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Evil must be removed before good has a place.
— Garth W ilkinson.

Views and Opinions.

i ^ NG Ferdinand Murdered” was a big headline 
Sunday’s edition of a paper called the People. I 

, V0r bought it before, and I scarcely think I shall 
again. That headline was a “ fake.” King 

Paru and was not murdered. There was not a 
Th tlole of evidenoe in support of the statement.

0 sole authority for it was “  rumor ”—which may 
¡5 an anything or nothing to suit the oiroumstances, 
pe 08,80 of a challenge and an inquiry. But the 

" oatoher’s announcement opened in this 
aeoi8>ve manner

, 11 A. military revolt has broken out in Sofia, the King 
: -“ algaria has been assassinated, and an unsuccessful 
‘tempt has been made to kill Dr. Danoff, the Premier.

‘ rfhe Government offices have boon stormed, the 
ftoyal Palaco is surrounded, and many persons have 
eon shot down by soldiers.”
l̂ a8 m0(^ e  ̂^y a goaiidcation, in smaller type,

report lacked confirmation, but was never- 
probably true. 

clie(j 0.nday’8 newspapers treated this “  report ” with 
Few mentioned i t ; one alluded to it as 

5j0r  ̂ Conkemptible. Yet this People is a highly 
bejj81, Tory newspaper, with a groat (professed) 

in Church and State and Altar and Throne. 
pen no other Sunday newspaper (so it hap- 
Ptfide ^ an ^ is  People3, I was obliged in common 
thia i!Ce to wait till Monday before writing about 
1 difl eS0d “  assassination.” And it was lucky that 
Com,80, or I should have wasted my time. But I 
it * *  help thinking, “  Suppose this be true ! Is 
8torv °ne of Time’s oonspiouous revenges ? This 
poeti0 ?*■ assassinated assassin proves that 
Ver8e jnstioe is not entirely absent from the uni- 
S\yjni tt reminds one of tho awful consolation of 
•̂cide f̂,ne'8 ‘ Night hath but one red star, Tyran- 

'"‘thon For tho King of Bulgaria was an assassin 
IJiu„ Sh not more so than his fellow-Christian 
M̂ rted Servia, Montenegro, and Greece. He 
®f mni00 on0 ^he most cruel and wanton wars 
KaPital lQ times with a religious service in the 
Primaf ,  nr°h of his capital oity; he received tho 
°f Chr,Gf8 Glossing; ho dedicated himself as a soldier 
Je c r^ ; It was to bo a war of the Cross against 

to immediate and practical object
^ 0rabl l0,erate oppressed populations from the in
to k0autif ,yranny of the unspeakable Turk. It was 
a 16 °Pd ° P*°ture- But how different is tho reality! 
t00 populations have suffered more from

8tlan Allies than they did from their Moham
e t  °f e x f r ^ 8' Myriads of them have been wiped 
f 00 liber 1?‘ enco hy hunger, outrage, and massacre. 
l°Qk t0 have turned out to be brigands. They 
l?rger 8d ^hting oaoh other over the division of a 
N a rv P0U than was contemplated in their pre- 
Q00ir ^  a6reement. Not only have they turned 
th ^tian 8 H?°n ea°k °^h0r—Christian thief against 
of6 ^ost *—hut they are calling oaoh other

hh© jjj “ °minable names and accusing each other 
1̂670 ln âmous crimes.

King Constantine has telegraphed as follows from 
the head of his army to his Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs at Athens:—

“ Protest in my name to the representatives of the 
civilised Powers against the acts of these monsters in 
human form. Protest also to the entire civilised world, 
and say that to my regret I see myself compelled to 
wreak vengeance in order to inspire terror into these 
monsters and to make them reflect before they commit 
any moro crimes of this sort. The Bulgarians have 
surpassed all the horrors of barbaric times and have 
proved that they have no longer tho right to be reckoned 
among civilised peoplos.”

This is a terrible indictment, and it is drawn up by 
tho responsible head of the Kingdom of Greece. On 
the other hand, King Ferdinand has drawn up a 
similar indictment against Greece and Servia. After 
referring to various places where the civil population 
had be6n driven out by tho thousand, the Bulgarian 
monarch adds that “ These refugees gave terrifying 
accounts of the horrible deeds committed by the 
Servians and Greeks."

Each side denies its own guilt. Each Bide affirms 
the other’s guilt. Is one to believe them both— 
as Voltaire said he believed both the old ladies he 
heard giving their opinion of each other in the 
publio thoroughfare ? KiDg Ferdinand suggests “ an 
inquiry.” Wo should like to see it instituted, but we 
fear that such news is too good to be true.

Roumania, tho other Christian Power in tho 
Balkans, has taken no share in tho war. She played 
a meaner part. She Btood by as a neutral, and 
claimed her share of tho viotors’ spoils, as tho prioe 
of her neutrality, at tho finish. She has invaded 
Bulgaria now that her neighbor is beaten to tho 
ground. She would bo mild and plaoable enough if 
Bulgaria had beaten her Christian rivals. Such is 
Christian chivalry! Who can imagine the “  un
speakable Turk” acting in such a contemptible 
manner? * * v

Tho religious mind, and especially the Christian 
mind, is always peouliar. There is no connection 
between tbo Balkan war and the express train 
disaster at Colchester; only the beauty of religion is 
displayed in both—and on the same page of the holy 
and veraoious People. A Clapham engineer told the 
reporter how “  the driver wa3 already dead when 
extricated from beneath tho engine, whilst the guard 
was in a dying condition, and the fireman was dis
embowelled.”  Then came this gem of piety: 
“ Another passenger,” tho reporter relates, “ said it 
was nothing but a miracle that all the passengers in 
the first carriage were not killed.” A miracle was 
it? Performed, of course, by God. And what a 
God ! Why was not the miracle of the “  Baved ” 
extended to those who were “  lost ’’ ? God is a 
respecter of persons, after all. But his disorimina- 
tion appears to be only a whim. He has meroy on 
whom he will have meroy. He is on the moral level 
of Caliban’s deity in Browning’s wonderful poem. 
In short the Christian “  God ”  is a relic of the 
religion of barbarism, and should be dropped by all 
humane and intelligent people. q  ^  F oote
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Religion and the Child.

It is a part of the case for religion that man is a 
religious animal. In opposition to this it has been 
affirmed that man is by nature an Atheist. No less 
a person than John Wesley held this opinion, mean
ing by Atheist a man unsaved by grace or revelation. 
It is a futile speculation in either direction. By 
nature man is neither an Atheist nor a Theiat—that 
is, if we attach to either term certain definite beliefs 
for or against the belief in God. Indeed, by nature 
man is very little— far less than any other 
member of the animal world. Other animals are 
born into the world with fully formed instincts 
sufficient in number to preserve their lives. Man 
has least of all. The education of other animals 
lies chiefly in the direction of exercise; with man 
the chief work is acquisition. And herein lies the 
secret of man’s superiority, and his capacity for 
continuous progress. The world of the animal varies 
but little. One generation succeeds another, and 
the adaptive actions essential to life are repeated in 
endless monotony. The world of man varies con
stantly. It changes with time and place, and puts 
on a growing complexity. Man is continually called 
on to make new adjustments, and to effect these his 
nature must be plastio and educable. Many instincts 
and less educability; fewer instincts and great 
capacity for education; these are the cardinal and 
all-important distinctions between man and the 
rest of the animal world.

But this advantage over the animal world has its 
drawbacks. The faot of man having everything to 
learn places him at the meroy of his surroundings. 
The fundamental functions of life are all right 
because they can be ignored by none, and so form 
part of every person’s experience. But above these, 
what the child will become is mainly a question of 
the educative influences of his environment. He 
may be educated into becoming an ardent Republican 
or a fanatical Royalist; a strenuous Atheist or an 
uncompromising pietist. His code of honor will be 
determined in the same way—either that of the 
merchant, the gambler, the criminal, or the man of 
science. His native capacity will, of course, find 
expression under any conditions. It will determine 
the eminence attained, but the social environment 
will decide the form in which this capacity is 
expressed.

These principles give the reply to the propositions 
at the beginning of this article. Man is born neither 
an Atheist nor a Theist; but his capacity for, and his 
dependence upon, education makes him one or the 
other. It is theoretically not a harder task to bring up 
a child an Atheist than to train it as a Theist, 
given the same educational opportunities. It is 
only harder in practice because the dice of 
social life are loaded in favor of religion, and the 
two phases of thought do not fight under equal con
ditions. Inside the home one set of tendencies may 
be supreme, but outside other forces are encoun
tered. The child is subjected to the incidence of 
other ideas and ideals. Opinions it is taught on the 
one hand to respect, it is taught on the other to 
despise. It sees oertain beliefs held in admiration, 
and sees the social status of people determined by 
their adherence to these beliefs. And the ohild is 
naturally imitative; that is the source of both its 
strength and weakness. Exposed to the influence 
of an environment making at least for conformity 
to religious beliefs, one need not be surprised that 
the majority profess some form of religious faith.

In what way does religion utilise the native 
capacity of children ? First of all, in a rough-and- 
ready way, ohildren reproduce in their mental 
growth those stages covered by the race in its 
intellectual development. The fear of a child in face 
of the unknown, the indistinct sense of causation, 
the readiness to asoribe life to all around with the 
small development of the larger racial feelings, 
bring us very near to the mental condition from 
which religions originate and to which religions still

appeal. One may, therefore, say that if children 
are not born religious, their capacity for education, 
with their general mental endowment, hands them 
over, unresisting subjects, to their religious i°- 
struotors. They commence with the capacity f°r 
fetishism, and there are those who take full ad' 
vantage of the fact. Of course, there is no reason 
why children should not pass through this period 
with safety. Many do, just as they pass through 
those physical disorders incidental to childhood. BD’i 
in a great many instances, in the hands of parents 
acting from a mistaken sense of duty, and of a 
priesthood that possesses a keen sense of self- 
interest, a passing mental phase is seized, strength
ened, and converted into a permanent possession. 
This in turn becomes a part of the environment that 
reacts, educationally, on every newcomer ; while the 
priest appeals to the existence of an artificially Pr0‘ 
longed mental phase as a proof of man’s natural 
craving for religious belief.

All religions in civilised countries have been quick 
to seize upon the plastic nature of childhood as 
the right period for the inculcation of religion. I* 
is not the case among uncivilised peoples, because 
the whole of the environment does then what J0 
afterwards eft to be done by special instructors- 
But in civilised countries, when oertain forces make 
for the destruction of religion, it is recognised that 
childhood is the most favorable period—perhaps the 
only favorable period—for the inculcation of religie08 
beliefs. Even with adults it is only when a sens0 
of the mysterious is strong, and is enforoed by a 
feeling of helplessness and a consciousness of ign°r' 
ance, that religion grips them strongly. At otber 
times it may appeal to one here and there as a 
plausible speculation, but it does not produoe a 
strong conviction. Religion vmst get the child, if 1 
is to live; it must utilise the child’s capacity i°c 
receiving impressions. To wait until the individ°al 
reaches maturity is to lose everything.

Religion, be it observed, is the only subject that10 
compelled to do this. Every other subjeot can wait- 
If we try to teaoh a ohild simple principle8 0 
mathematics, or of physics, or of any of the science0! 
and the child does not understand, we wait for 
time until its understanding has developed. We 8a3 
the thing is beyond the grasp of the child, and w 
wait for it to understand until we resume our teao°' 
ing. A capaoity for understanding what is taught > 
taken as an essential condition of the teach»3»' 
With religion this capacity is never considered. " n 
child must be habituated to religious phrases, re 
gious forme, and a religious atmosphere. Let it a10 
until it reaches years of understanding, and min *9i 0 ¡0 
of religion are the first to assure us that the task 
then a hopeless one. ..

It may be granted that a policy of creating 80B 
ments in favor of certain beliefs not wholly no«30 
stood by the ohild ¡8 legitimate enough in its pr°P'  ̂
place. We do not wait until the ohild is old eno°i^ 
to appreciate rationally the grounds of good cooa ut 
to give it ethical instruction. We seek to bring 0 
certain tendencies for good and suppress those o* 
opposite character, and so fashion the ohild’s ° a 1 ^  

accordance with an accepted standard. ’ ¡¡ein
least, these are things for which a reason can
given, and we are sure of the child’s approha j. 
when it is old enough to understand the 80 hoJ} 
fully. But, in the case of religion, the eitna 
is quite different. We dare not wait until the 
is old enough to understand, because by that ^  
reason would be against us. The mystery do08 to 
decrease as understanding develops; it rema' 
the end. Moreover, among adults it is free j.0ugi 
mitted that the religious hypothesis 
and there is clearly a very wide and vital din $6 
between cultivating in a child certain feeling ' at 
validity of which may be rationally demonstra 
any time, and teaching it to regard as true 
that all admit might be false. In the one cft0¡jjefi 
have in view the child’s future welfare ; 3? ^ e0f oüt 
we are forcing upon it certain speculations ^  
own, on which there exists no common agree10
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I ooine back to the point at which I set out* 
“ lan is born neither religious nor atheistic. But» 
1?n ,e the rest of the animal world, which is 
prnished with instincts adequate to its self-preserva- 
10n) inan is born with an immense capaoity for 
acquiring habits and information. It is this that 

akes him, in a very peculiar sense, the viotim of 
he educational force of his environment. For good 

8r ill that fact remains as the most important truth 
oncerning him. Given a society in which know- 
edge of all kinds were allowed to develop naturally 

express itself freely, there would be no struggle 
? capture the ohild, such as now exists in all 
yihsed countries. But, given a society where 

eiigioos ideas maintain an artificial existence by the 
^liberate cultivation of a frame of mind favorable 
0 its claim, and religious organisations are forced to 
°ncentrate their energies upon the capture of the 

young. That is why the clergy make so fierce a fight 
/  "he schools, it is also why, alarmed at a declining 

ar a .chnr°h attendance, both Church and Chapel 
c driven to paying renewed attention to Sunday- 

Bchpol development.
*he ohild is the raw material out of which Churoh 

.nd Chapel create their future patrons. The adult 
, In one or other class mainly because of habits 
°rtned and impressions gained during childhood. 

Q®°uro the child and the rest is easy. The tenacity 
A ®a.rly impressions is notorious; the man dying of 
on ^ nm babbles of his childhood’s days, the oriminal 

the scaffold has his recolleotion carried back to 
kn years wben be received lessons at his mother’s 
ent'6 ’ rebsi°us lessons received in youth seldom 
of li.8ly *̂saPPear- We “ ay not always be conscious 

their foroe, but they are there, like the scar of a 
b .?nd long since reoeived. Even when the positive 
Th'6̂  rebsi°n is outgrown, the fear of it remains. 
An^6- *8 ° ^ en a iQrbing timidity in opposing it. 
^ d if the clergy have to face the fact that a great 
tjany do escape their control, they have the eonsola- 

,°f knowing that their policy has diffused a 
it/tL °  Senerai impression as to the value of religion 

fhe social life of the community, 
tli  ̂ °bii^ i0 also the raw material out of which 
q 6 future citizen is fashioned; and, therefore, the 

Nation of who shall possess the child—the priest or 
0j 6 Community—involves more than a mere contest 
djrriVai teachers. It is really a struggle for the 

Action of civilisation. The issue is a simple but 
att -n(ily *mPorf'ar»fc one. Are we to pay more 

fintion to the temper of mind induced in a ohild 
tQa° to the inculoation of speoifio beliefs? Are we 
^  value the habit of finding reasons for beliefs— 
Pre Critici8i“ g received opinions freely and without 
tar̂ U?*C°— more kbau a slavish re-echoing of heredi- 
be  ̂ao°f'rines? The inherited capaoity of a ohild can 
^fisercisod in whichever direction seems preferable.
opini9at> turn it out a mere transmitter of established

°ob or a new and healthy force for rational
i0 -  - “3. The essential issue is whether the develop- 
tyb;t? In<̂ °f the child is to be directed by agenoies to 
0r . the growth of civilisation is entirely due, or by 
Bio* ni8ations that are bound to perpetuate the delu- 
iQ yj ^he past as the sole condition of their power

present and the future C. Co h en .

Are Agnostics Cowards?

ver>  ifisae of this journal for Juno 8, we animad- 
^elb Û 0n a 8ermon by the Rev. F. C. Spurr, of 
^bioh'l106’ nPon “ Courageous Agnosticism,” in 
°'at(j k 8 reveren(J gentleman endeavored to depre- 
br0v? an°wledge in order to place the crown on the 
Chri faith. We have now before us, in tbe 
c°Qrslan Pulpit for July 9, his previous dis-
°rati ° UP°D “  Cowardly Agnosticism.” In itself this 
ahd deserves no notice, being flippant, superficial, 
be (l °gical; but inasmuch as the preacher seems to 
firma r̂eat luminary in the Australian religious 
his pj-111811̂  *t may servo a good purpose to examine 

°Bent utterances somewhat in detail. Fiippanoy

and arrogance are in evidence from beginning to end. 
Mr. Spurr imagines that he is a very superior person 
who can afford to look down disdainfully upon those 
who are impudent enough to deny the possibility of 
supernatural knowledge. Listen to the following :—  

“ So long as any person honestly remains in doubt 
concerning God and the highest things, and at the same 
time keeps an open mind to all light and truth, and an 
open heart to receive these when they appear, so long 
must we extend to him or her the most hearty sym
pathy. Sympathy, however, disappears when Agnosti
cism belies its name and becomes dogmatic. It is one 
thing to say 11 do not know God ; would that I did ; I 
am not certain ; would that I were.’ It is quite another 
to dogmatically assert, as did Mr. Spencer, and as do 
our Rationalists to-day, ‘ The whole thing is inscrutable 
and beyond us. God is not only unknown, he is un
knowable. We cannot know. Those who say they 
know are simply mistaken. Knowledge is impossible.’ 
It is this dogmatism that is offensive, and, as I shall 
show you, cowardly.”

This promise, “  as I shall show you,”  this cocksure 
dogmatist signally fails to fulfil. He contrasts 
Christianity and Agnosticism by affirming that the 
former presents certain facts while the latter deals 
with pure ideas; but this contrast is wholly imagin
ary, and puts the preacher in a bad light. What 
are the facts which Christianity is said to present ? 
These: “  That God, although invisible and incom
prehensible, has sufficiently revealed himself— 
his life and power—to enable men to enter into 
fellowship with him ” ; “  the fact of Christ, and 
the fact of the Divine action in human life.” It 
is passing strange that it has never dawned upon 
Mr. Spurr that these are not facts but theories, 
conjectures, ideas, the very points in dispute between 
Christians and Agnostics. God, Christ, and the 
Divine action in human life are metaphysical hypo- 
thoses, not ascertained facts. To say that “ our own 
nature is a text from which we may preach to our- 
selvos a sermon about God,” is not to state a fact, 
but to propound a speculative dogma. It is a gross 
misrepresentation to assert that Agnostics refuse to 
face the facts. In their estimation the facts of life 
are the only things that really matter; but their 
earnest contention is that such facts do not embraoe 
God and Christ and the Divine aotion, these being 
not facts but theological fancies, which the divines, 
without rhyme or reason, offer to the world as faots. 
If we decline their offer they charge us with a laok of 
seriousness and call us cowards.

At this point Mr. Spurr allows his oocksureness to 
run away with him, and he raves thus irresponsibly 
against Agnostioism:—

'• It is cowardly because it is impertinent, and all 
importinenco is a form of cowardice. For a man to 
say, ‘ I do not know God,’ may bo perfectly true for 
him and modest withal ’ ; but if he continues, 11 dony 
that anyono else can or does know him,’ ho is importi- 
nent, for he makes his lack of knowledge the measuro 
of tho knowledge of others. More than this, ho gives 
tho lio direct to that accumulated Christian experience 
of tho best kind which is witnessed to by men and 
womon of all times.”

Tho reverend gentleman is fundamentally mis
taken. There is no more impertinence in maintain
ing that no one oan or does know God than in 
claiming that he oan be known by all and is known to 
millions. Indeed, if there be impertinence at all it 
lies in the claim to knowledge, not in the assertion 
of ignorance. Mr. Spurr admits that God is both 
invisible and incomprehensible, and yet proclaims 
him as an object of knowledge, which is plainly a 
contradiction in terms. Here the reverend gentle
man trots out what he calls a parallel case. He 
draws a vivid picture of husbands and wives living 
together for many years in perfeot love and harmony. 
“  Through years of sunshine and storm, through joy 
and sorrow, in wealth and in poverty, in health and 
in sickness, their mutual love has suffered no dimi
nution, no shock. Rather it has grown ever stronger, 
and after half a century of wedded life they are 
more completely lovers.” Now, if anybody, say a 
dramatist, comes along and pronounces such a case 
impossible, he richly deserves to be laughed to scorn

i
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for giving expression to such an inane, brntal judg
ment. Unfortunately, however, this is in no sense 
a parallel case. Husbands and wives are veritable 
people of flesh and blood whose lives are objective 
realities that can be watched and examined, whereas 
Gcd is admittedly an invisible and incomprehensible 
being, with whom we have no means whatever, 
except by faith, of getting into any sort of touch. 
Christian experience of communion with heaven 
possesses no evidential value, because the object 
with whom the alleged communion is held is a 
creation of faith, or imagination, but by no means an 
objeot of knowledge. Tennyson was much wiser 
than Mr. Spurr when he said, “ We cannot know, for 
knowledge is of things we see.”

The minister of Collins-street Baptist Church, 
Melbourne, is a perfect treat whenever he turns 
scientific. Having exhausted logic in defenoe of his 
strange thesis, he appeals to science for a final 
confirmation of it. Agnostios are coolly informed 
that “ the scientific spirit in the name of which they 
speak entirely condemns them.” This is a brand- 
new scientific discovery, the honor and glory of 
whioh belong to Mr. Spurr alone. Listen: “ What is 
the scientific spirit ? It is a spirit that leads men to 
seek until they find.” We are prepared now for the 
following brilliant ray :—

“  Had explorers, chemists, astronomers, and others 
accepted the Agnostic faith— 1 we do not know, nothing 
can be known’— the world would never have progressed. 
Scientists have always refused to be Agnostics in 
science, and to their indomitable efforts we owe our 
progress.”

This is a miserable travesty of the Agnostio 
position, and it is impossible to take it Beriously, 
or to believe that the preacher was awake when he 
penned it. It is a truism that scientists are not 
Agnostios in science ; but they are, almost to a man, 
thorough Agnostics in relation to theology or Super
nature. They are resolved to seek until they find 
within the limits of the meohanism of Nature, but 
they know of nothing beyond or above those limite. 
Without fear of intelligent contradiction we hold 
that science inevitably tends to foster Agnosticism 
in the minds of its students, in relation to all matters 
of a superhuman or supernatural character. To our 
forefathers Romulus and Remus, King Arthur, and 
Hengist and Horsa were historical personalities, but 
the science of history has relegated them to the 
sphere of myths. Mr. Spnrr says that “ God is 
found by all who seek him as he should be sought.” 
Of course, we all know that God is sought and found 
only by faith. But why should it be necessary to 
seek him with such diligence ? Surely, if he existed, 
there would be no necessity to seek him. Children 
do not have to seek in order to find their father. To 
show how utterly unscientifio the Christian doctrine 
of God is we need only point out that it at once 
represents God as seeking man with quenchless 
desire, and man as instinctively and passionately 
engaged in the quest of God, and that yet, in spite of 
this mutual seeking, in a great number, perhaps in 
the majority, of instances, the two never find each 
other, while in the comparatively few instances in 
which they do presumably meet they are for ever 
losing, or in danger of losing, grip of oaoh other. Wo 
have no hesitation in averring that as touohing such 
a God every sane person is bound to be an Agnostio, 
which is only Atheist writ large. No science would 
ever encourage the quest for such a Deity.

No, Agnostios are not cowards; nor are they im
pertinent. Why, the cowardice and impertinence 
are characteristics of Christian believers, who never 
fail to vilify all who differ from themselves; and like 
Mr. Lloyd George, when hit we are instinctively 
impelled to hit back. Is it not impertinence of tho 
worst kind to call suoh great men as Darwin, 
Huxley, Tyndall, Haeckel, Schafer, Chalmers Mitchell, 
and Ray Lankester cowards because of their attitude 
of unbelief towards the Christian religion ? There 
are hundreds, if not thousands, of genuine Agnostics 
in Melbourne, many of them endowed by Nature 
with plenty of brains; but the minister of Collins-

street Baptist Church, a professional representative 
of a God of love and meroy, denounces them all as 
impertinent cowards. How very sweet of the dear 
man 1 Fanoy his audacity in oraoularly declaring 
that “  no man can courageously remain an Agnostic.’’ 
That is an unqualified falsehood, and it is difficult to 
believe that the preacher, in uttering it, did not 
know that he was lying. The fact is that the public 
avowal of Agnosticism implies the possession of an 
exceptional amount of courage. A weak man cannot 
possibly make such an avowal; and besides strength 
of character there must be a considerable quantity 
of mental power. It requires practioally no courage 
to make a profession of faith in Christ and join a 
church, and multitudes do both without seriously 
thinking at all. Until quite lately the conventions 
rendered the life of an Agnostio extremely uncom
fortable. He was looked upon and treated as an 
Ishmael. He was shunned as if he were a pestilent 
fellow and threatened tho moral health of the com
munity. But the triumph of science is slowly 
providing for him a respeotable plaoe in society. 1° 
Germany it is already the fashion not to attend 
a plaoe of worship, only about three per cent, doing 
so. France, Italy, Switzerland, Portugal, and even 
Great Britain rapidly follow suit, thus proving that 
Mr. Spurr was radically wrong when he added that 
it cannot be denied but that man is “ inourably 
religions.” He is not, but we oan honestly say of 
him that he is inourably social, which is the most
hopeful sign for the future. J. T. L l o y d .

Christianity and the Chinese.—X.

(Continued from p. 438.)
“  Since the treaties have permitted foreigners from tbs 

West to spread their doctrines, the morals of tho people bav® 
been greatly injured”  (Memorial “ On the Restriction of 
Christianity,”  addressed to the Throne of China in 188-1 by 
tho High Commissioner Peng Yu-Lin.)—Da. Mobbison, 
Australian in China, p. 192.

“ As to the opinion of tho [Chinese] Government, an 
Imperial Edict of July 2, 1900, states clearly: ‘ Ever since 
foreign nations began the propagation of their religion there 
have been instances throughout the country of ill-feeling
between the people and the convorts...... Tho truth is tba*
converts...... have relied on the missionary for support, with
the result that they have committed many misdeeds.’ An 
Edict published three days after this states : ‘ The reason f°r 
tho fighting between tho Chineso [Boxers] and u’6 
foreigners sprung from a disagreement between tho poople 
and the Christian converts.’ Not a word, so far as I have 
yet ascertained, has been uttered either by the Boxers or t“ ® 
Imperial or Provincial Governments respecting opium in tb>
connection.”

“  In his uttor disregard for the conservation of human h ’ 
the views of Jonah closely resemble those of the present-day 
missionary and his supporters in England. After the who* 
sale torture and massacres in China, they set forth t 
doctrine that it is impossible to convert a nation to Db[> 
tianity without rebellions, riots, and bloodshed, k f t l j  
themselves on quotations from Scripture, such as: ^
peace but a sword ’ ; * These that have turned the 'j’0 , 
upside down have come hither also,’ and other isoia 
texts.” —A. DAVENroBT, China from Within, pp. 30-60.

We have remarked that China has been twice on ^  
verge of being Christianised : First, by tho Jesuits^ 
the conditions under whioh they were so success 
have passed, never to reour again—the sooond oc° 
sion was at tho time of tho groat -Tai-ping Rebel!1 ' 
a movement about whioh very littlo is known^y
the vast majority of people, and that little is mostly

erroneous.
Most people who have heard anything at all ab 

tho Tai-ping (sometimes written Ti-ping, Taep111̂  
etc.) Rebellion, think that tho Tai-pings were a 
of brigands who aimed at overthrowing the Ma° 
rulers and reducing the empire to a state of ftn!U,y,at 
from which the Chinoae were only rescued by 1 
great Christian hero, General Gordon. You w l, ¡0g 
find much light thrown on the subject by 
missionary literature, unless you can get back to 
missionary literature written at the time when 
Tai-pings first took the field, then you will °e, 
prised to find that the missionaries were backing
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or all they were worth. Even English histories of 
^nina seem to be struck dumb when they reach the 
Period dealing with its origins and aims. Just 
paying long enough to record Gordon’s exploits, and 
hen hurrying on like skaters over thin ice. Yet the 
owest computation of lives lost through this rising 

18 twenty millions, other authorities giving thirty- 
nine millions, fifty millions, and even one hundred 
millions ! If twenty million Christian lives had been 
sacrificed in any European country in the attempt to 
ntrodupe a foreign religion, we should have heard 

something about it. We dealt with this episode in 
. 880 °°latrin8 some five years ago (October 25, 

Given concisely, the facts are as follows :— 
r . ' great Tai-ping Rebellion,” says Mr. Archibald 

>ttle, “  broke out after the empire had enjoyed a 
°ng peace of over two hundred years, and the leader 
1 which, Hung-siu-chuen, was one of the very few 
mk'-ne Christian converts ever made in China.” * 
J-his Hung-siu-ohuen (or tsuen) was the son of a 
ell-to-do farmer living about thirty miles from 
anton. Coming to Canton to sit for a government 
xamination, he received nine tracts from a Protestant 
vangefiet who was giving them away in the street. 

J-Ton arriving home and discovering their charac- 
Jj;> be threw them on one side, but some time 

forwards, upon the advice of his brother-in-law,
, bo had borrowed them, he studied them and 
foame converted. This was in 1848. He imme- 
s,foly began to exhort those around him to acoept 

j  x>stianity, and in 184G received an invitation from 
• Roberts, an American missionary at Canton to 

there and study. He remained with Mr. 
^0|jerts for two months studying the new religion.
Ret
k “*■• & UUU1C) lito iUUUTf OlO 1 uiuicaoou 111

(.¡o^bers until, upon one ocoasion while a congrega-
orning home, his followers rapidly increased in

of about five thousand were deep in prayer, the 
., 0rs wore overcome by what they believed to be 
th ” enbeco8tal outpouring of the Holy Spirit ” in 
e 8 Most approved style of religious revivalism as 
j.POfienced from St. Paul down to Evan Roberts.

jfy Were now ripe for mischief. 
otAs might be expected by those who know anything 
of i*?18?ionary teaching, they Boon began to fall foul 
Prof ani  ̂Persecuted the religion they formerly
in fosBed, but which they now denounced as idolatry, 
lja„ Uanal intolerant style of that religion when it 

the power. Says Mrs. L ittle:—
“ With ficrco and fanatical missionary zeal they at 

?nc°  set to work to broak up ono of tho most esteemod 
Images in the neighborhood — would not many
Euroropoans on their first entrance into China wish to 
. 0 likewise ? — destroyed the vessels of spice and 
[»censo burning in front of * it, wore arrested and 
“ »prisoned.” f

aufi6̂ 68,80̂  by friends, and emboldened by numbers 
o,w.8nocB8B, the Tai-pings formed an army and went 

he march to convert the empire to Christianity. 
H o - »e ^habitants of the towns they captured
itjju fbfhSBd to accept the new faith were killed, in 
of Cn °D Jews when they conquered the land
" , » * « , .  Their leader, says Mr. Archibald Little, 
hia 0R0d his action on that of the Jewish leaders, 
lfiQ r̂ ?ry being ‘ Sho Yao ’ (‘ Slay tho idolators.’)” ]
Clark Tai-Ping insurrection, says James Freeman 
o o f 6’ "bhs shown its religious character through
ly  ' Ho observes : “ Hymns of praise to the 
foe cGnly father and Elder Brother were chanted in 
ti^ ti^ P . And the head of the insurrection dis- 
Bib]e y annonnoed that, in case it succeeded, the 
for bo substituted in all public examinations

°e in the place of Confucius." § 
tory 6Xfry household throughout the Tai-ping terri- 
char’a jb0 lo rd ’s Prayer, printed in large black 
»8e 0f ?ra on a white board, was hung up for the 
kept ‘ bo ohildren. The Sabbath was religiously 
H nj 11 ^be seventh day. They celebrated the com- 

n once a month by partaking of wine, and

. Little, Through the Yang-tie Gorgei, p. 13G-7 
; “ tra. A. Little, Li Hung Chang. 
î A- J. Little, Through the Yang-tie Gorget, p. 3.
* “ • A. Clarke Ten Great Religions (1871), p. 64.

everyone admitted to their fellowship was baptised 
after an examination and confession of sins.

The missionaries, who thought their business was 
booming eplendidly, were enthusiastic over their new 
oonverts, and, as Demetrius Bculger observes, “ took 
the Taepings under their very special protection, and 
strained all their influence to the adventure of 
espousing the cause of these spurious Christians.” * 
Why Mr. Boulger should brand the Tai-pings as 
“  spurious Christians ” we do not know—and he gives 
no explanation—unless it arose from a servile 
pandering to the official pretence that the Tai-pings 
were robbers and brigands. Evidently the mis
sionaries did not regard them as “  spurious Chris
tians,” and the missionaries were the originators of 
the movement and intimate with it from the very 
commencement. It is very certain that the Tai- 
pinga had very much more faith and belief in the 
Bible and Christianity than the cosmopolitan 
historian of the Far East, Mr. Demetrius Boulger, 
or of many prominent men of the type of Sir Oliver 
Lodge, who allow their names to be used as support
ing a belief which has nothing in common with the 
orude and unscientific ideas of those before whom 
their names are paraded. “  Nothing succeeds like 
success,” says the proverb, and all those whoso 
adherence to the faith would tend to its credit are, 
by hook or by crook, made to testify to the creed; 
while all those who are discreditable are “ spurious 
Christians.” But the facts of the case are not so 
easily burked in the case of the Tai-pings.

An Englishman, who held a command among the 
Tai-pings, observes:—

“  I have probably had a much greater experience of 
the Ti-ping religious practices than any other European, 
and as a Protestant Christian I have never yet found 
occasion to condemn their form of worship. The most 
important part of their faith is the Holy Bible—Old and 
New Testament entire. These have been printed and 
circulated gratuitously by the Government through the 
whole population of tho Ti-ping jurisdiction.”  f

Of one of the Tai-ping books, Dr. Medhurst, the 
missionary, declared: “ There is not a word in it 
whioh a Christian missionary might not adopt and 
circulate as a traot for the benefit of the Chinese.” } 

The attempt to realise the devastation and 
slaughter wrought by the Tai-ping revolution would 
stagger the strongest imagination. Says Mrs. Little, 
it “  was to devastate China for over thirteen years 
with a destruction of human life far exceeding that 
of the whole Thirty Years’ War in Germany.” § Lord 
Curzon, in considering how the missionaries acquit 
themselves in China, observes:—

11 A hostile critic might rotort that tho leader of the 
Tai-ping Rebellion, who was a Christian convert, and 
as such was hailed by many of the missionaries as tho 
herald of a new dispensation, succeeded in nothing 
better than in devastating thirteen out of eighteen 
provinces of China, and in sacrificing tho lives (at the 
lowest computation) of 20,000,000 men.” ||

On another page he says, “  it lasted for fourteen 
years, [and] cost China from twenty to fifty million 
lives” (p. 400).

The missionary organ, China’s Millions, for January, 
1908, desoribes the devastation suffered in the single 
province of Gan-hwuy, as follows :—

“  No idea can be conveyed to tho mind of the English 
reader of [tho sufferings endured by tho people of this 
province during tho Reign of Terror. Twico did the 
rebel hordes sweep through its fertile valleys and 
plains, carrying off its possessions and multitudes of 
people, never to return. Those who survived these 
onslaughts endured fresh suffering when the rebels 
were driven back by the Imperial troops, who com 
pleted the destruction tho rebels had commenced."

* Demetrius Boulger, The Life of Sir Iialliday Macartney 
(1908), p. 41.

f  Lin-Le, History of the Ti-ping Revolution (1886), vol. i., 
p. 306 ; cited by Freeman Clarke, Ten Great Religions, pp. 64-5. 
We have seen Lin-Le’s history, the only work, we believe, 
dealing with the Tai-ping Revolution from the inside.

) Freeman Clarke, Ten Great Religions, p. 69. 
ü Mrs. A. Little, Life of Li Hung Chang, p. 7.
|| Lord Curzon, Problems of the Par Past, p. 286.
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“ Thirty out of thirty-nine millions were swept away, 
and in districts so complete was the desolation that 
not a man, nor a woman, nor a child, nor a hamlet, nor 
a cottage, not even a hut was left to mark the site of a 
once flourishing place.”

Mr. Davenport, who cites the above testimony in 
his China from Within (p. 258), observes: “  Seeing 
that thirty millions thus disappeared in one inland 
province, the figure of one hundred millions as the 
sum of all the inhabitants who lost their lives during 
this prolonged rebellion is evidently too low an 
estimate ” (p. 259).

Perhaps it will be asked why the British Govern
ment went against the Tai-pings, and sent General 
—at that time Captain—Gordon to help suppress 
them if they were Christians ? The fact of the 
matter is, our Government’s sole consideration was 
our merchant trade with China. They had just con
cluded an expensive war with that object solely in 
view ; they had, with the help of the French and 
modern firearms, brought the Chinese Government 
to its knees (the Chinese dispatches complained 
that “ contrary to all the rules of war, instead of 
coming on from the front like an honorable foe, 
[they] had attacked the Taku forts from the rear” )* 
and had put it in the irons of a commercial-religious 
treaty, and now meant to maintain its authority 
against all comers. As Scarth says: “ Sir John 
Bowring’s polioy was that the British trade with 
China depended upon the present dynasty being 
maintained.” t W . MANN.

[To he continued.)

Acid Drops.

By 44 votes to 39 (quite a narrow majority) the London 
County Council has rojected the recommendation of the 
Parks Committee that golf should bo permitted on the 
Hainault course on Sundays. It was not a party discussion, 
however, nor a party vote. Lord Haddo, for instance, said 
that only a few members of the Hainault Club were in favor 
of Sunday golf, and this was flatly contradicted by Mr. A, O. 
Goodrich. The latter gentleman said that he was against 
Sunday picture shows, but in favor of opening golf links on 
Sundays, though he did not say why. At least, the reason 
was not recorded in tho report. We should say that the real 
reason, in all probability, was the fact that ho is vice- 
president of the Hainanlt Golf Club—and wishes to play tho 
game on Sundays himself. It may also bo that tho sense of 
a coming defeat induced him to turn upon tho Bev. J. Scott 
Lidgett, “  whose Sunday was liko tho tradesman’s Saturday 
—it was his busy day.”  This would have sounded awfully 
wicked in tho Freethinker, but it was greeted with roars of 
laughter on tho London County Council. More laughter 
was due to the next speaker, Mr. G. A. Hardy, though wo 
arc afraid he did not get it. This gentleman declared that 
Sunday golf “ would, in the end, result in a torriblo blow to 
the workers of this country.”  Wo will end at that. It was 
the climax of the debate.

There is little respect for poets and poetry in this 
Christian country. At Southport, tho other day, thoy got 
eight hundred little girls in white to greet the Queen. Thoy 
were not able to manago anything original for tho childron 
to sing, so thoy prepared a parody of a famous and beautiful 
Scottish song, which turned out thus in tho Southport 
rendering:—

“  Kind, kind, and queenly is she,
Kind is Queen Mary ;

With honor, love, and loyalty,
We breathe the name of Mary.”

Tho man who perpetrated that hideous parody ought to bo 
memorialised. He deserves to bo stuffed and placed in a 
public museum, as responsible for the worst atrocity of tho 
twentieth century. Wo dare say he belongs to tho clerical 
profession.

We have hesitated to publish reports of the accounts of 
tho new “ Bulgarian Atrocities,”  not because wo doubted 
their occurrence, but because theso Christian Allies have 
shown themselves to be such colossal liars that one could 
never feel quite sure which story was correct. Eastern 
Christians generally have a high reputation for lying and

* Mrs. Little, Li Hung Chang, p. 13. 
t John Scartb, Twelve Yean in China (1860), p. 205.

dishonesty, and the “  Allies ”  well sustained this character 
in their conflict with Turkey. Freethinkers at least will 
remember the way in which the Christian papers and 
preachers in this country slobbered over the lofty aims of 
the gallant Crusaders who were bent on liberating a suffering 
population from the yoke of the Crescent. It was a war of 
the Cross against the Crescent. That is quite true, so far 
as England was concerned. That was all our preachers saw 
in it—the chance of beating a Mohammedan Power, and 
utilising the victory to advertise Christianity. Only the 
other Day Canon Peyke carried, in Convocation, a resolution 
that—

“  This House is further of opinion that it will he the duty 
of the Church to avail itself of any opportunity that may 
arise in consequence of the recent victories of the allies in 
the Near East for the presentation of the Gospel of Christ 
to the Mohammedans in Europe and Asia Minor.”

That is all Christians were concerned about—the chance of 
new markets for their spiritual wares. Many of them 
publicly described the ceremonies that would take place 
when the unselfish crusading Allies would celebrate Christian 
prayers in Santa Sophia.

Now, all this Christian humbug is blown into the air. I* 
was no war of the Cross against the Crescent so far as the 
Allies were concerned. It was no war of liberation. It was 
a purely piratical expedition by Christian nations intent on 
nothing but plunder, and ready to get it by any amount ot 
lying and cruelty. It is even admitted that the Turk may 
have been preferablo to the Christian, and that the 
conquered territories will benefit little by the change. 
little of the Cross against the Crescent element was there 
that Bulgaria—from whence the phrase originated—would 
be only too pleased to enter into a defensive alliance with 
Turkey against the other Balkan States. Some of the 
writers of the press are beginning to recognise the truth ot 
what we have said above—which is only a repetition °t 
what wo said at the beginning of the war— but with singula1 
fatuity they say tho crusading element was not present. 
We beg to differ. It was present. The Crusades were com 
spicuous above all wars for their greed, cruelty, and interna 
dissension. And in this respect, at least, tho most recen 
Crusado has lived up to the name.

To return to the storios of massacre. A woek or so bac 
Mr. Herbert asked in the House of Commons whether w  
Government had any information to give the House con 
corning religious persecution of Mohammedans or Moslem 
in Macedonia. Of course, no information was forthcoming 
but it was admitted that complaints had been receive • 
Directly after tho Allies began their unofficial war, ston 
began to appear of outrages on capturod villages, of worn0 
violated and exposed to all sorts of indecency. On July 11 
the Daily Telegraph published a long account from its 00 
respondent at the front, who had been invited by *vl 5 
Constantino to visit tho town of Nigrita, just rocaptp* 
from the Bulgarians, and roport his experience. Summari®  ̂
tho correspondent's report is as follows :—Nigrita was
town of 8,000 inhabitants and 1,450 houses. To-dal 

idit is a reeking lieap of smouldering ruins, and the a ^  
stench of burning flesh and bonos ovorpowors tho nostril ^  
I write.” Only forty-nine houses are loft standing. “ 0
villagers have been foully murdered. Scores of women , 
still living who woro violatod, and ovory house was 
The correspondent examined and cross-examined witnos 
and tested their stories in every way. His conclusm ^  
that “  seldom in tho history of warfaro has the barbari ŷ j0 
the Bulgarians been surpassed." And tho contem p^j 
religious press of Great Britain, after parading tll0saCri- 
garians and other Allies as noblo-minded liberators, 
firing thomBolvos for tho benefit of others, has not ovc. ^  
manliness to confess their error— if it was an orror'(.,icidfJ 
how, they remain silent, only regretting tho “ ‘ ra ¡¡gioo 
war.”  War in any caso is bad and brutal, but whon r .^ l y  
is there as an inspiring force it becomes indesc 
barbarous.

We beg our readers to note well tho following p ail!/ 
from an article, headod “  A War of Hato,”  in "
News for July 9 :— ^

“  Wo do not doubt that our correspondent is Ssin iia is 
he says that the mutual antagonism to the Turk w n®̂
comparison with the mutual savagory revealed by v?a
turn of events. The war against the Turk w rejjgi£>m 
against an alien tyrant of another race, anotlic ^  °°. 
another civilisation. It was a war against an °P1?' neflfl , 
against a rival. The new conflict has all the bitt ^  rnutl,lt 
conflict between relations infuriated by jea.l°nsy elernejn 
ambitions. We do not recall a struggle in which 
of sheer hate has played so hideous a part as it 
the Balkans to-day.”  ab0°* ™

Doesn’t this boar out all that wo have written . 
Turks and tho Balkan States ? It is easy to see
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the Turks were controlling wasps’ nests. They had a 
frightful task in keeping the various Christian nations from 
hying at each other’s throats. We now see these Christian 
nations in their true colors. It is because they are 
Christians that they love each other so.

Rev. Vaughan Charles Turner, of Kettering, for forty 
years rector of Little Oakley, left £12,885. He would have 
taken it if he could. “  Blessed be ye poor.”

■p, ^ 1'e of them! Rev. John Kipling Quarterman, of 
le f t *  ath' t°r some time Chaplain of the Woolwich Union, 

11 -£9,651, Rev. George Alexander Skinner, of Hove, 
oossex, left £6,714. ____

p ,^  the recent annual conference of the United Methodist 
of r /0*1’ a  ̂Halifax, the new President, the Rev. W. Redfern, 

tochdale, declared that their Church had always had a 
ns081 w  *°r *ree^on1, It may bo so, but the fact had escaped 
for never beard of United Methodists having a passion 
t anyh°dy’s freedom than their own,— which is not really 
new 0m a* a^ ’ a selfish share of privilege. It would bo 
of t)8 US’ *0r instance- 'I they passed a resolution in favor 
t> Jb® abolition of the Blasphemy Laws. Freedom ? Yes. 

1 n°t for Freethinkers. ____

jJP1® United Methodist Church Conference resolved to 
ke further efforts to obtain chaplain representation in the 

Prof ̂  Navy. This is one of the Christian bodies which 
Wi tSS *° Relieve that there should be no connection 
then V°r between Religion and the State. That is the 
con°r̂ ‘ . I® Practice it depends on what religion and what 

section. Nonconformists do not object to the State 
Uje*?na8e of Religion when it serves their turn. In ele 
chan i ^ scbools, for instance; or in the exemption o: 

P°l8i as well as churches, from rates and taxes.

ga r- Harold Spender should really try to omit the pious 
difln *r0In political articles in the Daily News. In a 
h0 s s.° column on “ Fratricide in the Balkans” the other day, 

1 ^ a* “  spectacle is as miserable as it is horrible.” 
tha(. ruight have stopped there. But he must go on to say 
aPnp *be folly and crimo of it cry to Heaven.”  It does not 
Poti ar’ ^ough, to reach the ears of the Boss, who takes no 
thogCo'. Mr. Spender assures us, however, that “ it is one of 
P°etr .lags ovor which the angols weep.” Shakespeare’s 
deK y 18 grand in its' proper p lace; it is poor stuff when 

s at,ed to a newspaper announcement.

b'lght ? 0Ba ”  18 rather a wearisome humorist, but ho 
qa^i ^ i f e  English. Ho calls old Spolman “  a groat anti- 
Subpit *V ^ ^ a t 1® an “  antiquarian ”  ? Thoro is no such 
an a,ja , ‘ 7® in the English dictionary. “  Antiquarian ”  is 

Jcctivo. Wo suppose Mr. Hughes means antiquary.

It Jo V, 1. n
Well b DOt of very Sreaf consequenco, only one might as 
fatniij,0 6Xacf' an(I there is a slovenly habit abroad of tacking 
thiliDdrQ Bay*ng8 °n to any woll-known namo. Thus Mr.
saf p 
th;
5:

8a[e i. f>n° wdon romarks that “ One French monarch was
assassination becauso his hoir was more detested 

The story really belongs to our Charles II.q 'a broth xne story rcauy Doiongs to our unaries xx.
babit of a°r 'farnoa bad boon remonstrating with him on his 
go , ,'vandoring about without guards. “  Fret not that I 
Jain0g l,tori(Ied,”  he repliod, “ for they will novor kill mo, 
bleu a i ^abo you King.”  Charles was a shrowd judge of 
Poopi0 j circumstances, and very much wiser than most 
ter wir i V° Imagined. The popular estimate of his charac- 
°f tkia b° so carefully fostered is, porhaps, the boat proof

* * £  Ca*?pbcll Morgan tolls us that God is “  a God of 
* 0 ^ ’ , roi^ g  ovor tho Universe in every form so that 
still a 2j°Scapes his government." Then, of necessity, ho is 
®oitribi0 an war> delighting in scones of bloody cruelty and
f'riico 0£ca'* ag e ; and Jesus Christ, instead of being tho 
f i . °lutel  ̂oaco’ Is tho most heartless of warriors. There is 
i.bjs Worm0? °scapo from this conclusion. If God governs 
S t y  a I1. ®  is a God of unspeakably cruel and blood- 
"*tb an ct*on. Dr. Morgan has unwittingly supplied us 

nansworablo argumont for Athoism.

^ ea*6yanŜ iŵ  Hx°ter has sent a friendly letter to the 
c Y^outij J^fbedist Conference which has opened at 
CP ■ “ v ^b’ s is thought so unusual that the letter is
Sq ‘8tian st.ribing.”  It is almost a miracle when 

is t] enorQiaations havo a good word for each other. 
'§ion o£ j° nPshot of nearly two thousand yoars of tho

Sabbatarianism is naturally rampant at Cambridge. By 
a majority of thirty-three votes to ten the Town Council 
refused to sanction a Trades Union demonstration on 
Parker’s Piece last Sunday, under the auspices of the 
Associated Society of Locomotive Engineers and Firemen. 
Several members declared that such an assembly would be 
“  a desecration of the Sabbath.” Mr. Hawkins, a Conserva
tive Churchman, said he had had experience of such 
Sundays in London, and they were “ more like Bedlam than 
Sundays.” He was balanced by a Liberal Nonconformist, 
Mr. Sturton, who declared that it would be a disgrace to 
Cambridge to begin to allow these demonstrations. Every 
sort of religion is the same when it comes to common sense 
and common justice.

The following is from the Daily News (July 11) :—
“  Sir Lewis Dibdin, Dean of the Arches, yesterday 

delivered judgment in the Court of Arches on the appeal by 
the Bishop of Ely against a decision by the Chancellor of 
the Diocese. The Chancellor held that the writing and 
posting of an admittedly obscene letter by a clergyman to a 
young lady parishioner was not an offence under the Clergy 
Discipline Act, 1892, and dismissed the case. The defendant 
is the vicar of St. Matthew’s, Littleport, and Sir Lewis said 
he had been in orders for more than forty years, and must 
therefore be above sixty years of age. He was also 
married. His Lordship held that the writing and sending 
of the letter was an immoral act within the meaning of the 
Clergy Discipline Act, 1892. The appeal was therefore 
allowed, and remitted to the Consistory Court of the diocese 
of Ely in order that further proceedings might be taken.”  

Before the passing of the Clergy Discipline Act, under 
Gladstone, it was impossible to get rid of a peccant clergy
man. His bishop could inhibit him from preaching, but he 
remained a clergyman and retained his benefice. Many 
influential Nonconformists opposed the Bill in order to leave 
the Church of England with all the trouble of its black 
sheep. Mr. Gladstone was very angry at this, and called it 
blackguardly— which indeed it was. It was another illus
tration of “  How these Christians love one another !”

We were under the impression that Paley’s Evidences of 
Christianity had been withdrawn from use at the Univer
sities, but it appears that we were mistaken. According to 
“  Cambridge Notos ” in last week’s Athenceum, Paloy still 
holds the field :—

‘ •It is a matter of speculation whether Paley’a Evidences 
will be finally killed by the proposed scheme. That im
mortal work, though a trifle out of date, has hitherto 
managed to survive all attempts to destroy its study. Years 
ago the Divinity Professors tried to abolish it, but the present 
Dean of Wells—then, I believe, Norrisian Professor—spoke 
up so eloquently for Paley as a sound theologian and an 
honored member of the same college as himself, that the 
Evidences once more survived the ordeal. At present it is 
easier than the alternative—Logic and Chemistry, and it is 
studied in the analysis, as of yore, without much benefit or 
injury to the faith of the candidates. One thing may bo said 
in its favor: now that Euclid has gone, it is the only com
pulsory subject which gives the slightest idea of the meaning 
of an argument; and, if Paley's premises are granted, his 
conclusions are hard to refute,"

11 A trifle out of date ”  is really rich. Paley never was 
actually up to date. It was a masterpiece, but a mastor- 
piece of sophistry, which would have to be rewritten to bo 
oi'fectivo now,— and who could rowrito it but Paloy himself ? 
Take, for instance, his treatment of Colsus. Paloy based an 
argument on tho silence of Celsus. He was bound to allude 
to tho fact that tho writings of that keen opponent of Chris
tianity aro not extant; but it would nover do to state that 
thoy were deliberately destroyed by tho Christian Church 
by moans of an imperial rescript; so Paley stuck to the 
truth as far as it served tho turn. “  Tho writings of 
Celsus,”  ho said, “ are lost.” It was extraordinarily clever. 
But it rominds us of the appeal tho American lawyer made 
on behalf of his client who was indicted for murdering his 
own parents. Ho besought tho jury to have compassion 
upon the orphan prisoner.

Tho writer of those “  Cambridge Notes ” is hardly accu
rate, wo believe, in his reference to David Hume. He 
relates that when Hume’s “  old servant ”  called him 
“  Saint David " tho philosophor-historian— who, by tho way, 
had a pawky humor of his own, running easily into irony— 
repliod “  Better men than I havo boon called Saints.”  On 
the face of it thero is something wrong with this variant 
of the story. Wo fancy tho following is more like tho 
original. Hume's reputation for scepticism was common in 
Edinburgh, and ono day a livoly street urchin chalked 
“  Saint David ”  on the great man’s by no means luxurious 
dwelling. The maidservant camo running in full of indigna
tion to tell her master of the outrage. “ Never mind, lassie,” 
ho answered, “  many a better man has been made a 
Saint.”  We aro writing from memory, a long way from 
books of referenco.
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We do not allow political questions, as such, to be dis
cussed in the Freethinker. But there are political questions 
which have definite religious aspects. Welsh Disestablish
ment, for instance. There are also religious aspects of 
Home Rule. Sir Edward Carson and the Ulsterites (who, 
after all, only represent a little more than half their pro
vince) constantly parade the religious aspects of Irish 
self-government. They never tire of declaring that Home 
Rule means Rome Rule. Without wishing to discuss Home 
Rule on other grounds, we unhesitatingly repeat what we 
have plainly asserted before, that Home Rule does not moan 
Rome Rule, but the very opposite. Irish nature does not 
differ intrinsically from other human nature. It is not 
endowed with a double doso of original superstition. What 
the priest wants in Ireland is not Home Rule but a per
petual agitation for Home Rule. Home Rule would rob the 
Church of half its power and profits in the time that it 
takes for a new generation to grow up. This decadence of 
the Catholic Church is common in all Catholic countries in 
which representative government triumphs. Look at Italy, 
look at Portugal, look even at Spain, look above all at 
France. Catholic France has gradually developed into 
Freethinking France. Protestantism can scarcely bo said 
to exist there. So it will be in Ireland. It is only a 
question of time.

We have as much right to say that of Ireland as we have 
of any other country. That it is a part of the United 
Kingdom makes no difference at all. The argument is not 
political or social; it is independent of frontiers; it rests 
upon an historical law of mental development. That is the 
great thing. The passions of the hour die out and are for
gotten. The laws of human progress are eternal. Catholic 
and Protestant have fought each other for centuries. Behind 
them both is the slow but irresistible movement of civilisa
tion, which is overwhelming them both, and will leave them 
behind as landmarks of antiquarianism.

Our denial that Home Rule meant, or could possibly 
mean, Rome Rule, some time ago cost us the fairly liberal 
subscription of one of our readers to the President’s Hono
rarium Fund. We regret the fact—for the subscriber’s sake. 
No financial consideration, in such a connection, never 
weighed with us more than a feather does on a railway 
weighing machine. We never wrote_ for money, and we do 
not think we ever shall. Wo trust our career has shown 
that we aro above bribes or intimidation. When wo cannot 
gain a hearing for what we think wo shall remain silent.

We are sorry to seo Sir Edward Carson descending bo 
much to Billingsgate. We should not allow such language 
to appear in the Freethinker. We believe that Sir Edward 
Carson is quite in favor of prosecuting us, simply because 
we displease his fellow Christians; but wo are far from 
returning the compliment; what wo preach wo practice ; wo 
would allow him the liberty of speech that he would deny 
us. Wo believo in freedom. Ho doesn’t. Wo don't know 
what he does believe in. He professes to believo in religious 
toleration, but ho rarely opens his mouth without stirring 
up religious bigotry and hatred.

“  Alfonsus,” writing in tho Catholic Herald for July 12, 
admits that some popes, though by no means as many as 
Protestants allege, have been bad men. To us such an 
admission seems fatal to the claim of papal infallibility, but 
“  Alfonsus ”  regards it as quite harmless. Indeed, he 
accounts for the existence of unworthy pontiffs by saying that 
11 our Lord nover promised that tho supreme heads of the 
Church should always be holy men,” and that “  God permits 
tho frailties of tho popes in order to show that tho Church is 
a Divine institution, and that it survives all, no matter how 
terrible shocks, by its inherent supernatural power.”  They 
must be exceptionally gullible who will find this explanation 
satisfactory. How on earth can corrupt popes show forth 
the Divinity of tho Church ? Whethor they bo many or 
few, tho Church is disgraced by having unworthy heads. 
Fancy the most Holy God being represented on earth by 
unholy men I Tho very thought is impossible.

The most curious thing of all is that bad popes aro yot 
infallible. “  Alfonsus ”  assures us that “  our Lord ”  did 
promise to make them infallible teachers of the truth, and 
no pope has ever taught heresy to the Church. History, 
however, informs us that successive popes have promulgated 
contrary doctrines, and that not a few have contradicted 
themselves ; and wo all know that papal schisms have been 
notoriously numerous. Wo readily grant that the dogma of 
infallibility is implied, if not actually taught, in the New 
Testament; and wo are convinced that no one can bo 
Biblically orthodox without believing it. The only fault

that can possibly be found with it is that it isn’t true.

Canon Masterman, in the exercise of that Christian 
charity which is so characteristic of the Pulpit, calls the 
New Theology “  a Pantheistic and anti-Christian hash. 
This delightful bit of polite, elegant language occurs, not w 
a newspaper report of an extemporaneous address, but in a 
published volume, entitled The Challenge o f  Christ. ” 6 
have no sympathy with the New Theology, any more than 
with the O ld ; and we employ the quotation merely as an 
illustration of the ardor with which Christians love one 
another when their opinions are in conflict.

Canon Masterman is a Socialist, and, like all other Chris
tian Socialists, he is convinced that Socialism, “  apart from 
the Christian ideal of personal character might prove a 
colossal disaster.”  Why ? Is not Socialism itself an idea1 
of personal character ? Whether true or false, Socialism is 
represented to be an infallible remedy for all existing evils- 
The Socialist is declared to be the ideal man, ideal in bis 
own character and in his relations with all his fellows- 
Does Canon Masterman mean to convoy tho conviction that) 
after all, the Socialist ideal of character and conduct is 
defective, and that it must be supplemented by what h° 
calls the Christian ideal ? To our mind nothing is m°r0 
indisputable than tho fact that Christianity and Socialism 
are fundamentally opposed to each other. The Gospel Jesus 
is without doubt an Individualist, and under Christianity 9 
stupendously cruel form of Individualism has almos 
invariably prevailed, and still prevails.

In connection with the Anglo-German Exhibition it 19 
proposed to open the Crystal Palace on Sundays. Tb0 
Archbishop of Canterbury has promptly written to th 
Imperial Sunday Alliance advising its secretary to write » 
the Lord Mayor warning him that this may affect the fo® 
now being raised for tho purchase of tho Palace and grounds. 
We do not think that the threatened financial boycott wi 
have much effect, as the fund appears to be well on to 
road to completion. But if the Palace is to become Pu . 1 
property, there is every reason why it should fall in llD 
with London museums and art galleries and open every 
Sunday for the benefit of the public. If Christians bad 
healthy and sensible concern for family life, they w°a a 
realise that Sunday is tho one day in tho week in whicu 
man and his wife and children could comfortably spend 
day at the Palaco. Any other day is difficult for most, a 
for working men practically impossiblo. Something in * , 
direction might help to raise English family life to the 1° 
of family life on tho Continent, whore united PaITv 
are much more common than they are in this c0. .iTg 
But, of course, all the Archbishop has in view m 
sectarian question of how it will affect Church attendance-

Tho Congregational Union has decided to collect 
in ordor to provide a minimum salary (of how much ?) j
ministers. What was the maximum salary of the ^
twelvo apostles— if they over existed ? Just what they 00 
get into the common dish, which is mentioned in tbo 0 ^
of tho last supper. Sometimes, wo dare say, it was • 
with solids; at other times, we also dare say, it was 
for tho want of them. Such as it was, thoy had to bo c 
touted; not even Judas scorns to have been dissatis 
How many Congregational ministers would accopt a .1° 0¡ 
tho Lord’s vineyard on the same forms? How many 
thorn, that is, are real Christians ?

• a it9
Now that organised Christianity is rapidly 

ministers assure us that unorganised or spiritual Cbristii^eg 
is making amazing progress everywhere. Dr. Horton ^  ¡¿ 
that “  while it is true that religion seems to loso 8roUa0¿i,” 
is equally true that Christianity is gaining jta
Religion, he admits, is not in itself a good thing. 9 ¡ty. 
passing away may not mean a serious loss; but Chris and 
ho is confident, is taking a vital hold of tho w°r 
slowly transforming it into tho imago of Christ. 
ovidencc is thero of tho truth of such a statement 
Old Ago Pension and the Insurance Acts. All we olj0 
is that tho caso for Christianity is a dosperately ' j> m°r° 
whon this is all that can bo said for it. A h**' j  tD° 
than a year ago Dr. Horton sadly complained 0Oi  
current of things was dead against tho Christian j^ d i ' 
that in consequence spiritual work was dreadful J j ¡ caliy 
capped. Can tho trond of things havo been so , jjaS 
reversed in so short a time ? It is Dr. Horton 
changed; and this is his new plea: " I f  relig10_“  -fy 19 
Christianity marches over forward, for Chr13. , gjtb0* 
Christ.”  And, at this rato, nobody can tell w ^ jc l i i0» 
Christ o r ’Christianity is; but never mind, both are 
to—death.
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements

(Lectures suspended till the Autumn.)

To Correspondents.
besident' s H onorarium F und, 1913.—Previously acknowledged, 
*158 la. n a . Received since:—J. H. (Liverpool), 5s.; 
Mrs. A. W. Hutty, 2s. Gd. ; A. Hacke, 10s.
’.?• Voisky.—We congratulate you, but don’t see anything in 
the vicar's remarks of special interest to us or our readers.

E. B.—Many thanks for useful matter.
' -E-Budge.—You assume that Nature is bound to justify her
self to you. She is under no such obligation. There are 
many theories, of which reincarnation is one, that are logical 
because they are made logical, and may all be false. Nothing 
18 more logical than Presbyterianism, with its heaven, hell, and 
predestination. Logic, after all, means nothing but self
agreement or the absence of self-contradiction.

Ball.—Your cuttings are very welcome.
Eophyte.—The explanation is that Stephen Grellet was a liar—

ninety-nine per cent, of all the Christians who have
written about “ infidels.” William Cobbett, who had an 
immense respect for Thomas Paine as a political writer, inves- 
“ gated that “  Mary Ross ”  story when he was in New York 
m 1819 ; he called on the woman herself, and proved her to be 
 ̂liar of whom the Devil might be proud. His conclusion was 

that her whole story of Paine’s recantation, etc., was “ a lie 
trom beginning to end.”  Cobbett was not an “ infidel.”  He 

^ Was a Christian. See Conway's Life of Paine.
• Gwinnell.—When we say that political questions cannot be 

iscussed in the Freethinker it must not be assumed that we 
ave not thought about them ourselves. We simply mean 

^ hat our pages are not the place to ventilate them.
'.® -W arden.—“  Absolute freedom of discussion ”  may refer 
o the treatment or the choice of topic. You confuse them. 
Ve never closed, because we never opened, our columns to 

■ 88entially political discussions. What you call “ militancy”  
8 a question of policy. If you want to discuss whether arson 
°d murder are legitimate political and social weapons in a 
’vilised community, we can only reply that this journal is not 
mted and published at a lunatic asylum. We have never said 
Word against Woman Suffrage, or any other suffrage, in these 

oiumns. All we have objected to is violence of method,— 
°m the initial interference with free public meeting up to 

rson, which easily passes into homicide. Violence is like a 
J;ng : it satisfies only by means of ever-increasing doses. For 
he rest, you do not surprise us by cutting off your weekly 
tuppence.”  We have weathered other calamities, and we 

^ ‘bpe to weather this one.
M ’ S™ RTAN-—Y °a do well to write again about the matter.

r- Foote is away from the office for a day or two, and, as the 
question is obviously one for him to deal with, your letter has 

j j Deen forwarded.
p ' Hutty.—Subscription received and acknowledged. Mr.

R  values your good wishes for his health, and appreciates 
(i u,r high opinion of his English Review article. Articles of 
the °'aSB *rom k 'a Pen might appear more frequently were 
... rQ hot other calls upon his time, and it is a case of the most 

Ts rSent work first.
■ 8bcdlab g0CIETT> Limited, office is at 2 Newcastle-streot, 

Tas * "ngdon-Btreet, E.C.
j, -National Secular Society’s office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
■uarringdon-street, E.C.'V IJJJJj n
With s Borv*oea °f the National Secular Society in connection 
sho Huuulhr Burial Services aro required, all communications 

°e addressed to tho secretary, Mibs E. M. Vance.
2 N ̂  ôr Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 

E*c ewcast*e‘ street, Farringdon-street, E.C.
Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 

in8Q®” ^E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be

hiarV’ W 10 Bend ua nowspapers would enhance the favor by 
0Rj)„ KlnS the passages to which they wish us to call attention. 

Efim *°r ^terature should bo sent to the Shop Manager of the 
ans ,6er Eress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C., 

*Re V  t0 the Editor.
of&<.seetithinher will be forwarded direct from the publishing 
ratoa ° any Part of the world, post free, at the following 
month*'ir,0Eaid :—®ne y°ar’ lda> ’ half year> 5s- 3d, ! three

Sugar Plums,
W0 a ------ *------

^6°rgo °lunot know that Box Hill is exactly a memorial to 
biany vloredith, although he lived at Flint Cottage so 
?°llected arS' • best Meredith memorial, of course, is his 
1 6 Nevertheless, we are glad to hear that
uuse on if “ *at the speculative jerry builder was to be let 
EUnter at° i  ^as been set at rest for ever. Sir Robert 

’ 1 the recent annual meeting of the National Trust,

announced that a gentleman who wished to remain anony
mous had proposed to purchase Box Hill and hand it over in 
trust for public use and enjoyment in the future. The idea 
might now be consummated by the preservation of Flint 
Cottage.

“ A reasonable facility of divorce ” has, for ever so many 
years, been one of the immediate practical objects of the 
National Secular Society. We are delighted to see that this 
object is attracting more and more support amongst thought
ful people. This was shown in the late Majority Report of 
the Divorce Commission. It was also very strongly dis
played by a recent speech of Mr. Plowden, the well-known 
London magistrate, to a meeting of the Actress’s Franchise 
League. The following report of Mr. Plowden’s speech is 
from the Daily Chronicle :—

“  Mr. Plowden said legislation to extend the grounds for 
divorce was bound to come. He had authority to say that a 
Bill had been drafted to carry into action the proposals of 
the Majority Report of the Commission. The Bill was in 
the capable hands of Sir David Brynmor Jones, and he 
believed it was laid on the table of the House of Commons 
the previous day.

“ No feverish agitation was required — no mammoth 
demonstrations in Hyde Park, not even the destruction of a 
single window-pane. What was required were a few 
penetrating lines in a short Act of Parliament, and there 
would be lifted an immense load of misery from thousands 
and thousands of homes which were at present rent asunder 
by conjugal strife.

“  Referring to his police-court experience of separations, 
he said it was his sympathy with the poor that caused him to 
take an interest in the divorce question.

“ ‘ I live among3t the poor,’ he added, ‘ and I don’t 
believe a more patient and more long-suffering class are to be 
found than in the slums and alleys of London.’

“  In many cases, he continued, separations led women to 
the gutter or workhouse through no fault of their own. 
What was wanted was not medicine, but a surgical opera
tion. When a woman discovered that she had married a 
drunkard who terrorised her, or her partner became a 
lunatic, some people held that she should be bound to him, 
* because the sanctity of the tie forbade divorce 1 ’ Others
said: ‘ Whom God hath joined------.’ But he was not going
to confound God with a curate. (Laughter and cheers.) He 
would rather say, ‘ Whom God has ceased to join let no man 
keep together.' Besides holding that divorce should be 
granted by mutual consent, he would like to see no marriage 
legal unless it was poformed before the registrar.

“  Without divorce, marriage—at the best an experiment— 
was reduced to a gamble, for it punished the innocent. That 
a couple, whose confident hope of a happy union was replaced 
by a decision after marriage that they were not suited, could 
not break the fetters which they had innocently forged was 
a cruel barbarity and a positive disgrace to civilisation.”

Miss Gertrude Kingston approved of divorce, but she did not 
wish to see it too easy. Which also is a point of view that 
should not be lost sight of.

We regret to hoar that Christian rowdyism has boon 
developing at tho open air mootings of the Edmonton Branch 
of tho N. S. S. Last Sunday evening Miss Kough was 
subjected to continuous interruption during the-whole of 
her lecture; not satisfied with this, some of the pious hooligans 
present took to the Biblical pastime of stone-throwing. One 
struck her on tho back; but, fortunately, no injury was 
done. After she had concluded hbr lecture, and left tho 
meeting, the rowdyism bccamo still greater. Perhaps Free
thinkers who have a little time to spare on Sundays will 
fool moved to pay a visit to the Edmonton Branch meotings. 
There is nothing that so effectually checks the cowardly 
ruffianism of theso Christian Evidence supporters as tho 
sight of a goodly number of Freethinkers round the platform

A book of what should bo very great interest is promised 
through tho Oxford University Press. It is Autobiographical 
Notes by the late William Halo White, the author of the 
“ Mark Rutherford ” series of novels and a few other 
volumes. He was a powerful writer and a thorough 
Freethinker.

The following is from last woek’s Atlienceum :—
“  The Early Life of Mark Rutherford (W. Hale White), by 

Himself, will be published by Mr. Humphrey Milford this 
month. These autobiographical notes were written by Mr. 
Hale White when he was 78 years old, not primarily for 
publication, but ‘ to please two or three persons related to 
me by affection.’ Tho volume, which has been seen through 
the press by Miss Mary Theodora White, is uniform with 
Pages from a Journal and More Pages, already issued by the 
Oxford University Press, and includes portraits of Mark 
Rutherford and his father, and views of old Bedford.”

We shall welcome this book and introduce it to our readers. 
But we must deny at once that it can be uniform with the 
two volumes mentioned, for these volumes aro dissimilar 
from each other. We speak without hesitation, for they 
are both in our own library.
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The Gospel History a Fabrication.

The Two Virgin Birth Stories.
The earliest Gospel legends of which we have any 
knowledge—viz,, those from which the three Synop- 
tists derived the main portion of their Gospels— 
commenced with the preaching of John the Baptist, 
as in the canonical Mark. Later on, new stories 
came into circulation relating to the births of Jesus 
and the Baptist, and to the infancy and childhood of 
the Savior—the originators of the iegends being 
unknown. From this later class of literature two of 
the Gospel writers, Matthew and Luke, have given 
us revised versions of the Birth stories, derived in 
each ease from primitive narratives now called 
apocryphal (Matt, i., i i .; Luke i., ii.).

Matthew, in chap, i., introduces Joseph and Mary, 
and speaks of the latter as being “  found with child 
of the Holy Ghost.” In chap ii. he says :—

“  Now when Jesus was born in Bethlehem of Judaea 
in the days of Herod the king, behold there came wise 
men from the east,”  etc.

Further on, we find this king to be Herod the Great, 
who reigned thirty-four years (38 B.c.—4 B c ), and also 
that the birth is placed towards the end of his reign. 
Next, it is stated that Joseph, Mary, and Jesus went 
to Egypt, and did not return until after the death of 
Herod. Furthermore, Herod is stated to have 
slaughtered all the male children of Bethlehem 
“  from two years old and under, according to the time 
which he had carefully learned of the wise men.” It 
is implied in the narrative that the time of the 
appearance of the star coincided with that of the 
birth. These statements are all the data we possess 
for fixing the year of the birth of Jesus Christ; 
whence we have but to consider the following 
alleged circumstances: (1) Herod did not massacre 
the babies until nearly two years after the first 
appearance of the star; (2) he lived for some time, 
long or short, after the massacre ; (8) he died in 
4 B.C. Hence, according to Matthew, the birth of 
Jesus could not have been later than 6 B.C.; but it 
may have been earlier.

We come now to Luke’s aooount, which commences 
as follows :—

Luke li. 1—5.— “ Now it came to pass in those days, 
there went out a decree from Caesar Augustus, that all 
the inhabited earth should bo registered. This regis
tration [first] took place when Kuronios was governor 
of Syria. And all went to bo registered, evory ono to 
his own city. And Joseph also went up from Galilee, 
out of the city of Nazareth, into Judaea, to the city of 
David, which is called Bethlehem....... to register him
self, with his betrothed wife,”  etc.

Luke, as already Btated, took the first two chapters 
of his Gospel from apocryphal writings, in one of 
which—the Protevangelium of James—it was stated 
(par. 17): “  And there was an order from the 
emperor Augustus that all in Bethlehem should be 
enrolled.” The words “ enrolled " and “  registered ” 
are merely translations of the same Greek word, 
which in the Authorised Version is rendered 
“  taxed.”

Now Luke, in consulting the Antiquities of 
Josephus for historical data connected with the 
alleged Gospel events, noticed among other matters 
the statement that Quirinius (therein called Kurenios) 
came to Judaea to superintend a registration; but 
not taking time to properly understand the matter, 
that evangelist wrote, as we have seen, that all the 
inhabitants of countries subject to Caesar were to 
be registered for taxation—which registration ex
plained, he thought, why Joseph had to go from 
Nazareth to Bethlehem. But Luke was mistaken. 
There was no such decree made by Caesar Augustus : 
the facts are simply as follows.

Ten years after the death of Herod the Great, 
Archelaus, who had governed Samaria and Judaea, 
was deposed by Augustus, and his kingdom was 
made a Roman province. As a preliminary to this 
change of government, Caesar, after appointing 
Quirinius president of Syria, sent him into Judaea

“ to take account of the people’s substance,”  and 
with him went Coponius as procurator. This was 
all. A registration was made of the people living 
in those two provinces, who would be required to 
pay tribute to Caesar, and the list doubtless included 
those who had previously paid to Archelaus (Antig• 
17, 11, 4 ; 17, 18, 2 and 5 ; 18, 1, 1). As to “ Joseph 
the carpenter,” if he was then living in Galilee, as 
Luke states, he would pay his tribute to the tetrarcb 
of Galilee: the registration related only to the two 
provinces that had been governed by Archelaus. 
But, in any case, there would be no rushing about 
of the whole population to cities in which some 
remote ancestors had once lived. The names would 
be taken in each city as it stood, where the residents, 
and their social position and property, were known. 
The idea of Joseph journeying from Galilee to 
Bethlehem to pay a tax not required of him is 
nothing less than idiotic.

Furthermore, all Luke’s statements in chap, ii- 
respecting the birth and childhood of Jesus are but 
a revised version of fictitious narratives which he 
found in the apocryphal Gospels of his time. The 
story of the child Jesus, for instance, being found 
by his parents in the temple, sitting surrounded by 
learned rabbis (Luke ii. 41—52) is still found, almost 
verbatim, in one of the few apocryphal writings that 
have come down to us—the Gospel of Thomas.

There is one word in the foregoing Gospel state
ment for which Luke is not responsible : this is the 
word “ first” in the sentence, “ This registration 
first took place when Kurenios was governor of 
Syria.” The word should have been expunged by 
the New Testament Revisers; but, instead of eo 
doing, those Christian scholars made the passage 
read: ■“  This was the first enrolment made when 
Quirinius was governor of Syria ” —a statement 
which implies that at least two enrolments were 
made during the governorship of Quirinius. The 
reason for this misrepresentation is obvious. 
Matthew's account, the birth of Jesus took plaoe 
the reign of Herod the Great, in the year 6 B.C., or 
earlier ; in Luke’s aooount Jesus was born during tbe 
registration under Quirinius, in the year A.D. G-* 
that is to say, twelve years later. The only way 
reconcile these conflicting narratives is by fir®“ 
boldly asserting that two registrations were made 
under Quirinius, the first in G B.C., the year of tb0 
Birth, according to Matthew; next, by brazenly 
asserting that Quirinius was governor of Syria ijj 
that year also. Now, astonishing to relate, both 
assertions are actually made, and the historic® 
registration recorded by Josephus, A D. 6, is declare 
to be a second enrolment, and not the one referred I 

Luke. This method of harmonising shows tbby Luke. This method of harmonising -------- ,
lengths to whioh Christian advooates will go 
conceal obvious Gospel iiotions, as well as their utte 
disregard for truth. For, needless to say, there w® 
no registration in Judaea in the latter part of 
reign of Herod the Great, nor in any later y0®'r ’ 
save that mentioned by Josephus in A.D. 6. Neitn > 
again, had Quirinius been governor of Syria bet 
the latter year. Josephus speaks of him as new r 
the presidentship, though ho had held “ 
magistracies ”  (Antiq. 18, 1 , 1). c>

It is further a fact of history that from ‘ fl 
down to 8 B.C., the office of president of Syria. ' a0 
filled by two persons only, Saturninus and Qainti^  ̂
Varus, the latter succeeding the former in ° '
(Antiq. 17, 5, 2). During this period—whioh 00 
the “ Birth ” of Matthew—Josephus refers to 
ruling president thirteen or fourteen times, an 
each case mentions the one or the other by ** 0JJ 
There was therefore no place for Quirinius bet 
12 B c. and 8 B .c. If further proof be needed 
registration to which Luke referred, it is g” ®. 0s 
Luke himself, who represents a Jewish 
saying (Aots v. 8 7 ) _  day0 

“ After this man rose up Judas of Galilee in " „ ejc. 
of the Registration, and drew away much people-

Here it is clear that Luke knew of but one * 
tration ” or “  enrolment,” namely, that m® 
Quirinius (or Kurenios) in A.D. G, as narra

by
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Josephus, who in the same paragraph (Antiq. 18,1,1) 
records the insurrection raised by Judas of Galilee 
against the payment of tribute to the Romans. 
Here, too, we have proof that the word “  first ” in 
Luke ii. 2 is a later addition.

But the Christian falsification of history is not 
yet ended. In a Christian text-book called Aids to 
the Student of the Holy Bible I find 
Epitome ” arranged in tabular form,
Make the following extracts :—

a “ Historical 
from which I

A.D,

b.c— ■> J7ie census or registration of the Homan world (Luke 
ii. 2) begins.”

—Antipater “  is convicted before Herod and Varns, legatus
of Syria...... Birth of Christ.......Quirinius legatus of
Syria the first time.”

.c. »  Local rebellions, especially under Jiulas of Galilee,
plunge Palestine into anarchy and bloodshed......
Varns, legatus of Syria, restores order with fire and 
sword, crucifying 2,000 Jews.”

“•—“ Augustus banishes Archelaus...... Quirinius, again
legatus of Syria, makes a taxing-census.”

Frotn the foregoing, it will be seen : (1) that the 
wo conflicting “  Birth ” stories are merged into one, 
nu placed in 5 B.C.; (2) that Quirinius is fraudu- 
cutly represented as legatus, or imperial governor, 
uring that year; (8) that Judas of Galilee, who is 
amed in the Aots as an agitator “  in the days of 

Registration ” {i e., A.D. 6) is transferred to 4 B.C.

nullify the results of adverse
q ®r.e we have a sample of the methods employed by 
urjstian reconoilers to nullifj 

0lblical criticism.
the foregoing “ Epitome" the words I have 

e.&ced in italics are nothing less than falsifications 
, history. In Luke ii. 1—5, Jesus Christ is said to 
, ,vc been born at the time when a registration was 
h *“ 8 made in Judæa: this is the one great fact to 

borpe in mind. Now the first statement in the 
0 reS°ing extract (under G B.c.)—that “  the census 
be re§Rtration of the Roman world (Luke ii. 2) 
tint*1»8 "—*a nni'rue> and *8 made simply to support
inh k8 error respecting “ a deoree.......that all the
st f earbh should be registered." As already 
jj^ed, there was no such decree by Cæ3ar Augustus: 

ither was there a historical registration o f any 
j. “ “ in 6 b .c.—or one begun in that year—nor in 
(¡LJ,c. °r 4 B.c. If a oensuB at Rome be referred to, 
b ?re WaB ono in 29 B.C., in 8 B.C., and in A.D. 14; 
the n0ne 5’ or  ̂B 0, Hut> even had such been 
Cq Caae» it would not affect Palestine, or any other 
tk„ntry- The Epitome statement could only deceive 
*̂ e r y  ignorant.
iodi^i’ re8ard to “ Judas of Galilee,” that
Aotv^ual only became known, even according to the 
O , "  . ^ e ^ay8 Reg‘ 8tration," at whioh
the r> ra’ 8e  ̂an agitation against paying tribute to 

Homans. There was no registration in 4 B.C., 
qUe r,® Christian falsifiers have placed him, and no 
fk 8 _°n of navintr tribute to the Romans : ho hasthe.
trib

ref - paying tribute to the Romans: he has 
ore no place in history but A D. G, when that

pre-
. Was about to be paid. 

sia jH y. in this Epitome, Quintilius Varus is 
both v. °* ®yHa all the time. He is named as legatus 
Wjj b0t°re and after the “ Birth of Christ” ; and 
Aro> anarchy arose in Judroa during the absenoe of 
biar-r.u 9 Rome, it was Varus, not Quirinius, who
thQ' j “ a.a with a legion from Antiooh, and put down 
QQj^^torbances. Varus was the governor of Syria : 
b®ediD1U8 *a bah an interpolated name. It is almost 
Qniji®?8 bo say, there is no historical record of this 

O0 1U8 being president of Syria prior to A.D. G. 
Staten . ber question remains to be notioed. Luke 
year Gospel (iii. 28) that “  in the fifteenth
aboQt , Tiberius Cmsar ” (i.e., A.D. 28) Jesus “  was 
the « g . ¿Jy, years of age.” This statement places 
year8 i , “  ” in the year 2 B.C.; that is to say, four 
e’Sht y Zr ^ban the time given by Matthew, and 
LqIjq u; ars earlier than that previously given by 
to be There are thus three conflicting dates
lQVeatii>C?°°^e  ̂ 'nstead of two. And, after all this 
Virgio on» the evidence for the historicity of the 
a0d Lub *f^b Tories remains the same: Matthew 
n^tingg6 found them among some lying apooryphal 
thern^., °f their time, and made revised copies of 

ao original concoctors of the stories being

unknown. If to this lack of evidence we add the 
conflicting dates, the flat contradictions of the stories 
themselves, and the utter improbability of a Virgin 
birth, we arrive at the only conclusion possible— 
that both were early Christian fabrications.

A b r a c a d a b r a .

Jesus on Holiday.

They went to church ; I came down to the sea; and 
now I am wondering whether they are enjoying the 
service as much as I am enjoying the sunshine and 
sea-air. Somehow, I think the balance falls on my 
side. They are attending the old kirk with a 
different name. The main portions of the worship 
will certainly be identical to what they have respected 
throughout their lives. The form of the service will 
be similar. At the same time, many little dis
tinguishing traits will crop up occasionally, and, 
methinks, their minds will readily be led from what 
they themselves term the reality, to the superficial. 
Comparisons will be worked out mentally; and not 
all the power of God will be able to dull to extinction 
the feeling that their method of worshiping God is by 
far the better. And so I conclude that they, despite 
their beliefs, are not so much worshipers as ob
servers ; and the suspicion steals over me that 
practically the same may be said of all the holidaying 
Christians in Britain.

Easily oan I imagine the members of a small 
church being really imbued with the spirit (so-called) 
of worship. They know each other. They are more 
or less actuated by the same desires, and feelings, 
and ideas. Worshiping together, they may truly 
experience the fellowship that robs conflicting 
characteristics of their sharpness. They will draw 
together and taste the happiness of fellowship. 
Paucity of numbers makes for comradeship; and 
they will delight in it, saying it is one of God’s great 
gifts. But I cannot imagine a crowd, gathered from 
all corners of the land, basking in the sunshine of 
such a fellowship. Nor is it possible that every 
sub-lieutenant of Jesus Christ possesses the wonder
ful power of linking together human units that have 
no mental relationship except their vaunted love of 
God. Consequently, the eloquence poured over pulpit 
bulwarks is blarney, if I may bo so rude as to use the 
word; church attendance in holday resorts, as in 
cities, hypocrisy, and, necessarily, a base insult 
gratuitously offered to, and never refused by, the 
Lord of the Heavens; and the happiness derived 
from it absolutely fictitious.

Besides, people on holidays usually determine to 
enjoy themselves to the utmost. They go for 
pleasure; and pleasure is not to be found within the 
walls of a church. “ But,” Christians object, “  the 
enjoyment we receive in church is completely 
different from that which wo indulge outside.” 
Decidedly; and because it is so there is written 
above the entranoe to every seaside and city church 
the words, “ The Temple of Whited Sepulchres.” 
For the enjoyment obtained therein is not the 
fellowship of worship, or the Freethinker’s tasks, 
arduous enough, would be sterner and more trouble
some : it is no more than the gratification of the 
demands of a weak-kneed custom and pleasure, 
hollow, ephemeral, more imaginary than real, and 
the real portion of it fraught with disaster to their 
own little creed.

To-day the disaster is more apparent than it was 
yesterday; for the saving grace of Christianity, as 
of all creeds, the fellowship of worship, has become 
a memory of the past, even in villages. The Church 
is too big. Through the gaps in its body, slashed 
open by the swords of Fraethought and Soienoe, 
rushes in the wind. The Church is troubled with 
an ailment from which it will never recover.

Thinking of the gaily dressed congregation, and 
reoollecting what I had heard about the famous 
church parade, I smiled. It is too lovely a day for 
me to feel the anger that generally surges over me
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when my mind tabes to noticing these things. 
Perhaps I am too sensitive to the seriousness of it 
to see the humorous side. But to-day I fanoy I can 
see the Lord Jesus Christ, great broad-minded man 
as he is claimed to be, shoot down on a sunray to 
this summer resort, just for an hour’s fun. Of 
course, being a broad-minded man, he is able, at 
times, to enjoy the funny aspect of things. I can 
imagine him standing in a corner of the church, and 
enjoying the farce immensely. I can see the laughter- 
tears roll down his white cheeks, and see the nail- 
pierced hands lift the thorn-crown from his head so 
that it may not fall off in his glee. One hand is 
pressed to his side; not to stay the flow of blood ; it 
is the characteristic attitude of the merrymaker. 
And then I can see him sitting on a seat on the 
“ prom.,” watching the gaudily dressed church crowds, 
listening to their remarks, and enjoying the religions 
pantomime hugely.

The Man of Sorrows becomes, for an hour, the 
Man of Merriment. He chuckles at the play of his 
puppets. Amusement lights up the carewornness of 
the age-grey eyes. The wrinkles of loving-kindness 
contract into ripples of mirth. The sorrow-laden 
brow shines, even in its whiteness, with light
heartedness. Jesus is as happy as a boy who pulls 
a bottom stone from a castle he himself has built, 
and it topples over to confusion. He shouts, for he 
does not recognise it as failure, knowing not that 
endurability is success.

The low, sonorous music of the waves, as they 
rise to kiss the sunshine, then falling in millions of 
bright beads of creamy splendor, is more marvellous 
to my ears than the inspired, sickly, slavish hymns 
that are being sung by thousands of Christians at 
this moment. On the waters the wonderful colors 
and movements appeal more to my sense of beauty 
than all the verbal pictures of God, Christ, and the 
angels. The sunrays pressing their hot loving lips 
to the wave-crests, transforming them into a foaming 
mass of drops of light, are more lovely than the 
visioned white face of Christ.

I have often been told that God gave us beauty; 
but sometimes I think that when God and his shadow 
are flung from the mind3 of men Nature’s boauty 
will be seen as it never wa3 seen before.

Robert Moreland.

Chamfort, the Friend of Mirabeau.
Nearly a hundred and twenty years ago (April 18, 1794) 
there expired at Paris a Freethinking wit of tho first order, 
Sebastian Roch Nicholas Chamfort. Born in Auvergne, 
1741, ho knew no parent savo his mother, a peasant girl, 
who was “  companion to a lady.”  When the lady saw 
another companion was coming, Chamfort's mothor was 
turned out of doors. Her son, however, consoled her with 
his love, and in after lifo ho often denied himself necessaries 
to supply her wants. He was placed at the College des 
Grassins. Here he studied hard, though ho said, “  What I 
learned I have forgotten, and tho little I kuow was guess
work.” Yet he carried off all tho prizes. Somo fellow- 
students proposed to travel over tho world. He remarked : 
11 Before making tho tour of the world, suppose we were to 
make the tour of ourselves.” For his attainments ho had the 
offer of an abbey, but he said : “  I will never become a 
priest for three reasons—I like honor and not honors ; 
philosophy, not hair-cloth ; the fair sex, not money.”  He 
sought, often in vain, for literary employment, and at first 
found nothing better than writing sermons. In time, how
ever, he gained a prize at the Academy for an éloge on 
Molière, and, comiog under the patronage of Mdmo. 
Helvetius, attained a seat at the Academy himself. Offered 
a secretaryship by tho Prince of Condé, lack of money forced 
him to accept, though he spent his time in devising means 
of leaving without giving offence. “  My life is a tissuo of 
striking contrasts with my principles. I  do not like princes, 
and yet I am attached to a prince ; my republican maxims 
are known, and yet I live among courtiers; I like poverty, 
and all my friends are among the rich ; I  fly from men, but 
men come after me ; literature is my only consolation, and 
yet I am never with men of letters ; I wished to be a 
member of tho Academy, and now I never go there ; I think 
that illusions are necessary to my existence, and yet I live

without illusions.” One friend he found at court, the Titanic 
Mirabeau ; and, curiously enough, the man of action treated 
the man of thought as his master. In a letter to Chamfort, 
whom he called une tête électrique, Mirabeau says ; “  1 1®“  
off my swaddling clothes too late. The conventions of 
mankind have fettered me too long ; and when my bonds 
were somewhat loosened (for broken they never were) I still 
found myself bedecked with the liveries of opinion. But 1 
was too passionate, and had sacrificed too much to fortune 
ever to become a man of nature. It is not in the midst of 
dangers that one can follow a regular route. Oh, if I had 
but known you ten years ago, what precipices and ravines 
might I not have avoided ! Never a day passes, and never 
does anything serions occur, without my saying to myse», 
‘ No, Chamfort would frown ; let mo not do so, let me not 
write that ’ ; or, ‘ Chamfort will be pleased; for ChamfortS 
mind and soul are tempered in the same water as my own.

Chamfort embraced the revolution with ardor. H18 
sympathies had always been with the poor, whom ho called 
“  the negroes of Europe.”  Rivarol said there would be no 
patronage of men of letters in a Republic. “  So,” replied 
Chamfort, “  you are one of those who forgive all the harm 
the priests have done, on reflecting that, but for the priest, 
we should not have had the comedy of ‘ Tartufe.’ ”  Rivarol 
reminded Chamfort that he was formerly one of those who 
pleaded the cause of nobility. “  It was, you said, an inter
mediary between the king and the people.” “  Yes,”  replied 
Chamfort, “  but I added something else ; true, an inter
mediary, but as the hound is an intermediary between the 
huntsman and tho hare.”

Chamfort took part in the leading events of the Revolu
tion, and became secretary of the famous Jacobin Club. He 
disliked windy speeches. Once he rose and said that ho 
would speak on despotism and democracy. The following 
is his entire speech. “  I everything ; the rest nothing • 
there is despotism. I another ; another I : there is democ
racy.” To those who advocated slight reforms, he said.

You would have the Augean stables cleaned with a feather 
broom ! Society must bo refounded, as Bacon said _tbo 
understanding must.” Chamfort said that priests and king8 
proscribed suicide in order to rivet servitude. When thrown 
into prison by Robespierre, he found it intolerable. “  R  1Î 
neither life nor death ; for me there is no middle course-"* 
must either open my eyes on the blue expanse of heaven, or 
close them in the tomb.” He regained his liberty, but hau 
scarcely had time to breatho the free air, still watched by a 
gendarme, when his prison doors again opened to receive him- 
He swore that he would elude his pursuers ; and, on thoir 
coming to seize him, placed a pistol against his forehead an 
fired ; the ball shattered his nose and destroyed one of b* 
eyes. Astonished at still finding himself alive, ho took up a 
razor and tried to cut his throat ; but doath rejected him- 
It was in vain that, maddened by pain, he slashed at h 
breast and cut himself in ovory part of his body. His bloo 
flowed from hi3 wounds in streams, and ho fell down ox 
hausted, but still living. Ho dictated to those who came 
drag him to prison : “ I, Sebastian Roch Nicholas Chamfo* ’ 
declaro that I wish to die a free man, rathor than be led “  

slave to prison.”  Ho signed this thoroughly R0?3̂  
declaration with a steady hand and a flourish traced 1 
blood. Strange to say, ho still lived on for many days, aU. 
when at Iongtlx he succumbed he said : “  I am at last abo 
to quit this world, whore tho heart must break if it bo n 
brazened.”

W ise and W itty Sayings of Ciiamfort.
It is asserted that Madame, the king’s daughter, 

with one of her nurses, looked at her hand, and after count'' £  
her fingers, exclaimed, “ W hat! you have five fingers ’ 
liko me ? ”  And she counted them again to be sure.

La Fontaine, hearing someone mourn over the lot ot . 
damned in the firo of hell, said, “ I flatter myself they & 
usod to it, and at last are like fishes in water.”  _ (

A countryman divided his littlo property between his 
sons, and went to live, now with one and now with anl0,Veii, 
He was asked on returning from one of these visits, “  „ „
how wore you received ? How did they treat y0 
“  They treated me like thoir own child," ho replied, 
from the lips of such a father tho answer was sublime. ^

Monsieur de -----, who saw the source of human degra
tion in the establishment of the sect of Nazarones ans¡iry 
Feudalism, said that, to be worth anything, it was uece ^  
to un-French and un-baptise oneself, and become Grc 
Roman in spirit. , 0j j

Marmontel, in his youth, much sought the society 0 
Boindin, who was famous for his wit and his seep*1 
The old man made an appointment with him at Í:1 ® piiic 
Procope. “  But we cannot speak there on pb'10̂  ¡¿¡nd 
matters.”  ” Oh, yes, by means of a special language, 
of argot." Then they made up a vocabulary : the so aJJ(j 
called M argot; religion, Javotte; liberty, Jeanneton>
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With ®'a^ er> de VEtre. A man dressed in black 
and aU- unP̂ easant countenance, joined in the conversation 
is th “  Sir, may I venture to ask you who
vm at , PEtre that behaves himself so badly, and gives 
Wa SUC . dissatisfaction ? ” “ Sir,”  replied Boindin, “  he 
thfi3 a,P°^c? spy." One can imagine the roars of laughter, 

man being himself in that profession.
XV. inquired of the Duke of Ayen (afterwards 

diil!™3, ^ oa*Pes) if he had sent his plate to the mint. The 
0 e„rePjmd, No. “ But,” the king said, “  I have sent my 
¿I ,* "  Ah, sire,”  rejoined the duke, “ when Jesus Christ

. 011 Good Friday he knew very well that ho would rise 
“gam on Sunday.”
ci was asked what kind of man was M. d ’Epinay.
Sen̂ ’M a ma,n w^° *̂as ea ên two millions, without saying a 

mie word or doing a good action.”
five If r7 ninety years of age said to Fontenelle aged ninety- 

Death has forgotten us.”  “  Wnd. i >» n’r.nt.or.oiio 
ltb finger on lip.

cW °Ĉ eile^e ^ad composed an opera in which there was a 
Arch!/ i°̂  Pr‘ es*s *fia* scandalised the devout, and the 
With u- °P Paris wanted to suppress it. “  I  don’t meddle 

. clergy,”  said Fontenelle, “  QT1̂Wl‘fi mine.”
Mo

1 and he shouldn’t meddle

onsieur ------- beggod of the Bishop o f -----a country
y0ljs® which ho never visited. The bishop replied, “ Don’t 
go ¿ b ow that one should always have a place one doesn’t 
go ?»' where one thinks he would be happy if he did
js * After a moment’s silence Monsieur ------said, “  That

° ei and it is that which made tho fortune of heaven.”
A mBUp . at| °f letters who was made to feel a certain nobleman’s 

¡gHotIOrity P08*^011’ 8aid t° him, “  My lord, I am not 
easj raat °f what I ought to know ; but 1 also know it is 

r to be above me than beside mo.”
CDs8have heard a devotee, speaking against those who dis- 
Hot • Gm articles of faith, say, “  Sir, a true Christian does 
taki T Vest*Sate what he is ordered to believe. It is like 

g a bitter p ill; if you chow it you will never swallow it.”
ore are well-dressed follies as well as well-dressed fools.

Th
g°ocl h ■ ys*cat world appears the work of a powerful and 
be;,, b?in" ' who has been obliged to leave to a malignant 
ôrlfl exeout'on °f a Part of his plan. But the moral 

a seems to be tho capricious work of a devil gone mad.
law bat is a philosopher ? A man who opposes nature to 
indj,reason to custom, his conscience to opinion, and his 
Jadgment to error.Th6 most wasted of all days is the one in which we haveHot

Son
laughed.

^ ‘ y is composed of two great classes ; those who have 
than ?!nner than appetite, and those who have more appetite 

u dinner.
.W e

er.
and lot live, without hurting yourself or anyone 

‘ fiat, I boliovo, is tho sum of morality.

*ht^Rational Federation of Freethought.

be
L isbon Congkess— October, 1913.

Sti^ tfio desire of the Executive of the N. S. S. to make 
the n, rrang°ments as will enable any mombers or friends of 
Con„ 0v°ment who may wish to be prosent at tho Lisbon 
1 Wigw8 travel with the official delegates of tho N. S. S., 

Th v, ca^ attention to tho following particulars:— 
by j., 6 micapost and most direct way of reaching Lisbon is 
WsM Nofi®rland Royal Mail Lino from Southampton. Tho 
has ma?*1 Society, Mr. S. H. Swinny, who

Tljo tfio journoy, recommends this route.
Gass) i te Ûrn faro from Southampton to Lisbon (second 
Ptovip * !3s- F °r the convenience of those residing in the
ton fr°08’ the Company issuos a return ticket to Southamp- 
lUatt^111 a*i important provincial towns at a faro and a 

Tfia ' available for forty days.
ion, rjj’Pping company do not provide hotel accommodji-

fiisbQnAu.ls may bo reckoned, from tho timo of reaching 
Tfi0 ’ 5 “ about 11s. per day.

? ctoh6i °n8ress opens on Octobor 4, and continuos on 
m* the * ant* thorefore, tho only available boat 

War<̂  iourney is tho ono leaving Southampton at 
eavin» vi? ^ePtember 30, tho connecting train from London 
Catfiest vVaterl°o at 10 a.m. For tho return journey tho 
at»pie ti boat leaves Lisbon on October 15, thus allowing 
4 ^°at If,010-^or 8igfit-seeing. Tickets are also available by 

As ^  aVlDs °n October 17.
> t  reoliSea iourn°y takes three days each way, friends 
W e Weehg11 ° n an afi8encG from England of practically

These particulars should assist in forming a rough 
estimate of the cost, but it may be possible to secure some 
reduction per head when the number of the party is 
definitely ascertained. I must, however, request that early 
notice be given me by friends proposing to join the party, as 
I am informed by the shipping agents that passages must be 
booked well in advanco, and this applies also to hotel 
accommodation.

As has already been stated, the opening day of the Congress 
(Oct. 5) coincides with the date of the third celebration of 
the proclamation of the Portuguese Republic. Senhor 
Magalhaès Lima, the President of the Republic, I understand 
from Mr. Heaford, has expressed his pleasure at the prospect 
of the attendance of English Freethinkers, and our party 
will be included in the invitation to take part in the fêtes 
organised by the Government to celebrate the occasion.

E. M. V ance, General Secretary.

WHY DON’T HE LEND A HAND ?
You say there is a God 

Above the boundless sky,
> A wise and wondrous Deity

Whose strength none can defy.
You say that he is seated 

Upon a throne most grand,
Millions of angels at his beck—

Why don’t he lend a hand ?

See how the earth is groaning,
What countless tears are shed 1 

See how the plague stalks forward,
And brave and sweet lie dead.

Homes burn and hearts are breaking, 
Grim murder stalks the land ;

You say he is omnipotent—
Why don’t he lend a hand ?

Behold, injustice conquers!
Pain curses every hour 1 

The good and true and beautiful 
Are trampled like the flower!

You say he is our father,
That what he wills doth stand ;

If ho is thus almighty,
Why don’t ho lend a hand ?

What is this monarch doing 
Upon his golden throne,

To right tho wrong stupendous,
Give joy instead of moan?

With his resistless majesty,
Each force at his command,

Each law his own creation—
Why don’t he lond a hand ?

Alas 1 I fear ho’s sleeping,
Or is himself a dream,

A bubble on thought’s ocean,
Our fancy’s fading gleam.

Wo look in vain to find him 
Upon his throno so grand,

Then turn your vision earthward—
'Tis we must lend a hand.

’Tis wo must grasp tho lightning,
And plough tho rugged so il;

’Tis we must boat back suffering,
And plague and murder fo i l ;

’Tis we must build the paradise 
And bravely right the wrong :

Tho God within us faileth,
The God within is strong.

Samuel P. P utnam.

Obituary.
------•------

Wo regret to report tho death of Miss Mary Warner in the 
seventy-fourth year of her age. She was for twenty-five 
years tho faithful housekeeper of Mr. Ed. Parker, 50 London- 
road, Plaistow, and remained to tho end a firm and consist
ent Freethinker. Mr. Parker is a well-known and diligent 
worker in connection with the West Ham Branch, and we 
tender him our sincere sympathy in the loss of his old 
friend. The intorment took place on Tuesday afternoon, 
July 8, when a Secular Service was conducted in the 
presence of a very largo number of friends.—J. T. L.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

Notices of Leoturoa, eto., must reach us by first post on Tuosday, 
and be marked "Lecture Notice” if not sent on postcard.

LONDON.
OUTDOOE.

B ethnal G reen B ranch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 
Bandstand): 3.15 and 6.15, James Kowney, Lectures.

C amberwell B ranch N.S.S. (Brockwell Park) : a. and e., Miss 
K. B. Kough, Lectures.

Croydon B ranch N. S. S. (Katharine-street, near Town Hall): 
7, a Lecture.

E dmonton B ranch N. S. S. (Edmonton Green): 7.45, M. Hope, 
a Lecture.

K ingsland B ranch N. S. S. (corner of Ridley-road): 11.30, 
“  Beelzebub,” “  Creation or Evolution ” ; 7.30, J. Bellamy, 
“ Who Knows ? Who Cares ?"

N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill Fields): 
3.15, R. H. Rosetti, a Lecture. Finsbury Park : 6.30, R. H. 
Rosetti, a Lecture.

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford, E .) : 7, R. Rosetti, “ From Lutheran Mission to 
Atheism in Holy Russia.”

W ood Green B ranch N. S. S. (Jolly Butchers Hill, opposite 
Public Library) : 7.30, C. E. Ratcliffe, a Lecture.

COUNTRY.
I ndoor.

P reston B ranch N. S. S. (B. S. P. Rooms, 7 Market-street): 
7 to 8, A. Potts, “  The Religion of Intolerance.”

Outdoor.
Chorley (Market Square): Gilbert Manion, 3, “ Christian 

Socialism Examined ”  ; 6,30, “  God.”
L kioh (Town Centre): Matthew Phair, 3, “  A Prosecution for 

Profanity ”  ; 6.30, “  Socialism and Christianity.”
W igan (Market Place) : Robert Mearns, 3, “  Historic Chris

tianity ” ; 6.30, “ Why I Became a Secularist.”

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

America’s Freethought Newspaper.
T H E  T R U T H  S E E K E R -

FOUNDED BY D. M. BENNETT, 1873. 
CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 1883-1909.

G . E. MACDONALD ... ....................................  E ditor.
L. K. WASHBURN ............................. E ditorial Contributor-

Subscription R ates.
Single subscription in advance _  $3.00
Two new subscribers ... ... 5.00
One subscription two years in advance — 5.00

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

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

which are free.
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,

Publishers, Dealers in Freethought BookB, .
62 V ebey Street, N ew Y ork, U.B.A-

Determinism or Free Will?
By C. COHEN.

Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

A clear and able exposition of the subject i*1 
the only adequate light—the light of evolution-

PRICE ONE SHILLING NET.
(Postage 2d.)

T he P ioneer P ress, 2 Newcastle-stroet, Farringdon-street, E V’

LATEST N. S. S. BADGE.—A single Pan# 
flower, size as shown ; artistic and neat desig 
in enamel and silvor ; permanent in color; n® 
boon tho means of making many pleas»® 
introductions. Brooch or Stud fastening. 
Scarf-pin, 8d. Postage in Great Britain 1 ' 
Small reduction on not less than ono doz® ‘ 
Exceptional value.—From Miss E. M. Van® ' 

General Secretary, N. B. S., 2 Newcastle-streot, London, E.C.

WANTED.—Copy of Rev. Robert Taylor’s Syntagma. 6t*Je 
price and condition.—E. M. V an ce , 2 Newcastle-str®5 ’ 
Farringdon-street, E.C.

A LIBERAL OFFER—NOTHING LIKE IT.
Groatest Popular Family'Reference Book and Sexology— Almost Given Away. A Million

at 3 and 4 dollars— Now Try it Yourself.
Insure Your Life—You Die to Win; Buy this Book, You Learn to Live.

Ignorance kills—knowledge saves—bo wise in time. Men weaken, sicken, die

sold

.no*
a old-

knowing how to live. “  Habits that enslave "  wreck thousands—young all„ctic3. 
Fathers fail, mothors are "bod-ridden,” babies die. Family feuds, marital mi 

divorcos—oven murders—All can be avoided by Bolf-knowledgo, self-control.
You can discount heaven—dodge hell—here and now, by reading and apply^t- .c(lJ 
wisdom of this one book of 1,200 pages, 400 illustrations, SO lithographs on 18 ana 

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

T he Y oung— How to choose the best to marry.
T he M arried—Hew to be happy in marriage.
T he F ond P arent—How to have prizo babies.
T he Mother— How to have them without pain.
T he Childless— How to be fruitful and multiply.
T he C urious—How they “  growed "  from germ-oell.
T he H ealthy— How to enjoy life and keep well.
T oe I nvalid—How to brace up and keep well.

KNOtf'

Whatever you’d ask a doctor you find herein. nlftiS0?
Dr. Foote's books have been the popular instrnctors of the masses in America for fifty years (often re-written, e .jgjj is 
and always kept np-to-date). For twenty years they have sold largely (from London) to all countries where Eng {̂ -tCe 
spoken, and everywhere highly praised. Last editions are best, largest, and most for the price. Yon may save'»  ̂ j©lia- 
by not buying, and you may lose your life (or your wife or child) by not knowing some of the vitally important truths

Most Grateful -
Gudivoda, India : " It is a store of medical knowledge in plainest 

language, and ovory roador of English would be bonefitod 
by it.”—W. L. N.

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

Testimonials From Everywhere. t0 be
Panderma, Turkey : “ I can avow frankly there is T»r®Jepjifl*)' 

found such an interesting book as yours."—K. H. vJ> 
Calgary, Can.: “  The information thorein has changed my

idoa of lifo—to be nobler and happior.”—D. N- M. price- 
Laverton, W. Aust.: “ I consider it worth ten times *

I havo benefited mnch by it."—R. M.
Somewhat Abridged Editions (800 pp. each) can be had in German, Swedish, or Finnish 

Prico EIGHT SHILLINGS by Mail to any Address. 
ORDE R  OF THE P I O N E E R  PRESS,

2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.O.
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n a t i o n a l  s e c u l a r  s o c i e t y .
President: G. W. FOOTE.

Secretary : Miss E M. Vanch, 2 Newcastle-st. London, E.C.

Principles and Objects. -
ecularism teaches that conduct should be based on reason 

Ena knowledge. It knows nothing of divine guidance or 
interference ; it excludes supernatural hopes and fears ; it 
égards happiness as man’s proper aim, and utility as his 

tooral guide.
Secularism affirms that Progress is only possible through 

iberty, which is at once a right and a duty; and therefore 
eeks to remove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of 
°ught, action, and speech.
Secularism declares that theology is condemned by reason 

superstitious, and by experience as mischievous, and 
Eads it as the historic enemy of Progress.
«secularism accordingly seeks to dispel superstition; to 

Pread education ; to disestablish religion ; to rationalise 
orality ; to promote peace ; to dignify labor ; to extend 

well-being ; and to realise the self-government of

Membership.
. person is eligible as a member on signing the 

lowing declaration ;—
. 1 desire to join the National Seoular Society, and I 

P 6dge myself, if admitted as a member, to co-operato in 
P 0£noting its objects.”

Name......................................................................................
Address.................................................................................
Occupation ...............................................................................
Dated this ................day o f ......................................190 ........

wifi*8 declaration should bo transmitted to the Secretary 
p a subscription.

•—Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every 
j^mber is left to fix his own subscription aooording to 
üls moans and interest in the cause.

Immediate Practical Objects.
th legitimation of Bequests to Secular or other Froe- 
bster^d £or *k° maintenance and propagation of
'onditi opinions on matters of religion, on the same
. wons as apply to Christian or Theistio churches or 

i a“ lsations.
? Abolition of the Blasphemy Laws, in order that 

Qut'f10n may be canvassed as freely as other subjects, with- 
tear of fine or imprisonment.

Chn , Disestablishment and Disendowment of the State 
Echos in England, Scotland, and Walos. 

in «°, Abolition of all Religious Teaching andBiblo Roading 
hv uCh°ols, or othor educational establishments supported 
yT‘J® State.

cbils0 Dpening of all endowed educational institutions to tho 
ron atl(j  yQQtjj 0£ au ciaaaos aliko.

°f g 0 Abrogation of all laws interfering with tho froo uso 
Sum) ay £or £bo purpose of culture and recreation ; and tho 
and Aay opening of State and Municipal Museums, Libraries, 

^ Art GalJorios.
e3nal ■ °!;m ° { the Marriage Laws, especially to socuro 
and » Justice for husband and wife, and a reasonable liborty

ThaCw ty of divorce- 'that 6,, finalisation of the legal status of men and women, so 
8,11 rights may bo independent of sexual distinctions. 

£tom otcction of children from all forms of violence, and 
Prnyi , 0 SEood of thoso who would make a profit out of their 

r> tu re  labor.
foater° Abolition of all horoditary distinctions and privileges, 
blotu*n8 a spirit antagonistic to justice and human

diti0llQ Approvement by ail just and wise means of tho con- 
¡n t0 o£ daily life for the masses of tho people, especially 
dweiii^118 and citicsi where insanitary and incommodious 
^eakn 8S| and *bo want of open spaces, cause physical

1hQ°p8 and disease, and the deterioration of family life, 
itself f ?rn°tion of the right and duty of Labor to organise 
clajm .0r rta moral and economical advancement, and of its 

Tbn ° . ?8a) protection in such combinations.~  o  —  j ^ L u u u u u i u i i  i n  o u c i u  b w m u u i a u i u u B .

biont i, nbstituBon of tho idoa of Reform for that of Punish- 
v ‘ bo treatment of criminals, so that gaols may no

but pi„ 0 Peaces of brutalisation, or even of mere detention, 
£boso J)08 o£ Physical, intellectual, and moral elevation for 

An g  atp afflicted with anti-social tendencies.
‘beiu hn tons‘on oi the moral law to animals, so as to secure 

The T,man° treatimnt and legal protection against cruelty. 
‘ah’ou Q.r° motion of Peace between nations, and the Bubsti- . 
aahouai a- bitration for War in the settlement of inter-

ai disputes. 1

FREETHOUGHT PUBLICATIONS.

Liberty and Necessity. An argument against 
Free Will and in favor of Moral Causation. By David 
Hume. 32 pages, price 2d., postage Id.

The Mortality of the Soul. By David Hume.
With an introduction by G. W. Foote. 16 pages, price Id. 
postage Id.

An Essay on Suicide. By David Hume. With 
an Historical and Critical Introduction by G. W. Footo, 
price Id., postage id .

From Christian Pulpit to Secular Platform.
By J. T. Lloyd. A History of his Mental Development. 
60 pages, price Id., postage id .

The Martyrdom of Hypatia. By M. M. Manga* 
sarian (Chicago). 16 pages, price Id., postage Id.

Miscellaneous Theological W orks. By Thomas 
Paine. Including all but the Age of Reason. 134 pages, 
reduced from Is to 6d., postage Id.

The W isdom of the Ancients. By Lord Bacon. 
A beautiful and suggestive composition. 86 pages, reduced 
from Is. to 3d., postage Id.

A Refutation of Deism . By Percy Bysshe 
Shelley. With an Intrcduction by G. W. Foote. 32 pages, 
price Id., postage Id.

Life , Death, and Immortality. By Peroy Bysshe
Shelloy. 16 pages, price Id., postage id .

Letter to Lord Ellenborough. Occasioned by 
the Sentenco he passed on Daniel Isaac Eaton as 
publisher of tho so-callod Third Part of Paine’s Age of 
Reason. By Percy Byssho Shelley. With an Introduction 
by G. W. Foote. 16 pages, price Id, postage Id.

Footsteps of the Past. Essays on Human 
Evolution. By J. M. Wheeler. A Very Valuable Work. 
192 pages, price Is., postage 2id.

Bible Stodies and Phallic W orship. By J. M.
Whooler. 136 pages, price Is. 6d., postage 2d.

Utilitarianism. By Jeremy Bentham. An Impor
tant Work. 32 pages, price Id., postago Id.

The Church Catechism Examined. By Jeremy 
Bcntliam. With a Biogrophical Introduction by J. M. 
Wheeler. A Drastio Work by the great man who, as 
Macaulay said, “  found Jurisprudence a gibberish and left 
it a Science.”  72 pagos, prico (reduced from Is.) 3d, 
postago Id.

The E ssence of Religion. By Ludwig Feuerbach. 
“  All theology is anthropology.”  BUchnor said that “  no 
ono has demonstrated and explained the purely human 
origin of tho idea of God better than Ludwig Feuerbach.”  
78 pages, prico 6d, postago Id.

The Code of Nature. By Denis Diderot. Power
ful and eloquent. 16 pages, price Id., postage Id.

A Philosophical Inquiry Concerning Human 
L iberty. By Anthony Collins. With Preface and Anno
tations by G. W. Foote and Biographical Introduction by 
J. M. Wheeler. One of the strongest defences of Deter
minism ever written. 75 pages, prico Is, in cloth ; paper 
copies 6d., postage Id.

Letters of a Chinaman on the Mischief of
M issionaries. 16 pages, prico Id., postage Id.
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P I O N E E R  P A M P H L E T S .
Now being issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

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

Postage: single copy, Jd.; 6 copies, l|d .; 18 copies, 3d.; 26 copies, 4d. (parcel post).

No. II.—DEITY AND DESIGN. By C. Cohen.
[A Reply to Dr. Alfred Russel Wallace.)

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

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

Postage: Single copy, £d.; 6 copies, l-£d.; 18 oopies, 2£d.; 26 oopies, 4d. (paroel post).

IN PREPARATION.

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

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

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

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

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

OP

“ BIBLE ROMANCES”
BY

The Creation Story 
Eve and the Apple 
Cain and Abel 
Noah’s Flood 
The Tower of Babel 
Lot's Wife

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

C O N T E N T S .
The Ten Plagues 
The Wandering Jews 
A God in a Box 
Balaam’s Ass 
Jonah and the Whale 
Bible Animals

Bible Ghosts 
A Virgin Mother 
The Crucifixion 
The Resurrection 
The Devil

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

S I X P E N C E — N E T
(P o stag e  2d.)
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