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Intellectual cowardice is quite as disreputable as 
Physical cowardice.

—W. E. P a t e r s o n  (Benjamin Swift).

The Witch Mania.

^THOUT discussing whether magic precedes religion 
r not, it is plain that the practice of magic belongs 

very earliest ages of human oulture. The 
itch and the wizard are familiar figures in all 

Cages of religious history. Not only are their 
gores familiar, but their method of operation 

^mains substantially constant. The methods of 
pitching people or things described in European 
itch trials of the seventeenth century are precisely 

practised by savages all over the world. A 
jnd*a°  wou^  have felt quite at home sitting on the 
J (lloial bench with Sir Mathew Hale condemning 
{ ^  half-insane women for magical practices. To 
to h' h a P0rson by securing a few hairs belonging 
„him , or to oause his death by manufacturing a lay 
SQre and driving pins into it, are plans pursued by 
^ages to-day, just as they were followed by the 
re civilised savages of these islands little more 

^ 0  centuries ago.
n Rubscribing to the belief in witchoraft, Chris- 

rei ? . y only fell into line with other forms of 
exi'^10118 belief. Its peculiarity is that, coming into 

when it did, it gave to the belief an autho- 
opn •a  ̂ was *as*i [oaiDZ> while its intolerance of 
^Position prevented criticism doing the natural work 
^jj.Phnfioation. The primitive theory of things, 
a~ °b holds that man is surrounded by spiritual 
fQlinci08» mostly of a malevolent description, was 
hion GQ̂ orso  ̂by the early Christians. In the com- 

aa well as in the rarest evonts of life 
0f ?*“ aoal agency was to bo seen. The suppression 
aQd 1 a oraffc bad been ordered in the Old Testament, 
Mo»- a0rnoniacal activity endorsed by the New. 
its G?ver> the fact that Christianity, for long after 
str ^jblishment as the religion of the Empire, was 
iojp^bng with earlier forms of faith, gave further 
Ojjj ?8 to this belief. An easy explanation for 
^ith° °a an<̂  marvels that occurred in connection 
W0r, n?n Christian beliefs was that they were the 

0‘  demons. And in all probability muoh that 
°n under the form of witch assemblies, up toa Co uu.uer tne iorm oi wiccn assemones, up to 

ĥan ^ ara,tively late date, a more detailed knowledge 
pre80t, h Possess would show to be the exercise of 
8*n q£ w.8? , forms of faith. The old saying, “ The
it ^itchoraft is as the sin of rebellion,” has in 
difter°re than meets the eye. There is little real 
an<j h? 06 b®tween the magio that appears as piety 
that n nia8*0 that is denounced as sorcery, save 
g°ds ofQ° is P0r“ itted and the other is not. The 
ce8g0r, 0ne religion become the demons of its suo- 
8aC0RÔ -an<̂  ^be same rule applies to the practice of
. But l e-faiths-io a witchcraft exists in all ages, it exists
from finite different to that which presents itself 
°enturv 6 i^eenth to the end of the seventeenth 
^ joritv  f ° r oent™ 00 the attention of the vast 
fiuesti0  ̂ ° ‘ People had been directed and centred on 
CQiturfi J? ideological interest. Every branch of
R a t i o n  
I|G6j

--------.wtwgiuui lUVOlODVi UIHIUUU Vi*

8Xpl-  Wa,s under the control of the Church, and no 
n was tolerated that conflicted with its

teaching. The general mind was saturated with 
supernaturalism to an almost incredible degree. The 
wildest tale of witchcraft was suitable to such an 
environment, and there is no question that many of 
those who were tried and executed for sorcery 
actually believed the things they were accused of 
doing to be within their power. The fifteenth 
century saw, too, a rising tide of heresy against 
whioh the Church was forced to do battle, and to 
ascribe this to the agenoy of Satan was an easy plan 
to pursue—just as the herotios attributed the power 
of the Church itself to the same source. Social 
conditions were also favorable. Moral ties were 
as loose as they could reasonably be, and the attitude 
of the Church towards the sexual relation had forced 
the religious mind into wholly unhealthy directions. 
This aspect of the witch epidemic has been but little 
dealt with, but it is undoubtedly a very real one. A 
German writer says :—

“ Whilst in the fifteenth and the beginning of the 
sixteenth centuries, as those well acquainted with the 
state of morals during this period can all confirm, a 
most unbounded freedom was dominant in sexual rela
tions, the State and the Church were desirous of com
pelling the poople to keep better order by the use of 
actual force, and by religious compulsion. As forced a 
transformation in so vital a matter necessarily resulted 
in a reaction of the worst kind, and forced into secret 
channels tho impulse which it had attempted to sup
press. This reaction occurred, moroovor, with an ele
mental force. There resulted widespread sexual violence 
and seduction, hesitating at nothing, often divinely 
daring, in which everywhere the devil was supposed to 
holp; everyone's head was turned in this way, tho un
controlled lust of debauchees found vent in secret 
bacchanalian associations and orgies, wherein many 
without masquerado played the part of Satan ; shameful 
deeds wero perpetrated by excited women and by pro- 
curosses and prostitutes ready for any kind of immoral 
abomination ; add to these sexual orgies the most widely 
diffused web of a completely developed theory of witch
craft, and tho sympathetic strengthening by the clergy 
of tho widely prevalent belief in tho devil—all these 
things, wovon in a labyrinthine connection, made it 
possible for thousands upon thousands to bo murdered 
by a disordered justice and to bo sacrificed to 
delusion.” *

That there was a very strong sexual element in 
mediroval witchoraft is undeniable. When we 
examine the stories current of tho “  Sabbath ” of 
the witches, we find that a large part of the pro
ceedings are of a strongly marked erotic character. 
The figure of Satan often enough reminds one of tho 
old Pagan deity, Priapus, and it is possible that the 
“  Sabbath ”  itself was little more than a oarrying 
out of the old priapio ceremonies, with the mixture 
of Christian language and symbolism made inevitable 
by time and other oircumstances.t 

Universal as has been the belief in witohoraft, it 
was not until the end of the fifteenth century that it 
justly assumed what may be called an epidemic 
form. Then a fatal impetus was given by the issue 
of a Bull by Pope Innooent VIII. This preoious 
document declares:—

“ In truth, it has come to our ears that very many 
persons of both sexes, deviating from the Catholic

* Cited by Bloch, Sexual Life of Our Time, p. 120. Michelet, 
in his Sorceress (Paris ; 1904), has dealt with this matter m an 
extremely vivid and picturesque manner, 

t See Michelet, The Sorceress, particularly pp. 122, 181-3.
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Faith, abuse themselves with the demons, Incubus and 
Succubus ; and by incantations, charms, and conjura
tions, and other wicked superstitions, by criminal acts 
and offences have caused the offspring of women and of 
the lower animals, the fruits of the earth, the grape, and 
the products of various plants, men, women, and other 
animals of different kinds, vineyards, meadows, pasture 
land, corn, and other vegetables of the earth to perish, 
be oppressed, and utterly destroyed ; that they hinder 
the proper intercourse of the sexes, and the propagation 
of the human species.”

It was this Pope who commissioned the inquisitor, 
Sprenger, to root out witches. Sprenger’s book on 
the subject remained for long the guide for all those 
engaged in the work.

Almost at once the mania for witch-finding and 
witch-burning, and one may also assume the belief 
of people that they could secure and utilise satanio 
power against others, assumed alarming dimensions. 
The number given as executed is so great that one 
would hesitate to accept them as genuine if the 
statements were not well authenticated. Says 
Lecky :—

“  In almost every province of Germany, but especially 
in those where clerical influence predominated, the per
secution raged with a fearful intensity. Seven thousand 
witches are said to have been burned at Treves, six 
hundred by a single bishop in Bamberg, and nine 
hundred in a single year in the bishopric of Wurtzburg.
.....At Toulouse, the seat of the Inquisition, four hundred
persons perished for sorcery at a single execution, and 
fifty at Douay in a single year. Remy, a judge of 
Nancy, boasted that he had put to death eight hundred
witches in sixteen years.......In Italy a thousand persons
were executed in a single year in the province of Como.
.......In Geneva, which was then ruled by a bishop, five
hundred alleged witches were exocuted in three months ; 
forty-eight were burnt at Constance or Ravensburg, and 
eighty in the little town of Valery in Savoy."*

In England, from 1G03 to 1680 it is estimated that 
seventy thousand persons were put to death for 
sorcery.f Grey, the editor of Iludibras, says that he 
had himself seen a list of three thousand persons 
who were put to death during the life of the Long 
Parliament. The celebrated witch-finder, Hopkins, 
hung sixty in one year in the county of Suffolk. In 
Scotland, for thirty-nine years, the number killed 
annually averaged two hundred. The most remark
able, and the most horrible executions of all were 
those that took place in Wurtzburg in February, 
1629. No les3 than one hundred and sixty-two 
alleged witches were burned in batohes. Among 
these were actually no less than thirty-four children. 
The following details give the actual ages of most

: them :-
Burning. Numbered. Among Them.

7th ... 7 ... 1 girl aged 12.
13th ... 4 ... Girl of 10 and young mother.
15 th 2 ... Boy of 12.
18th 6 2 boys of 10, girl of 14.
19th ... 6 ... 2 boys of 10 and 12.
20th ... 6 ... 2 boys.
23rd ... 9 ... 3 boys, 9, 10, and 14.
24th ... 7 ... 2 boys brought from hospital.
26th ... 8 ... Little boy and girl.
26th ... 7 ... 2 boys, 8 and 9.
28th ... 6 ... Blind girl and infant.Î

{To be continued.) C. Cohen.

Partial Knowledge.

Tiie Rev. F. C. Spurr, of Melbourne, assures us, in a 
sermon published in the Christian World Pulpit for 
May 28, that the confession that the supernatural 
can only be known in part in this life, constitutes 
what he calls Courageous Agnosticism, while the 
denial of the possibility of knowing it at all must be 
characterised as Cowardly Agnosticism. It is not 
our good fortune to have seen the reverend gentle
man’s discourse upon Cowardly Agnosticism, though

* Rise and Influence of Rationalism, vol. i., pp. 3-6. 
t A. Williams, The Superstition of Witchcraft, p. 214. 
} T. Wright, History of Sorcery and Magic.

we can easily infer what it was like. His deliver
ance on Courageous Agnosticism lies before us, and 
we proceed to examine it. The relativity of know
ledge is a scientific truism and almost a truism in 
philosophy. This being the case, where does the 
courage of Agnosticism come in ? Surely it requires 
no courage to acknowledge an undeniable fact. K 
God and the theologioal unseen world are known at 
all, it is a foregone conclusion that they are known 
only in part. To say, “  We know in part,”  or “ We 
see in a mirror darkly,” is simply to state a faot, 
even on the assumption that the subjects under 
consideration are in any sense or degree objects of 
knowledge. To break the force of this undoubted 
truth, Mr. Spurr disparages knowledge. “ Knowledge 
is good and great,” he says, “ but there is something 
better and greater,” even love. But what is love 
without knowledge? At bottom, knowledge and love 
are one, as they also are in their highest and noblest 
development. To know the truth is to love it, and 
to love is to know it.

In his championship of the relativity of all know
ledge, Mr. Spurr falls into several grievous errors. 
Speaking of the progressiveness of scientific know
ledge, he says, “  No longer dare any scientific man 
repeat the confident declaration of Professor Tyndall 
in his famous Belfast address. The day has passed 
for that kind of thing.” Evidently the reverend 
gentleman is not up-to-date in his scientific informa
tion. He makes that assertion in the teeth of the 
fact that from the platform of the British Associa
tion at Dundee, last September, Tyndall’s theory of 
matter, so beautifully expressed from the Associa
tion’s chair at Belfast forty years ago, was clearly 
and vigorously reaffirmed both by the President and 
several distinguished members. Has not Mr. Sporr 
read Professor Schafer’s Presidential Address on 
“ The Nature, Origin, and Maintenance of Life,” and 
the report of the subsequent disoussion on the 
subject, in the conrse of which, Professor McCallom 
and Dr. Chalmers Mitchell, among others, declared 
themselves “  in agreement with Tyndall that matter 
is imbued with the potentiality of life ” ? “ I have 
heard nothing,” concluded Dr. Mitchell, “ which 
makes it not possible to accept the exposition of onr 
President in the fullest possible way.” Equally i° ‘ 
accurate is the reverend gentleman’s statement that 
“ in one day" the scientific world’s faith in the indivi
sibility of the atom “ was shaken to pieces by the 
discovery of radium.” Writing twenty years pri°!j 
to the discovery of radium, Professor Buchner tiBoa 
the following language:—

“ In fact the unlimited divisibility of atoms or of th 
molecules built up from thorn can be doubted who 
looked at either from a theoretical, a metaphysical) 0 
an empirical point of view, and it can only bo m»m 
tained that we are not in a position to divide the 
further by the chemical and physical forces known
us.......It has also become very probable through recca
investigations that the substances heretofore regard® 
by ns as elements or original bodies are nothing of “ 
kind, but are themselves compounds, and that the s 
called atoms therefore consist of units of a higher gra 1 
as the molecule does of atoms ” (Force and e ' 
pp. 48, 49).

Ten years before the breaking up of the atom 
actually took place, Professor Haeckel wrote :—

“  We may conclude that the empirical elements 
now know are not really simple, ultimato, and 
changeable forms of matter, but compounds of h° j  
geneous, simple, primitive atoms, variously distrjbn ^  
as to number and grouping ” (The Riddle of 
Universe, p. 79).

It is perfectly true that wo know Nature .fl 
part, and see her marvellous operations only as “  
a mirror darkly; but is there any evidence that  ̂
know Supernature even in part, or see it even 10 
mirror darkly? Mr. Spurr admits that “ there a 
over-confident Christians who make unjnatma ^  
claims to knowledge,”  but instead of expatiating °P 
this important admission the reverend gentleman r 
gets his manners and goes off at a tangent to de 
a violent and vituperative tirade against ‘ 0



June 8, 1913 THE FREETHINKER 355

confident unbelievers.” These vile wretches are 
taD8 portrayed

Inspired by vanity, they forget that they know only 
!n Part> hence they commit the indiscretion and the 
'inpertinence of challenging what others know. Wise 
“ - w i l l  ever be modest, remembering that the field of 
rath is so vast that it cannot be compassed by any 

human mind.”
Thier ,18 1B rudeness, and we beg to remind the rev- 

The &8ableman that rudeness is not argument. 
fo|] re are D°t a few in Melbourne who perceive the 
«u J .anJ futility of dubbing Freethought writers 
ene ° .en’' ’ rather than “  soholars.” To abuse an 
Mr 8 18 *ncroase the momentum of his arrows,
tjjjj i0 apparently ignorant of the fact that
doe81?1* attack only weakens his own case. He 
reall D-°̂  even know what the object of his attack 
a cj ? 18, He speaks as if Agnosticism really meant 
s'on snPerior knowledge, rather than a confes- 
Peoii 01 cornplete ignorance. Agnostics are not 
bat 8 Wk° cherish the belief that they “ know all,” 
h0a’̂ O!? bhe contrary, people who humbly bow their 
ver 3 “hfore the majesty and grandeur of the Uni- 
8pQ an  ̂ admit their inability to explain it. Mr. 
Viî r,!8 radically mistaken when he charges them 
" ehaii 6 .d iscretion  and the impertinences of 
f°o]j *enging what others know.” They are not 
they8a enough to do anything of the kind. What 

pkallenge is what others imagine they know, 
famn *8a bo refresh his memory with the following 

01089 utterance by Huxley
a , ^hen I reached intellectual maturity and began to 
p { inyself whether I was au Atheist, a Theist, or a 
a eist; a Materialist or an Idealist; a Christian or 
refl retabmker ; I found that the more I learned and 
j  ucted, the loss ready was the answer; until at last 
wi,ame t° the conclusion that I had neither art nor part 
0ri a aay of these denominations, except the last. The 
a„ "“ 'ag in which most of these good people were 
the6011 rWas one thing in which I differed from 
a wero quite sure that thoy had attained to
6UC< ^ "  ‘ gnosis’ (knowledge),—had more or less 
Wa COss.fuUy solved the problem of existence, while I 
vict.‘iaito sure I had not, and had a pretty strong con- 
Hu 10n problem was insoluble. And, with
Pro 16 an(̂  Kant on my side, I could not think myself 
'Odf-i arnptuous in holding fast by that opinion ” (Contro• 

^  Questions, pp. 354-5).

^piy6A ft^ er HIHeiats, Pantheists, nor Idealists, but 
ih wfii T^oists, precisely the same sense as that 
"'hat rCtl Huxley called himself an Agnostio, and 
bQt is, not what Mr. Spurr knows,
asj. at he believes he knows. Wo venture toadd
fhoQph .^ltn thus: “ Yon make a olaim to a true 
^orld- 1®P°rfect knowledge of God and the spiritual 
V  Jqs’u^pU affirm that this knowledge comes to you 
^bkiud • *lri8b’ wkom you proclaim as the Savior of 
as savin ’ anH this knowledge thus gained you desoribe 
®hd Uplifting, ennobling; but wo utterly fail to 
Sooiefcy fain8 in you or about you, ns a member of 
better « ° iuab'fy such a claim. You are neither
°£ othec°r -Wor8e» *n moral character, than millions 
i)t'S8eSsrs 10 aH parts of the world who protend to 
'’be rQvn° Ruch knowledge.” In thus addressing 

are °oen^. gentleman, we assure him that 
belief fv1,?8i)*red neither by vanity nor by the 
°0hvicti0'ab we know all, but by the honest 
^Uorapf n bkat Christians are in reality quite as 
^srhat aS 0ur8elves- We do not question their 
^b'ch n!a  ̂ beliefs, nor those ecstatic experiences 
mrtle8tlv . ralJy spring from them; but we do 
b 0si0tlg c°ntend that such beliefs are so many 
^lely ii’jn°r rather perhaps, that their objects are

At 1 - -Orv

ju^Oua rih°1D̂  Wo com0 face bo face with a most 
Itd^abe l Meno^enon. Mr. Spurr denounces Mr. 
aiui08, Hnr Robertson, and Mr. Vivian as char- 
dnta°rity aocu8®» them of writing, “ with assumed 
tk^hd yean. a  ̂ kinds of subjects, many of which 
Qf k.^cusat-8 Pab'ont study” ; but we submit that 
tv. b's ow Ioa 'a much more applicablo to members 
of °ght. ^ rô 0saion than to the advocates of Free- 

* 0,11 ̂  “̂ bly ° r wronS1y- we 8Peak 1° bhe name
0 all our appeals to, our own reason,

dory.

while the theologians base all their utterances upon 
an alleged revelation from above, conveyed to them 
indirectly in a book, or specially and directly com
municated to every one of them by an alleged Holy 
Spirit. Thoy speak in the name of the Lord and 
appeal to the authority of Heaven ; but the Lord is 
eternally silent and Heaven’s seal is lacking. That 
is to say, they hold an imaginary Heaven responsible 
for all their own blind prejudices and strange 
vagaries. What we challenge is their right to 
assume heavenly authority for their various and 
conflicting deliverances. The sincerity of many of 
them is beyond doubt; but, then, a man can bo easily 
play the hypocrite unconsciously to himself.

With all due deference, we hold that in this dis
course which has come to us from the Antipodes, Mr. 
Spurr adduces not a single proof that Christians 
possess even a partial knowledge of the supernatural; 
he merely contents himself with asserting that they 
do. He plays the dogmatist from beginning to end. 
We are aware that “ intellectual vanity is a stupid 
and offensive thing,” and we hope never to be guilty 
of i t ; but we are convinced that the numerous 
assumptions of the men of God are more stupid and 
offensive still, beoause not one of them has ever been 
or ever can be verified. j  rj, ĵ loyd

Christianity and the Chinese.—IY.

(Continued from  p . 342.)
“  The East has been tolerant of all creeds which do not

assault the foundations of its societies......The hatred of
Western religion in China and adjacent countries is un
doubtedly due to the needless and implacable attacks which 
have been made upon the ancestor-cult. To demand of a 
Chinese or an Annamese that he cast away or destroy his 
ancestral tablets is not less irrational and inhuman than it 
would be to demand of an Englishman that he destroy his 
mother’s tombstone in proof of his devotion to Christianity. 
Nay, it is much more inhuman,—for the European attaches 
to the funeral monument no such idea of sacredness as that 
which attaches, in Eastern belief, to the simple tablet 
inscribed with the name of the dead parent.”—L afcadio  
H bahn, Japan, p. 518-0.

“  The Chinaman, who is entirely content with his own 
religion, and only asks to be left alone, is assailed by a 
propaganda that commences with an attack upon all that he 
holds most dear. To him the ethics of Confucius sum up 
the whole duty of man to the family and the State ; while 
the payment of homage to the higher powers is provided for 
by the polytheistio conceptions of the Buddhist cult. He 
hears the former disparaged, the latter derided. He is 
invited to become a convert at the cost of ceasing to be a 
citizen; to tear up the sheet-anchor of all morality as the 
first condition of moral regeneration. Small wonder that a 
propaganda, which thus lays the axe to the very root of the 
tree, should encounter the stubborn resistance of all those 
who have been accustomed to seek shelter under Its 
branches.” —L oud C obzon, Problems of the Far East, p. 288.

Ancestoe-woesuip is so bound up with the national 
life and traditions of the Chinese that it is the 
opinion of those most conversant with Chinese 
manners, customs, and modes of thought that to 
destroy belief in it would be to undermine the moral 
basis which constitutes the Chinese the most peace
ful, law-abiding, and industrious nation in the world.

Mr. R. F. Johnston, who served as District Officer 
and Magistrate at Wei-hai-wei in China, and, there
fore, has an intimate knowledge of the Chinese, 
observes:—

“ Most of my roadors aro doubtless aware that it has 
boon, and perhaps still is, the custom of many mis
sionaries to require their converts to surrender their 
ancestral tablets, or to destroy them, as a proof of their 
sincerity before baptism. There are mauy sad stories 
connected with this cruol proceeding, and it is refresh
ing to listen to the frank confession of so experienced 
and fair-minded a missionary as Dr. Martin, who 
admits that bo himself onco insisted on a convert 
giving up his ancestral tablets, and has ever since 
regarded this as one of tho mistakes of his life, and 
looks back upon it with 1 poignant grief.’ As ho adds 
decisively,11 had no right to impose such a test.’ It is 
to bo hoped that his words have served as a warning to 
some, at least, of his successors in the missionary 
field.” *

* E. F. Johnston, Lion and Dragon in Northern China, 
pp. 332-3.
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He also believes, with other high authorities, that 
“ If Christianity is to win its way to the hearts of 
the Chinese people, it will probably have to con
descend to a compromise on the question of ancestor- 
worship.”

The Jesuits, in the sixteenth century, as we have 
seen, made their compromise with ancestor-worship; 
Father Ricci professing to believe that the ancestral 
functions were merely civil and commemoration 
rites, and allowing the converts to continue their 
practice. But the Jesuits have always followed the 
practice of St. Paul in making themselves “  all things 
to all men,”  holding that “  the end justifies the 
means.”

As Professor Giles points out, in reference to the 
ancestral spirits :—

“  These offerings are made for the special purpose of 
conciliating the spirit, and of obtaining in return a 
liberal share of the blessings and good things of this 
life. This is the essential feature of the rite, and this 
it is which makes the rite an act of worship pure and 
simple, so that only superficial observers could make 
the mistake of classifying ancestral-worship, as prac
tised in China, with such acts as laying wreaths upon 
the tombs of deceased friends and relatives.’ ’*

The Emperor of China, K'ang Hsi, being appealed 
to by the Jesuits, decided in their favor. Tbe Pope, 
on the contrary, influenced by the jealous Domini
cans, declared the rites to be rank idolatry: —

“ The fact that several Pontiffs had successively 
boxed the compass on this point did not in the least 
mend the matter; the essential consideration was that 
an Italian gentleman assumed, and successfully 
assumed, to tell the subjects of the Emperor of China 
that the Emperor was wrong on a technical matter of 
Chinese interpretation.” f

Then the great Emperor became aware that 
behind these wonderful men from the West “  there 
was a mysterious foreign Power actively controlling 
the millions of all races who entered the fold of the 
Churoh.” I He, therefore, forbade any missionary to 
remain in the country without his permission. After 
his death his son and successor issued an edict in the 
year 1724 prohibiting the propagation of Chris
tianity ; all missionaries not required for scientific 
purposes at Peking being ordered to leave the 
country. The Emperor condescended to state his 
views to three members of the Society of Jesus, as 
follows;—

“  You wish to make the Chinese Christians, and this 
is what your law demands, I know very well. But 
what in that case would become o f us i [Wo should 
become] the subjects o f your kings. The Christians 
whom you make recognise no authority but you ; in 
times of trouble they would listen to no other voice. I 
know well enough that there is nothing to fear at 
present; but when your ships shall bo coming by 
thousands and tens of thousands, then, indeed, wo may 
have some disturbances.” !

This put a stop to the influx of missionaries, who 
reappeared to the sound of foreign oannon breaching 
the Wall of China.

Ancestor-worship was the stumbling-block which 
brought about tbe fall of Christianity in the 
eighteenth century. It is ancestor-worship that 
still bars the way to-day. To oito again from the 
work of Mr. Arthur Smith, the missionary :—

“  Everywhere tho critical question is, What shall 
be dono with regard to ancestral - worship ? And 
upon this point the rigid demands of custom and 
the verdict of the enlightened Chinese conscience 
remain at variance.”

The same writer thinks that perhaps the best way 
to treat the subject would be the historical one, of 
showing that the rites and usages were neither 
ancient nor authoritative, and that the underlying 
idea in ancestral-worship can be expressed in Chris
tianity without violation of conscience. This seems 
to us a confession of the hopelessness of fighting this 
cult, and a recommendation of tho very methods of

'  H. A. Giles, The Civilisation of China, pp. 65-0. 
f A. H. Smith, China in Convulsion (1901), p. 47. 
I Arthur Diosy, The New Far East, p. 221.
§ Arthur Davenport, China from Within, p. 236-7.

compromise which proved so disastrous to the» 
Jesuit forerunners. However, as he admits, tba 
method is not applicable in this case. For h
observes:—

“ But to this method of procedure there are serious 1 
not fatal obstacles. The mass of those who can 
induced to listen to tho claims of Christianity &r 0 “° 
those with whom the historical method is possm ^ 
since the greater part of them have no education an 
many of them cannot read. With such it is litera 3 
indispensable to deal with as with children.”  *

As we have remarked, the opposition of the 
missionaries to ancestor-worship is a principal cans 
of the hatred entertained by the average Chinese 
towards the Christian converts. When a Cbm00 
becomes a Christian, he severs himself, or, rather, a 
is discarded, by his family, his relatives, and hi 
friends. He beoomes an outoast. Says 1» ’ 
Smith :—

“  The refusal of tho Christians to perform ceremonies 
which they regard as idolatrous at the New r® 
season, at the Spring festival when the sacrifices ® 
offered at the graves, at weddings, and especially 
funerals, render them liable to severe persecution, som 
times to the extent of being driven from their hom 1 
deprived of all rights of property, and expelled from 
clan to which they belong, and from the distriot 
which they were born. It is hard for those who 
their shepherds to witness such occurrences (wlJ1 ’ 
with varying degrees of severity, are of constant occ ^  
renco) without endeavoring to rectify matters 
accordance with the rights expressly guaranteed 
Chinese Christians by treaty. In many instances 
is accomplished after a more or less severe struge  ̂
and a measure of liberty for the Church as a result. 
many other cases, however, the best that can  ̂
obtained is a cessation of acuto hostilities, w» 0j 
threat of renewal whenever it suits the convenience 
the anti • Christian party ” (China in Convul»» 1 
pp. 36-37).

Of tbeee Christian treaty rights above-mentioned,^ 
shall have something to say later on, merely remn j 
ing here that these rights are founded upon on0 , 
the blackest pieces of forgery and fraud—the w°r 
a French Catholio priest—ever recorded in hiptdr̂ 0 

Again, the theatrical performances, of which 
Chinese are so fond, are also banned, and this 13 r 
cause of another grievance. The same 
tells us :—

"Persistent resistance to demands for pro riZ.^,j0i)9 
tributions to the fund for holding theatrical exbib1 ^ 
or the performance of the Taoist high mass noces8 0(j 
irritates a wide circle of Chinoso. Should tho P[°^ajty 
celebration bo given up for this reason, tho aniuj  ̂
felt toward tho cause of this undosirablo result is 8 . jCtj 
by tho main participants, and also by the public, ^ B\ 
is always athirst for some oxcitemont in the dead fljJ 
of tho monotonous Chinese daily life. If the Cbr)S ay 
stand aloof and withhold their quota, others Wus ¡a 
so much tho more ; and as tho passion for theatric 
such that a Chinese as a rulo can no more witbstan ^  
temptation to witness a performance than ho can g, 
shaking when set upon an insulating stool with a s . ^  
of electricity pouring through his body, it tb0 
singular if his presence even on tho outskirts ^jjist
crowd does not lead to trouble. That the ,uyu r u w u  uuurc  jliuu JUrtu ou o i u u u i u .  j l - QtfrW
and Taoist priests have not sooner and more g0ar0 of

OI1Jy at0 who 81
recognised tho ‘ divisive and porvorsivo ’ 
Christianity in relation to thoso religions, 
plays the intellectual imbecility of those " ,T c» f0 
thought sufficient to represent these faiths in 5 ^eU 
of the tomplcs and tho public ceremonies. It f  
generally noticed that during the Boxer dist 
priests have often been prominent, sometimes a joJ)g 
Tho only wonder is that this has not happe° 
ago” (China in Convulsion, pp. 39-40). . gt8

The tolerance of the Buddhist and Taoist Prl ĵjia 
»a not duo to “ intellectual imbecility,” 
missionary suggests, for, as we shall see, tbe G .oi. 
have always been tolerant in matters of

is

Mi H l*jr u UU’JU UUICiOlUU 1U U1UUUU4U -  -

Notice, by the way, the testimony to the . pS 
and perverting nature of Christianity, rfb°
always carried out the teachings of its f°nOClarifltJ00 
declared, “  I have come to sot a man at  ̂ ¡¡et 
against his father, and the daughter aga1

* Arthur II. Smith, China in Convulsion, pp. 34-5-
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¡Bother, and the daughter-in-law against her mother- 
*B-law. And a man’s foes shall be they of his own 
household.” And many a household in China has 
found to its bitter oast that this was no idle boast of 

Prophet of Nazareth. -̂ 7. Mann.
(To be continued.)

“ Portuguese Political Prisoners.”

p (Gill & Son, Ltd. London: 1913.)
outr »̂0 °P*n*on *n Portugal has been irritated and 
in b7 the publication of an audaoious pamphlet 
Patn m C.0Gntl'y bearing the above title. The 
mn„ i fit *8 ^be more astonishing from its lachry- 
prot° bot misleading sub-title, “ A British National 
at . in '"  a Matter of fact, there is no evideno9 
of wV u the exception of the “  Foreword,"
otn core anon) the “  Protest ” is either British 
an̂ a,j|°nai’ unless th3 “ nationality" be Portuguese; 
Bom h8 <<-̂ r0 êaf '” seems none other than that of 
Bilon anonymoua and inventive exile. All the mag- 
R'oti Gn<i ÛBf'fan iQ the first three pages about the 
pUttes °f “  the Portugal of old ” (which was also the 
tQgi’Sal of the Inquisition and the wholesale 
hat]̂ er or robbery of heretics and Jews), betrays the 
ie ¡u of the unrepentant partisan of the anoient 

1 it triumphed in the days of the late pious 
aafl R ented  Carlos. The cloven hoof of the vexed 
(p, exile shows itself, too, in the sentence

' wbich refers to : —
A Republic wbich for over two years has pcrpetu-

t oppression and injustice such as no country would 
, Ure f°r one single week were it inflicted under 
freed,rĈ Câ  instead o f in the sacred name of

Qalion"^Ŝ man wbo bnows what unparalleled abomi- 
Week»i’ ,^ave gone on, not merely “ for one single 
aftQr’ b ^  for decade after decade, and generation 
holy Seuei'ation, “  under monarchical rule ” of the 

uSars’ could possibly put pen to paper and 
have e 8̂ uP*d and astonishing declaration. Wo 
r̂ô Qc d&r̂  often enough of “ British ” goods 
r̂®Dai-i iQ Germany, but we were soaroely 

b«.. ed for National Protests” made in

ftbont the “ Foreword.”  This is a Bhort and 
pf Be^.r°^uc^ on of eleven lines, by Adeline, Duchess 
¡Oapea ,0r >̂ the distinguished writer whose inflamed 
c°]UtQ o^ent of Portugal coruscated recently in the 
SQrpjî 8 the Daily Mail. The “  Foreword ” is a 
of the 'f  oantioua commendation of “ the writer 
îthhe! °̂^owinS pages,” whose name is discreetly 

totj.g > and oonoerning whom we are offered the 
“ had ex statement that our Groat Unknown
tiotj c.^ P ti°n a l opportunities of collecting informa- 
'" 8,11 of G8r.n*Dg the sufferings,” eto., of the prisoners 
“0 tbe j^bioh, of course, one readily accepts, subjeot 
^a‘tiQn..J3Grvati°n that the art of “ collecting infor- 
>0g aQ(j boes not always imply the faculty of check- 
Mfch verifyiug it when received, or collating it 
°f a 6q g lle_oessary relative facts for the formation 
?*8e in . judgment. The Pentateuch is a classio 
lt‘iorruni-0lnl' with its fantastio mosaic of “ collected 

th,tl0n'”
*8 ^Bnd^v8,010 “ Foreword ” the revealing sentence 
*̂8 ablQ t , : “ Faring my recent visit to Lisbon I 

^tying 0 b;a.rn the opinions of many people in very 
j eBtirei°n- ions hfe, and their testimonies were 
Q bhia harmony with the standpoint set forth
^ est,i'on̂ atnPhlet." All this is quite bosido the 

„ *>» opinions of “  mauy people," qud 
*bonyi ev arG’ *n âcb» worbh nothing; and testi- 

evidG°n wben it dcsoonds in cataracts, is clearly 
t 0 Witri Qce* All depends upon the competency of 
C9â tBoneaQos’ ani* bhe Bcicntifio validity of their 

Opinions can be
w  < * £ a11---------------------tk̂ beaa <i ° atfagQous nonsense under the sun, as 
h wnu ^y68 of the saints, where biography 

, he. After reading this “  Foreword,” 
aQ nneasy feeling that the basis of the

freely and copiously 
conditions of men for

Duchess’s Daily Mail impeachment of the Portuguese 
Government was built only on the multitudinous 
tongue-wagging of irresponsible slanderers.

I observe in O Mundo that public opinion has been 
unduly perturbed by the issue of this preoious 
pamphlet. I hope that th9 Portuguese Republicans 
will not be frightened by this nightmare of a bogus 
“ British National Protest.” No Briton to-day, not 
even the editor of the Daily Mail itself, would go out 
of his way, as this pamphlet does, to speak of the 
Portugal of to-day (page 1) as “  ground down by 
tyranny and oppression, depopulated by emigration, 
bereft alike of freedom, credit, honor, law, and order." 
If British public opinion formed such an erroneous 
view of the Portuguese nation, the Republicans 
would, indeed, have cause for grave regret and 
anxiety. Bat the voice of the Portuguese monarchist 
simulating the bluff growl of John Bull is distinctly 
audible in the theatrical palaverings of this 
“  National Protest,” and this fact discounts the 
value of the ducally applauded lucubration.

On page 3 mention is made of certain mythical 
“ 82,000 Carbonarios, who, as they draw a handsome 
wage for denouncing to the State supposed * con
spirators,’ are naturally much enamored of a system 
which gives good financial profit in exchange for 
small exertions! ” It is a pity that the writer did 
not embellish the narrative by “  collecting informa
tion ” as to the amount of the “  handsome wage,” or 
attempt to ascertain why a naturally wicked regime 
is lavish enough to pay so dearly for “  small exer
tions.” The slime of exaggeration which settles 
thick on this beautiful accusation makes it too 
incredible for serious consideration. A rationalist 
Republio which disestablishes and disendows the 
Church and secularises the schools may he sinful, 
according to ducal codes, without necessarily being 
stupid.

Burke stated that it is impossible to impeaoh a 
nation. Our writer transcends Burke and all possi
bility, human or divine, by offering a solemn im
peachment of the Portuguese people. We shall see 
that his statement is one the ridiculousness of which 
is only equalled by its monstrosity. For instance, on 
page 18 he actually dares to tell us, with evident 
marks of acceptance and approval, that—

“ Another informant relatos that on one of the occa
sions when the prison van was stormed by the Lisbon 
mob, and tho Royalist occupants dragged out and 
brutally attacked with knives and whips, a prisoner 
exclaimed, ‘ Do not beat me, I am not a Royalist, but a 
thief.' Whereupon the mob welcomed him as a 
brother."

The British nation will want evidence more trust
worthy than that of “  another informant,” vouohed 
by an unknown writer, before it will accept suoh an 
evident fable as “  gospel ” truth. The coda of tho 
sentence, about Lisbon revolutionaries welcoming a 
tliicf as a brother, is one of those artistio embellish
ments that befit tho novelist rather than the 
dispassionate historian. The writer had evidently 
taken his cue from the theatrical story of the Jewish 
mob clamoring for the release of Barabbas.

Another graphio touch, which certainly was not 
laid on by a nativo “  British ” artist, but by some 
Portuguese dauber, is the fine story, on pages 23-24, 
that in February this year Dr. Affonsa Costa, Senhor 
Alvaro do Castro, and Dr. Rodrigues, and their 
secretaries, visited the Penitenciaria; that the poli
tical prisoners and the lowest criminals being 
assembled in the disused chapel, they were all 
ordered to remove their hoods at the sound of Dr. 
Rodrigues’ whistle; and when the miraoulous whistle 
whistled the Doctor delivered an oration to them, 
which was greeted with applause from murderers and 
thieves." An excellent theme for comio opera, but 
quite alien to the sober genius of history.

On page 84 our Portuguese Briton talks dramatic
ally about tho “  active ” volcano of English adverse 
critioism—“ that criticism will grow to such propor
tions that there will be no restraining i t " !  After 
this alarming diagnosis, the “  informed ” writer— 
who is an optimist by nature—talks on in the dark
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and mysterious Guy Fawkes style of melodrama:—
“ The time has long gone by [so he writes] when 

national opinion was controlled or led by diplomats 
[Great Jupiter ! how I admire his sweet simplicity and 
childlike innocence I—W. H ] ¡.and the English Foreign 
Office, however anxious to look leniently upon the diffi
culties o f a friendly Power, is utterly unable to 
dominate popular feeling in a country where free 
writing and free speech are the hereditary birthright 
even of the humblest.”

All this is the wildest nonsense out of Bedlam—it 
takes such little account of the omnipotence of 
diplomats and the serious limitations of speech and 
writing in this country 1 No Government in so- 
called Christian England would dare to affront the 
conscience of civilisation by strangling the Portu
guese Eepublio. Governments to-day go to war, 
not for ideals, but for new markets; for goldfields 
and diamonds, and not to restore exiled monarohs or 
rehabilitate effete regimes, however pious they may 
be. When, therefore, we are told, on page 38, that 
“ unless the Carbonaria assassins’’ are disbanded 
and the other ferocious ultimata of this fervid writer 
conceded, “  it will no longer be within the bounds of 
possibility to stem the rising tide of British publio 
wrath,” the only thing I can say to Portugal, as a 
Briton myself, and living on the spot where “ the 
tide” is supposed to be rising, is that not a ripple of 
wrath has yet appeared on the frothy waves of ink 
poured out from the indignant pen of our excited 
soribe, and that the only ebullition that sentiments 
of this fantastic kind are likely to excite in ths 
British people is a contemptuous outburst of 
incredulous hilarity.

Portuguese publio opinion can afford to disdain the 
heotoring threats of a writer who concludes his 
thirty-nine pages of rhodomontade by branding 
England’s “  ancient ally,” as he calls Portugal, “ as 
the shame, the scandal, and the plague spot which 
united Europe cannot but condemn.” My final word 
to this writer is to convert his soreed into a ragtime 
revue, with a coryphantio spectacle of exiled kings, 
disendowed bishops, and sour-faced patron saints.

W il l ia m  H e a f o b d .

Acid Drops.

The truth is coming out at last about the war of the 
Balkan allies against tho “  unspeakable ” Turk. Even the 
Daily Chronicle is beginning to let the cat out of the bag. 
In its issue for May 30 there was an outspoken letter from a 
“  Correspondent lately returned from Montenegro.” In a 
general way this writer says, “ The Allies, there is, alas, no
doubt, have often out-Turked the Turk.......Whole tribes
have been exterminated, if the boasts of Serb and Monte
negrin are to bo believed.” The capture of Scutari was at 
once a farce and a tragedy. It was not captured by 
Montenegrin valor at all. It was reduced by starvation, and 
by a deliberate policy in direct defiance of tho rules of 
civilised warfare. “ The trenches were safer than the town. 
The fire of the siege guns was “ directed on the civil popula
tion ” to force the town’s surrender:—

“ All the while, in defiance of Europe, the Montenegrins 
rained shells and shrapnel into the best quarter of the town. 
Every church, school, convent, and hospital was a mark 
Two thousand wretched refugees wore sheltered in the 
cathedral, believing it would be safe. But the guns of the 
Orthodox sought specially each Catholic building. A search
light turned on the cathedral at night enabled the gunners 
finally to get the range, and 40 shells in and near it com 
pletely wrecked the finest building in these lands.”

This is what pious King Nicholas called “ fighting for the 
independence of Montenegro." Tho Christian old savage.

Tho Guardian, which was, like other Christian papers, 
rabidly anti-Turkish at tho outbreak of tho Balkan War, 
now confesses that unless tho Allies show more honesty and 
common sense, “ the condition of tho Balkans, Slav and 
Hellenic, will be worse than under the unspeakable Turk.” 
Those not blinded by Christian prejudice are not at all 
surprised at the present state of affairs. When a party of 
thieves set out for plunder, a quarrel about its division is 
not unusual. We venture to say that unless outside pressure 
is effectively employed the lot of many in the Balkans will 
be worse under the Cross than it was under tho Crescent.

Mrs. Besant is in London again. A number of her Eng ’8n 
supporters met her at Victoria Station. “ She was attire > 
the Chronicle reporter said, “ in a tussore silk costume 
flowing Oriental lines and a kind of turban, in the iron 
which a jewelled brooch glittered.” This get-up reinl?j|. 
us of Gerald Massey’s lines to Annie Besant, when she ® 
her work on the London School Board to run about 
world for the Mahatmas. The last of Massey's stanza 
were theso:—

“  Now there’s woe and wail for her,
True hearts ache and ail for her.
Poor wee faces pale for her.
And the deeds she might have done,
Not as Sophist, but as one 
Worker in a Million.
Ignis Fatuii of the fog,
Lured and led her all agog 
Into the Blavatsky bog.
Cursed fraud that could entice 
Her to that great Sacrifice 1 
Priceless Sold without her price.
Is she dreaming ? Let us make 
One more call for Love's dear sake ;
Annie Besant, won’t you wake ?”

Gerald Massey’s appeal fell upon deaf ears. Annie Besa 
did not wake. She will dream to the end now.

The Hindu boys, whom Mrs. Besant was ordered ^  
restore to their father, were brought to London with b ’ 
They prefer being with her to living in their own home, 
doubt. It is far more comfortable for their bodies, and 
more flattering to their minds.

Shakespeare has been interviewed at last; this „3 
“ the astral plane ” by a Theosophist. An account ^ 
given at the headquarters of tho Theosophical ®oc*̂ t?yl£lt 
Charing Cross. It appears that Shakespeare admitted , 
Bacon wrote the plays; but, added the poet, “ I ,, A.ey 
them.” Shakespeare also remarked that “ up there  ̂
did not take much interest in the controversies 11(10 -0 
here.” From this we imagine Shakespeare to >̂e 
“  heaven ” ; but may we assume that Bacon is 11 “ 
undor ” ? ____

Souls in Pawn is the title of a book. The “ next v,’0(^,0 
has been often described as “ tho New Jerusalem ” i bU 
did not know its business included pawnbroking.

ft®
Tho Assembly of the Scottish United Free Church 

a serious shortage of ministers. We do not know that 
ono is complaining except the ministers themselves. ^  
rest of the people seem to be bearing up well in the  ̂
cumstances. The Rev. J. R. Sclater says that a comm j 
given reason is that payment in the ministry does ^  
compare favorably with payment in other professions-^^ 
present the stipend of half tho ministers of the Free L 
does not amount to more than ¿£160 per year. 1“   ̂ -g 
course, is not a great salary for men of real ability, bu the'quite as much as many thousands of people get in 
walks of life who make no pretence to self-sacrifice, SP1 1
. . 1 ___ l : ____ . L .  i  . T i .  ____________1 . . .  , 1 .  n . _______ i .  ^ m l i o l  Belection, etc., etc. It may bo that tho Church cann 
men of ability aud honesty at this figure, but can th 
them at any figuro? Suppose the Church c0U] . B1igbt 
salaries to JE500, or even ¿£1,000 a year all round. I6 
then be able to purchase ability, but could it PjP rg is 
honesty and character ? We very much doubt it. ,y to 
always a certain amount of ability in the market re 9 
sell itself to tho highest bidder, but tho ability tl)0  ̂ g0,js 
with genuine conviction is not for tho Church. 1“  .g0g, 
a more useful and more congenial outlet in other direc

This is tho real crux of the situation. Mr. Sola ¿pink 
that “ a proportion of the possible candidates does no^^ W 
that the pecular opportunity of Christian service jjn
the ministry overbalances the narrowing of life ” ’ nV° nfofle3
a ministerial career. This is only saying in a

__________ ve. The pull
from the Church. Science and literature and art
fashion what has been said above. The pull of Hf© BOci^

MntnuiA onil n,rfc
life all open up avenues of employment that a P*“" 
take up without a keen sense of self-Btultificati° [ 
does not have to spend the rest of his life explaim^.^jj a 
or apologising for the beliefs he is paid to defend. {£)Dder8,' 
belief worth defending, and there will not bo lacking( ¡neg 0 
But given beliefs such as are enshrined in the doc defe't0̂  
the Churches, and generation after generation a l°w ̂ ¡8) a**0 
of ability and character is attracted by them. E 18 r b 
not salaries, that is at the bottom of tho trouble o c0pj- 
tho quantity and quality of the clergy. It may ^¡ty,quantity and quality of the clergy, 

ad ability without honesty or honesty v 
it cannot, to any considerable degree, com
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Rev. R. H. Armitage, of St. Mary’s Vicarage, Whittlesey, 
suggests that every person ordained should be compelled to 
spend five or six years out of the country. The suggestion 
strikes us as a good one, and we should favor a very liberal 
extension of the time during which the newly fledged parson 
should be kept abroad.

Father O’ Halloran, rector of a Roman Catholic church at 
Ealing, borrowed ¿£76 from a poor old Miss Mary Hynes, 
who was left ¿£400 by the late Lord Kilmorey, in whose 
service she had been. When the reverend gentleman was 
'nvited to refund he set up the plea that the money was a 
gilt. The jury, however, held that the transaction was a 
loan—the defendant exercising a dominant religious influence 
®Ter the plaintiff, who had received no independent advice. 
Ike man of God has to shell out both caBh and costs.

They have been holding a Missionary Exhibition at Leeds» 
8u3 the Rev. J. Hinton Knowles has made it the occasion of 
denouncing the religion and morals of the “  heathen,” 
Particularly jn j n^ia. Local circumstances might surely 
avo made Mr. Kuowles more modest on this point. He is 

, 0 new vicar of Christ Church, Hunslet. His predecess 
0 t the Lord’s Vineyard some time ago—leaving his wife 
00d family behind and taking with him a younger piece of 

“at the Bible calls “  flesh.”

Qr, ----uuumirai ¿ » I . V̂UIUOIB,
, “hilbeach-gardeus, London, S.W., for many years rector 

,, Sevenoaks, Kent, left ¿£29,508. “ Blessed be ye poor 1”
'"oe unto you rich 1” “ Lay not up for yourselves treasures 

11 earth.” And more to tho same effect.

pother poor Christito ! Rev. Thomas Samuel Curteis, of

made only by a limited number of mankind, and made by 
these not spontaneously from within, but artificially, under 
pressure from without.

We now learn that the second person in the Holy Trinity 
lost his self-consciousness for the space of twelve years. 
During the period between his birth as the 11 Holy 
Thing ” from Mary’s womb and his appearance in the 
Temple as a boy of twelve, he was not aware that he was 
in existence. For this most marvellous information we are 
indebted to the Rev. Dr, David Smith, who, in the British 
Weekly for May 22. tells a correspondent that, while medi
tating in the sacred building and arguing with the doctors, 
in the twinkling of an eye he remembered, or, as Dr. Smith 
puts it, “ discovered,” who he was. Subsequent to the re
awakening of his self-consciousness, he worked for eighteen 
years at his father’s trade at Nazareth, making carts and 
chairs and tables and such things. Then at his baptism he 
was formally called to begin his ministry as Incarnate God. 
And yet some people pretend to be surprised to find that 
supernatural belief is dying throughout Christendom.

An American divine tells us that “  God is like Christ ” ; 
but what is Christ like ? Nobody knows. There are 
at least a thousand Christs on earth to-day, and they 
are all different. If it be said that Christ is like the 
Gospel Jesus, and God like Christ, then we are bound 
to declare that wo will have none of God. The Gospel 
Jesus was rude to his mother, disowned his family, 
cursed his enemies, enjoined non-resistance to evil, pro
nounced beatitudes on poverty, blessed the sword, and 
depreciated the present life; and if God is like him we are 
glad that we have no dealings whatever with him.

rp,

Rec ^ e*hodist Times asks the question : “ Are the Gospel 
Qiav i 8 ®,ê able ? ” and in reply admits that many blunders 
it I. lav° been made by the Now Testament writers. But, 
“ mâ 8’ .^10 Gospels do not rely for their validity upon 

r° historical tests,”  but upon “ the spiritual sense of the 
tfi0jcwh° honestly reads the narratives and lots them make 
^ ‘ atural impression upon him.” Well, for our part we 
f°Q i: n°t be seriously disturbed if it were shown that the 
auj repels wore actually written by Jesus Christ himself, 
actu ] '‘hey have descended to us unaltered. To have the 
be ' 1 fiarrativo in our hands would not provo the story to 
^rit, l̂ 'e ’ R w°uld only show, at most, that the writer or 
tll0a°ts believed it to be true. But why go back two 
Pe0p8at1̂  years for this kind of testimony ? Thousands of 
of Sa ’ 8>nco the time of Jesus, have witnessed to their sense 
®&dor rUa*iara* possession and illumination, and others have 
stQti Se<J their testimony. But this does not make the 
hack B 'hemselves a bit more believable. It only throws us 
Such ^°n '‘i10 *ash explaining how they came to have 
°°oted CfOUv*cl;’oni Instead of exposing a deliberately con- 
p.,ych , ‘ a!sehood, wo have to oxplain the genesis of a 

logical dolusion. That is all there is in tho matter.

Gospel» ‘ ho ‘‘ spiritual sense ”  of the man who roads the 
sheCt 8 0epi^ihg whether they are reliable or not, that is 
Thepe Vj0th'age. Tho faculty invokod is itself pure myth, 
only 18 n° such thing as a “ spiritual sense ” ; there are 
Spitii 0 normal qualities of the mind which judges so-called 
been ta Anyway, the spiritual sense judges as it
to his I, . ,.to judge. The Christian decides, on appealing 
aatlje .PP'ritual sense,” that tho picturo of Jesus Christ is 
’Rrecti 10‘ ^ho non-Christian decides in quite the opposite 
Ag tQ 0Ui. ^ k y  should we accept one more than tho other 1 
the Wr * ltQProssions, both are equal. As a matter of fact, 
'Ril'sed >r ^08ert8 his “ spiritual sense ” as soon as he has 
°Q the aPpeals to tho influence of the life of Jesus
> tQor(J'p0tl<?' And, again, wo ask, How do you know ? Has 
Rsa thH 6a .8 of tho life of Jesus ever affected anybody ? 
Jhat n°t always been accompanied by suggestions
“be con« , 0 W0UH produce certain consequences ? And if 
a'illt‘hutQltiUOnces ° oca*'onally follow, to what are we to 
°Ren fiav 00111—to tho reading or to tho suggestion ? How 
^cotij, -U P80P'e discovered an aperient in broad pills, or a 
l iocQas ¡ 'n e.°ld water ? The psychology of the religious 
^teut mc(Rg-te 81mPl°i Ra simple as that of advertising a

?°0d tr-yin a8t°r£nan says that "  after all, it is not much 
8 to prove the Virgin Birth to men who don’t 

(Ieal Wit! True> hut how does the Canon propose 
t?"'hty o£ unbolievors in God ? He clearly discerns tho

externar/ ’Qmen'ia based on the external world, because 
a f itl8t t h e V ^ 0rld 18 'tself an unanswerable argument 
P̂Pealjp, £ 1 j in® existence ; but is it, can it, be much good 

bp.^spesa J] human consciousness ? Leave human con- 
ln GoJ11̂  an<̂  ^ Dover knows anything of God. Tho 

°d is not an inheritance, but an acquirement,

Rev. A. Huntley, vicar of Christ Church, Hull, deplores 
the growing desecration of the Sabbath. He says that the 
leisured classes show a bad example. He knows of a 
church in the South of England where all the choirboys 
have left in order to earn money as golf caddies on Sundays. 
Very sad, no doubt, from the reverend gentleman’s point of 
view. But most people will sympathise with the boys ; for 
a little money is acceptable, and the air is fresher on the 
golf links than it is in the average stuffy Bethel.

Dare to be a Daniel 1 But don’t try it on with a sledge
hammer, Tho Chancery Court has had to teach this to the 
Rev. Daniel Hughes, of the Crane-street Baptist Chapel, 
Pontypool, who has been using that instrument to settle a 
legal question between the trustees and himself.

Dr. Horton’s manners are not improving. However much 
ho may have grown “ in the grace and knowledge of our 
Lord and Savior Josus Christ ” during recent years, it is 
clear that growth does not include a corresponding progress 
in charity and toleration. It is quite impossible for the 
revorend gontloman to make tho slightest allusion to oppo
nents without losing his temper and resorting to bad 
language. In one of his latest sermons, he admits 11 that 
the great majority of peoplo to-day, as in the time of Jesus, 
deliberately and defiantly shut God out of their lives.” 
This fact makes him angry, and “ tho great majority of 
peoplo” are set down as tho dupes of " pourilo—yes, it is very 
puerile—self-confidence.” The man who overturns the 
Bible is “ a feeble critic ” ; he who denies that Jesus can 
save is “ stupid and ignorant ”  ; while the rejecter of the 
historicity of Jesus is the victim of hopeless infatuation and 
ignoranco. What makes him wild is the fact that “  the 
great majority of peoplo ” hail such “ feeble critics,” 
“ stupid and ignorant ” deniers, “  infatuated and ignorant ” 
rejecters, with boundless delight, and turn a deaf ear to him 
and his message. And yet, “ in spite of the fact that never 
was there a time when unbelief was so hardened, so in
fatuated, so ignorant, so daring, and so destructive—in spite 
of all that,” the reverend gentleman assures his hearors 
that they who do believe shall certainly be saved. Now, on 
the assumption that “ the great majority of people ” are on 
the wrong road, are Dr. Horton’s hostile attitude and abusive 
language likely ever to bring them to the feet of him who 
died for their redemption ? Is it really true that the more 
pious and devout a man becomes the less of a gentleman 
he is ?

The Bishop of London is constantly treating tho world to 
a fresh imbecility. His latest outbreak is to the effect that 
he knows East London and its misory more than most 
people, and even there for every miserable person that could 
be produced ho had got nine happy ones up his sleeve. Wo 
dare say ho could find them there—and nowhere else.

In his presidential address to the London Diocesan Con
ference, the Bishop of London, made some pungent remarks
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on the report of the Divorce Commission, in the course of 
■which he told an anecdote. “ Charlie and I,” he was told a 
girl said the other day, “  are going to be married, and if we 
don’t get on, we can always be divorced ! ” Did his lordship 
hear this yarn from the lips of Charley’s Aunt ?

Dr. Dixon, of Spurgeon’s Tabernacle, says that “  men 
to-day exalt human nature and reject the Deity of Christ.” 
That shows their superior wisdom. The men of yesterday 
exalted Christ and belittled, maligned human nature. That 
is what the Church has always done. The present revolt 
from her is our most hopeful omen.

According to a weekly contemporary, the King is a great 
reader, and keep3 in touch with modern literature, particu
larly historical and sociological works, besides the best 
fiction. As the King also reads a chapter of the Bible daily, 
if the religious papers are to be believed, ho must bo quite 
a bookworm.

Speaking at Mansfield Hall, Canning Town, on a recent 
Sunday afternoon, Dr. Massie said that Christianity has 
conferred dignity upon labor. Sentimentally, this may be 
true, but actually it is the very reverse of true. “ Amongst 
Christians,” he is reported to have said, “ the man who worked 
for his living was respected, and the man who did not work 
was condemned.” Is not Dr. Massie aware that the man to 
whom the greatest deference is paid and the highest respect 
shown in Great Britain to-day, is not the man who works 
for his living, but the man who lives upon the labor of 
others ? The Church is fully as culpable in this respect as 
the world. Are not all her seats of honor occupied by the 
rich ? When a wealthy Christian gentleman gives a dinner 
party, are carpenters and masons and unskilled laborers 
found among their guests ? No, Christ has never done any
thing for labor save keep it in subjection. Labor is at last 
waking up, however, and beginning to do a little for itself.

The Rev. J. T. Forbes, M.A., of Glasgow, is an excep
tionally wise man. He is able to compare man’s knowledge 
with that of angels, and to declare that, in some respects, 
man’s is the greater of the two. Angels "cannot know the 
conditions of a temptod, tried, delivered man,” though they 
experience a vast amount of curiosity regarding them. As 
a matter of fact, Mr. Forbes knows absolutely nothing about 
angels, not oven that they exist. It may sound exceedingly 
ridiculous, but there is no denying the fact that pulpit 
eloquence is always at its best when dealing with subjects 
on which no knowledge is obtainable on any terms.

to emancipate herself from her long-continued bondage to 
credulity and superstition. Buckle’s picture of her duriDg 
the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries is no longer true.

A baby shirt worn by Nelson on the occasion of his 
christening is to be sold at Sotheby’s Sale-rooms, and >s 
expected to fetch a high price. Priests sell relics at 
higher prices of persons who never existed.

The Christian Commonwealth is ostensibly a Christian 
journal issued for the purpose of furthering the interests of 
the Christian religion. Yet for some years it has been 
loudly singing the praises of Mrs. Besant, and publishing 
full reports of her London lectures on Theosophy. To this 
we have no objection whatever; but we wish to call atten
tion to the fact that Mrs. Besant, not only is not a Christian 
in any accepted sense of the word, but is pronounced by the 
Rev. Dr. Horton to be “ by far the most formidable opponent 
of Christianity in India.” Furthermore, in any accepted 
definition of the term, Mrs. Besant is not even a Theist. Dr. 
Horton candidly admits that she is doing an enormous 
amount of good in India, but “ feels that to the chief 
opponent of missionory work in India a Christian can only 
say, 1 You go that way, I go this, for I am on Christ's side 
for his glory, and he is Lord of all.’ ” So far good ; but why 
does our contemporary so energetically “  boom ”  in England 
one who is said to be in India “ by far the most formidable 
opponent of Christianity ’ ’ ? _

Wo welcome the Rev. S. J. Poole, vicar of St. James s 
Church, Gravesend, as a valuable ally. In his series of 
sermons on “ The Observance of tho Lord’s Day,”  be has 
been unconsciously fighting our battle. His plea for tbs 
observance of the Lord’s Day has exposed the essential 
falseness and impotence of Christianity. Its hold upon 
mankind is so slonder that if Sunday loses its religi°aS 
character it will certainly drop off. Thank you, Mr. Poole> 
you have rendered us splendid services. You are qui*0 
right. A secularised Sunday will infallibly result i“ " '  
Oodlessness.

1 Couple’s appeal to Washington,” runs a scare line in a
newspaper. Dear old George died over a century ago, and
he won’t hear. Tho clergy constantly appeal to another 
“ gentleman,” who has been “ dead ” twenty centuries.

An article in a weekly contemporary is headed “ Wbf 
We Need Not Sneeze in Church.” It is a snuffy subject, 
but Freethinkers sneeze at the Church.

Mr. Dan Crawford, the much-talkod-of African missionary, 
is returning to Africa. He finds Western civilisation very 
disappointing. Western civilisation will doubtless survive 
Mr. Crawford’s disapproval; all the same, it is curious that 
he should prefer the country where is so little of Christianity 
to the country where there is so much of it. If Mr. Crawford 
were not in the missionary business himself, one might 
expect him to be less ardent as to tho necessity of Chris
tianising the natives. We understand that Mr. Crawford 
originally took up with missionary work for tho benofit of 
his health.

Tho Canadian Government census gives details of tho 
religions opinions of tho population, which numbers seven 
and a quarter millions. These profess seventy-nine religions, 
including 15,971 Mormons, and various other fancy theologies. 
The non-religious total 29,161. Canada is being dechris- 
tianised at a greater rate than China is boing converted.

The Times says that Canada is a country of religious 
liberty because no one Church dominates. That is very 
good so far as it goes, but it needs more than this to make a 
country a land of religious liberty. All that tho Times 
understands by the expression, apparently, is that all the 
Churches are on a legal oquality. That may be so, but it is, 
after all, a domestic concern. That tho State should not 
favor any one Church is good, but if it ceases to favor one 
because it favors all, then we do not know that there is very 
much in it. It is liberty of opinion that is needed, and this 
is only secured when tho State definitely declines to consider 
religion as coming within its province, cither to attack or 
defend.

Tho Church of Scotland is in the doleful dumps. Her 
mission funds are reduced, the Jewish mission groaning 
under a deficit of .£1,300. Her communicants decreased 
during last year by 1,066, the first decrease within living 
memory. The number of her baptisms has decreased by 
2 per cent, in sixteen years. Scotland is at last beginning

The Union Government Nativo Affairs Department (Sou*1 
Africa) draws attention to tho increase of consumpt;0 
among the natives, chiefly due, it is said, to the infecti0 
spread by thoso who return from the mines. There is al^  
great difficulty in combating the “ fearful ravages 
syphilis.”  Tho natives are evidently in for the u8U 
consequences of Christian civilisation. The report also say ■ 
that South Africa “ appears to suffer from a superabunda!1 ̂  
of denominations.” Incroaso of consumption, ravage® 
syphilis, and an ovordoso of religious denominations. QU1 
a pretty trinity 1

A circular issued at Wibana, 111., U.S.A., in connection 
with a crusade to incroaso church attendance, character1 
Sunday papers as being full of “ so-called funny P*.c,tared 
and lurid sensationalism.” The Bible, which is consido 
suitable reading on that day, contains such serious anc* 
sensational stories as those of Noah’s Flood, Jonah and 
Whale, and Balaam's Ass.

At a recent salo at Christie’s 155 guineas were 
six dessert plates, and 58 guineas for two other plates, 
price makes us think thoy wero used at the Last Supp°r‘

A cynic might suggest that there were no plates a gt 
Last Supper, but only a common dish into which each 
plungod his hand and took out what he fancied. 11 D (i ^ e 
dippeth his hand in the dish with mo,” said Jesus, 
same shall botray me."

“ Clever Stage Clergyman ” is tho heading of a Vara^̂ a<> 
in an evening contemporary. Tho parsons are n 
brilliant in ordinary life.

1
Tho late Lord Avobury, formerly Sir John Lubboc^ 

created two new holidays, was termed admiringly> ¿jjiS 
Lubbock." He did more for tho working classes 
country than all the “ saints ” in tho Calendar.
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Hr. Foote’s Engagements

(Lectures suspended till the Autumn.)

To Correspondents.
H onorarium F und, 1913.—Previously acknowledged, 

#i i ®8, Received since:—R. Wood, 5S.; H. Wyllie, 
13 63 ’ ^ Martin (West Australia), 5s.; J. Wordhough,

tv' t,' thanks for welcome cuttings, u. R. W i-- 
did not 
Wood.

— un.o iur welcome cutungs.
■ R. W illiams.—A very good letter. No wonder the preacher 
a‘d not reply. Thanks for your good wishes.
_ -Mr. Foote steadily improves, but the last acrewings 
P to concert pitch are slower than he anticipated.

^Jzabkth Lecdmebe.—Duly attended to. Thanks, 
g ' • —Much obliged for cuttings.
’ t. —Sent as desired. Pleased to know you value the

C ■yjCt lin̂ eT so highly.
the" ^Hristie-—We are obliged to you for your long account of 
m ?areet of the Eev. Stanley Parker, but he is not worth so 
is th t * onr sPace or y°ur trouble. What really interests us 
Sad 6i| • * y°u despise the Wesleyan Methodist Church, 
and a ^ stands for. as much as you were once attached to it 

jj  ̂ Preached its doctrines.
—tinder consideration. Sorry to hear of your illness, 

J0s “Ope you are quite yourself again now. 
jb-11 .Close.—It is not necessary for Freethinkers, when 
jok rnin§’ t° hold up their hands—or their feet. Pardon the 
so L  Rut the whole matter, thanks to the good Christians, is 
Rr i nny- We will take your hint, and call attention to 
a„ja ,u8h’s Oaths Act from time to time. Glad you held out 

R jj 8et t*10 Court right.
oCc'u~~Wo cannot express a dogmatic opinion about a particular 
Uijv ,rence within your own experience—it would have to occur 
m «ou r. in order to justify an attempt at explanation. So 
Prod*1 dePends upon the person influenced, the character of the 
is t ^ a n d  many other circumstances. All we can say here 
Uiee*" tue marvels related as having occurred at Spiritualistic 
to a ln8a have never been verified in a way that was satisfactory 
*’0ulrl°mmUtee scientific experts and trained observers. You 
Evifyn Pr°hably find Abnormal Psychology, by I. Coriat, and------- ---------------------  -  - a --------- j j < “ j  -• “ “ * “ “ “
asaid °1 '°r ^le Supprnalural, by J. L. Tuckett, of value to you 
E vT to understanding what you have witnessed.
^-crsB (Santo, New Hebrides).—Pleased to hear from onewho
countWaS an ar^ent worker in the N. S. S. ranks in this 
causey’- a'so t° learn that your enthusiasm for the good old 
Parts hves- Unfortunately, there is need for this in all 
dote °* t*10 8'obe. Superstition is world-wide, and the anti- 
y°u a*1118*1 worid-wide also. Your desire to do more than 
8roat t° do'n6 ¡8 laudable and natural, and nono of us are too 
to j  ho without the same kind of feeling. The best way is 
Vano . ^  wo can, when we can, and rest content. Miss
letter8 attending to the other matters mentioned in your 
its sev now edition of Frazer’s Golden Bough has reached 

R, j} °nt,h volume. Each vol. is published at 10s. net. 
slanj B']~~We note your delight at our exposure of the Wheeler 
at lenjvi as you will see, we are dealing with the matter 
te&d ‘̂h in the present issue. You say you have “ heard it 
our any times,” and we wish we could feel sure that after 
howey OS?re you will not hear it again. A longthy experience, 
Wig 0r’ las ponvinced us that a certain type of Christians 
can do ■ at a just so long as it pays them to do so. All we 

iiiE gE 18 to supply the matter for its refutation.
^ ®’arrinI!iAR Society, L imited, offico is at 2 Nowcastle-street, 
TuE NÂ d°n'atreet, E.C.

Rarr.vIj,,AI' S ecular Society’s offico is at 2 Nowcastle-street, 
thRdon-s<*eet, E.C.

With 8g Berv*ces of the National Secular Society in 
Bhoma vU ar Rurial Services are required, all communu 

“ iTTStiH 6 addrossed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.
» 2 » * « « «  Editor of the Freethinker should bo addressed to 
*̂CTUaE J*t e 8truet' Earringdon-street, E.C.
?tfeet p°J,IOiR must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
'̂Usertoj by hrst post Tuesday, or they will not be 
“«¡Nns

f. 111arkin„ .?  8end us newspapers would onhanco the favor by 
0lkll®Rs f k |ho Passages to which they wish us to call attention. 

îoQee°rJ terature should be sent to the Shop Manager of the 
^ ss’ 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C., 

*rtM- he EdHor'°®ce to n‘‘,cer will be forwarded direct from the publishing 
tatca, j, ny part of the world, post free, at the following 
b'Ofiths, —One year, 10s. 6d.; half year, 5s. 3d. j three

connection 
communications

Sugar Plums.

'»tpo are devoting a little extra space this week to on 
at6 J M °tthe late8t Christian Evidence lie co“ cer“ “ |kt*1g 
*¡11 ¿J-.yheoU r, but wo believe that most Freethinkers 

°0llsider the space well used. Apart from onr own

personal interest in the matter, the party as a whole owes a 
duty to the memory of its writers and speakers, and attack 
should be met with a prompt defence. A lie about a living 
person is bad enough, but a lie concerning a dead one carries 
with it something specially contemptible. We have done 
our best to make the exposure of this particular slander 
complete and final, and we hope that Freethinkers will bear 
the facts in mind so that they may meet the statement, 
whenever and wherever made, with a prompt contradiction.

We believe our readers find extracts from correspondents’ 
letters interesting. Here is one which expresses rather a 
fresh view:—

“  The thanks of the readers of the Freethinker are due to 
you, not only for your own work, but also for that of the 
remarkably able body of writers your personal qualities have 
drawn to co-operate with yom during so many years. I am 
only looking at it from the standpoint of an ordinary reader, 
and it impresses me; but I am confident that the strength of 
this impression deepens upon those who know the difficulties 
of editorial work, to say nothing of the special circumstances 
of the case.”

There'is discrimination in this eulogy—whether it is deserved 
or not.

Mr. T. Martin, an old-time London Freethinker, now of 
Perth, Western Australia, writes us that he is commis
sioned “ to convey to Mr. Foote and staff of the Freethinker 
the compliments of the Right Hon. T. Walker, Attorney- 
General of this State, and to wish them every success in 
their propaganda.” Mr. Walker is an old associate of Sir 
Robert Stout, whose Freethought opinions are well known. 
Both were also associated with Mr. Joseph Symes in the 
earlier portion of his activities in Australia, and we are glad 
to learn from Mr. Martin that our old friend’s work in the 
colony is still bearing fruit. We are not surprised at this 
being so. Joseph Symes was a born fighter, and the 
memory and work of such live on long after the names of 
more timid souls are forgotten.

From the last number of the New York Truthseeker to 
hand, wo see that Dr. Jacques Loeb has been refused 
membership of tho New York Century Association. Dr. Loeb 
is among the world’s greatest living biologists, and many of 
his investigations into the reactions of the nervous system 
of the lower organisms have become classics. Several 
reasons aro given for rejecting his membership. One, that 
he is of Jewish descent; another, that he has strong prede- 
fictions for Socialism ;■ a third, that he is erratic in his 
views. The first reason is ruled out by the fact that the 
club already has a number of Jewish members. The second 
also rings hollow. We believe tho third is nearor the truth. 
Dr. Loeb’s viows aro erratic. By that is meant, we presumo, 
that he has not scrupled to express his antagonism to the 
religious interpretation of nature, and to avow a thorough
going scientific Materialism. We question whether America 
holds a dozen men of greater or more daring scientific 
genius. We decline to condole with him on his rejection 
from the Century Association. Ho would have conferred 
honor by his presence. The Association alone loses by his 
absence.

“  Mr. Dunnybrig has terrible coorions ideas, I warn ’ea. 
He says the Almighty lets us see more and more of Him as 
the world goos on, and that God larns from his oreatures, 
just like we lam from our dogs and cattle.

" In a word, he declares that God be improving,” said 
young Harry Hawke. “ I ’ve heard him tell it at tha 
meeting-house where we go. And many suchlike things 
he’ll dart out in the fury of prayer as comes over him.”

“ Should you say that was true, or be it just a pinch of 
madness in the man ?” asked Pancras. “ Do God Almighty 
change, or be it blaspbeemious to think so 1 I should 
reckon it was, for ’tis as much as to say He han’t up to His 
high-water mark.”—Eden Phillpotts, “  Widecombs Fair."

If we believe the language of the devout, we must admit 
that the most spiritual of men hide in their heart thoughts 
of which they aro heartily ashamed. It is not into the 
mouth of tho reprobate, but into the mouth of her devoted 
members, as they entor upon their sacramental service, that 
the Church puts the significant prayer—“ Almighty God, 
unto whom all hearts be open, all desires known, and from 
whom no secrets arc hid; cleanse the thoughts of our hearts 
by the inspiration of thy Holy Spirit." Inconsistency in 
adults is far too well recognised to need proof.—F. A. Sibly, 
" Youth and Sex."

The Christian resolution to find the world ugly and bad 
has made tho world ugly and bad.—Nietzsche.
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Another Lie Nailed Down.—II.

Af t e r  writing the first part of this article, which 
appeared in last week’s Freethinker, it occurred to 
me that the Christian bigots might say, “  Oh, yes ! 
What you are writing now is all made up for the 
occasion. You can say anything you like fifteen years 
after the event.” Consequently I decided to start 
bv reprinting what I wrote immediately after Mr. 
Wheeler’s death. The following is reproduced 
verbatim from the Freethinker of May 15, 1898.

Jo se ph  Ma z z in i  W h e e l e e .
For thirty years ho and I were close friends ; for 

twenty years we were dose co-workers. We were so 
much to each other personally, so intimate in every 
respect, that with his death a certain savor has gone 
from my own life. We worked together for Free- 
thought—I nominally his chief, he nominally my 
subordinate, but with no thought of anything but 
absolute equality and brotherhood ever entering into 
our actual relationships. We had the same essential 
interests, hopes, and aspirations. We communed in 
spirit—if I may say so without being misunderstood. 
Our thoughts were as open as daylight to each other. 
No reticence but that of self-respect stood between 
us. He influenced me, as I influenced him ; and 
sometimes his thought passed into my work, as my 
thought passed into his. Rarely, I imagine, are two 
men so associated as we were. And then we had 
passed through the fire of affliction together. A 
common suffering lent a final tenderness to our 
friendship, and gave it a special saoredness.

I must go back over a long tract of years to make 
the reader understand my dead friend’s story. It 
was in 1868 that I made his acquaintance in London. 
We were both eighteen; I his elder by a fortnight— 
a difference I used sometimes to tell him he could 
never reduce. We were both Freethinkers, both 
fond of good reading, both full of young enthusiasm 
for the triumph of our ideas. I think he contributed 
to the National Reformer a little before I did. For a 
short time I lost sight of him, though we correspon
ded, when he went with his family to live at Glasgow. 
I met him there when I went to deliver my first 
lectures in Scotland. It is all as fresh as yesterday. 
We talked and talked and talked, especially about 
poetry, capping quotations from Shelley and Swin
burne, and always reourring to Shakespeare, who was 
ever the supreme god with us. As we said good
night one evening, he put his hand on my shoulder 
in his impulsive way, and said: “ George, you must 
be th8 leader of the Freethought party.” I laughed; 
it seemed so absurd. Neither of us foresaw how we 
should one day be fighting at the front together.

Those were the golden days of bateless hope and 
tireless energy. He went over with me once when I 
had to leoture at Edinburgh. We climbed Arthur’s 
Seat, on the abrupt side, before breakfast; and while 
he sat down on the summit I stood up at his desire 
and recited Swinburne’s “ Song in Time of Order” as 
though I were addressing an audience on the other 
side of the Firth of Forth. When I was last at 
Edinburgh, only a few months ago, he wrote to me 
on business matters, and ended by saying he wished 
he was there with me, and would go up Arthur’s 
Seat onoe more in my company, if I would only recite 
that poem again for him at the top.

I think it was after the death of his father that 
Mr. Wheeler removed to Edinburgh, following his 
profession as a lithographer in a publishing house 
there. Mr. Wheeler, senior, was a man of liberal 
opinions. He had a great affeotion for the noble 
Italian liberator, Mazzini, and named his eldest son 
after him.

When I started the Secularist in conjunction with 
Mr. Holyoake, in 1876, Mr. Wheeler became a 
regular contributor. Some of his articles were 
extremely valuable, particularly those on Buddhism, 
which he had studied profoundly. He wrote gratui
tously and ungrudgingly till the paper was merged 
in the Secular Review. This was in the summer of

1877. I was in the midst of great personal trouble 
at the time, and his loving sympathy was a stedfast 
star in my night.

When I felt equal to fresh labors, and started a 
monthly magazine called the Liberal, Mr. Wheeler 
onoe more gave his ready co-operation. Good readiog 
from his pen appeared in nearly every number. We 
were both, as it were, feeling for our way in the 
Freethought movement, and at last we found it 
definitely. Mr. Bradlaugh’s brutal treatment by the 
bigots of England opened our eyes to the real nature 
of modern Christianity. Previously we had thought 
it to be nearer death than it was. We knew it bad 
no power left for good, but we learnt it had still 
much power left for mischief, and we changed our 
policy accordingly. He was with me in heart and 
head when I started the Freethinker in 1882, and 
when the paper began to make its way he threw up 
his employment at Edinburgh and came up to London 
to take his chance with me. I was only able t° 
guarantee him £1 per week then, but we could both 
work hard and live on little. As soon as possible, of 
course, I paid him more. The amount was further 
increased after my imprisonment, and from that time» 
until his death, the sub-editorship was the principal 
source of his income.

Delicate as his organisation was, with an overplu9 
of nervous susceptibility, and an exquisite sympathy 
that made him feel too acutely the sufferings oI 
others, he had, nevertheless, a dauntless courag0. 
There was not a shadow of fear about him. 0 0 
would have done his duty, and stood for his convi0' 
tions, in the face of any danger. I always knew tba 
if I bad to go to the pass of Thermopylra he would 
go cheerfully with me. When he praised me for tb0 
way in which I had faced proseoution, knowing as 1 
did all the time that I was pretty sure to go t0 
prison, I laughed and said, “ Nonsense, Joe ; I'm *10 
braver than you, only a bit bigger.” When peril 
really near you don’t find courage universal. I dj 
not find it so. But I knew my old friend worn 
never quail. The Freethinker was left in his haud 
when 1 wont to Holloway Gaol for twelve months a 
a “  blasphemer.” Not to lay too great a burden up00 
him, however, I forbade him, in black on white) 1 
publish any illustrations during my absence.

Weeks rolled by, and I know nothing of what 
going on in the world outside my prison. But on 
day Mr. Bradlaugh came to tell me that the trial 0 
the other indiotment, in which he was included, 'vfl.
coming on before Lord Coleridge in the Court 
Queen’s Bench. I asked him about Mr. Wheeler, an0 
was told that he had “ gone mad.” Mr. Bradlaug  ̂
put it too abruptly; he did not know how dearly 
loved each other. The news stunned me. Whea 
got back to my prison coll I walked up and down 1* 
a caged animal. The word “ mad ”  was burning 1, 
my brain. It was long before I felt the relief g 
toars, but at last they camo in a deluge. This ^  ̂
the only blow that wrung them from me. I 0jJ0 
nothing but a lofty soorn for my enemies, but « 
fate of my friend was too terrible. It was wor 
than mine, and I oould not foresee the end of it*

Mr. Wheeler had to be placed in an asylum, 
got better, but ho was liberated too soon. He o 
back to work and broke down again. Once e$
recovered and resumed writing for the paper. WD 

was released from prison at the end of Febro01 
1881, he was reasonably well, and I hoped he wa9 
free from his trouble as I was from mine. But .jj< 
than three months afterwards ho broke down a8a f 
It was a very bad attack, but I was able to look & 
him myself. I kept him in the asylum until he 
quite fit to leave, then I sent him for weeks to 
seaside, and his residence was changed so that

00

t00p
tb0might return to new surroundings. He had foaf 

years before him of happy, useful life ; and nottV of 
end has come he has left behind him a bos ^ 
friends, without a single enemy, and hundre 
men and women whose intellectual life-blood ê 
been enriched by the fruit of his studies. Sure j 
did not live in vain. More than most I° e ĝ 
deserved to live longer, and death should have

b0
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0 him more gently. As I knelt down and kissed his 
J-ow in death—for I was too late to see him living 

l eonld only say “ Poor Joe!” And as I rose to 
y feet again and looked down on him, and around 

 ̂ the strange place in which he died, I could only 
> ink: “ I8 this Nature’s last boon to a good man ? 
_̂8 this her only laurel for a noble head?” In the 
’ght of the doctrine of Theism such a spectacle was 

a ghastly mockery.
I only learnt that Mr. Wheeler was dying after 

ye o clock on Thursday, May 5. I drove to the 
j 8™  as fast as I could, but I was too late to look 
or the last time into his eyes and perhaps catch a 

. word from his lips. It was all over when I 
rrived. He died at half-past five. Fortunately, 
rs. Wheeler was summoned earlier. She exchanged 
Word or two with her dear husband. He tried to 

ay more, but failed. She asked him if she should 
ood for me, and she tells me that a beautiful smile
pread all over his face. I shall think of it as long as I ijV6i b

Che acute mania, lasting for ten days, had com- 
P o ely worn him out. His reouperative power was 

All that was possible was done for him. He 
bV?,“rea,ted with kindness and attention and medical 
, hi, but he could not be saved. We wish he could 
j Ve died in more pleasant surroundings, but it was 

Possible. It was necessary to remove him from 
8 home to the asylum; indeed, it was his only 

8i ^ e.°f recovery, and that was the supreme con- 
^  Nation. The decision, of course, rested with Mrs. 
ha ee*er’ Jfc was not my doing, though I should 
peVe done the same. All who know the facts are 

satisfied that everything was done for the

bâ ad I known this trouble was coming I would 
hoov draSSed my friend away from his work and his 

8 Co the country or the seaside. Perhaps it 
aot !d ^ave saved him. But one oannot tell. I did 
tnor * ° W ^ere was anything wrong until the Monday 
boQQlnK> May 2, when he sent a note round to my 

,R0 8aying that he had no sleep and was unfit for 
Co ii Vfnd asking me to call round. I advised him 
Co er ah°uC l“  his little garden while I attended 

_he paper. In the evening when I oalled again he
the Inach worse. There were clear symptoms of 

disorder. Medioal and other help was
Cho Tnf ’̂ buk Che malady developed rapidly, and on 
i0 .. hursday he was removed. He was just a week 
Pfob^iasyCam. The dootor said a change would 
bett a°Cy take place at the end of that period—for 
¡¡all's F' 0r worse. When the end came it was without 
Qia n.ng- The mania subsided. He was quite calm, 

found him quiet and rational. He dozed 
0 y juCo his final rest.

Ipjg.Che Saturday morning before he was taken ill 
i]Urrj as usual at business. Ho seemed a little
aRit,lte.d ftC first, and I looked at him keenly; but the 

\(l0n disappeared, and I felt no apprehension. 
al)oQ,lsP°6°d of business, and had a delightful talk 
atld if- ̂ akespeare. There conld be no better topio, 

1 ^as the last rational conversation I had with 
hQ&1’ Cl® mentioned it to Mrs. Wheeler when he got 
ie&tl ®be Cells me he was so pleased, and appa- 
laafc q haPPy- And I am pleased to know that our 
Chonr,v?Canu*on was in the great serene depths of 

I h ia~~8° ul to soul.
* h av0 neither time nor space to write now of Mr. 
Mde e r s .great intellectual gifts, his wonderfully 
^holQreading. his profound acquaintance with the 
aa<j h' 8Ubject of the evolution of human sooioty, 
tiai)i 8 minute knowledge of religion, from Chris- 
SQ°h a d°Wn t° the most savage superstitions. At 
Chat c,ri?0Inent it is character more than intellect 
Pure, ,ainas our attention. He was brave, gentle, 
t°tyar(j 0ving, and benevolent ; full of kindness 
Oature u Allows, and all dumb animals. His 
°f ever ^  no stain of malignity. He loathed cruelty 
c’°Us B l̂nd; He was as honest as truth, as vera- 
Mth a8 daylight. He did whatever he undertook 
°ther8 wh°le-hearted devotion. He was true to 
Phiio8̂  aJ*d true to himself. He knew and felt that 

Poy is barren without the fertilisation of

love. He was one of the heralds of a new and 
more glorious day for humanity.

Mr. Wheeler has left a will, bequeathing all he 
dies possessed of to his dear wife, and appointing 
her executrix and me executor. As soon as possible 
I shall estimate the value of his small estate—of 
course it is comparatively trifling. I shall also have 
a talk with Mrs. Wheeler about the future, and with 
something definite before me I shall make whatever 
appeal I may think necessary for the widow of this 
dead soldier of the army of human liberation. 
Meanwhile I shall see to what is requisite.

All this is neoessary to be said in view of the 
referenoe to how the Christians “  cared for ”  Mr. 
Wheeler.

I will state the precise faots. The National 
Secular Sooiety paid the expenses of Mr. Wheeler’s 
funeral. I myself paid the expenses of his removal 
to the asylum and his expenses there for the week. 
I also paid Mrs. Wheeler her husband’s salary in full 
for six weeks, and half that amount for another six 
weeks. She also received money from another 
souroe, the details of which I did not trouble to 
ascertain, although it was referred to as follows in 
the Freethinker for May 29 :—

“ I also venture to refer, in passing, to another matter. 
I have been told that some who are not very friendly 
to the National Secular Society mean to do something 
for Mrs. Wheeler. By all means let them do so. I 
should be sorry to divert a single penny from her 
pocket, although I think a common effort on such an 
occasion is in every way desirable. But in order that 
I may not be misunderstood—and it Beems so easy to 
misunderstand me—I deem it advisable to say that 
Mrs. Wheeler is not in immediate want of anything. I 
have paid her Mr. Wheeler s salary in full since he was 
taken ill, besides defraying other (not large) expenses ; 
and although I cannot go on at this rate—and indeed it 
will not be necessary—I shall continue to provide her 
with a sufficiency until her affairs aro settled. It is not 
very pleasant to mention these things, but one has 
sometimes to choose tho lesser of two evils.”

Mr. Wheeler’s estate was soon wound up. It 
inoluded his library, the house he had lived in for 
many years, and a little money in tho Birkbeck 
Bank. Mrs. Wheeler was thus in possession of some 
£400. In addition to that I raised a “ Wheeler 
Memorial Fund ” for her through the Freethinker, 
which amounted to nearly £150. Mr. George Ward, 
aoting on her behalf, checked tho total of tho weekly 
acknowledgments, and Mr. S. Hartmann, the N. S. S. 
Treasurer, who acted as treasurer to this Fund, paid 
over the amount by cheque to Mrs. Wheeler in the 
presence of Mr. Ward and myself. Mr. Hartmann 
is dead—Mr. Ward is still living. I mention these 
details for the sake of acouraoy.

It will bo seen, then, that there was no room for 
the Christians to “ care for ” Mr. Wheeler. He was 
well oared for without them. I am not surprised, 
however, that they boast of what they never did.

The house that belonged to Mr. Wheeler was a 
small one in Enkel-street, near the “ Nag’s Head,” 
Holloway. I believe he became possessed of it 
through the kindness of Mr. W. J. Birch. He had 
lived in it for many years, he was taken ill in it, he 
was removed from it to the asylum. Judd-street, 
Euston-road, is therefore somewhat cryptic.

There never was any suggestion at the time that 
Mr. Wheeler had in the slightest degree reverted to 
Christianity. His utterances while in a Btate of 
acute mania (for he died in a padded room) count, of 
course, for nothing. I was told that his ravings 
were largely about the Devil; but it is easy to 
understand that, for he had been collecting materials 
for a “  History of the Devil,” Mr. Wheeler’s funeral 
was thus described by Mr. H. Clifton—who reported 
my address at the graveside, a report which I may 
reproduce for tho newer readers of this journal:—

“ The funeral of the late Joseph Mazzini Wheeler 
took place at Finchley Cemetery on Saturday afternoon, 
May 14, at four o’clock. Beautiful wreaths covered the 
coffin from Mrs. Wheeler, Mr. and Mrs. Foote, Mr.
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Graham, the Misses Bell (Glasgow), Mr. and Mrs. 
Pilcher, the N. S. S. Executive, and Edith Yance and 
Annie Brown. A large number of London Freethinkers 
were gathered round the open grave. There were also 
Captain Adams (of Montreal), Mr. Pinder (Leicester), 
and Mr. W. B. Thompson (Chatham). The N. S. S. 
Executive was represented by G. W. Foote, Charles 
Watts, R. Forder, E. M. Vance, Annie Brown, E. 
Truelove, S. Hartmann, P. Sabine, W. Heaford, A. B. 
Moss, E. Bater, W. Leat, T. Gorniot, and F. Schaller. 
Among the crowd of mourners were Toby King, Miss 
Truelove, Mr. and Mrs. Bonner, Mrs. Forder, Mr. G. 
Bedborongh, Mr. and Mrs. Chilperic Edwards, Mr. Tom 
Shore, Mr. and Mrs. C. A. Watts, Mr. C. Herbert, Mr. 
and Mrs. Standring, Mr. and Mrs. Wilson, Mr. Fagan, 
Mr. and Mrs. Caisey, Mr. W. J. Kamsey, Mr. H. R. 
Clifton, Mr. W. P. Ball, Mr. Pitt (Birmingham), and 
many other ladies and gentlemen whom we have not 
space to enumerate. The beautiful weather gave the 
fullest opportunity to Freethinkers from all parts of 
London of paying the last sad mark of respect to the 
deceased, who was respected and loved by all. When 
the coffin waB lowered into the grave Mr. Foote delivered 
a brief address. He spoke under great emotion and 
with much difficulty.”

While I am on this subject I venture to repro
duce Mr. Holyoake’s tribute to Mr. Wheeler shortly 
after his death:—

“ A L ost W orker.
“ Few men to whom a great name has been given 

have better illustrated it in their lives than Joseph 
Mazzini Wheeler did in his. He had much of the silent 
devotion, disinterestedness, and incessant effort asso
ciated with that name. I often think children should 
have the right of two names—the one given by parents 
in honor of someone whose career has great value in 
their eyes, and a second name which should be the 
child’s right of selection when he comes of age and is 
able to decide for himself under what name he will be 
known. Mr. Wilks, an editor of the Morning Star, had 
been more fortunate had ho not borne the great name 
of ‘ Washington.’

“  Mr. Wheeler was happier in his name, as he really 
had qualities which illustrated it. He gave all his days 
and more than all his strength to the service of Free- 
thought, He was the most painstaking of all those 
who have written on the careers of heretical thinkers. 
He was the biographer of the soldiers of tho causo of 
unfriended progress. He took unstinted pains to find 
out the factB. He wrote books himself which could be 
trusted for substantial accuracy. Ho was more than a 
historian; he was himself a thinker. In reviewing 
Grant Allen’s notable book on the Idea o f God, Mr. 
Wheeler wrote this memorable sentence: ‘ To me, it 
appears that the necessity man is under of interpreting 
things outside himself in terms of his own conscious
ness is a sufficient explanation of the origin of all 
theistic beliefs.’ He who could write this was an 
authority in thought. There is a campaign in the 
sentence; there is a volume in it. I know of no 
sentence on the subject so simple, so comprehensive.

“ Behind the veil of Mr. Wheeler’s modesty there 
were usefulness and power of no ordinary kind. It 
may be truly said of him, his life helped to shorten the 
days of superstition and to lengthen the days of reason.

“ G. J. llOLYOAKK,”
There are reasons for the special pleasure I have in 
reproducing this eulogy.

I think I have nailed down this lie about Joseph 
Mazzini Wheeler. I have shown that tho Christians 
had nothing whatever to do with “  the dose of the 
late Mr. Wheeler’s life.” He was in my employment, 
as sub-editor of the Freethinker, up to tho last 
moment of his sanity. Secularists gave him a 
public funeral. The President of the National 
Secular Society delivered the valedictory speech over 
his coffin. Mrs. Wheeler (he had no children) was 
treated with every kindness and consideration by the 
Secular party. Christians did not “ care fo r” her 
any more than for him. I never heard that one of 
them contributed to any fund raised for her advan
tage. It was her misfortune that she fell into the 
hands of designing persons, who had no relation 
whatever to the Secular party, who relieved her of 
her money, and shortened her life. I do not say 
they were Christians. I know they were not 
Freethinkers. G. W . Foote.

The Life and Labors of Haeckel.

Thom as H ood once referred to the musical, mystical 
Germans. But although modern Germany has been 
wonderfully prolific in musioal genius, and has 
mystified the world with the most cloud-creating, 
metaphysical systems, it has also given birth to 
some of the very greatest of nature’s students and 
interpreters. Among these, Ernst Haeckel, the 
Darwin of Germany, occupies a pre-eminent position. 
This distinguished Naturalist was born at Potsdam 
on February 16, 1834. The child was father to the 
man. As a boy, the great biologist was instinctively 
attracted by living nature. Ho revelled in light, 
color, and beauty. He adored the sun and the 
wondrous blue of the heavenly vault. He was 
fascinated by trees, butterflies, and blossoms. 
Although the fair-haired, blue-eyed boy would sit 
silently for hours and pull a daisy to pieces, and 
then triumphantly restore the florets to their original 
place in the flower diso, he nevertheless displayed 
that sturdy independence and thoughtful originality 
which were destined to characterise him through 
life. Both parents of Haeckel were of cultured 
stock. The father was a man of considerable ability» 
and the mother helped to deepen her son’s loving 
interest in the wonders of nature. The lad’s inclin
ations were strengthened as he came under the 
influence of the writings of the great Pantheistic 
poet and philosopher, Goethe. The famous traveller» 
Humboldt, likewise helped to deepen Haeckels 
desire to study and understand nature and nature 0 
laws. Then Darwin’s Voyage of a Naturalist Bound 
the World set the lad’s brain aflame, although 
Bölsche truly says, at this early period no one could 
have foreseen what the celebrated English naturalist 
wa3 to mean to him through the coming years. 
While still a higher form sohoolboy at Merseburg. 
Haeckel elected to make the study of the vegetable 
kingdom his life’s work.

At this time, the immortal Sobleiden was teaching 
botany at tho University of Jena, and tho young 
Haeckel regarded him as the teacher of teachers in 
all matters that related to plants and plant life. Tb0 
young botanist was about to begin his studies und0 
Schleiden when a serious attack of rheumatic0 
necessitated his return to his parents, who were n° 
domiciled in Berlin. This incident to some exte0 
determined Haeckel’s career, as his studios sbert y 
afterwards recommenced under Dr. Alexander Bra0 
in the Prussian capital. Braun was a close friend 0 
the Haeckel family, and the pupil was brought l0  ̂
friendly personal touoh with that progressive man 
science. Haeckel’s enthusiasm for botany was boun 
loss, but his matter-of-faot father could not 
persuaded to regard its serious study as in any 
apertaining to the practical. He therefore decid0 
that his son should embark on a medical career; a0e 
it was during his medioal course that Haeckel ca 0 
under the influence of such celebrated professors 
Leydig, Kolliker, and Virchow. From their teaching^ 
he derived the ideas which afterwards created 00 
a sensation throughout tho world of science. 
eminent man who played an important part i0 
fashioning of Haeckel’s ideas was Professor Joba0 .^ 
Müller, the Berlin physiologist and anator0^  
Müller encouraged his promising pupil to accomp^0r 
him when, during the summer vacations, tho 100 s 
studied the marvels of aquatic life along the 00 
of the lakes and seas.

Having taken his medical degree, Haeckel 
sent to Vienna to walk the hospitals, and alt*10 
his old love for botany revived, he soon passed ,

fully q°ftl *State examination, and, in 1858, beoame b 0«*
fiied as a practising physioian. His patient0 *ol£garB 
the magnificent number of three; but as 0,0 tb °
of consultation were fixed at from five to si* oCii 
morning, his slender success need not awaken ^jjy 
astonishment. The elder Haeckel was ° ovt „ aflfol

tarnish the funds for a twelve Months’ toar 10

cce00)to
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sunny Italy, and to the garden of Europe the young 
Physician journeyed in 1859. The marked artistic 
tendency of Haeckel’s nature now for a time asserted 
itself. In Sicily, he tells us, “  I was nearly thrown 
out of my line and made a landscape painter." He 
Possessed a positive genius for painting, but this 
special passion for art proved but a transient phase 
°f his career. In the waters of the sunlit Italian sea 
Haeckel commenced the loving and patient study of 
tuinute marine organisms, whioh laid the founda
tions of his subsequent scientific fame. With the 
a'd afforded by his microscope and fishing-net, he 
oiade the acquaintance of a world of wondrous living 
oreatures previously undreamed of. His newly 
discovered treasures served the double purpose of 
®>nistering to his love for the beautiful while materi- 
ahy assisting him in mastering an important province 
°f zoological science. Out of those investigations 
arose his monumental monograph on the Radiolaria, 
which is undeniably one of the most elaborate 
contributions to biological science ever written.

Haeckel returned to Germany in 1860. In Berlin 
he henru for the first time that the Englishman,
DftrW|u, had published a preposterous book, entitled 

Darwin, it seemed, dismissedOrigin of Species. jjarwiu, iu bbouibu, uibuiiaueu 
he then almost universally accepted dogma of the 

of speoies with scant ceremony. This revolu
tionary thinker had undertaken in his book to prove 
,“at plant and animal species had arisen through 
*hQ agency of natural selection. All living things 
,.ary> and those that fluctuate in
that ^ecome
then,
Jat6r

a favorable direo- 
winners in life’s race, while those 

Vat7  in an unfavorable manner or fail to adapt 
^selves to a modified environment are sooner or 

hum ^0â ned to perish. In the light of the in- 
r)0ra,k.*e facts and arguments resistlossly arrayed 
]arwio’s masterpiece, the current theory that the 

Cr ld of life existed iust as it name from the
eator' s hand was

just as it came from the 
no longer tenable. Haeckel 

this amazingb ^ a ia te ly  plunged into the pages of this amazin 
,,y  and became deeply impressed by its teaohing. 

B.. ^  Profoundly moved me,” ho wrote to Professor 
tna> 6’ “  ah hho first reading. But as all the Berlin 
Bra nâ eS (Ŵ B the single exception of Alexander 
ftiv ^  Wore against it, I could mako no headway in 
âbat °nCe 0 * was n0  ̂ Haeckel had

hi3 . the matter in lengthy conversations with 
aPn.-'ri6nii ®e8enB&nr at Jona that all doubts dis
til,,a.re >̂ and Haeokol became a firm adheront of 

S ,n • Philosophy.
aBIe men who might at that time have 

the kCê  *Be evolutionary gospel were hold back by 
Bq(. anambing influences of traditional doctrine. 
bia had already outgrown the theology of
bus , ahood. Tho man-like god of the Churcheshad~‘¡‘lluno°d. Tho man-liko god 
perVav Un displaced and dethroned for tho all- 
epirî  1GS deity of Spinoza and Goethe. The utter 
onCOQ a degradation which Haeckel had reoently 
Cbri8(- ar°d in Naples and Sioily among a so-oallod 
aQthrl ln P0Pnlation made him realise that an 
from 0B.0rnorPhio divinity is but one step removed 
of t*1e miracle - working saints and madonnas 
at tkn031111 Hatholioism. He was, therefore, disposed 
Power C°.mrnoncemont of his career to look to the 
possibj lnhoront in naturo as affording tho only 
Uiatte ° exPianation of tho phenomena of living 
6ailier' this frame of mind, ho discarded his 
turm“ Prejudice against tho probability of spon- 
faitb in ,^enoration, and completely abandoned his 

Haeek 1 ex‘8tence of a special vital force.
- dai h Was hhis time a private teacher at 
°olopv Became Extraordinary Professor of 

aQortiy Director of the Zoological Museum
j Qhligbn-) i°.rwards. And now this new professor 
i°otrine his work on the Radiolaria, in whioh the 
K 6 Boo], °* descent was unreservedly accepted. 
h®Hrt a and author caused muoh searching of 
n!ehel nnSD® snch authority-bound biologists as 
hfowQ ]j Agassiz. Haeokel had now definitely 

in .. . theological preconceptions to the winds,
?laI% in 5 -8 6ar'
eiet4 e  t10atei

Z
ab

early work he wrote in a vein which 
that he regarded Darwin’s politio 

the “  Croator ”  as a concession “  not

“  consistent, and, I think, not quite sincere.”  That 
this surmise was well warranted, is, of course, 
sufficiently obvious to every candid reader of Darwin’s
Life and Letters.

In the second decade of the nineteenth century, 
the evolutionary philosopher, Oken, was inspired 
with a desire to spread the light of science among the 
people. He scorned the then fashionable doctrine 
that science could never enter into the lives of 
common men. Largely owing to Oken’s influence, 
scientific congresses were occasionally held, and the 
utterances of the more democratic and progressive 
scientists thus reached a wider public through the 
powerful medium of the press. One of these gather
ings took place at Stettin in September, 1868. 
Haeckel led off as first speaker, and in a brilliant 
addresshe carried Darwin’s views to their logical con
clusion. In the Origin of Species Darwin had avoided 
all definite allusion to the human race, and had 
patiently awaited the publication of his epoch- 
making Descent of Man. Bat the younger and more 
impetuous Haeckel refused to wait, and at the 
Stettin Congress he declared that—

“ as regards man himself, if we are consistent we must 
recognise his immediate ancestors in ape-like mammals ; 
earlier still in kangaroo-shaped marsupials; beyond 
these, in the secondary period, in lizard-like reptiles; 
and finally, at a yet earlier stage, the primary period, in 
lowly organised fishes.”

Bold as this utterance was, it was at the time fully 
supported by Virohow, who was present when 
Haeckel’s speech was delivered. But upon the old 
school of scientists, who struggled under the disad
vantages imposed by traditional dogmas, it descended 
like a bolt from the blue. All things that live or 
have ever livod, Haeckel assured his auditors, were 
the outcome of orderly natural evolution.

Haeckel pictured the world of life in the form of 
an all-embracing genealogical tree.

“ Tho thousands of groen leaves on the tree that 
clotho the younger and fresher twigs, and differ in their 
height and breadth from the trunk, correspond to the 
living species of animals and plants ; these are the more 
advanced, tho further they are removed from the 
primeval stem. The withered and faded leaves that 
we seo on the older and dead twigs represent the many 
extinct species that dwelt on the earth in the earlier 
geological ages, and come closer to tho primeval Btem- 
form tho more remoto thoy aro from us.”

This remarkably realistic conception may be phrased 
in a slightly different way. If wo oxamine an aged 
elm, we may notice the evidences of growth and 
deoay whioh have characterised its development. 
Thoro are many dead boughs and branches, and, 
although tho trunk may be hollow, the stately tree 
goes on spreading its branches in the light and air. 
New trees are born from its seeds, and its far- 
extending roots may give rise to saplings in the 
vicinity of the parent plant. And so in the organio 
kingdom when regarded as a whole. Despite the 
fact that multitudinous speoies have disappeared 
during the course of organio development, countless 
new forms have arisen to carry on the vital processes 
of nature. For this assertion there is absolutely 
conclusive evidence. Having made a very critioal 
and conservative estimate of the palaeontological 
discoveries of the previous century, Huxley was 
ultimately compelled to conclude that, even if the 
evolutionary theory had not existed, the striking 
testimony to its truth furnished by the fossil remains 
which had been found in the rocks would have 
forced men of science to invent it.

T. F. P a l m e r .
(To be continued.)

SNUBBED.
Several medical men and a newspaper man were visiting 

an insane asylum. Tho employee who was showing them 
about pointed out a man who considered himself the Lord.

Tho newspaper man, true to his instincts, seeking to have 
an interview, asked tho insane ono whether he really made 
the earth in seven days.

Tho latter gave him a look of utter contempt, and said as 
he passed on, “  I'm not in the mood to talk shop ! ”
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

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

LONDON.
Odtdoob.

B ethnaIi G reen B ranch N. 8 .8 . (Victoria Park, near the 
Bandstand): 3.15 and 6.15, James Rowney, Lectures.

Camberwell B ranch N.S.S. (Brockwell Park): 3.30, John 
Kellard, “  Christianity the Enemy of Progress.”

Croydon B ranch N. 8. 8. (Katharine street, near Town Hall): 
6.30, a Lecture.

E dmonton B ranch N. 8. 8. (Edmonton Green) : 7.45, Miss 
K. B. Kough, “ Thomas Paine : a Commemoration.”

K inosland B ranch N. 8.8. (corner of Ridley-road): 11.30, 
F. Schaller, “  Why I am an Atheist ”  ; 7.30, R. Miller, 
“  Christians v. Mohammedans.”

N orth L ondon B ranch N. 8. 8. (Parliament Hill Fields): 
3.15, C. E. Ratcliffe, “  Further Replies to Christian Critics.” 
Finsbury Park : 6.30, Mr. Hope, a Lecture.

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

W ood Green B ranch N- 8. S. (Jolly Butchers Hill, opposite 
Public Library) : 7.30, J. Hecht, “  Science and Superstition.”

COUNTRY.
Outdoor.

B olton B ranch N. 8.8. (Town Hall Square) : 7.30, R. Mearns,
“ Historic Christianity.”—A meeting of the Branch for the 
purpose of electing officers for 1913 at the Socialist Club, Wood- 
street, at 3 o’clock.

B urnley B ranch N. 8. 8. (Market Place): Arthur Thompson, 
3, “  Why I Ceased to be a Christian ”  ; 6.30, “  Bible Beauties.”

B ury B ranch N. 8. 8. (front of Circus): Matt Phair, 3, 
“ Socialism and Religion” ; 6.30, “ What must we do to be 
saved ?”

F arnworth (Market Ground) : Monday, June 9, at 7.30, Gilbert 
Manion, “  Uncrowned Kings.”

Oldham (Park Gates): Gilbert Manion, 11, “  What Do We 
Know of the Soul?”  3, “ Christian Socialism Exposed" ; 6.30,
“  Reason versus Emotion.”
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