
The concluding sentence is worth pondering: “ To be strong 
it is necessary to be hard—to oneself first and always.” We 
should add that the book-reviews fill many pages, and are 
well written in a liberal spirit. Altogether the English 
Review may be recommended to men and women who want 
to face facts and find the truth.

Chicago seems to be a flourishing centre of Freethought 
activity. Mr. Mangasarian, Mr. Roberts, and Mr. H. Percy 
Ward (late of Liverpool) discourse there to large and 
different audiences every Sunday. We have just received a 
letter from the last of these propagandists :—

“ 1209 Ashland Block, Chicago,
Dear Mr. Foote,— April 21, 1913.

I am very sorry to read in the Freethinker of your 
serious illness. I trust that you are now well on the way to 
complete recovery ; and I hope that for many years to come 
you will be able to fight the good fight of Freedom.

I am, with best wishes,
Sincerely yours,

H. P ercy W ard.”
Many in America will share Mr. Ward’s hope.

The Bethnal Green Branch was wrongly announced in our 
last issue as starting its open-air lectures in Victoria Park on 
May 4. The Branch’s outdoor propaganda does not start 
till May 18, when Mr. Davidson lectures in the afternoon 
and Miss Rough in the evening.

A meeting to consider the formation of a Wolverhampton 
Branch of the N. S. S. will be held in the I. L. P. Rooms, 
Dudley-street, Wolverhampton, to-day (May 11), at 3 o'clock. 
Local Freethinkers are earnestly invited to be present.

The Humanitarian (organ of the Humanitarian League) 
for May gives on its front page two notices of Mr. H. S. 
Salt’s new pamphlet, Fallacies o f Flagellants." One is from 
the Freethinker the other from “ a certain Recorder,” who 
calls the Humanitarian League’s publications 11 irritating 
trash.” The juxtaposition of the two notices is rough on 
the Recorder. Feeling, sense, and style are on the heretical 
side this time.

We don’t wish to join in any local dispute between the 
Rev. Forbes Phillips, of Gorleston, and his adversaries. 
But we are sorry that trouble is made over our recent 
reference to him in the Freethinker. Ho was unconven
tional enough to hope that Mr. Foote would soon recover 
from his reoent severe illness. There doesn't seem much 
harm in that—unless those who think there is believe that 
it would show a better hoart and better manners to hope 
that Mr. Foote would not recover. It appears, however, that 
he has been taken to task for his simple act of courtesy. 
Mr, Phillips hits out as follows in last week’s Yarmouth 
Mercury:—

“ Mr. Microbe waxes furious over the fact that I had ven
tured to write to express my sympathy with Mr. Foote in 
his recent illness. I always admire honest thinkers, and 
Mr. Foote is one, and I have merely oontempt for the 
triokster who is hiccoughing blatant blasphemy one day and 
shedding salt tears on the penitent form next day—who 
sniffles with piety while selling a cheap-jack watch, and the 
same night in his club makeB gibes about sacred things. 
Give me the honest Atheist before the sloppy Christian, even 
when he has a score of conversions to his credit or discredit.”

Mr. Phillips doesn't want our aid in such a matter as this, 
nor do we proffer it, for he is well able to take care of him
self. All we do is to note that he is not to be frightened out 
of his tolerance of difference of opinion on the part of 
those who want to find the truth.

0  Mundo of April 27 publishes as a leader Mr. Heaford s 
article entitled “ The Clamor Against Portugal/' The 
Freethinker is duly acknowledged as 11 the splendid Free- 
thought review which is published in London,’̂  and Mr. 
Heaford is greeted as “ a great friend of Portugal.”
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Portugal and Its Traducers.

The Daily Mail editorial of April 23 pins its faith to 
the statement that “ the prisons [in Portugal] are 
■worthy of the Middle Ages.” On that point I might 
content myself with the statement that the imagina
tive editor has evidently not made himself acquainted 
with the Christian cruelties which abounded in the 
prisons of the Portuguese Inquisition, with the 
smiling approval of kings, priests, duchesses, and 
literary “gents.” But there is no need for the editor 
of the Daily Mail to transport himself into the dead 
past towards which the priests, his protégés, look 
back with longing eyes. The Daily Mail's special 
correspondent at Lisbon might have told him of the 
report published in 0 Mundo of April 15, of Mr. 
Swinny’s visit to the Penitenciary, at Lisbon, where 
many of the political prisoners are lodged over 
whose lot the Duchess of Bedford shed such 
eloquent but ineffectual tears. Mr. Swinny, as our 
readers are aware, is the learned and respeoted 
president of the London Positivist Society, and his 
stay in Lisbon synchronised with the publication of 
the sensational emanations of the Duchess’s pen. 
On his visit to the Penitenoiary, he was received by 
the direotor, Dr. Caldeira Qaeiroz, and inspected 
all the dependencies of the prison—the cells, 
the offices, the hospital, the pharmacy, the 
cuisine, etc. He found that corporal punishment 
was unknown. Mr. Swinny also ascertained that the 
prisoners are engaged in associated labor; that they 
enjoy the privilege of conversation during their labor; 
and that they are permitted to reoeive visits once a 
week (think of it, ye English prisoners for blas
phemy, and all ye tribes of Suffragettes 1) Mr. 
Swinny was surprised to find that the prisoners 
are permitted to write to their families and friends 
at will, and to reoeive presents of food, eto., from 
outside. 0 Mundo concludes its report (of which the 
foregoing is only a brief abstract) by stating that 
Mr. Swinny was much impressed by the humane 
system of treatment in the prison, and that, before 
leaving, he inscribed these words in the visitor’s 
book :—

" I find the installation and functioning in this 
prison are excellent. From many points of viow the 
prisoners are bettor treated here than in similar 
institutions in England.”

Since the publication of Mr. Swinny’s report in 
0 Mundo, Dr. Caldeira Queiroz has himself replied to 
the calumnious statements which have been pub
lished in this country as to the way in which 
political prisoners in Portugal are treated. Accord
ing to the Star of April 23, Dr. Qaeiroz's statement 
is as under :—

“ Political prisoners work as skilled laborers, or as 
clerks, librarians, assistant chemists, and so on. They 
receive visitors every week, and, moreover, they are 
authorised to receive now and then persons who call on 
them.

“ They have the right to use their privato linen from 
home. They reçoive books, reviews, flowers, fruits, 
Bweets, etc. They may have a safety razor and a spirit 
lamp, which are kept by the warders at their disposal.
“ The prisoners may thus have boiling water, or hot milk 

and tea. Meals may come from outside twice a day in 
the quantities they like, and what they please. They 
can write and receive letters, they can bathe every day 
if they like, and they are treated with attention and 
consideration, as are all other prisoners. They aro 
granted all possible concessions within the boundaries of 
discipline and order.

" None of the political prisoners has yet been 
punished. It is trne that they behave very correctly 
and express their satisfaction towards the personnel 
and the way they are treated. They are the first to 
protest against the accusations relative to the treatment 
of the prisoners in this prison.

“ It must be added that all prisoners are allowed to 
submit any claims they have to the director, who 
attends to them whenever he can.”

This statement, combined with the independent 
testimony of Mr. Swinny and the authoritative 
denials and counter declarations of Dr. Affonso

Costa (the Portuguese Premier) in 0 Mundo of 
April 19, and the detailed reply in 0 Seculo of 
April 22, must for ever resolve into myth and fancy 
the primd facie absurdities and far-fetched exaggera
tions of the ducal diatribes, which seem to be 
inspired by the pious and reactionary enemies of 
a Preethought Republio.

Happily, on two crucial and typical matters in this 
dispute the veracity of the Daily Mail asseverations 
can be checked and very seriously called in question. 
First, as to the Duchess’s “ awful” disclosures. 
0 Mundo of April 19 reports a speech of Dr. Affonso 
Costa in the Chamber of Deputies in whioh, after 
referring to the campaign of calumny which the 
Monarchists organised against the Republican regime 
the Premier stated :—

” To-day, the campaign revived with the visit of the 
Duchess of Bedford to the prisons of Lisbon. This lady 
was received with every deference, and. after having 
stated here that she found everything in  order, she uien 
home to her own country and stated the contrary."

Perhaps the Duchess sees visions, like the prophets 
of old, and, like them, being of a literary turn o£ 
mind, converts them into narratives. At any rate, 
she evidently has a wondrous gift of seeing the thing 
that is not, or divorcing the reality from its contex • 
This fact is clear from the second item of her 
Æolian Hall impeaohment, with its extraordinary 
declaration that “ the Portuguese Minister, in 
interview, asked ‘ What is a Carbonario ? ’ a°, 
answered himself by saying ‘ There is no 0°° 
thing ! ’ ” Like all these ducal utterances, no refer' 
enees enabling one to check or verify the statem00 
are given, but apart from the self-evident absurdity0 
the citation, with its gratuitous addendum later o  ̂
suggesting that the Prime Minister “ may be 
Carbonario himself, Senhor Affonso Costa, J* 
devoted Freethinker on whose head the vials of * 
ducal wrath are poured forth, supplied in anticip  ̂
tion the refutation of these extravaganoes when 
stated a few days before, in the Chamber of Depatl,0 
(0 Mundo, April 19), first, that he never belonged 
the Carbonario ; and, secondly, when, so far 
regarding the Carbonarios as non-existent, he avo 
that— id

“ Although I am of opinion that the Society 60 ^ j 
have disappeared with the advent of the now r0g1?)g8t 
do not cease to considor tho Carbonarios as the 1 „
typo of Republicans and excellent Portuguese citiz

The ultimate object of this oampaign of 
is the restoration of the Monarchy, the re-estah 
ment of the Church, the disruption of the ^ 0in,j0pj, 
of social reform on tho basis of scientific Ration» 
and the return of the community into the fold o .g 
faith. With this ulterior program in view, the 0 
made for the amnesty both of tho prisoners t?1 
and the exiled and defeated bandits across j. 
frontier. In a general way, amnesty is the 
thing to plead for and tho generous thing to con ^  
in all cases of domestic discord, but a P^-fcb0 
amnesty dictated from Æolian Hall platform0 ¿¡oO, 
sweet aocompaniment of international inter? ^  \ 
is one whioh the Portuguese Prime Minister 
hope, resist to the uttermost. I am convince ^ 0ge 
a fairly wide reading of the facts—partly 
distorted in the present campaign, and Pa 
those carefully exoluded from the organs jo
publicity in this country — that the PrlS ¿fc»* 
Portugal aro, at least, no worse than our ow ’pjOr0 
the treatment of the prisoners there 1 
generous than that which our own politie»^0| 0 
immemorially received, with the sublime »PP aj,iio»° 
the monarchical and religions censors of 
and Rationalist Portugal, and that no to 
Ministry, in similar ciroumstanccs, would y ^po 
threats organised in the Portuguese PreS.d' go0® 
while this campaign of threat and viliHca 
on, my advice to the Republican party f0rt»b*® 
will be to keep the prisoners safe and e° e8ty 
behind bolt and bar, and wipe the word a g
for the time being off the political slate- ¡8oUeí,

The mode of trial of existing política P^jpjio0 
has formed one of the counts in the duc»



Ma? 11, 1913 THE FREETHINKER 299

long. The sure and certain conviction of the 
Prisoners was asserted, but the many acquittals that 
ave taken place reduce that absurdity into pulp. 
n this connection it may be useful to quote the 
rushing statement of 0 Seculo (April 22):—

11 The form of trial [of political prisoners] does 
Hot differ from that under -which the Republicans 
engaged in the revolt of January 21, 1891, were 
tried by Council of War and under worse conditions 
°f defence.”0  Fcourse, two wrongs do not make a right, but the 

ypothetical wrongs of to-day are not proper to be 
dressed by the aristocratic hands that were never 

stiff  ̂ Freethinkers and Republicans who
C jered nnder the odious regime of the lamented

is th10 ^ 0ms complaint against the Republio
the e^ e8ed banishment of God and religion from 
the 8Cao°^8, On this point my friend Vieira, one of 
lead m°3̂  ^tinguished writers on 0 Mundo, and a 
Dn: °t Portuguese Freethought, triumphantly

out, in his article of April 15, that—
The schools are without God and without religion 

ecanse they are not for, or against, any kind of God, 
?or for, or against, any kind of religion. No one has 

een sent to tear down the crosses in the cemeteries, as 
he Duchess pretends. The crosses are there still in all 
he cemeteries; they hsve only been withdrawn from 
o establishments that were chapels, but which ought 

°" l10 ho so, because as they belonged to all, Catholics 
r hon-Catholics, in no form or guise should they be 
hiployed exclusively by citizens of a particular belief. 

I h 0 “Olieve that nothing was ever more just than this.” 
citp6?rtily agree with the distinguished writer above 

I think, too, that the polioy of the 
b 10 in depriving the Catholics of the exclusive

ĥe of the oemetery chapel, and opening to Catholics_  — -  v w w i j  V J U U ^ O J |  ( V U U  V I #  V J U V U U U C O

foojjj Oors °f these sad vestibules to the tomb on a 
thjnk  ̂ a^8°lut° equality with Protestants, Free- 
w ,* » .  Jews, or Spiritualists, is a sound polioy of 
aa in° an^ common sense. In monarchical Portugal, 

1 IDOnarc^ 'oa  ̂ Eogland, the hall of Death, the 
gt0tl ,6veller and demoorat, was made the camping- 
c°n8 .. °f religious privilege, and the last solemn, 
to k0 lD6 words of commemoration and parting had 
tUdon «!*> .n°t coder the dome of some neutral 
§rave °mlnational building, but, if at all, at the open 

all its distressing and non-hygienio 
a salnttl0n8, In this reform, Portugal sets England 
ohapei ar.y ê880n> The cross stuok on the oemetery 
kQHed -18 a Geological battle-sign, and should be 
S * * ,  ^n8  ̂ °f oblivion; and the cemetery
Jt'su 0j’ 10 having a common, unrestricted use by 
‘¡Ving v n  Per8nasi°n0> should serve to unite the 
°lernf! ^  Ge bonds of a generous sympathy andon.

Portuguese papers are naturally a little. S *
Signer0 in Geir references to the ducal cam- 
?®atiy i 0 Mundo, in its leader of April 17, very 

¿epnh{|8 Go fables on the perfervid enemy of

in the widow of the Duko of Bedford appoarod
the i0 °n translate from our esteemed contemporary], 
WithJt1Urn.al9 Wcre informed that this lady came hero 
asked .**! I?*ontion of visiting our prisons. The public 
Why what has the Duchess got to do with this ?
tkin„a ®bo not spend her time in investigating the 
country ¡1 placo in the prisons of her own
truth m, The Portuguese public were quite right. In_ . - enal region® ot—I mo prisons, tho disciplinary an P ̂ vated person
nr country aro, as evory Pt0P° the prisons or thenows, an open sky as compared England.

H  d‘sciplinary and penal regime prevailing ® . ** . •
Writer o»"* - - . •_ Portugal the-.,1« -‘“ot goes on to say that rit.her peni*

fulcra and the hard labor a ^  penoi0gy
^afflictions charaoteristio of 1J B ^ con.

W 0t exist- The actual treatment Of Uy
their ?rs ia> aa far aB possible, go > common
M l teatmenfc i8 much better than tha t „ fM
offen ere> many of whom are in du moral
C u 68, 'evolving less social evil and h a l id e  t .w  K-

>b
if ~ than'""fk lc°a HOClal evl1 ana letJB ™or»i 

an fal>eu Dn ■, Ge marauding reactionaries who 
it I f i s iDlne r ‘ h0 Protcoting wing of the Daily 

8 addreSR̂ °f an  ̂G remember, as 0 Scculo says 
to t.Ko English people (fourteento the

columns of reply to the Duchess, in Portuguese and 
English, published April 22) that the prisons com
plained of are “ the prisons that we inherited from 
the monarchy, the very prisons in which the Repub
lican propagators W6re detained at various times ! ” 
The Daily Mail dismisses 0 Seculo's refutation of its 
romantic flights of fancy in about fourteen lines ! 
This may be wisdom, but it is not fair journalism. 
The reproduction of 0 Seculo's smashing reply would 
have crushed the mountain of calumnies in the dust 
and destroyed the credit of the Rsv. R. J. Campbell’s 
pious impeachment of the Republic. Saul amongst 
the prophets was not a more affecting spectacle than 
that of Campbell among the duchesses. At the 
iEolian Hall meeting he moved a resolution of 
“ strong and indignant protest,” but one doubts 
whether its “ strength ” was fortified with an 
adequate knowledge of the facts. Probably the 
“ indignation ” of the emotional mystio of the City 
Temple will sweep him past the evidence in favor of 
the Republic whioh ha assails.

I hope that the readers of the Freethinker and the 
friends of fairplay to the Republic will get 0 Seculo 
and read and circulate it. To Freethinkers, too, in 
the States I make a special appeal to spread the 
light. The pictures given of the saloons occupied by 
the Visconde de Ervideira, one of the maltreated 
politicals, and of the rooms of some of the other 
prisoners, which are samples of the rest, are enough 
to make the mouths of the Suffragettes water with 
envy. The treatment of the politicals, as here dis
closed, places the penal system of Portugal on a high 
level of humanity and generous consideration for the 
prisoners who have fallen into the Republic’s hands 
as the legitimate epoils of a desperate war of self- 
defence waged by the new regime of liberty against 
the cruel and unscrupulous enemies of social reform 
and political and intellectual freedom. I do not 
pretend that even in Portugal tho existing prison 
system fulfils the highest ideal of an enlightened 
penology (what can a Republic fighting for its life 
against enemies within and without do in three 
years ?) but I am convinced, after an ample survey 
of the ground of attack and defenoe, that the present 
campaign of calumny has hatred of Freethought and 
a malevolent desire to crush the nascent Republio as 
its mainspring.

1 am glad that tbo advice which I tendered to my 
friend Vieira in my long letter of appeal, dated 
April 19 (since reproduced in 0 Mundo of April 28) 
has been taken seriously to heart, and that he was 
able to prevail upon 0 Seculo to undertake its 
splendid and convincing vindication of tho Republio. 
It is to be hoped that the titular representatives 
of tho Republio will take care that the widest 
publicity be given in tho press of this country to the 
true statement of faots as affecting the aristocratio 
crusade against the fair fame of an honored and 
chivalrous race nobly struggling to bo free from 
the twin tyrants of throne and altar.

W illia m  H e a fo r d .

A Laughing Philosopher.

“ Rabelais laughing in his easy chair.”—Pori.
“  I  class Rabelais with the great creative minds o£ the 

world. ’ ’—Coleridge.
“ Le rire e'est le propre de l’hommo.”—R ahelais.

In a recent trial, the details of whioh were suffi
ciently Rabelaisian to satisfy the most exacting, tho 
learned judge complained that to read Rabelais was 
a cause of boredom. That is not the general view, 
and tho popular idea of Rabelais coincides with 
Pope’s famous line. He is piotured as one who 
laughs and mocks at all things ; a hog for appetite, a 
monkey for tricks. His genins had many facets, and 
he has been described a3 a great moral teacher, a 
grossly obscene writer, a reckless buffoon, a Catholio, 
a Protestant, and a Freethinker. To paint him as 
an ethical teacher alone is to ignore the innate 
drollery of his character. To set him up a mere
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mountebank is to forget the stern reality whioh 
underlies his writing. Other unconscious ironists 
would turn the first of French humorists into an 
ecclesiastical historian.

To treat Rabelais as destitute of all serious 
purpose in art or life is even a greater error. What
ever Rabelais may have been, he was not a trifler. 
He had seen ecclesiastical life from the inside, and 
he hated priests with every drop of his blood. He 
studied Greek when it was a forbidden language, and 
he was an enthusiastic disciple of the new learning 
when scholars carried their lives in their hands. His 
zeal for intellectual freedom, untrammelled by priest- 
oraft, entitles him to rank with Erasmus and Yon 
Hutten as an apostle of humanism.

Of middle-class parentage, Francois Rabelais was 
born in 1488 near the lovely little city of Chinon, on 
the Vienne, where Henry II. cursed his sons and 
died. He always regarded Touraine, its oities, 
rivers, and vineyards, with affectionate admiration. 
“ Noble, ancient, the first in the world," so he called 
it in the fullness of his heart. His father, an inn
keeper, wished to make him a priest. Accordingly, 
little Francois was sent at nine years of age to the 
Benedictine monks of Scully, so young that the 
white shirt was put over the child’s frock. Later, 
he was removed to the Franoiscan Monastery of 
Fontenoy le Comte. The Franoiscan vows included 
ignorance as well as celibaoy and poverty. For 
fifteen years he remained there, taking priest’s 
orders in 1511, at the age of twenty-eight. Always 
inquisitive, he amassed that encyclopaedic know
ledge which he put to so good a use in his immortal 
book, Gargantua and Pantagruel. It is to this long 
period spent among the bigoted, narrow, intolerant 
sons of the great lying Catholic Church that we owe 
his undying hatred of priestcraft. It breaks out in 
nearly every page of his writings, here passionately, 
there sorrowfully, with a ory of rage, a sob of pain, 
or a mooking laugh of “ sanglante derision.” He 
hated the “ monk-birds ” more bitterly than even 
Erasmus, for his nature wa3 stronger.

At the age of forty he camo into the world a free 
man, at liberty to follow his studies, burning with a 
pathetio enthusiasm for the new learning. He threw 
aside the loathed monastio garb, and beoame secre
tary to the Bishop of Maillezais. About 1580 he 
went to the University of Montpelier with the 
intention of getting a medical degree. When he 
attended the lectures he was within sight of bis 
fiftieth year, and he sat by the side of men young 
enough to be his sons. Two years later he went to 
Lyons, where he held an appointment as physician 
to the hospital. His friend, Etienne Dolet, was 
already established as a printer in the place.

Rabelais’s connection with the first reformers of 
France is certain ; the extent difficult to determine. 
He had no desire for the martyr’s crown, and he 
never contemplated following Calvin into exile, or 
Berquin to the stake. As he humorously explained, 
he was “ too thirsty to like fire.” His sympathies, 
too, were antagonistic to all dogmas. Luther and 
Calvin were as abhorrent to him as the priests. The 
society of Des Perriers, Dolet, and the Lyonnais 
Freethinkers was more congenial to his habits of 
thought. Moreover, he had an inside knowledge of 
the power of the Church and of the malignity of her 
hired assassins.

Heretics were then handed over to the secular arm 
to be burnt for the good of their souls and the 
greater glory of God; and Rabelais did not intend, 
if he could help it, to be butchered to make a Reman 
holiday. When he was denounced as a heretio, he 
challenged his enemies to produce a heretical propo
sition from his writing They were unequal to the 
task ; but, none the less, they were there. Rabelais’s 
oaution was necessary if he wished to live. Some of 
his contemporaries suffered for heresy. Dolet was 
burnt, Des Perriers was driven to suicide, Marot was 
a half-starved wanderer in Piedmont. Giordano 
Bruno, whom he had met in Rome, was also done to 
death. Rabelais may be excused for not wishing to 
be “ saved by fire.”

His writings, Gargantua and Pantagruel, which 
have immortalised his name, were commenced at 
Lyons and finished when he was cur6 of Meudou. 
They form a series of satires in a vein of riotous and 
uproarious mirth on monks, priests, pedants, and all 
the solecisms of his time, yet with all their licen
tiousness revealing a heart aflame with love fo* 
mankind, and a passionate desire for the triumph ot 
truth and justioe.

It has been said that Rabelais despised women. 
He did not write till an age when the passion of 
youth had consumed itself to ashes. Love was 
killed in Rabelais by that hateful system of monkery 
which has filled Christendom with unspeakable 
horrors. Poor Rabelais 1 Half of humanity absent 
from his mind. Love, the central fire of the nnf- 
verse, the source of all human joys and sympathies, 
the bond of society, appears in the accursed monastic 
system in whioh he was trained as corruption and 
depravity. The damnable discipline surrounded 
Rabelais from the time he wore a ohild’s frock til 
he was a man of forty, and the best side of his 
nature was strangled. He never loved ; never even 
thought of loving. He had no more respect f°r 
women than a eunuch in an Eastern seraglio. N&y> 
more, there had even been crushed out of him tba 
love for his mother which characterises every 
Frenchman worthy of the name. Alone among
French writers he has no filial piety. As the 
galley slave used to be known by the dragging f°0C’ 
on which was once the heavy fetter, so when the 
unlovely years had eaten away manhood, imprisons 
with its blind instincts and objectless passions, the 
ex-monk is known by his sexless mind. Thrice p°°r 
Rabelais ! the monkish devils spoiled his life, Tf30 
robe he wore was to him like a bodily deformity' 
narrowing his view, corrupting his mind, 
his nature must have been lofty and 
witness those exquisite chapters in 
describes the monks of Thelcma, whose 
“ Liberty.”

Tradition has it that he died saying, “ I go to 0e0J| 
the great perhaps.” We may pioture tho rft80.,y 
the Christians when their old enemy slipped qui0,ir
out of their eager clutohes. The Catholic Cbo*'cwe11

uciw* —
Originally’
beautiful ; 
which h0 
motto W»9

ek

eager
never forgets and priests never forgive. It was 
for the old man that his life was not prolong® 
Rabelais went further than oontempt for the tr°r 
pings of Christianity, and he rejected it altogetb® ' 
He hoped to cure the evil of religion by spread* 
knowledge, by bringing priestoraft into contempt» 
widening the boundaries of thought. It was

isdesire that his writings should be read. To 
rationalistic thought is to think rationally, a0 ftB 
the first step towards Freethought. He kne^ .g 
much as any man of his tim e; but he carried  ̂
weight of learning with a smile. He was acqnain^ 0 
with the book of the world, and not merely with 
world of books. Liberty was Rabelais’s s°Yer0 . 
speoifio for the ills of his time. Finding his oon 
poraries bound with chains of their own rna009jjd 
tore, it was his life purpose to break the fetters 
set them free. MiMNERtf08’

Worship and Finance.
\}\B

The Church Treasurer was standing outsid  ̂
shop, with both hands in his pockets and his \ 
to the street, evidently in a contemplative a30°vj(igi 
had heard that the pastor of his church was l0a ¡0g 
and I had not yet had an opportunity of expr0 
my regrets to him. I decided to do so now. jjfld 

“ So your pastor is leaving," I said, after ^  
exchanged the customary civilities.

« Urn—yes,” he replied, hesitatingly. 3 yo0
“ You will miss him,” I said. “ He has serv 

many years.” 1 nfjo^
The Treasurer made no reply, so I asked» 

are you faring in your search for a successor
“ I might as well tell you straight,” said g°

surer, with an air of abandon. “ Fact is, 1 .»
to ’is church now. Ain’t bin there for moot
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I was genuinely surprised, though my previous 
xpenencos of the domestic storms which sweep 
oross the tabernacles of the faithful ought to have 

Prepared mo for this sort of division. Peace, among 
onconformists, I ought to have known, usually 

xista only as a theoretical hypothesis and seldom as 
Pr0sent experience. I told the Treasurer I was 

orry to hear of the separation, especially as he was 
fan0™06"^earer *n toe church, and I asked him to 

h me the oause of it.
Can’t keep on lendin’ ’em money,” he said. “ I ’ve 

nanced ’em for years, and I thought ’twas about 
Me I 'ad some o’ me money baok.”

xes," I eaid. “ I understand that' you have 
er* rather generous to the church. But were 

toanB1?6"1̂  a Pos*^on Pay y°n hack any of your
Could if they wanted to,” said the Treasurer, 

h a  suggestion of a snap in his manner. “ We ’ad 
sale of work and raised about £40, and I asked for 

it. We called a ohurch meetin’ to settle 
n at should be done with the proceeds, and it was 
^Sreed to give me £20. But the pastor wanted it 
eor.new Sunday-sohool ’ymn-books and organ repairs, 

6 persuaded some of ’is pet lambs to call another 
agu^ h  meetin’, and it was then decided to do
> j?. Pastor said. Talked ’em round ’andsome, e did.’’

knew the Treasurer was a hard-working man. 
con P * “ 1-  outside which we were now standing 
the8  ̂ a 8ma,ii butcher’s establishment, and
abo S“re0t opon whioh the “ best” of two bedrooms 
Th V0i°°iied out was a frousy business thoroughfare. 
0a ?. Church Treasurer, assisted by his wife as 
an Ier> and an errand boy under the age for insur- 
hot6’ S*°W and 80^  animals for bread, and doubtless 

(fD.0x nn^cr his axe without his Heavenly
pt , * 8 knowledge. He was by no means rich, and 
had ab‘y cou*d il> afford the numerous advances he 
v ^ a d e  to the church, upon whose accounts Pro- 
ar; nce continually permitted tiresome defloits to 
f0rs®- I could not but sympathise with his request 

<,̂ Payment, and I told him so.
'ard Q8*ne8s *s Pre38>°’ nowadays,” he said. “ Gets 

aQd ’arder to make a livin’.” 
chur h tly’” 8a‘d toe 8ame with the
Cnn °0e8, Gets harder and harder to make a 

R a t i o n .
for Ut Treasurer was out for narrative, and not 
to i argument. Having got well started, he wasn’t

00 «witched off.
tbe RCon.Mn’t feel comfortable,” he continued, “ at 
thap aptist ohurch after that. I told ’em straight 
roe they’d iose one famiiy through it, and me and 
Y0a lfe and children changed over to the WeBleyans. 
to dn°an  ̂ no £>ood from a man who tells you not 

“ Wk thing ’e’s doin’ ’isself, can you ?’r 
<i ,,are you referring to ?” I asked 

for a hy," said the Treasurer, “ wasn’t ’e lookin’ out 
to aaP'Bger ohurch all the time ’e was tollin’ mo not 
bom ’• ^°r m° money hack ? I couldn’t get no good 
After lm after that. ’E didn’t ’elp me spiritual life.’ 
°Qght t ^ause ho addccl» sadly: “ I know I didn’t 

man for ’elp in mo worship. I ought 
tUe8oif .‘8her, I know. But some’ow I didn’t feel 
able n a -you can nnderstand. I wasn’t comfort- 
So t* “« 8|°h things didn’t ought to be in a ohurch.

The °°*tot *t best to leave." 
be8t to Va0.atang pastor had undoubtedly done his 
for, jn ^a” 8fy the Almighty in at least one respect, 
«nd mnH• 'enco to the divine command, “ Be fruitful 
bia qujv ’P>y and replenish the earth,” he had filled 
couj(j 0r. with a baker’s dozen of youngsters. I 
be deacr'h critioiso his desire to obtain what 
^ell that u 8,8 a larger “ sphere,” knowing quite 
^hen a << y "sphere" he meant something else. 
^r°8peoti Câ  from heaven is accompanied by a 
°kildren Ve lncreaao of £50 a year in salary, thirteen

1 saifl are apt to bias a man’s decision.
*etQai0 aa muoh to the Treasurer, but just then a 

*hakjn ered his shop with the evident intention 
butoK a. Pnr.°hase. She delivered her order to 

0r s wife (sitting in the cash desk), who

transferred it to her husband through the open 
window in the words, “ Forward for sossidges.” The 
Treasurer skipped into the shop, and I lifted my hat 
to the cashier and passed on down the street, musing 
upon the wondrous power of Christianity to allay 
petty bickerings and to unite men in the pursuit of
one grand and noble purpose. R. Noeth.

The L ife Beyond.

T here  is a land, though none knows where, 
But all may go who pay their fare.
The boat which takes you, so ’tis said,
Is timed to do so—when you’re dead.
The agents for this happy land 
Describe the place as simply grand.
No work is done there all day long,
But all sing one eternal song;
A million million voices blend 
To sing this song, which cannot end,
Which has no chorus, verse, or rhymo,
But just one sentence all the time.
A pleasant program, is it not ?
And pious folk, who know what's what,
Will book their places in advanoe,
Whilo fools and sinners miss their chance. 
The streets, they say, are paved with pearls 
(A detail which will pleaBe the girls).
The company is quite select,
And strictly choice and circumspect.
There good old Adam will be found 
And other folk long underground.
There Moses and his rod will be 
(An entertaining sight to see).
Saints by the ton will swell the fun,
And kiDgs and emperors, many a one, 
Who’ve made fair lauds a dreary waste,
The pleasures of this land will taste. 
Converted murderers, whom the cord 
Has jerked to see their own dear Lord, 
Inquisitors who plied the rack,
And loved their victims' bones to crack. 
John Calvin, who betrayed his friend, 
Eternity in bliss will spend.
Good old King Hall, for his defence 
Of Christian faith, his recompense 
In this fair region will enjoy;
While with his golden harp will toy 
King David, who seduced the wife 
And took, by treachery, the life 
Of one ho counted as his friend.
And there, in holy joy, will spend 
Eternity, the sacred shade 
Of Rabab, she who once betrayed 
Her city to the Hebrew band,
The devastators of her land.
This whore, for treachery renowned,
Among the angels will bo found,
If Dante’s verse describes aright 
The land above so fair and bright.

What say you, Sir ; you’d rathor go 
Among the damned in hell below,
For ever there to boil and fry ?
Well, now you say so, so would 1 1

HlRHHRT W. ThCRLOW.

Obituary.

We regret to hear, just as wo aro going to press, of the 
death of Professor Thaddeus Burr Wakeman.a distinguished 
American Freethinker, whose personal acquaintance we 
had the honor and pleasuro of making when we were at 
New York in 1896. Professor Wakeman was seventy-eight 
years old. He died of heart failure on April 23, without an 
hour of sickness or a moment’s pain. The remains were 
cremated on tho following Saturday. A memorial meeting 
was to take place later. We shall probably soe it reported 
in the Truthseeher. We owe the present announcement to 
Mr. Theodore Schroeder, secretary of the Free Speech 
League.
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SU NDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

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

LONDON.
I ndoor.

Queen’s (Minok) H all (Langham-place, W.) : Annual Con
ference. Public Meeting at 7. Speakers: Messrs. G. W. 
Foote, C. Coben, J. T. Lloyd, A. B. Moss, W. Heaford, F. A. 
Davies, and Miss Kough.

Outdoor.
London Branches' Outdoor Lectures suspended in consequence 

of the N. S. S. Annual Conference.
COUNTEY.

Outdoor.
W olverhampton (Market Square): Joseph A. E. Bates— 

May 8. at 8, “ Clerical Popinjays ” ; 9, at 8, “ The ‘ Pavilions ’ 
of God ” ; 11, at 7.15, “ Christ: Man, Messiah, or Myth 7”

PEOPAGANDIST LEAFLETS. New Issue. 1. Christianity a 
Stupendous Failure, J. T. Lloyd; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. 
Wheeler; 3. Principles of Secularism, C. Watts; 4. Where Are 
Your Hospitals f R. Ingersoll. 5. Because the Bible Tells He 
So, W. P. Ball; 6. Why Be Good ? by G. W. Foote. The 
Parson’s Creed. Often the means of arresting attention and 
making new members. Price 6d. per hundred, post free 7d. 
Special rates for larger quantities. Samples on receipt of 
stamped addressed envelope.—N. S. S. Secretary, 2 New- 
castlo-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

We are still Selling the
BU SINESS M A N ’S BOX CALF BOOT

A t 8s. 6d. post free.
As the price of leather is rapidly advancing, we advise our 

customers to BUY NOW.
WHITEHOUSE & CO., BOOT FACTORS, STOURBRIDGE.

UfndxL C<- (X- cLt&buixcJL to oXjL
J  CjruXd. 'JwiAX-xuL. io  a/n- oX.c’Lxh. &+*€*

<rj ftiy 1̂ 13 t i c - ,
Q^ticC fruA.

3 d jL  fo U l/llu n C  IS ¿L td tt ¿Iru C  a^ c t^ x tu o A

14 (h tL d r ; CX/ruL otLyny f  ^unAAXrrxtA^L.
cx\JL ¿c a*vu .

e r a n

A m erica’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..............................................  Editob.
L . K. WASHBURN ... .................E ditorial Contributor.

Subscription R ates.
Single subscription in advance — -  $^.00
Two new subscribers ... ... 5.00
One subscription two years in advance ... 5.00

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

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

which are free.
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,

Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books, .
62 Vebey Street, N ew York, U.b--3,

Determinism or Free Will?
By  C. COHEN.

Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

A cleat1 and able exposition of the subject m 
the only adequate light—the light of evolution.

and “ W ill."-111;
CONTENTS.

I. Tho Question Stated.—II. “ Freedom '
Consciousness, Deliberation, and Choice.—IV. Some Al' ĝ0 
Consequences of Determinism.—V. Professor James on " I 
Dilemma of Determinism.”—VI. The Nature and Implicat'd^ 
of Responsibility.—VII. Determinism and Character.—VIII. 

Problem in Determinism.—IX. Environment.

PRICE ONE SHILLING NET-
(Postage 2d.)

The P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street,

LATEST N. S. S. BADGE.—A single 
flower, size as shown ; artistic and neat 
in enamel and silver ; permanent in color; b 
been the means of making many P' ea3 ^ 
introductions. Brooch or Stud fastening. - 
Scarf-pin, 8d. Postage in Great Britain 
Small reduction on not less than one “°z 
Exceptional value.—From Miss E. M. yss 

General Secretary, N. 8 . S., 2 Newcastle-street, London, Yj-C-

A LIBERAL OFFER—NOTHING LIKE IT.
sold

TTte'Besh
-not
old

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

Insure Y our L ife—You D ie to W in; Buy th is Book, You Learn to Live.
Ignorance kills—knowledge saves—be wise in time. Men weaken, sickeD, die' 
knowing how to live. “ Habits that enslave ” wreck thousands—young fl. j0g, 
Fathers fail, mothers are “ bed-ridden,” babies die. Family feuds, marital mis0 

divorces—even mnrdors—All can be avoided by aolf-knowlodge, self-oontrol.
You can discount heaven—dodge hell—here and now, by reading and apply'bf> 
wisdom of this one book of 1,200 pages, 400 illustrations, 80 lithographs on 18 anato 

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

T he Young—How to choose the best to m arry.
T he Married—Hew to be happy in marriage.
T he F ond P arent—How to have prize babies.
T he Mother—How to have them without pain.
The Childless—How to be fruitful and multiply.
T he Curious—How they “ growed " from germ-oell.
T he H ealthy—How to enjoy life and keep well.
T he I nvalid—How to brace np and keep well.

Whatever you’d ask a doctor you find herein. targed)
Dr. Foote’s books have been the popular instructors of the masses in America for fifty years (often re-written, En:. £ ¡8 
and always kept up-to-date). For twenty years they have sold largely (from London) to all countries where Eng ¡0e 
Bpoken, and everywhere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and most for the price. You may save the 
by not buying, and you may lose your life (or your wife or child) by not knowing some of the vitally important truths •»

Most Grateful Testimonials From Everywhere. t0 be
Gndivoda, I n d i a I t  is a store of medical knowledge in plainest " ’ “  ' " ’ ................ * ">,v

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. V». T.

Panderma, Turkey : “ I can avow frankly there is ¡st)-
found such an interesting book as yours.”—K. H- 

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

Laverton, W. Anst. : “ I consider it worth ten times tb - 
I have benefited much by it.”—R. M,

ori«0’

Somewhat Abridged Editions (800 pp. each) can be had in German, Swedish, or Finnish
P rice  E IG H T  SH IL L IN G S by M ail to  an y  A ddress.

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

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK
FOR FREETHINKERS 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 th e  Secular Society, Ltd.

W E L L  P R IN T E D  ON GOOD PAPER AND W E L L  BOUND.

In Paper Covers, SIXPENCE—Net.
(Postage l^d.)

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

°IiE  OF TH E  MOST U S E F U L  BOOKS E V E R  PU B L ISH E D .

IN V A LU A B LE TO F R E E T H IN K E R S  A N SW ER IN G  CH RISTIA N S.

l£lE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.

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

Company Limited by Guarantee.

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

Chairman of Board of Directors—Mu. G. W. FOOTE. 
Secretary—Miss E. M. VANCE.

W * * * y  was orm ed in  1898 to  afford legal seourity to the 
'the 'i\?n antl aPPhcation of funds for Secn’a r  purposes.

0biec. Memorandum of Association seta forth that the Society's 
'fieubl v,aro ’— Prom°t0 the principle that human conduct 
floral ve,.baBed °pon natural knowledge, and not upon super
set of ii le£| Rn̂  that human welfare in this world is the proper 
'*'0 Prom * tboa8ht and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
Pleto aA ,  u.n'v°rsal Secular Education. To promote the com- 
Utyfof “Marisation of the Stato, eto., eto. And to do all such 
hold, tec 'n^S 8,8 are 00nducive to Buch objects. Also to have, 
°r be'queaniej an  ̂reta>n any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
'he DerrU“6“ by any person, and to employ the same for any of 

The i& 01 tho Society.
i.ncild eve IF  o£ momber8 *a limited to £ 1, in case the Society 
*abuitje.A  be wonnd up and the assets were insufficient to oovor 

^tobers* moa*1 nnliksly contingenoy.
Rnk“ an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subaequont 

1 SocipCtr‘Pi ion o£ five shillings.
.Ser nQrrivly ,aa a considerable number of members, but a much 

®a>Oed a m o , . ’8 fiesirablo, arid it is hoped that some will be 
? ParticirU1 ■ those who road this announcement. All who join 
t- resourc0!1e lnTtbe control of its business and the trusteeship of 
>  that nr, ' 'B exPreS8ly provided in the Articles of Associa- 
I86 Society -tu er’ aB flnc >̂ shall derive any sort of profit from 
4°y Wav J l 81tbor by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
- The g ratever.
D ^ toraOC'Mys affairs are managed by an olected Board of 

elve tneinhn8ISt’n® o£ not leBB tban five an£l n°t moro than 
°ers, one-third of whom retire by ballot) each yoar,

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

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Sooiety, Limited, 
can receive donations and bequests with absolute Beourity. 
Those 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 bo 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 course of 
administration. No objection of any kind has been raised in 
connection with any of the wills by which the Society has 
already been benefited.

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Battcock, 23 
Rood-lane, Fenchurch-strect, London, E.C.

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a snffioient form of 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:—“ I give and
“ bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of £ -----
“ free from Logacy Duty, and I direct that a receipt signed by 
“ two members of the Board of the said Sooiety and the Secretary 
“ thereof shall be a good discharge to my Exeoutors 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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No. I__BIBLE AND BEER. By G. W . Foote.
FORTY PAGES—ONE PENNY.
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THIRTY-TWO PAGES—ONE PENNY.

Postage: Single copy, Jd.; 6 copies, l^d .; 18 copies, 2 |d .; 26 copies, 4d. (parcel post).

IN  PREPARATION.
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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.

Reynolds's Newspaper says:—“ Mr. G. W. Foote, ohairman of the Seonlar Sooiety, is well known as a ° 
exceptional ability His Bible Romances have had a large sale in the original edition. A popular, revised, * 
enlarged edition, at the price of 8d., has now been published by the Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringd°D 
street, London, for the Secular Society Thus, within the reach of almost everyone, the ripest thought of the lee 
of modern opinion is being placed from day to day.”

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