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Every separate act of a religious ceremony becomes a_f V U/OO UUO
and a criminal

vated
satire when performed by a culti-

nan °f the nineteenth century.—Max Nobdau.

The Wicked Atheist.

Q ,E wioked Atheist is almost an extinofc being. I do 
bnf !nean bhe Atheist who may do something wioked, 
0r °ne who is wicked because he is an Atheist, 
j l 8301,0 accurately, an Atheist because he is wicked, 
lite (WaB or’8*na,l bype as pictured in religious 
--t abure, and he had a very long, a flourishing, and 
“ ’or ‘k re^8i°niafc—a useful career. He was the
bhe "Si9 exarnPl0 ” h0M UP religious meetings for 
bhos6 .oa,H°n of the devout, and as a lesson to 
Atkfi9' R bendenoy to stray. He booame an
psrf, i160®11160 he was naturally bad, he gloated in
Athp 1̂? 111̂  deeds °b villainy after he beoame an 
f0r .l8b> and, useful to the last, he died shrieking for 
latieh6.?688 H°d whose commands he had
He h and whose forbearance he had outraged. 
t0 t j a bong career in the religious world. Peace 
bbh 8 ashes! One is rather surprised that the 
one 0r*08 dld not combine to erect a monument to 
trw  00 ^ad served so well the sermoneer and the 
'^ -w riter.
b>toes0Df graduaUy bhe world experienced “ piping 
bstte ^ P 68,00'” Atheists became more numerous, and 
it known. Those who knew them observed that 
C0rtaMWere n°k better than other people, they were 
rai8e tv. n°- wor8e- When they died they failed to 
and th^9 neiShborhood with their terrified shrieks, 
b°oal never—no> never—sent in hot haste for the
bhe k i^rS°n or ^bstrict visitor to explain to them 
kicked A** ^0  ̂ wb1b°b they were going. So the 
black ^bheist gradually disappeared. Instead of 
hicr, gUarding, religionists began to sympathise with 
Bo ¡Qi r. . slobber over him. It was such a pity that 
Hi3 «  ”  80 Bood. a man should be an Atheist! 
°areer aei8m must be due to some aooident in his 
his naV°r war|b °b development of some part of 
aci6n0 tUre‘ Perhaps he had been over-devoted to 
Wit̂  e’ as bn the case of Darwin; or he had met 
With P°°r .typea of believers who had disgusted him 
Qatur lgion ’ or ifc naay have been that his spiritual 
oau^ t und0veloped. In any case, the Atheist 
a So • 0 0e treated as an erring friend rather than as 
they ^  °nfcast. Atheists were not to be cursed;

H owell8imPby to be pitied.
Athei l ail a  ̂once> I have come across the wicked 
and I8r ag.a3r1, lb is like meeting a long-lost friend, 
awav 0b°bC0 accordingly. He has been discovered 
°overoln- fclle highlands of Scotland, and his dis- 
ghost of18 M- Sutherland. I haven’t the
Oian m f ;n°bbon who Mr. Sutherland is ; but every 
at all-Jl8y )ê M be be famous—if he is to be famous 
P°88ibleand»5 fasten to give this gentleman all the 
^Htin» Pubbicity in my power. Mr. Sutherland is 
Saltcoat 80ries of articles in the Ardrossan and 
bbe plan on “ Dangerous Types,” and he gives
aPpreoiat ^onor bo the Atheist. As an Atheist, I 
is nothin 6 ,^ e °°nipliment, and thank him. There 
^hatevn being at the top of your profession,
the Athe" r *8’ and Sutherland does not belittle 

1 ^  0l0b by lumping him in with a lot of miscel

laneous and mediocre villains. He is the chief of 
his tribe, and Mr. Sutherland shows his courage in 
taokling the chief first of all. The others he will, 
presumably, wipe out at his leisure.

Bat, if I may venture a word of criticism, Mr. 
Sutherland is ill-advised in the opaningof his article. 
He goes back to the time of Mteah, and he points 
out that in his time things were pretty bad in the 
land of Judah. Things were then so bad, he says, 
that they could not be much worse. Now, if this 
doughty Christian went on to show that these people 
were Atheists, one could understand the opening of 
the article. But they were not, and Mr. Sutherland 
does not say they were. They were all pious; they 
belonged to God’s chosen people; they were on in
timate terms, so to speak, with Deity. And if under 
such conditions things beoame as bad as they could 
well be, it does not look as if an absence of Atheism 
is any guarantee of righteousness in a nation. I 
don’t like this opening much, because it makes the 
Atheist’s pre-eminence in wickedness sort of ques
tionable.

Things are “ vastly better with us,” says Mr. 
Sutherland, but there are still men with us who “ do 
evil with both hands earnestly.” More, “  they are 
many.” Worse, “ they are not getting fewer.”  And 
“ one of the worst and most dangerous types of 
these men is the type we call Atheists. The type 
who believe, or say they believe, there is no God.” 
Mr. Sutherland will have no half measures. “ The 
Atheist believes there is no God.” This is very bad 
indeed; but if the Atheist were allowed to put in a 
word, he might only say that he is imitating—on a 
more thoroughgoing scale—the example of believers. 
For all of them say of somebody’s God that he does 
not exist. I do not know how many gods there are 
in the world ; they are very plentiful, anyhow. But 
I do know that any Christian brashes the whole lot 
out of existence—save one. And nearly all the 
other believers follow his example. The Atheist 
need not trouble himself to deny the existence of 
God. All he need do is to go amongst believers and 
agree with all of them when they dismiss each 
other’s God as a myth. And that is all the Atheist 
does, as a matter of fact. He agrees with the
Brahman that the Christian God is a myth. He
agrees with the Christian that the Brahman God is 
a myth. He agrees with them all—and he is black
guarded by them all for his amiability and
catholicity.

Mr. Sutherland divides Atheists into classes. 
Some are passive, others are active. The former 
may be excused, it is the latter that rouses his 
antipathy. He says, “ I call every active Atheist— 
and with few exceptions, every Atheist I have 
known has been active—has been missionary, I call 
every active Atheist a bad man." Mr. Sutherland 
could forgive the Atheist who keeps his opinions to 
himself, but the one who seeks to make Atheists of 
other people is past forgiveness; he is wholly, 
irredeemably bad. And the reason for this is not so 
much religions as it is ethical. If, he says,—

“ you get men to believe there is no God—you will get 
them to believe there is no sin, for there is no God for 
them to sin against—and that there is no future state. 
Now what follows ? What follows is this. It is a 
matter of simple logic. Get men possessed with the 
idea that there is no God, and no sin, and no future 
state, and they will do what seems right in their own
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eyes.......Work it out in your mind. I  imagine—try to
imagine—the majority of men and women in this 
country Atheists. What will happen is this. Im
morality will stalk about in broad daylight, with brazen 
face and cruel hands, anarchy will be rampant, and 
Ichabod will be written across the face of the nation’s 
history.”

There it is. The logic, as Mr. Sutherland says, is 
simple. If men only do right because they believe 
in God and in a future state, then if they cease to 
believe in these things, the justification for doing 
right will be gone. If Mr. Sutherland only refrains 
from stealing because he believes there is a God 
watching him, then it is as plain as a pikestaff that 
he will steal if God does not keep an eye on him. 
The logic of the situation is clear—much clearer, 
indeed, than the facts. For these are somewhat 
puzzling. When we look at the people who actually 
do wrong, who commit sin, as Mr. Sutherland would 
say, we find that these are not—save in a very small 
percentage of cases—Atheists. Certainly they are 
not those active Atheists ’whom Mr. Sutherland 
specially detests. Taking the inmates of our prisons, 
they are nearly all pious. Most of them would be 
genuinely shocked if they were called Atheists. 
In fact, I have long been conscious that as an 
Atheist I am not receiving value for that proportion 
of my rates and taxes that go in the upkeep of 
prisons. This is not being spent for the detention 
and reformation of Atheists, but almost entirely for 
the benefit of Theists. And this is hardly fair. Why 
should Atheists have to pay rates that are spent 
almost exclusively on Theists ? There are several 
million non-Theists in Great Britain, in all probabi
lity, and no one can pretend that they furnish their 
fair proportion to the prison population. Chris
tians are getting more than their fair share here as 
elsewhere.

And, again, I feel that Mr. Sutherland’s warning is 
ill-advised. On the authority of Christians we know 
what a trouble it is to lead a decent life. They are 
always talking about “ moral restraints,” of the 
many temptations there are to do wrong, of the 
stern discipline needfnl to do right. They empha
sise the attractiveness of vice and deadly dullness of 
virtue. Now, it is plain that, at present, Atheists 
have not awakened to this view of the subject. If 
they are really “ doing evil with both hands 
earnestly,” they are evidently not aware of it. They 
are under the impression that virtue is reaiiy 
more attractive than vice, that the latter imposes 
more “  restraints ” than the former, and that people 
can be good without God and the future state. They 
may be laboring under a delusion, but they think so. 
They think that friends, and family, and society 
remain just what they are whether there is a God 
or not. They foolishly, perhaps, think that duty and 
loyalty in these directions bring their own rewards, 
and that nothing further is necessary.

In all of this they may be wrong, but at least they 
think so, and they apparently act up to it. And is 
it wise of Mr. Sutherland to go about disabusing 
their minds, pointing ont that there is reason why 
they should behave themselves, and inviting them 
to a oareer of villainy, so long as they retain their 
present opinions ? Why should Mr. Sutherland go 
round disturbing the faith of these poor, simple- 
minded Atheists, and encourage them to start out 
on a oareer of vice ? Mr. Sutherland gives his 
reason. It is because the Atheist “ is doing his best 
to ruin the immortal souls of his neighbors, and 
because he is threatening his country with the 
greatest and worst peril—the substituting of immo
rality and anarchy for religion and law.” But, 
surely, the power of religion over the minds of those 
who believe should be proof against the attacks of 
the Atheist ? Surely, the high character evoked, the 
discipline enforced by religion, should be proof 
against both immorality and anarchy ? The value 
of all training lies in its power to evoke the quality 
of resistance that is necessary, and the discipline of 
religion should by now have made its followers 
secure. It almost looks as though Mr. Sutherland 
is afraid of Atheism ; as though he teals that when

the Atheist sets out on his missionary labors r0 
gion can hardly withstand his attack. . ,

Mr. Sutherland’s warning would be incomp 
without historic examples. “ If Atheism,” be saŷ > 
“ ever becomes dominant, this fair land of ours--- 
great land—will be doomed and go down in darkn 
and disaster as surely as every other land in w 1 
it became dominant was doomed.” Rather vao ’ 
but still impressive. It does not say where At“ 01gQ 
was dominant, or in what lands it has 
dominant. That would have been to distract* 
readers’ attention with queries as to whet ^ 
the lands mentioned really were atheistic 
not. So one is left with the general i03!^0 , 
sion that all “ doomed ” lands were somehow 
other atheistic. This is a wise policy, and s“ 13 
that Mr. Sutherland, if he has the innooence of t 
dove, is not without the ounning of the serpen • 
Francis Bacon was of opinion that Atheism did nev 
perturb states, and that it left a man to sense, 
philosophy, and to natural piety. But Bacon liven 
long while ago. And he was not an essay-writer t 
the Ardrossan and Saltcoats Herald. ^ qqHEN-

The Reign of Cant.

L ik e  many other words, “ oant ” comes to us fr0 
the Greek. Originally, kanthos denotes the corner 0 
the eye, or the iron which bounds a wheel. In * 
Latin form, canth-us, it bears practically the sB,ai 
meaning. Primarily, then, “ cant” signifies, a o° 
ner, angle, niche, and from this all its other meaning 
are derived. So, likewise, to oant is primarily 1 
incline, set an angle, tilt over, tip upon the eng * 
The passage from the primary to some of the seoon 
ary significations is exceedingly difficult to tra00’ 
but it is to be borne in mind that in all its varied® 
of meaning, “ cant ” represents something on #n 
slant, something that lies obliquely to something el0 > 
a departure from the natural and simple. Thus a can 
ting rogue is a vile person who employs the lango®» 
of honesty and honor, and a canting hypooribe 00 
who resorts to all sorts of expedients to prevent o 
hypoorisy from becoming known. Some there *

andwho maintain that we owe the word “ oant ” 
secondary connotations to two Scottish preachers 
leaders of the Covenanters, who flourished at *  ̂
oommenoement of the seventeenth century, a° a 
whose surname happened to be Gant. It was
characteristic of those men of God that they oar00j 
all who made use of the Prayer Book, and advooat 
the exoommunieation of those who refused ® 
Covenant, while in their grace before meal t»0! 
invariably “  prayed for all those who suffered P01’? . 
cation for their religious opinions.” In reality r*. 
Cants did bub furnish an apt illustration of ^  
modern meaning of the term. Ben Jonson, a 1̂ ® j 
earlier than the Cants, uses the word in the sense 
professional slang in the following lines :—

“  The doctor here,
When he discourses of dissection,
Of vena cava and of vena porta......
What does he do but oant ? Or if he run 
To his judicial astrology,
And trowl out the trine, the quartile, and the textile- 
Does he not cant ? ”

Now, ethically speaking, in all forms of cant tke|’0 
is an element of insincerity, of conscious or nno0 
soious deceit. It is said of Zaohary Macaulay ^  , 
he “ never canted ”  (Life and Letters of  ̂
Macaulay, p. 68), by which saying is meant that 
did not speak theoretically, sentimentally, or as ® 
mouthpiece of a party, but from direct observa»30 
and knowledge of the facts in any given ease.  ̂
majority of people, however, indulge continually * 
mind-corrupting oant. They belong to a faction» 
represent a system, loyalty to which, at whatey 
cost to individual conviction, is their all-control“  ^  
principle. This is profoundly true of politicians\ 
the present time. You know exactly what they w ̂  
say on every conceivable subject, if you are aware ^  
the views of the party to which they may happ6°
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Each political party has its Shibboleths 
ppon the correct pronunciation of which it rigorously 
insists, with the result that if any member, on any 
occasion, says Sibboleth, he is cast out as a cumberer 
of political ground. This naturally leads to political 
dishonesty and dishonor, to the sinking of individual 
Personality in that of the party as expressed by its 
leaders. Party government is, consequently, bound 
to be more or less corrupt and corrupting. And yet 

is in religion that cant is seen at its lowest and 
worst. Religious factions are more numerous ana 
owre bitterly exclusive than all other factions com- 
'ned. To know a person’s religious opinions you 

only require to ascertain to which denomination he 
°r she is attached. There is always a pope, a creed, 
0r some common law or other, by whom or which 
People’s religious views are determined and controlled.

. ® Anglican Church is peculiar in that it embraces 
within its pale three great and distinct schools, the 

the Broad, and the Low ; and, as a rule, you 
Pave only £0 j00k a clergyman to discover in 
y ,°h school to looate him. “ I can smell a Presby- 
"erian forty miles,” brutally exclaimed cruel Judge 
r®ffreys at the Bloody Assizes on Sedgemoor; but 
lufal as the exclamation was on that infamous 

“°°asion, it was merely an exaggeration of a fact 
Went to all. Enter any church or chapel you 
p e&06, and you need not wait long to learn what set 

beliefs it stands for. Why, it is plainly written on 
p ® very oountenance of almost every professing 

fistian what brand of Shibboleths he or she is in 
Cb8 habit of pronouncing. Well, the inevitable oon- 
®eqaence is, that cant is on the throne in every 
-hristian community, and that there can be no such 

aB absolute religious sincerity. Woe to anyone 
h° has the audaoity to say Sibboleth when ail 

around him are shouting Shibboleth. The hast 
hriatian is nothing but a faithful parrot repeating 

pĥ S8a carefully stored up in the memory.
■ **1®hster defines cant as “  the use of religions 

Phraseology without understanding or sincerity, 
®topty, solemn speech, implying what is not fe it, 
hypocrisy.” That definition is inaoourata only in so 
ar atl it regards cant as implying the absence of 

We know from experience that the hol- 
cant ever uttered is often most profoundly

. mg. 
lQWesfc

' but we also know by the same means that 
leellhg is the most unreliable thing under the sun. 

®t any born orator play in his own inimitable style 
Pon the keys of the heart, and there is instantly a 

fikoie flood of emotional response. George White- 
8 had only to intone the word “  Mesopotamia 

. *fh his wonderful voice, which was like silver bells 
, 7?ne> to make his hearers cry out in the intensity 
1 their feeling. Yes, the worst cant ever oonceivedis

himself mosp tremendously felt even by the canter 
kypocrv is a canter? “ A person given to

ranting, speoifleally, in the seventeenth 
ftiau t ,a Puritan ” ; but then it is possible for a 
self, a°f hypocrite quite successfully to him-
p6rf’o ,at which countless myriads are perpetually 
oousoimirig- We must not forget that there is un- 
differ °aS 0,8 as conso*on8 hypocrisy. The
the vi ^tween the two is that there is hope for 
are m'-i1018 ^he former, while those of the latter 

ojj !te hopeless.
uttera eontention is that all teohnioaliy religious 
pQlPit r°n8 0re unadulterated cant. Take the popular 
aQ(f di °a * ah°ut God and Christ. In public prayers 
absoiaf0?urse8 ia invariably referred to as being 
Pflivo .6  ̂ sapreme. He sits upon the throne of the 
also 08 hiord of lords and King of kings. He isribed n,n a rrvaa.focf rtf all vrr nrl/o

ie his 
Kesn 

8efvant

aivers
Whiiê t80r̂ e<̂  as the greatest of ail workers ; and 
BPoke lS seFvant is on hiB knees or standing as his 

8jnan in the pulpit, he is everything and the 
csasea j. Q°thing. But the moment the preacher 
calia r,t0 Pray to and speak about God, he acts and 
anfl th^rv1̂ 8 PeoPle to act as if they did everything 
the e 6 P^ine Being nothing at all. Billy Sunday, 
^out nPric American evangelist, talks endlessly 
c°nqu • 6 aii'saving power of the Cross, the all- 
car aifFln® P^ri8t ; but as he was entering his motor- 

er ono of his sensational meetings, a drunken

man accosted him, to whom the man of God spoke 
thus :—

“ Hello, old chap. Just cut away from the dirty 
whisky gang, and come around to-night and I will fix 
you up. Straighten up now and be a man. Here’s 
two apples for you.”

Outside the tabernacle Billy was an entirely different 
man, quite equal to doing the job himself. What 
infinite twaddle flows unceasingly from the pulpits 
of Christendom week after week, and yet how quickly 
it is forgotten when work has to be done, which can 
only be accomplished by exclusively human agencies.

Or take the cant about the indestructible, inefface
able religious instinct said to be implanted in every 
human being, whose natural and irresistible cry is 
the following:—

“  As the heart pantetk after the water brooks,
So panteth my soul after thee, 0 God.
My soul thirsteth for God, for the living God.”

—Psalms xlii. 12.
We are confidently assured that there is not a tribe, 
however savage, without its idea of and desire for a 
deity. It is not at all uncommon to define man as 
a being who cannot help being religions, and who 
must have an object of worship above the skies. Big 
books have been published and innumerable sermons 
preached in confident support of this thesis. Do the 
authors and preachers really believe what they so 
earnestly advocate ? Apparently they do as long as 
they play the part of theoretical apologists for their 
religion; but no sooner are they ever so remotely 
threatened with the withdrawal of religious instruc
tion from Government supported and controlled 
schools than they recklessly fling their theological 
thesis to the four winds, exclaiming, “ Once the 
seoular system of education has been introduced the 
Christian religion shall be doomed to complete 
extinction.” In the same way, as they sorrowfully 
witness the gradual secularisation of the Sabbath, 
they angrily say to the spirit of the age: “ You 
wicked thief, why do you rob us of our field-day ? If 
you succeed in entirely stealing this day from us, 
you will sound the deathknell of Christianity itself.” 

No one takes religion seriously, not even the 
preacher himself. In practice every Christian is an 
Atheist, In reality no living being trusts in God. 
Even those who pretend to believe in special provi
dence take good care to be their own providence as 
far as ever they can. On Sunday the man of God 
authoritatively oalls upon his hearers to rely alone 
upon the Lord, which some of them do sentimentally 
while the Lord’s Day lasts; but for the rest of the week 
they all rely upon themselves as wholly as if there were 
no God to rely on. Religious belief does not count 
in life’s daily struggle, thereby proving itself to be 
the merest cant. But the reign of cant even in the 
emotional realm is at last seriously menaced ; while 
the reign of reason and common sense, which will be 
the reign of the people, is looming higher and higher 
as the sure promise of the future. The passing of 
the gods has always meant, and always will mean, 
the Co m in g  of  M a n . j  L lo iB -

The Phenomena of Procreation.

T h e  father o f all life is the sovereign sun, and from  
that early day in the h istory o f our w orld when our 
solar sire cam e w ooing the virginal earth the offspring 
of their union have ever been endowed w ith the 
powers o f reproduction.

Organic reproduction is a form of growth which 
assumes the function of generating new organisms 
from existing organisms more or less similar in char
acter. All individual organisms, both animals and 
plants, tend to lose their vigor as they grow older, 
and death is then a mere matter of time. Their 
power to produce descendants is therefore essential 
to the perpetuation of the species. Countless reasons 
exist for the belief that the first living creatures 
were one-celled plants and animals, and that from 
such simple organisms all succeeding forms have
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been evolved by the moulding energies of all- 
creating Nature.

As all are now aware, single-celled animals like 
the amceba, parameoium, and others reproduce them
selves by mechanical division of their cell-bodies 
into two equal halves. The two new organisms thus 
formed act precisely like their parent cell; they feed 
and grow, and when they reach the limit of growth 
they themselves divide until in a short time a nume
rous family is established. The parameeia, for 
example, when favorably circumstanced, divide about 
three times in forty-eight hours, which means that 
the original paramecium splits into two, these into 
four, and these again into eight in a couple of days.

In a certain sense these lowly creatures are im
mortal, as the parent cell, although it sacrifices its 
individuality when it reproduces, never, apart from 
accident or disease, can it become worn out to the 
point of death. For as soon as it attains its maxi
mum size it divides into two young animals, and 
this process is by them repeated generation after 
generation.

This persistent procreation is, however, subjeot to 
an important limitation. In certain oircumstances 
the parameeia arrive at a time when self-division 
ceases. At this period conjugation becomes neces
sary, and this is consummated in the following 
manner: Two of these organisms oome together, 
and through their tender oell-walls part of the 
nucleus of each one travels across to join the 
nucleus of the other. Being thus rejuvenated, the 
two tiny oreatnres separate, division recommences, 
and their descendants continue to reproduce them
selves for some considerable time before conjugation 
is again called for. Very many other unicellular 
organisms have been observed in the aot of con
jugation.

One-celled plants perpetuate themselves in a 
similar way: bacteria, yeast, and the green coating 
on walls and tree-trunks are all examples of this 
nature. The organisms above mentioned illustrate 
a type of reproduction in which sex plays no part. 
The individual cells are sexless, but all possess the 
power of procreating their kind. With them the 
generative process merely takes the form of con
stant growth and multiplication, and is therefore 
termed asexual reproduction. Sexual generation, 
which is bo general among the higher plants and 
animals, is to these simple organisms unknown.

But the genesis of sexual generation is soon 
detected in the ascending order of life, just as remi
niscences of an earlier asexual generative process 
are encountered among the many-celled or multicel
lular plants and animals. The hydra reproduces 
itself asexnally in conditions of abundant nourish
ment, and other favoring circumstances. The animal 
throws out a bad which develops in a few days into 
a miniature hydra. This soon separates from the 
parent body, and commences an independent life. 
In a normally suitable environment the hydra 
grows apace, and several buds may be developed at 
the same time, and the young animals thus begotten 
begin to reproduce themselves soon after their 
detachment from their parent. But in less propi
tious conditions, where the water is stagnant and 
food is scarce, the growth of the hydra is arrested 
and budding ceases. The animal now evolves sexual 
structures (ovaries and spermaries), which develop 
egg-cells and sperm-cells.

“  When the spermaries of a hydra are mature, the 
sperm-cells escape and swim freely in the water. A 
single ovum or egg-cell develops in an ovary, and is 
fertilised by the entrance of a single sperm-cell. The 
fertilised egg-cell forms an embryo, and becomes sur
rounded by a hard shell or cyst. The protected 
embryo falls to the bottom of the pond, and it may 
remain there for some time. Dry dust scraped from 
the bottoms of ponds during midsummer drought may 
contain embryos which will develop into hydras soon 
after being placed in water.”

Fundamentally considered, reproduction is what 
Huxley described as continuous and discontinuous 
growth, and this underlying principle is made abun
dantly clear by a further procreative characteristic
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which this same interesting and instructive by 
displays. If a hydra be severed into two or 111 
pieces, each fragment will develop into a Per 
hydra. This very remarkable aspect of reproduc 
power come3 under the heading of regenera^
Regenerative phenomena are by no means spem»* ~ 
the hydra. A divided earthworm will develop jD|'0 
two perfeot worms; a starfish may be broken in»0 
monoa n.nrt aa.nh will r-flfaahinn if.sfilf into a COtUple»0pieoes, and each will refashion itself into » ^ ^  ^
animal. Far higher organisms, such as frogs ^  
lizards, will regenerate lost tails or toes. It> 13 . 
suggested that regeneration is a normal genera 
process, bnt its existence proves the close kins 
between procreation and body growth. ^

The colonial hydroids are near relatives or ^  
hydra, and these animals produce buds which do 
ws.nder from the parent organism, but re,1T B0 
attached, and grow into branches resembling t âfl 
of a tree. A single hydroid which itself 
arisen from an egg will in this manner develop 1 
a tree-like group which displays a hydroid at  ̂ . ¿0 
of each twig. Some of the hydroids change 10 
medusas or jelly-fishes, separate from the 00 ° g’ 
swim in the water, arid generate eggs and sp®r ' 
Each fertilised egg grows into a young 
which fixes itself to some solid surface, and t .J 
by repeated budding, a new tree-like colony 
formed.

The majority of worms are sexually generated, 
some reproduce themselves asexually. Certain m&r 
worms develop new organisms at their anterior s ^  
menfcs; occasionally several such segments may .fl 
seen, so that the parent worm has become a . g 
of young worms. In course of time the chain hr0® 
up, and the various individuals which formed it 
its unbroken state are now enabled to begm 
independent life.

In the vegetable kingdom, especially under cu 
vation, asexual reproduction is almost univer8 ' 
Plants frequently propagate themselves w ithout t 
aid of their generative organs. And some of
most striking examples are to be found among - ,
plants whose sexual apparatus is most P61*®0*,. 
developed. Although these normally reproduce tb® 
selves from seeds which are formed by the a6eIVL. 
of floral structures, they may be as well, or bet ’ 
produced from roots, cuttings, and even leaves. ,0 

The runners of the strawberry plant are prosit* 
branches which, at some distanoe from their pal”e ’ 
take root in the soil and send up a vertical ste ’ 
while the runner withers away. The plant t® 
spreads itself over a wide area; as many as fifty D ,0 
plants may be established in this manner in a si®& 
summer. Fruit bushes extend themselves by P 
ducing new plants from subterranean branc 
which assume the functions of roots. The fa* 
leaves of the bryophyllum will develop into m or 
pendent growths of this garden plant. A leaf t 
even a fragment of a begonia leaf will forma Per j, 
plant. Many beautiful flowering growths floarl,g_ 
better when bulbs are set in preference to 808 
The hyacinth, narcissus, daffodil, the tnlip a 
crocus, and various lilies are always most suooe 
fully cultivated from bulbs. o0

In purely natural conditions, where the presen 
of the gardener is unknown, numerous blossom 
plants will propagate asexually from roots, 
stems, and bnlbs. Under cultivation, slips & 
almost any botanical growth may be made to ta 
root in conditions natural to the plant. A®° 
favorite flowering plants, the geranium suppli®8 
instance of this. Cuttings from the vine and 
willow almost invariably take root and flourish 10 
suitable soil. ^

Our standard choice fruits cannot be secured fr° 
seed-sown trees; grafting and budding are 
known methods for the certain propagation

tbos«

of tk® 
an0finest varieties of apples, pears, peaches, plums, “ 

cherries. The cultivated tubers of the potato P10' ’
whioh are in reality the thickened branches - , e
underground stem, will, when planted, reproduce t 
excellent qualities of that useful vegetable ; but 
potatoes worth eatiDg can be produced from ®e

of tbe
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ootfegg. aP^es are necessarily propagated from

j0 . millions of seedless orange trees in Cali- 
Ia “ave descended from a single tree which 

WitT Îr(°m see<̂  bll-t could not itself produce seed, 
multipl ¿j3?,8,13'8 ^ I p ,  such a variety could not have

mallyaner0®ata8 are ^ ose vegetable forms that nor- 
floral r̂°PaSafo by seeds which are produced in the 
bear; °r âns or sexual structures of these flower- 
tareg ® P^Qts. A glanoe at the reproductive struo- 
tbe ana ^notions of a bean plant will illustrate 
oee8gaenefra! laws whioh govern the fertilising pro- 
The h °* H0880m'kearing vegetation as a whole. 
8Qffici 0afi W.3̂  §row almost anywhere, and anyone 
fifst-h60 i foforesfofl can therefore easily acquire 
Ptoses'«? ^ncwledge by watching the plant as it 

The h"ronflh its successive stages of development. 
c°i0r ®an flower is more or less familiar to all ; its 
N0r j ai*a beauty attract the most oareless observer, 
its arr diking appearance merely accidental, for 
thOg0 ■ ,nS loveliness serves to secure the visits of 
its op 3n8ecta that are essential to the production of
on n.6il8' When, in searoh of honey, the bee alights 

8 Petals of the flower,—
“fchue stigma and the upper part of the style are exposed 
oa pollen is brushed on the bee’s body by the hairs of 

Wo sty]6i Then the bee goes to another flower, and 
°o its style touches the bee’s body, the stigma will 

8 008 some pollen from the first flower ; and at the 
I^ojq time the hairs of the style will brush on to the 
tb*3 if01116 P°llen from the second flower. And so, as 
du°f 66 °̂-eS r̂om fl°wer to flower, it will brush pollen- 

st on stigmas and get pollen-dust brushed out from 
Ktio an^bers by the hairs on the styles below the 
of There is very little chance that the stigma

a flower will get pollen-dust from anthers in the same 
“ ower. This may sometimes happen when a bee 
0 ,yes a flower and at once goes back to it, carrying 

^ en'dust received on its first visit.”
°leare. Pr8cecb'ng quotation will probably become 
tion of h? k*30 con-botanical reader if a brief desorip- 
Ib8 , 8es organs of flowering plants is appended, 
the 8( .,f  orSan is the stamen, which is made up by 
tiny a . or filament, and the anther whioh bears 
the ¡i^8,108 pollen. In the middle of the flower is 
Ovary603?!0 0l&an’ ^be pistil, whioh consists of the 
the A.an<T the style which extends upwards and has 

’gma at its termination.
veutea 6 ^ava shown, self-pollination is usually pre- 
Î arvvi cross pollination most frequently secured. 
tngjj^13’ ln the course of lengthy and elaborate exped
ient^ i ^  k0ans protected with netting whioh pre- 
te^^ ,a" access of insects to the flowers, with the 
0̂°bt 8eods seldom formed. There is now little 

the j  *;be agency of insects is indispensable to 
Partici 'i,°*i30n oi healthy seeds. When the pollen 
eo0tj e® have once been placed on the stigma they 
deliCatW0 i, anA each pollen grain sends forth a 
the 8tV Ub0 wbich grows down into the tissues of 
There tv,6 at3<̂  enfors into an ovule in the ovary. 
Passat ° e P°ben tuba embraces an egg cell, and the 
tube it- i 3̂0 prctoplasm from the end of the pollen 
lvalue ° b̂e e8S'oefl consummates the aot of ferti- 
sPlita Q" -*n a V0I7 short time the fertilised egg-cell 
MthinfhlDt° many cells, and these form an embryo 

Atn t00 0vu ê whioh develops into a seed. 
genergj3̂  D°c-flowering plants is the fern, whose 
evolVefl1Ve Prooes®es are, consequently, of a less 
Usually °r^0r* The stems of our native ferns are 
vi6w k setnbpro8trate on the soil or buried from 
of the3?ea*'?31 3̂8 earth, although the noble tree ferns 
froQjjg .topics have splendid upright stems. Fern 
ridgR8 0ar on their under surfaces elevations and 
of flow8 ; ie^  foreign to anything seen on the leaves 
Cises /,nnS Plants. These structures contain spore- 
sP°rano^0raD®3.a) wb‘°b develop spores. When the 
Pitied °la aie r3Pe> they burst and scatter their con- 
they g,8̂ ^ 08 over the surrounding soil, from whioh 
first sta water anA begin to germinate. The 
thalliQQ?e °^,bhe developing fern is that of the pro- 
êrhale o ’ w^3eb> when full grown, evolves male and 

ah nt„ 3 ttn8 on ifo under side. Each ovary develops 
and eaeh spermary produces numerous°VUtu,

spiral sperm-cells provided with cilia. These cilia 
act as swimming-organs, and the sperm-cells are 
urged through the water previously absorbed from the 
soil, and move towards the opening of the ovary, and 
once inside, they eome into contact with the egg-eell. 
One sperm-eell suffices to ensure this aot of fertilisa
tion.

The egg-eell now divides itself again and again; 
an embryo is evolved, and this develops into a small 
fern plant. We thus see that the ordinary fern first 
reproduces asexually by means of spores which grow 
into prothallia, and then these, in their turn, repro
duce with the aid of sexual organs, and generate new 
fern plants. These phenomena famish an excellent 
example of the law of the alternation of generations.

Spore development represents an earlier evolution
ary process of prooreation, whioh was once universal 
among the ancestors of the blossom-bearing plants. 
Traces of this more primitive mode of reproduction 
are still to be detected in the floral structures of the 
highest order of plants. Detailed study of plant 
morphology ha3 revealed the fact “ that inside the 
pistil of flowers are microscopic groups of cells 
which represent the prothallium that lives indepen
dently as a stage in the life-history of ferns and 
other lower plants."* T. p pALMBEi

(To be continued.)

The Idea of God not Universal,—III.

(Concluded from p. 267.)
“  The assertion generally passes current that the idea of 

an Omnipotent Being is familiar to all people, even the most 
barbarous. My limited experience argues the contrary.
Savages begin with fetishism and demon-worship,...... the
deity is the last and highest pinnacle of the spiritual temple, 
not placed there except by a comparatively civilised race of 
high development, which leads them to study and speculate 
upon cosmical and psychical themes.” —Sia “Richard B urton, 
First Footsteps in Africa, p. 50.

“ If we may believe the testimony of travellers,—who are 
generally prejudiced in the opposite direction, and who fre
quently implant their own belief, which is found there by 
subsequent voyagers,—there are not only isolated tribes, but 
whole nations who are so degraded as to live with no 
knowledge of their Creator.” —R ev. P. W. F arrar, “  On the 
Universality of Belief in God, and in a Future State,” 
Anthropological Journal (August, 1864), ccxvii.

“  And in what condition are these, or the other Indians 
who are still scattered up and down in the vast continent of 
South or North America? Religion they have none; no 
public worship of any kind! God is not in all their 
thoughts.”—R ev. J ohn W esley, “  The Imperfections of 
Human Knowledge,”  Wesley’s Sermons, vol. ii., p. 181.

“  It is impossible to take religion in its strict sense as the 
faculty of believing in a God ; if so, half of the population of 
the globe would be destitute of it. Taking Buddhism alone 
there are three or four hundred million votaries of this 
• religion without God, founded on charity amounting to 
madness ’ (Laboulaye).” —D r . P aul T opinard, Anthropology, 
p. 152.

Mr . L a u d e r  L in d s a y  cites the statement of Dr. 
Mouat, who says of the Andaman Islanders ;—

“ They have no conception of a Supreme Being. 
They have never risen from the effects they see around 
them to the most imperfect notion of a Cause. They 
have never ascended in thought from the works to a 
Creator, or even to many creators—that is to say 
Polytheism ” (Mouat, Adventures and Besearclies 
among the Andaman Islanders (1863), p. 303).

He also quotes the testimony of Lieutenant Low, 
of H.M. Indian Navy, who similarly remarks of 
them : “  They do not believe in the existence of a 
Supreme Being, and perform no religious ceremony 
of any sort ” (Low, The Land of the Sun (1870),
p. 168).+

“  Of the inhabitants of Pleasant Island, Mr. T. 
Beckford Simpson tells us, ‘ They have no religion of 
any kind, neither do they believe in a future state, 
but they appear to have some slight idea of an evil 
spirit.’ ” t

* Bigelow, Reproduction of Organisms, p. 389. 
f Lauder Lindsay, Mind in Animals, p. 206.
} Pickering, Races of Man, p. 62.
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Mr. Bonwick, in his work on the Tasmanians, has 
compiled a long list of tribes and races without 
belief in a God, from which we extract the fol
lowing :—

“  Mr. Bates says that the Mandurens of South 
America have 1 no idea of a Supreme Being.’ Sir 
Samuel Baker declares that the Nile ‘ flows through a 
land of barbarians without a belief in God,’ There is 
not a trace of it among the Papuans of New Guinea or 
the Negritos of the Phillipine Isles. Mr. B. H. Hodgson 
found no word in the Tamil language of India for God 
or Soul. Dr. Mouat calls the Andamanders ‘ mere 
undeveloped children,’ and records, ‘ They have no con
ception of a Supreme Being. Mr. Mouhot refers to the 
wild Baunavs of the forests of Annam as having ‘ no 
idea of a Supreme Being, Sovereign, and Creator of all 
things.” *

The Rev. F. W. Farrar fells us that when Wallace, 
the naturalist, was among the wild tribes of the 
Moluccas and New Guinea,—

“  he endeavored to ascertain what were their ideas 
respecting the Creator of the universe, but he could 
only get from them a confession of total ignorance of 
the subject. It was difficult to distinguish the real 
opinions of those savages from the opinions they had 
heard. If they were told by any traveller that there 
was an invisible Creator of the Universe, so far as they 
were capable of receiving such an idea, they would 
receive it, and repeat it afterwards when questioned on 
the subject; but so far as he was able to ascertain, they 
had no such idea whatever. They had no desire for 
knowledge, but were contented to go on in their own 
ways. They have, indeed, some vague ideas of the 
existence of unknown powers; diseases, for instance, 
were supposed to be unnatural, and to be caused by 
some supernatural agency, but that was very different 
from the belief in a God. The intellectual capacities of 
those tribes were so feeble that he doubted whether 
they could be made to appreciate or understand what 
was meant by a God.” f

The Rev. F. W. Farrar cites many other travellers 
to the same effect, and in his paper on the subject, 
given to the Anthropological Society, he said—

“ his object in bringing the subject before the Society 
was to obtain testimony on one side or the other. He 
should have been delighted if the opinions he had 
stated, on the authority of various travellers, had been 
refuted by other travellers; and that was his main 
object in bringing the question forward ” (ccxxi.).

Surely, one would think if testimony to the con
trary existed, it would scarcely have escaped the 
search and inquiry of such a widely read critic.

But if all the savage tribes existing to-day believed 
in a God, yet there must have been a time when they 
had no such belief. For if man has evolved, by slew 
degrees, through countless ages, from lower animal 
forms, as science proves, then the belief in a God 
must have arisen at some time sinoe he evolved from 
animal to man. There is no race at present existing 
without a language, yet there must havs been a 
time, during the early evolution of man, when he 
was like the lower animals—speechless.

But the evidence which the Rev. F. W. Farrer 
failed to find, the late Mr, Andrew Lang attempted 
to provide in his book, The Making of Religion (1898), 
in which he attaoks Sir John Lubbock, who, in his 
works Prehistoric Times and the Origin of Civilisation, 
deals with the evolution of religion. He also states 
that these works have been “ confuted ” by M. 
Roskoff, of Vienna, who has devoted one entire 
seotion of his work on the religion of savages to a 
critioism of the same works.

Shortly before his death, Sir John Lubbock (Lord 
Avebury) published a reply to his critics in his last 
work, Marriage, Totemism, and Religion (1911), in 
which he observes :—

“ Mr. Dang’s view of the whole subject is not only 
very different from, but the very opposite of mine. He 
believes that the lowest savages had a simple, pure, and 
beautiful religion which gradually deteriorated ; while I 
believe that our primitive ancestors started without 
religion, and that, speaking generally, as they rose in 
civilisation their religious conceptions rose with them.

* Bonwick, Daily Life and Origin of the Tasmanians, p. 170. 
t Bev. F. W. Farrar, Anthropological Journal (August, 1864), 

coxx.

So far as religion is concerned, Mr. Lang believes in ® 
golden age long past and succeeded by one of «
(p. 156). t

To use Mr. Lang’s own words, among “ the lowe6̂  
savages there exists, not a dootrinal and abstra 
Monotheism, but a belief in a moral, powerful, kin y> 
creative Being.” * “ Turning to races yet higher  ̂
material culture, we find a orowd of hungry an 
cruel gods ” (p. 280). And “ The Supreme Being 
succeeded in advancing civilisation, and under 
influence of animism, by ruthless and 
ghost-gods, full of the worst human qualities. Thn 
there is what me may really call degeneration, mora 
and religious, inevitably accompanying early Pr° 
gross ” (p. 276).

In reply to this curious attempt to read evolui11 
backward, Lord Avebury replies :—

“  Why should men proffer costly sacrifices and brib®8 
to the inferior deities, rather than prayer to t 
Supreme ? What evidence is there that savages eve 
had any living faith in their ‘ High Gods’ or ever o>( 
pray to them ? Mr. Lang’s theory seems most i®' 
probable, and only to be accepted if supported by “ 
strongest evidence. He looks to a golden age in 4 
past; I hope for one in the future. He devotes a con 
siderable portion of his important work on The 
of Religion to cases of clairvoyance and second-sig > 
crystal-gazing, and demoniacal possession, and d*0 
on the stories of Mr. Home floating out at one wind® 
and in at another; of Mrs. Piper, Miss X., etc., ® ‘ 
Speaking of such superstitions, he says : ‘ I regard then1' 
though they seem shadowy, as grounds of hope, or 8 
least as tokens that men need not yet despair. j

“ For my part, I look forward with hope; but »  
were to despair, it would be to see some of our ah'08 
intellects still clinging to the most childish superstition 
of the darkest ages and the lowest savages.” !

Lord Avebury then deals in detail with tb® 
evidence brought forward by Mr. Lang in support cP 
his theory, and shows that it will nob stao 
examination.

M. Roskoff’s attack is somewhat different to Ml 
Lang’s. He attacks Lord Avebury for holding tba 
the lowest savages have no religion whatever-—»® 
interesting question about which many big boo* 
have been written. But, before dealing with tbi 
question, it would be well to understand somethin® 
of the modes and capabilities of thought am°c® 
primitive raoes. w< ManN>

Keats and Colvin.

11.......that special strain of underbreeding which Ko*43
shared with Leigh Hunt.”—Sib Sidnbv Colvin, Times.

Sir Sidney Snob prates of Keats’ “ unbreeding,”
After a hundred years have swelled his fame ;

Dead but five days, e’en snobs will be unheeding 
Alike Sir Sidney’s breeding, birth, and name.

V. B. N.

WHAT ABOUT ADAM? 
Assuredly we must believe

That man has been eclipsed by madam ; 
We bear so much of Christmas Eve,

And never a word of Christmas Adam.

KIKUYU “  HOWLERS.”
A class of London Schoolboys has just been asked * 

write essays on “  Kikuyu.” Here are some extracts . c 
“ The three bishops were overworked and were in need 0 

a long holiday.”
“ They objected to the services being given in Scotch, , 
“ The extreme heat experienced in these districts up3® 

the bishops and made them quarrel.”— Public Opinion.

There is an idea abroad among moral people that they 
should make their neighbors good. One person I have 
make good; myself. But my duty to my neighbor is m'JF 
more nearly expressed by saying that I have to make hi 
happy—if I can.—Robert Louis Stevenson.

* Lang, The Making of Relgion, p. 278. ^
f Lord Avebury, Marriage, Totemism, and Religion, pp, 1"°'
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Acid Drops.

We havo received the following letter from a Staffordshire 
? e*Sytnan, and this seems as good a place as any in wmch 
‘ o deal with it. It runs

"A  week or two ago, when in Birmingham, a man politely 
offered me a new copy (April 5) of the Freethinker, and asked 
me to read it. My being in holy orders accounted probably 
for his offer. Well, Mr. Editor, I have read nearly all of it 
and X am writing to ask why it is published? I could 
saV a good deal more and ask a lot more questions, hut I will 
only ask that and one other. What grounds have we for 
believing that so-called ‘ Freethought ’ (such as contained in 
the issue of April 5) can possibly appeal to men’s intellect, 
"r> rather, to intellectual men ? The man in Birmingham, 

am sure, means well, and he could not have been more 
Polite; but I cannot conceive why he and others should want 
0 busy themselves in such a way.”

B are not surprised that the Freethinker does not appeal 
if6?  Powerfully to a gentleman in “  holy orders,”  although 
o,..as bit the mark now and then even in that direction. 
j,“111' WR Bhould have thought that oven a clergyman would 
„ Ve realised why this paper is published. Its object is to 

y cannot be said in other papers ; and, moreover, 
v what a large number of people feel to be the truth 
n* cannot themselves say—partly because they may lack 
but ^°wer of putting their thoughts into words, partly 

they dare not. The primary purpose of the 
c| "thinker is to tell the truth about religion. And the 
J*®  need to be told this as well as other people. This 

y have been the reason why the Birmingham Freethinker 
ued the rev. gentleman a copy of this paper.

th0D, - ' ^  not forbear a smile at the question, Whether we 
In all * , 6 freethinker would appeal to intellectual men ? 
Hot D B9j10usneRsi whom else should it appeal to ? It does 
taste f er i'0 people’s love of sensationalism, or to their 
play on°H,PrUrienoy‘ ^  ^oea no* *rac*e on ^ e ir  passions, 
SotQo : f ,f ’ r emotions, or make profit out of their fears. To 
To pe f  ec*:s the Freethinker would not, of course, appeal, 
thetogpi ’ i or example, who have been used to soaking 
thetn f Vea *n sermons, and who have seriously come to take 
have u°r ?rea<; intellectual efforts. For sheer brainwork we 
paper ° hesitation in placing the Freethinker beside any 
°°nsid 1D ,®u§Iand ; aud this reverend gentleman would be 
read ¡(.erftMy surprised did he know the class of people who 
is 0tles Pages and more or loss agree with its teachings. It 
World J ” , the carefully nurtured slanders of the religious 
bleu f *, .^ °  Freethinker is a journal written by illiterate 
quest« ’ iterate readers. We would seriously adviso our 
i0t>rnain-er / °  P'ace the Freethinker beside any religious 

*n the kingdom and comparo the quality of both.

Way” a1Iy’ ^hy should we and others busy ourselves in this 
bet, ’. J can only reply, Why not ? Our questioner can
ard nc°ive why we should. So much the worse for him, 
has la i11110'1 the worse for the credit of the training which 
What him *n “ holy orders.”  The promulgation of
sociai . leves to be the truth is one of the greatest of 
of truth*!*'68! ôr the discharge of which the discovery
ha8 coi*bSi°.nly a Preparation
tbo * 1 h°Id of the truth abo------- o—®  ---------- ’

, th, at least more of it than the Christian possesses.
the

The Freethinker believes he 
°f the truth about religion; if not the whole of

abd ri,j l'evillg this, he sets out to enlighten the Christian 
should k ltn. his error. Imagine a Christian minister, who 
Way ® «ways on the look out to convert people to his 
engaged wondering why other people should be
Rethink same work. Or perhaps it is that, as the 
pUPishm 61 ^as no tnture rewards to offer, and no future 
to uudp 6^ a *° threaten, our clerical questioner is puzzled 
Matter ¿atld why anyone should bother himself in the 
>Puch ¿I- And i£ that is so, we can only reply again, so 
creed •we w°r8e for him and his creed. A more human 

have developed a keener sense of social 
hotter an * • ^  would certainly have caused him to
°i ruaterf prCciat0 the efforts of men, inspired by no hopes 
j?°fer Una §ain or public applause, going out of their way to 
a*scerued°n °^iers BOnM of the truth they have themselves

^ilton’g*9 8 concePtion of God was one of hideous malignity, 
v?ere*y puerile.”  Thus writes a penman in the 

^°°th n* rvy^e tho journalist prefers the deity of Bramwell 
°r GlPoy Smith.

Th n -----
i°brnali8̂ ^  Chronicle has been complaining of degenerate 
?t ksins' 1 the part of tho Tory press, which is accused 
llJ Herrin ° ‘ te™ 8 as “ liar>” “ ro8ue>”  “ bully,”  “  traitor,”  
âtalleled ” t0 liberal ministers. Such quotations could be 

easily from the utterances of the Christian

Evidence lecturers, but, as they are only aimed at Free- 
thought leaders, the “ Liberal ”  press never notices them.

Temperance propaganda is very vigorous in America, and 
water is used instead of wine in the communion services at 
the churches. Certainly water would be preferable to the 
red ink and vinegar used in some places of worship.

Mr. G. K. Chesterton suggests the new name of “  The 
Limits” as a suitable one for the modern democrats. As 
G. K. C. adds that “ the devils also believe and tremble ” at 
democracy, we agree that the title is suitable in some eases.

American speakers have a fondness for Biblical illustra
tions in their speech, and frequently the references are 
somewhat apocryphal. Mr. Thornton, the new manager of 
the Great Eastern Railway, in his first speech in England, 
said, “ I have always had a great respect, for Daniel, the 
original lion-tamer. When he was in the den of lions they 
roared, and Daniel smiled because he knew there would be 
no after-dinner speaking.”

According to an insurance expert, the clergy are negligent 
concerning the risk of firo in the churches under their care, 
and do not insure them. This is strange, for the parsons ara 
always shouting “ fire ” in their pulpits.

There is nothing like a good mouth-filling phrase for 
satisfying the ordinary religionist. Here, for instance, is 
one from the Christian Commonwealth. It is given as a 
definition of religion : “  Religion is the activity of a highly 
evolved intuition which pierces to and responds to a super
sensible reality that attracts it.” We take a deep breath, 
and with a slight rearrangement read it backwards. “  A 
supersensible reality attracts a highly evolved intuition and 
constitutes religion.”  It does just as well. That is the 
beauty of a deeply religious formula. However you take it, 
it answers the purpose in an equally satisfactory manner. 
We wonder what Mr, J. Bruce Wallace—the writer of the 
sentence—imagines it to mean ? Try and imagine a reli
gious savage—and all savages are religious—exercising the 
“  activity of a highly evolved intuition ” —which men like 
Spencer and Darwin and Wagner did not possess—and so get 
ting into touch “ with a supersensible reality.” Intuition, 
like instinct, is a word with a meaning, but religious writers 
rarely seem to be aware of what it means. As it is, they use 
it as a cover for the first piece of nonsense that comes into 
their minds. And their readers accept it as profound 
philosophy because they are in the same condition of 
ignorance. ____

Mr. Wallace also discovers that the “ main function of 
science in the service of religion is to destroy effete thought- 
moulds that have become limitations to the religious con
sciousness.”  Really, we were not aware that there was such 
a thing as a “  religious consciousness ”  any more than there 
is a heat consciousness. There is a consciousness of religion 
and there is a consciousness of heat. But this is quite 
another matter. The functions of every human brain are 
absolutely identical, the difference arises solely in the degree 
of development. And as to spience liberating the “ religious 
consciousness,”  we were under the impression that the great 
work of science had been to show that the things which 
were accepted as evidence of the truth of religion were 
really nothing of the kind. That is what science did when 
it killed spiritual agency in astronomy, in geology, in biology, 
in chemistry, in the causation of plagues, diseases, insanity, 
and in other directions. Science has been all along proving 
that phenomena believed to be religious were really nothing 
of the kind. Mr. Wallace may call this the liberation of the 
religious consciousness ; other people, not in the habit of 
drugging themselves with words, will see in it the destruc
tion cf one religious belief after another.

The Vicar of St. Luke’s, Nottingham, has been complain
ing of the behavior of the people who come to his church 
to be married. Some of them, he says, come there in a 
state of intoxication. The vicar says he would much prefer 
that they went to a registry office to get married. This is 
very kind and thoughtful of the Rev. F. J. Taylor, but we 
can assure him that we have never heard of people going to 
a registry office in a state of intoxication to get married. 
Evidently that kind of thing is confined to religious circles.

The Archdeacon of Bath has been warning the clergy 
under his control of the need for adequately insuring their 
churches against fire. What on earth is the matter with 
prayer ?



280 THE FREETHINKER MAT 3, 1011

According to a London evening paper, a blind reporter is 
to report football matches and record his impressions. We 
fancy deaf, dumb, and blind representatives of the ordinary j 
press attend Freethought meetings, for their reports never 
get published.

men who are themselves poor and thin and sentimental who 
give themselves to religion, and the men are reflected w 
their writings. When The Rosary and When It Was Dark, 
and Mr. Harold Begbie’s productions, are boomed because o 
their religions value, what else could we expect but poor 
stuff to be the vogue in the religious world ?

An American missionary named Tridick has been killed 
by a lion near Khartoum. Perhaps he upset the animal by 
singing “ Dare to be a Daniel.”

Writing in Lloyd's Weekly Netvs, the Rev. Charles Brookes, 
vicar of Ravensthorpe, Northampton, says: “  After all, 
death is nothing more than the end of our lives here, and 
that we shall go on living a fuller, freer, happier life than 
any we can hope for here on earth.”  Is this a free adver
tisement of the Kingdom-Come business.

A female patient in the Physico-Medical Institution at 
Kieff, who died, had a temperature of 122 degrees Fahrenheit 
for some days during her illness, and twice it rose to 
140 degrees. The lady should suffer little discomfort even 
if she went to the wrong place.

The Catholic Times is very angry with Sir T. S. Clouston, 
the eminent surgeon. “  With the unashamed and hardened 
ignorance so characteristic of the exponents of modern 
science,”  Sir Thomas Clouston has written of “  the implied 
opinion of the mediaeval Christian Church.......that the re
productive instincts were innately evil, and should be 
repressed and trodden under foot by all religious and moral 
men and women.” This really does not strike us as a very 
serious exaggeration of the facts of the case. What else 
did the celibacy of the mediaeval Church imply if not 
this ? Of course, celibacy was not the only element in the 
mediaeval religious ideal, but it was certainly a very powerful 
and a very prominent one. It was by abstention from 
sexual relationship that most of the “ saints ” showed their 
superior degree of holiness, and their marriage would cer
tainly havobeen regarded as a lapse from a superior to an 
inferior state. Of course, the Church never went so far as 
to brand the reproductive instincts as evil, and Sir Thomas 
Clouston does not say that it did so. But it certainly im
plied that their exercise was a bar to the saintly life. For 
generations the truly “ saintly ” character was a celibate, 
and if that does not imply the relative evil of the repro
ductive instincts, one would like to know what meaning one 
is to attach to it.

In these days of dwindling church congregations, it is 
interesting to learn, from a recent article in the Times, that 
there is a village “ within excursion distance from London ” 
which can boast of a good church attendance. The secret 
lies in the fact that some long time ago a misguided person 
bequeathed a sum of money to be given annually to the 
person who most regalarly attended church. Women gen
erally bear off the prize, and the writer of the article says 
that the one to whom it was awarded last Christmas was 
“  obviously a woman of determination and will.” He says, 
“  her face reminded me a little of others seen waiting outside 
the pit doors of London theatres; it had an expression upon 
it that seemed to Bay, ‘ I am here to get through this busi
ness, and here I stay until it’s done. When will the doors 
open ? ’ ”  Something of the same kind really exists in a 
large number of churches. Presents of groceries and 
clothing given to poor people at many churches are depen
dent upon attendance at Mothers’ Meetings and tho like. 
It would not be at all a bad thing for the railways to 
advertise excursions to the village where church attendance 
is not dwindling. It would be enough of a curiosity to 
attract visitors.

At Llanelly, according to the Daily Mail, six traders pay 
thirteen shillings each, weekly, in fines for trading on 
Sunday. They have been doing this for about six years, 
and the game still goes on. Some of the Justices who 
inflict the fines employ workmen every Sunday. Perhaps 
some of the Welsh Members of Parliament who are so 
frantically anxious for religious freedom in Wales will call 
attention to this sample of Sabbatarianism in action.

Dr. Forsyth says that “  we have religious novels whose 
mawkish sentiment is a real danger. They are more mis
chievous than Tom Jones." More mischievous than Torn 
Jones—one of the strongest, manliest, and sanest novels m 
the language 1 God help the poor devil who can’t rea 
Tom Jones without its doing him a mischief. Books of that 
kind never did, and never will, do anyone harm. When 
Fielding is coarse, he is coarse as naturo is coarse ; but he 
is also tender, and tolerant, and sympathetic, and, above a > 
wise in a degree that divests his coarseness of all harmf® 
tendencies. It is not such books as Tom Jones that are bad 
books. The really bad books, the books that have the most 
demoralising influence, are just those that Dr. Forsyth 
would in all probability commend. Books that are fihe<* 
with false and misleading views of life, of peoplei . 
systems, and of nations, Dr. Forsyth should purify k10 
taste before he again ventures to criticise the first grfa* 
novel, and still one of the greatest novels, in the Engl*8*1 
language,

ItHere is a curious illustration of the value of prayer, 
is taken from an official report by Major Hirst, who 
beon engaged on survey work in the Sundarbaus, 1° 
The Major reports that four men were killed by tig ^ 
“ The first man taken was a religious person, imported 
pray while a surveyor and his squad were at work. 
prayers were supposed to keep off tigers, but either he 
not pray sufficiently or was unlucky.”  Another man 
seized by a tiger, but the surveyor got a brass rule a 
beat it about the head until the man was dropped. r̂ icr.i,;3 
is. Brass versus prayer. Surveyor versus God. The o 
are all in favor of the man and the metal.

The late Cardinal Kopp, the Prince Bishop of Bre8!a ' 
left a fortune of j£350,000. Unless Peter’s sight is f®“ ®  
the former bishop should have some difficulty in g6""1 ° 
through the pearly gates.

A little time ago the Methodist papers were full of 
about the great revival that had been taking place in , 
Church. Now the membership for the year are publish ' 
the great revival has resulted in a decrease of 1,282 memb® 
And significant enough is the fact that there is a deer®8, 
in Cornwall—one of the hotbeds of Methodism in 
country. Tho Methodist Times says that “ these figures 
frankly unsatisfactory and dispiriting.” More so bees 
“ competent observers ” have declared that “ the spirlt n 
atmosphere of the Church has perceptibly been rising-  ̂
We fancy Dr. Scott Lidgett mistakes a consequence _f° 
cause. What is meant by greater “ spiritual fervor ” l3> 
take it, outbursts of revivalistic and evangelical enthusia 
such as the Methodist Times has been chronicling for m8 
weeks. But this does not indicate progress; it means j 
cadence. The better balanced, the more normal, type0 j 
mind forsake the Churches, and as these go other 8 
lower elements are left to express themselves with grea. 
freedom. Religious movements experience the same tm »at®

at®
0uti

in their beginnings. And for the same reason: they 
outside the main current of social life. When they 
brought within its influence this 11 spiritual fervor ” die0 
and religion becomes more or less of a pretence.

Recently a twelve-year-old girl stole half-a-sovereign 
her mother. She spent it in buying cheap jewellery, art'0., ̂  
of finery, and a Bible. Had she purchased a copy of •#* 
Romances there would have been a moral.

“ It is a fact that physicists are, as a rule, more relig'®08 °s 
more superstitious than ordinary men,” says the 
“ Literary Supplement.”  We should like to see the nam 
of the scientists and the places of worship they attend.

11 How is it,” asks the Rev. Dr. Forsyth, “  that so much 
literature connected with religion tends to be poor and thin 
and sentimental ?”  Perhaps the answer may be found on 
the lines of the old maxim that one can’t make a silk purse 
out of a sow’s ear. Religions literature was not always 
poor and thin and sentimental. Some of the strongest 
pieces of writing of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries
were connected with religion. But the world was different 
then. Men of ability and information could still be reli
gious. Nowadays these ape becoming a rarity. It is mostly

Father Robinson, an Australian Catholic priest, wanted^ 
new chalice for his church, and he asked his congregation  ̂
give articles of jewellery, which formerly belonged to 
friends, “ to God in the name of the dear dead.”  Imagine ,g 
orphan Catholic subscribing for candles for the repose of  ̂
parents, and also giving up father’s watch and chain 8 
mother’s trinkets.

Prayer is said to be able to move mountains, but ^ eD^t 
comes to raising cash the bazaar is far more effective. 
Bradford the Baptist ladies have raised ¿62,500 in two yea
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letter"°NBOi—thanks for your sympathetic and encouraging

^In ’a^' i*0“ ’4 remember how much money Spurgeon left,
that y °aSS’ waa a11116 couldn’t carry. You may be sure of

c »lbman.— Enclosure and instructions received, and the 
j  u '  handed over to the shop manager.

I'-iarter ̂ aŜ °W)'—Subscription received and handed to proper

vnriEt,LS’ S°rry we do not know anyone to whom the articles 
A;  a ment|ou would be useful.

pr, BANr>ES'—The Shadow Show, recently reviewed by Mr. 
j  ^ ’ 13 Published by Methuen & Co. at the price of 6s. net.

Was'0'~~if°'ln Stuart Mill's praise of the Jesus of the Gospels 
otl ’ as h°th John Morley and Alexander Bain, beside many 
I'he out, an extremely ill-advised piece of writing,
hiat 1. aracter of the Gospel Jesus is a composite one, and the 
ca ,ria*3 for its construction were to hand for anyone who 
such °° n .̂**ae them. Mill’s intellectual equipment was not 
We 88 ent*tled him to an authoritative opinion on the matter, 
thi n°* attempting to belittle John Stuart Mill in saying 
a S| “Ut only emphasising what should be an obvious truth, 
Suh" y' the greatest man will trip when he deals with 

A le°ts on which his information is imperfect.
A jj ^ inRI0T AND J. G. F inlay.—Received.

8Ple —Sorry to hear of your own indisposition. The
uduj weather we are having should enable you to get rid of 

p o°ld with dispatch.
a0̂ V18*' No apology needed, but pressure of work really does 
p0 i>erm't the time to enter into extensive private corres- 
Wo a*ce except where absolutely necessary. We think you 
of u 3 and many of the pamphlets issued by the Pioneer Press 
on r86 you‘ ®ur shop manager will send you a catalogue 
be LeTnest- There are also propagandist leaflets, which can 

’j ni! acl on writing to Miss Vance, the N. S. S. Secretary.
F».«*CD̂ AB Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 

Tee N 8don'street* E.C.
Fn>.»*TI<lriAL Secular Society’ s office is at 2 Newcastle-street,

C *  i f 0“ '341664’ E'C-with g Berv’°es of the National Secular Society in connection 
ahould uU*ar Eurial Services are required, all communications 

hj, c oe addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.
2 k "8 4or the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 

fj*CTu 'Vca'3*''e-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.
®treet Notices must reaoh 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
insertg,E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be

'Ua'rkl Bend na newspapers would enhance the favor by 
0 Rll_ the passages to which they wish us to call attention. 

p>iorie orI*terature should be sent to the Shop Manager of the 
and Presa> 2 Newcastle-street Farringdon-street, E.C., 

Tae V  t0 the Editor.
office'ef i^ n*:cr w*d he forwarded direct from the publishing 
fates t0 an7 Part of the world, post free, at the following 
tnont,̂ f)raPa'd :—One year, 10s. 6d. ; half year, 5s. 3d. ; three

Sugar Plums,
For * -----*-----

hold th&r* aUS reasoils if* has been found desirable to again 
Qneen, 6 Annual Conference in London this year. The 
hieetin has been engaged for the evening (public)
the comf and ^here will be the usual arrangements made for 
hin0he t0ÏB delegates and visitors, including a Conference 
\Vhit.Q0n' , ^hose who intend visiting the Conference on 

■ ay expedite the arrangements if they will 
Bayins 1®a*ie with the Secretary as speedily as possible, 
stay am i* ' accomm°dation they will require during their 
hsrence ] whether they intend to be present at the Con- 
hhtûhfî  iurieheon. The last item is of importance, as the 

hfust be notified beforehand.

a°d fi ' ec4ur<->s at Failsworth to day (May 3) at 2 45
Bhoula be 
aQd district:

aQ(j  „ —  •oviuuroa as ra im w o rsn  i o u a y  (m ay O )  a t 2 1 0
Bhouldb Admission to both meetings are free. There 
a ^  .a,8°°d attendance of Freethinkers from Manchester

Sotahr6-LondonoOCno , — — open-air propaganda is now in full swing. 
To.aa ,an°hes commenced operations a week or two ago.

(May lecturing under the auspices of the N. S. S. 
Parliam 068 at. Finsbury Park (11.30), Kegent’s Park (3.30), 
hola8 ¡t6D* (3.30). The Kingsland Branch this year
mencj 8 ^nestings both in the morning and evening, com- 

g May. i n Victoria Park Miss Kough commences

the evening meeting with a lecture at 6.15. We hope that 
London Freethinkers will give the lecturers at all these 
stations the support that they and the cause they represent 
deserve.

The splendid lead given to Liberals by Mr. Asquith to the 
deputation that waited on him in connection with the 
abolition of the Blasphemy Laws is not without avail. At 
the annual meeting of the South-East Cornwall Liberal 
Association, Mr. J. A. Eliott moved a resolution to the effect 
that the Association regretted the revival of prosecutions 
for blasphemy and the attitude of the Home Secretary in 
relation thereto, heartily approves of Mr. Asquith’s promise 
to support a Bill for their abolition, and urged the Govern
ment to give special facilities to Mr. Holt’s Bill for removing 
the last remnants of religious prosecution. The resolution 
was supported by Mr. H. Perry Coste, and, among others, a 
Mr. Foot, who announced himself as a Christian and a Non
conformist. The resolution was carried, and we hope other 
Liberal Associations will follow suit.

Sir Arthur Quiller Couch sent the following letter to the 
meeting, which was read by the Chairman :—

“  I am very glad to see that Mr. Asquith has received a 
deputation, and given it—as I understand—assurance of his 
personal desire to repeal the absurd ‘ Blasphemy Laws.’ I 
do not know how far this promise will affect the wording of 
the resolution you propose to submit to the South-East 
Cornwall Liberal Association, but—if X am allowed to 
express a hope—I hope very earnestly that some resolution 
will be passed strengthening the Prime Minister’s hands in 
repealing these odious Acts. My religious opinions are not 
yours. It is as a Liberal Churchman that I detest those 
rusty weapons of persecution. Certainly it seems to me 
that all Nonconformists, whose religious freedom was won 
against just such statutes, should have an hereditary interest 
in destroying them. ‘ Blasphemy ’ is the word used by 
officials of religion, from Caiaphas downward, to silence any 
speech of which they disapproved. It is not creditable that 
these laws have been so often invoked of late under a 
Liberal Government, and I hope the Government will 
redeem its credit in this matter by sweeping the statutes off 
the book.”

“ 1 Blasphemy ’ is the word used by officials of religion, 
from Caiaphas downward, to silence any speech of which 
they disapproved.”  That is well said, and it says in a 
sentence all that can be said.

According to the Bishop of Willesden it is “  the duty of 
the Church to see that justice is done to the workers.” We 
congratulate the workers on this discovery. It will rank 
with Newton’s discovery of the law of gravitation.

Scripture contains many truths. One of them is that 
godliness hath the promise of the life that now is as well as 
that of the life to come. Proofs of this appear almost daily 
in the newspapers. Here are some recent ones. Kev. 
Robert Townson, Worthing, Sussex, left ¿69,165; Rev. 
Walter Francis Lanfear, of Bath, left ¿66,531; Rev. Joseph 
Boord Ansted, of Highbury Hill, London, left ¿611,865. We 
like to see the Bible corroborated.

Mr. Dean C. Worcester, who has written an authoritative 
volume on The Philippines, Past and Present, tells an 
amusing story of popular ignorance of the archipelago. 
Once a lady said to him, 11 Deanie, are those Philippians you 
have been visiting the creatures that Paul wrote his 
epistle to ?"

Mr. T. P. O’Connor, M.P., is a fluent writer, but some
times his pen runs away with him. Writing of John Bright 
recently, he said, “  the most Radical in religion, like 
Gibbons, have often been the most Conservative in politics.” 
Presumably, “ Tay Pay ” meant Edward Gibbon, the 
greatest of all historians; but all his readers may not know 
this.

Reviewing Sabatini’s book on Torquemada and the 
Spanish Inquisition, the Daily Chronicle used the headline, 
“  The Inexplicable Crime Book.” This tender consideration 
for the feelings of Catholics suggests that there are some 
faithful sons of the Church in the neighborhood of Fleet- 
street. ____

The name of the Trinity Brethren is unfamiliar to most 
people. When John Bright, who was a hard-shell Nonoon - 
formist, was President of the Board of Trade, he was asked 
to dine with “  The Trinity.” He nearly had a fit, until the 
matter was explained.
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More Notes.

How easily nations slide into war! I have been 
thinking of this very sadly to-day, ont of doors, 
seeking fresh life and strength, which is all I have 
to do now to complete my recovery from a shaking 
illness. The air is cool and refreshing in the shade, 
the sunshine is balmy and tonic, the sky is a dream 
of tender blue and shimmering opalescence, the sea 
sparkles under the rays of the one real glorious light 
which “  Jighteth every man that oometh into the 
world.” Peace and quiet brood over the scene. 
Everything seems idyllic. The birds thrill the air 
with music and now and then a note of rapture. 
One feels that if optimism is false pessimism is not 
true. Browning sang, or made a happy girl sing, 
“ God’s in his heaven, Ail’s right with the world.” 
And heaps of religionists regard this as a justification 
of God. But is it ? Early this lovely morning I 
heard the boom of guns at sea. Men were learning 
skill in the art of destruction. The screaming gulls 
overhead need little further training. They dart 
with such rapid certainty upon their prey. The 
sweeter songsters of the wood are all more or less 
engaged in nature’s great work of rapine and 
murder. Life is fed by death. Eat or be eaten is 
the general law of animal existence. Behind the 
beautiful palace lies the gloomy slaughter-house. 
Good and evil are relative. They are the systole and 
diastole of the heart of the world. So one must 
not be surprised that the newspapers bring news, 
even on this delightful morning, of arms landed on 
the ooaet of Ireland for one set of religionists to 
fight another with,—or, worse still, of a dispute, 
growing into a quarrel, and now fast developing into 
a regular war between the United States and Mexico. 
The former country was basking in the sunshine of 
peaoe. It was preparing to celebrate a hundred 
years of peaoe with Great Britain. It was making 
treaties of peace right and left with all sorts of 
other nations. But suddenly the sky darkened ; the 
lightning flashed the signals of passion, the thunder 
spoke the voice of anger and haired; and presently 
there began to fall the “ red rain ” which Byron saw 
with his mind’s eye over the field of Waterloo. Yes, 
I repeat, how easily nations slide into war! I am 
not taking sides. I eschew politics in the Free
thinker. I do not read moral or diplomatic lessons 
to President Wilson. He has plenty of advice (it is 
a very cheap article) without- asking for mine. All I 
want to say is what I have said twice already—How 
easily nations slide into war !

* * *
Did you think the millennium was coming ? Many 

voices have been crying “ Peace! Peace!” in my 
time, and Andrew Carnegie has spent millions upon 
it in all the ways of self-advertisement—to say 
nothing of diffusing an interest in American Steel 
Trust Bonds. But how much real good has been 
wrought by all the shouting and agitation? Some, 
no doubt, amongst the better class of minds. The 
“  glory ” of war is less praised than it used to be in 
educated and thoughtful circles. The “ intellectuals ” 
recognise the military spirit as one of the greatest 
obstacles to moral and eooial progress. The “ intel
lectuals,” however, are a small number in comparison 
with the multitude. Their voices are drowned in 
the roar of the crowd. The mob of to-day is little, 
if anything, better than the mob of yesterday. It is 
just as easily practised upon in the name of 
“ patriotism ” to serve the ends of the priests 
of the worship of Mammon, the selfish ambitions 
of pretended statesmen, and the sinister bigotries of 
race and creed. I say in the name of patriotism; for 
patriotism itself is necessarily personal; it is the 
subordination of the individual citizen to the welfare 
of the nation,—not the subordination of the nation 
to the greed, pride, vanity, or other bad passions of I 
the individual citizen. To keep calling your own | 
country the greatest nation on earth is n o t! 
patriotism ; it is vulgar, foolish boasting, and'

usually means that your own country is the greates 
nation on earth because it has the inestimable hono 
of counting you among its native inhabitants.

* * *
No, the millennium of peace, fraternity, and bapp1̂ 

ness is not coming yet. But blessed is he who wor 
for it knowing he will never see it. Let him sm> 
at being called a fool or a fanatio. Man’s ben  ̂
after all, is not placed upon his neok merely to serv̂  
his belly. Evolution is a forward-looking process, 
the self-preservation, which is its basis of develop
ment, is that of the species rather than t 
individual. The friends of progress, I repeat, nW 
smile at being called fools or fanatios by p°°P1(; 
without sense or enthusiasm. Let them thin*. 0 
Shakespeare’s “ prophetio soul of the w id e  won 
dreaming on things to oome ”—and rejoice in the 
electric touch of the Master’s hand.

* * *
My readers may tell me that I am not exactly 

saying what they want to bear. They can road 
about the American and other troubles in the 
newspapers. They expect to hear something abou 
myself in the Freethinker. Yes, but I also have this 
particular thing to impress upon them before the 
opportunity grows cold. Freethinkers must  ̂n° 
despair of the triumph of peace because mankm 
are suoh combative animals. The teaching of evolu
tion shows us that peace must win in the en-- 
Progress in the past is the certain guarantee o 
progress in the future. That the process is slow 
only proves that it is natural. Man is a risen 
animal not a fallen angel. That one sente«00 
explains everything. Understanding it, one has 
patience as well as ardor in the battle of humanity- 

❖  * *
And now for the news about myself. My insomnia 

is the worst complication of any illness I may suffer- 
Influenza, for instance, gives asthma a chance ot 
attacking me, and the insomnia renders them snob 
aid that I have to depend on medical help for sleep- 
When I am free of the influenza, and have fought 
down the asthma, I have another battle to fight f°r 
the restoration of natural sleep. It is no joke, but I 
hate the idea of becoming a slave to morphia or any 
other drug, so I fight with the determination of 
winning. Well, that fight is all over again. I f00i 
under no sort of temptation to indulge in drug0- 
What sleep I get is natural. It is now as good as 
usual. I am gaining strength daily, I am able to 
walk about almost as well as ever, and I hope to be 
soon in tolerable fighting form. I am looking forward 
to seeing my friends again at Queen’s Hall on Whil'" 
Sunday. q . \y. FOOTJ3.

The instant you assign a motive of any sort whatever for 
doing right, whether it be the love of God, the love of man, 
the approval of one’s own conscience, or even the pleasure 
of doing right itself, you admit the principle that the ques
tion relates to the weight of motives.—“ Liberty, Equality' 
Fraternity," Sir J. Fitzjames Stephen.

If you teach a man to keep his eyos upon what others 
think of him, unthinkingly to lead the life and hold the 
principles of the majority of his contemporaries, you mus* 
discredit in his eyes the authoritative voice of his own soul. 
He may be a docile citizen; he will never be a man.— 
Robert Louis Stevenson. ________

Reconstruct, it is said, before you destroy. But you must 
destroy in order to reconstruct. The old husk of dead faith 
is pushed off by the growth of living beliefs below. But 
how can they grow unless they find distinct utterance; and 
how can they be distinctly uttered without condemning the 
doctrines which they are to replace ? The truth cannot bo 
asserted without denouncing the falsehood. Pleasant as 
the process might be of announcing the truth and leaving 
the falsehood to decay of itself, it cannot be carried into 
practice.—Leslie Stephen, “  Essays in Freethinking ana 
Plain Speaking."
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Christian Apologetics.

III.—Ignatius and P oiacarp.
The last two “  apostolic fathers are ^“ a -1 n_ 
Polyoarp. These I will notioe in the or g j h 

On December 13, A.P. 115, the city of Antooc 
suffered from the shocks of an earth qu > emperor
°f the houses were thrown down. narrowly
Trajan, who was then in the city,.J•• J  e(j  the
escaped injury. These shocks were be! " a
Pagan population to be a visitation from heaven,^and
soon the cry “ The Christians to the lions . -
through the city. Trajan was not a persecutor of the Chriof.in—- - 1' Ohristia
p ’ .Popular desire. Ignatius, the bishop of 
"hristian church there was arrested, and on 

December 20

thn “ “ “"̂ ans ; but in this instance he gave way toConnie. J_• . . ' I . the

a ---- ~ was thrown to the wild beasts in the
j-Pjntheatre, to appease the anger of the gods. 
°hu n̂es were afterwards collected by some of his
. —-, and buried in the city. The ablest and most
®arned critics, who have investigated the circum- 
8tances connected, with this martyrdom, are agreed 
?Pun the foregoing points, among whom are Volkmar, 
^'genfeld, Baur, Davidson, and Soholten.

^°w, many years later, some pious Christians
bej in circulation the story that Ignatins, after 
beDf  8®n ênoed to “ the lions,” was sent to Rome in-b oouLenoed to “ the lions,” was sent ------------—
,® custody of ten Roman soldiers, to be cast to the 

" “d beasts there. During this journey, though a 
Prisoner and closely guarded, he is said to have found 
tlme to write
Th

seven 
and also to

long epistles to different 
receive visits from friends.jjrv- V '  — J VJLOAUD A1ULU JLIIDUUD.

Perf1 f gained to his guards, he had apparently 
aiate ■ r̂ee^orn> and was supplied with writing 
nine+ria 8 an  ̂granted time to compose and write the 
the cb cbaPkers contained in the seven epistles. To 
a bo , rob at Rome, for instance, he writes, among 

aP of other nonsense :—it T
i, x write to the churches, and impress on thorn all 

at I shall willingly die for God, unless ye hinder me. 
tli i am wheat of God, and let me bo ground by 

6 teeth of the wild beasts, that I  may be found the
th t ^rea,d °t Christ.......May I enjoy the wild beasts

at are prepared for m e; and I pray they may be found 
ger to rush upon me, which also I will entioe to 

aevour me speedily,” etc.

and̂ v'686 eP*8̂ es> too, are found dogmatic teaching 
e h * * 8 °t church government of a more advanced 
'nets °ter *ban were held in his days. He says, for 
h0cionc®’ to the Christians of Smyrna: “ He who 
d0e rs the bishop has been honored by God : he who 
Berv0aî k * n8 without the knowledge of the bishop 
an re8 tbe ^ ev^'” In another epistle he says : “ Let 
thev Verence beacons as Jesus Christ, of whose place 
beca are ttie keepers.” It was also said that Ignatius
mnH-®ibi8h°P °t Antioch in A.D. 98, and suffered ^tyrdom in A D. 107.
therg01113® now to the so-called Ignatian Epistles, 
to }j are no less than fifteen extant which profess 
are QVe been wr*tten by this martyr: but only seven 
admiHWj00ns^ ere  ̂genuine by any oritio. It is thus 
have 6a by all that eight Ignatian letters whioh 
forgeCOtne d°wn to our day were the work of pions 
by q. 8.‘ Next, of the seven epistles whioh are held 
Ver8i0ri8^an a^vocates to be genuine, there are two 
^ andn8 a long one, and a very much shorter one 
these -b "versions are in Greek and Latin. Of
epiatl ra *̂onal critics are of opinion that the longer 
sborff8 are alccply interpolated versions of the 
Pablisb °,nes Moreover, in the year 1845 Dr. Cureton 
Syria« Ga, three still shorter Epistles, written in 
Upon ’ wb’°h had been discovered not long before. 
Ihotnf6*9,111313̂ 011 *t has been found that all the 
are conf08 *.be " fathers ” up to the fourth century 
-^thu« aiV8 .̂ *n these three shorter Syriac epistles 
eplatle ®01n̂ ng to the fact that the seven long 
Latin a at-̂  I°ur *be sh°rt ones in Greek and 
the eir re ^ewise forgeries. But when we consider 
to have^D13̂ anee8 un<fer whioh the Epistles profess 

dow been written, we are compelled to put them 
^artyrd &S for§eries> written many years after the

The idea of a long journey to Rome, after being 
condemned by Trajan at Antiooh—for that the sen
tence was passed during a visit of the emperor to 
that city is not denied by anyone—is in every way 
perfectly ridiculous. There were both amphitheatre 
and wild beasts at Antioch. Trajan would himself 
be a witness of the races, combats, and the mar
tyrdom. No purpose could be served by sending 
Ignatius to Rome; while the Antioohians would not, 
without protest, allow themselves to be deprived of 
a spectacle that was relished by all in that gladia
torial age. Only a crack-brained Christian forger 
could have originated the Christian story and have 
concocted the Ignatian Epistles. The story was 
fabricated to give countenance to the Letters. 
Hence, since Ignatius is said to have been a bishop 
for nine years, his episcopate would date from 
A.D. 106 to 115.

Polycarp is said to have been bishop of Smyrna in 
Asia Minor for some unknown period preceding the 
year A.D. 165, at whioh date he is stated to have 
suffered martyrdom at the stake. This event is 
recorded in the Ecclesiastical History of Eusebius 
(a d . 325), and in the Paschal Chronicle (A.D. 630) : 
both oompiled from pre-existing documents not now 
extant. An account of the martyrdom is given in 
an encyclical letter purporting to be from the church 
of Smyrna to the catholic churches generally. At 
the end of the letter it is stated that the martyrdom 
took place on the second day of the month 
Xanthious, the seventh before the kalends of May 
(April 25), Philip of Tralles being Asiarch, and 
Statins Qaadratus proconsul. Eusebius says in his 
“ Chronicle ”  that Statius filled the office of pro
consul—which was an annual one—in the sixth year 
of Marcus Aurelius (i.e., A D. 165—166). The latter 
statement is thus in agreement with the History of 
Eusebius and the Paschal Chronicle.

Notwithstanding the latter fact, the great Chris
tian apologist, Dr. Lightfoot, has made strenuous 
efforts to place this event at an earlier date, and, 
with the assistance of a wiseacre named Waddington 
and several unwarranted assumptions and baseless 
conjectures, he has fixed it at AD. 155. But, I need 
soaroely say, that until some real historical evidence 
is forthcoming, I shall adhere to the date given by 
Eusebius and the Paschal Chronicle. The reason 
why Christian advocates endeavor to push back the 
dates of the earliest known Christian writers is 
obvious. These writings usually contain passages 
from a primitive Gospel, which our apologists assert 
were the present canonical evangels. Hence, by 
placing the writings as far back as possible, and by 
asserting that the writers quoted “ freely from 
memory ” from the canonical Gospels, the latter are 
apparently proved to be in existence in much earlier 
times than was actually the case.

Speaking of Polycarp, the early apologist Irenseus 
(A.D. 185) says in his work on Heresies:—

“ But Polyoarp was not only instructed by apostles 
and conversed with many who had seen Christ, but was 
also, by apostles in Asia, appointed bishop of the church
in Smyrna ; whom I also saw in my early youth.......He
it was who, coming to Rome in the time of Anicetus, 
caused many to turn away from the aforesaid heretics 
to the Church of God ”  (Her. hi., iii., 4).

From the foregoing it will be seen that Polyoarp was 
in Rome some time during the episcopate of Anieetus 
(A D. 156—168). How does Dr. Lightfoot, who places 
his martyrdom in 155, get over that fact ? Oh, very 
easily. That distinguished apologist was light of 
hand as well as light of foot, and so took the liberty 
of altering A.D. 156 into A.D. 154, thus giving 
Polyearp time to go to Rome in 154 and return to 
Smyrna to suffer martyrdom in 155.

What Irenseus says about Polyoarp being “ in
structed by apostles ” and made bishop “ by apostles ” 
is, of course, untrue. We have to look at the fol
lowing dates: AD. 28 and A.D. 165. In AD. 28 the 
apostles were men, and probably as old as their 
teacher—thirty years. None of them would be likely 
to be living (or teaching) after the age of ninety— 
i.e., after A.D. 88. In A D. 165 Polyoarp’s life was out
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short by martyrdom, though he is said to have then 
been an old man. Placing his age at martyrdom at 
eighty-five, then he would have been born in A D. 80 
—that is to say, he would have been eight years old 
when the last apostle died. Now, teachers of reli
gion in those days did not give instruction to chil
dren, but to men: neither did the early Christian 
teachers appoint little boys of eight to be bishops of 
Christian churches; they chose mature or elderly 
men who had long been in the church, and possessed 
the confidence of their fellow-churchmen.

The Letter narrating the martyrdom of Polyoarp 
contains twenty-two paragraphs, from which I make 
three short extracts, merely to show the character 
of second century Christian “ history.”

“ Now as Polycarp was entering into the stadium, 
there came to him a voice from heaven, saying, ‘ Be 
strong, and show thyself a man, O Polycarp.’ ”  —  
“  When he had pronounced bis 1 Amen,’ and so finished 
his prayer, those who were appointed for the purpose 
kindled the fire. And as the flames blazed forth in 
great fury, we to whom it was given to witness it, beheld 
a great miracle, and have been preserved that we might 
report to others what then took place. For the fire 
shaping itself into the form of an arch, like the sail of 
a ship when filled with the wind, encompassed as by a 
circle the body of the martyr. And he appeared 
within, not like flesh which is burnt, but as bread that
is baked, or as gold or silver glowing in a furnace.” -----
“  At length when those wicked men perceived that his 
body could not be consumed by the fire, they com
manded an executioner to go near, and pierce him 
through with a dagger. And in doing this, there came 
forth a dove and a great quantity of blood, so that the 
fire was extinguished. And all the people wondered 
that there should be such a difference between the un
believers and the elect, of whom this most admirable 
Polycarp was one, having in our own times been an 
apostolic teacher, and bishop of the catholic church 
which is in Smyrna ” (par. ix., xv., xvi.).

A portion of this Letter is given by Eusebius in his 
Ecclesiastical History (iv. 15). The Letter is chiefly 
of value as showing the kind of legends that were 
in circulation among the Christians of the second 
century, as well as the excessive credulity of that 
age. Polycarp was an orthodox and devout Chris
tian, as may be seen by the following passage in his 
extant Epistle:—

“  For whosoever does not confess that Jesus Christ 
has come in the flesh is Antichrist; and whosoever does 
not confess the testimony of the cross is of the D evil; 
and whosoever perverts the oracles of the Lord to his 
own lusts, and says that there is neither a resurrection 
nor a judgment, he is the first-born of Satan ”  (par. vii.).

There is the true Christian ring about this, which is 
not easily mistaken. Those who do not recognise it 
should go and listen to some of the Christian Evi
dence fraternity anathematising more moral, rational, 
and better informed men than themselves in some of 
the London parks.

From this brief examination of the “  apostolic 
fathers ” we find that not one of the five individuals, 
so called, lived in apostolic times, and that all their 
writings were composed in the second century. We 
also find that the production of those writings was 
in every caBe, save one, connected with lying, mis
representation, and fraud—which primitive Christian 
characteristics plainly indicate how the Gospel 
stories originated. A b r a c a d a b r a .

Puff and Bluff.

A FRIEND of mine recently sent me a copy of the 
Lancaster Observer of March 27, with a marked 
leading article the title of which puzzled me not a 
little. The article was headed “ Two Philosopher 
Heroes.” The combination seemed to upset all my 
previous notions of classification. I was acquainted, 
of course, with the names of a few philosophers, 
such as Kant, and Schopenhauer, and Mill, and 
Spencer. And I had read of the heroes of a thou
sand battles in days of yore, and also of the modern

hero of Mafeking, and that other hero whose imm°r‘ 
tality will ever be linked with that soul-stirring 
song, “ The Cock o’ the North.” But two beroi 
philosophers, or philosophic heroes, who on ear 
could they be ?

There is a firm of hosiers in our northern tow 
who trade under the style of “ The Two W.’s.” " Dj 
as I glanced at the first paragraph of the article» 
found that these philosophic heroes (or purveyors o 
philosophic seoond-hands and misfits, as I afterwar 
discovered) were Two B.’s. It was a curious 00lD., 
cidence. I ransacked my memory to try and re09 
two heroes whose names began with a B, but t 
only ones I oould discover were General Blucher an 
General Buller; but as I had never heard to0! 
names associated with philosophy, I concluded i 
could not be these worthy warriors. If there w0i0 
any two men to whom the title in question mignD 
be applied with any kind of fitness, they were surely 
the Emperor Marcus Aurelius and Julius C®3ar' 
Did not Longfellow say of the latter :—

“  Here was a man who oould both write and fight,
And in both was he equally skilful ” ?

But then the names of these two noble Romans did 
not begin with a B.

As I Bat musing thus (my mind the while wrestling 
with the seeming incongruity of the heading)» 
occurred to me that a perusal of the article migb 
afford some enlightenment. Then I learned that 
these two philosophic heroes were an Englishman 
and a Frenchman, who are at the present time “ tb0 
centres of the world’s attention.” And these tff<J 
brilliant luminaries, who were dazzling the eyes °* 
the world by their philosophic exploits ; this firm °* 
“ Two B.’s,” who had made bankrupt the whole °* 
modern science, whose theological and metaphysic»* 
speculations had superseded all knowledge and a'* 
research, were—Mr. Arthur Balfour and Professor 
Bergson.

This writer on the Observer evidently makes 9 
third hero (although his modesty prevents him from 
mentioning the fact), and, ouriously enough, b18 
name also begins with a B, the title of the trio being 
—Balfour, Bergson, and Bunkum. ,

But let us sample this newspaper scribe’s puff oI 
his two philosopher heroes :—

"B oth of them are defending the ideal, as again8*' 
the crude realism of the age. Both say to science» 
— 1 Your verdicts on the cosmos cannot be final, for y0° 
only deal with the relative. The absolute lies not 1 
your province. Your discoveries are for the moment > 
further discoveries will make them obsolete, perhap8 
absurd guesses at the fundamental verities. Your wo*» 
is in time and space ; ours goes beyond these forms ° 
thought to the timeless and to immortality.’ ”

How thankful, I thought, we all ought to be to out 
fellow-countryman, Arthur James Balfour. After a*1 
the wranglings of philosophers for centuries, aft°r 
all the spiritual and mystical speculations of tk0 
divines, and the futile efforts of scientists to solv0 
the riddle of the universe, it remained for our 
Arthur James to pronounce the final verdict on tb0 
cosmos!

It appears that Mr. Balfour has been giving *k0 
Gifford Lectures at Glasgow. Mr. Balfour’s them0 
was Theism.

" Not the narrow thesis of the sects, not even tb 
common ideas of Christianity. Mr. Balfour expound 
the God of Gods, the Infinite, the eternal, the ey?r 
inscrutable. All that man has evolved of the God-id0® 
Mr. Balfour dissects and explains. Then he synthesis0 
these into a general concept.”

If these be not the common ideas of Christianity» 
at least they are the common phrases that one m00t0 
in theological literature everywhere. The God ° 
Gods, the Infinite, the eternal, the ever-inscrutabl0» 
are the stock-in-trade of every theologian. For ag08 
they have been expounding the Divine, each aooord' 
ing to his own fancy or the desire of his particula 
flock, and it may be safely predicted that 
Balfour’s efforts will only make oonfusion w°.rS. 
confounded. Strange that the writer should tbio 
him to be better qualified to deal with the sub]00
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°f Theism than all the professional representatives 
Christianity. He says :—

“ Mr. Balfour is the fittest Englishman alive for this 
gigantic undertaking. He is a born philosopher. 
Politics has only been an interlude in his life. As a 
young man he wrote that subtle book on Philosophic 
Doubt. Afterwards he devoted years to psychica 
research. He was president of the society of that 
name, and he is still an officer of it, and an active
researcher.”

He is a born philosopher! Before ever he left the 
°are of his wet nurse, or had cut his wisdom teeth, 
e began to have philosophic doubts concerning the 

^ardiots of science. When other children were 
P'aying with their toys, he was toying quite fami- 
,’arly with the Berkeleian philosophy. Long before 
8 reached the age of twelve he could disouss with 
be most learned doctors of the law, and baffle 
bem, And jn jjjy mature age he is “ the oentre of 

"be world’s attention.” The writer continues:—
“  Mr. Balfour is a student of man, as a spiritual, 

mental, and corporal being. He knows how much the 
body affects the mind, and how the mind reacts on the 
body. And he is quite Spencerian in recognising the 
immense influence of environment on both. Thus he 
is fully equipped for his great task of expounding the 
Divine.”

How Spencer’s Unknowable could aid Mr. Balfour to 
expound the Ever-Inscrutable is one of those my3- 
eriea known only to newspaper writers like the 

scribe of the Observer. His eulogy of this politico- 
Pbilosopher really becomes a little nauseating :—

11 Equipped with all science, steeped in all philoso
phies, an expert in psychology and physiology, Mr. 
balfour has a further advantage—he is a religious man.’

^bat was it Goldsmith said of the village rustics 
and the schoolmaster ?—

“  And still their wonder grew,
That one small head could carry all he knew.'

^ou will notice, dear reader, the reason of all the 
cregoing extraordinary puff of Mr. Balfour—he is a 

rRmous man. Ho might, indeed, be equipped in all 
0 soiences, and steeped in all the philosophies, and 

6 an acknowledged expert in all departments of 
ccwledge, but unless he possessed the further 
bvantage of “ being a religious man ” he might be 

®0h-existent so far as the columns of this provincial06,

acoept-

are unable to comprehend the 
They need miracles and marvelB,

t0 j)n’er are concerned. In what way religion proves 
80(Jh an Advantage to a student of soience or philo- 
givi  ̂ We are n°b informed; but to speak of it 
ioteh  ̂ a man Mr. Balfour an advantage over 
iN Q ecfcual giants such as Mill, or Darwin, or Huxley 
Hsli° • ° ° ^  cheer bluff, it is ignorant impertinence, 
has t '011 mus*i have fallen very low indeed when it 
a no ° on hbe wilful misrepresentations of such 

wspaper leaderette writer.
reqo' aPPears that all the pre-Balfourian religions 
ahu f 60 m'ra°Ie8 and marvels to make them aooept- 

to hhe multitude.
'' The superstitious§0(1 Of lDflfixihln lnm

and they are fully entitfed7o”have them."
the'8 Was moBb unkindest cut of all. To teach 
Q0d^e°P*e lor ages to put their trust in a flexible 
hen ’ 0ne who works miracles and marvels for the 
Pilla ^ k*8 people, who turns live women into
divid*̂  8a**i’ w^° “ lakes the sun to stand still, and 
Pass tB wabers °( the sea so that multitudes can 
chow 0rouSh on dry land, who causes the clouds to 
rain 6ff °̂.wn bread from heaven or withholds the 
thin ^  pleasure—to teach the people these 
chatf8 eternad truths, and then, when scienoe has 
thein0re? 8n°h beliefs, to turn round and taunt 
8°met>rlth being superstitious for their faith, is 
orue] tllITg more than unkind—it is heartless and 
stitio* ^  Pe°ple °t Christendom are super- 
theirUfS,.and need miracles and marvels; if they put 
niy8t aith in the tomfooleries of Lourdes or the 
their ri?-a? 0Perations of a Holy Ghost, it is because 
coper?!1-81008 Pa8t°r8 have taught them that these 
gion 8 ‘tions were part and parcel of revealed reli- 
Buddh- n®ex'hle law is a fundamental tenet of 

'8ro> but it is not and never has been part of

Christianity. And neither Mr. Balfour nor any other 
sophist will ever convert the God of the Bible, with 
all his whimsicalities, into a god of inflexible law.

The superstitious need miracles, and “  they are 
fully entitled to have them.” Thus, when they want 
to see water turned into wine, or five thousand 
hungry months fed with only twelve barley loaves 
and a few small fishes; when they want to see a 
man walking upon the water without sinking, or 
ascending bodily up into the clouds; when they 
want to hear a talking donkey, or see a grass-eating 
king walking upon all-fours, the superstitious are 
fully entitled to witness these wonders, or have their 
money returned. But, look you ! Mr. Balfour is not 
in the common religious show business. He is not 
competing with the Archbishop of Canterbury, who 
is probably the fittest Englishman alive to conduct 
the miracle and marvel business. Nor is he to be 
confounded with the swarms of religious fakirs who, 
under all sorts of fanciful titles, trade upon the 
misguided emotions of the ignorant and credulous. 
Mr. Balfour has an “  elite following,” whom he 
dazzles with aerial flights that require a philosophic 
telescope to discern the whereabouts of his move
ments.

Mr. Balfour’s God does not reveal unto babes and 
sucklings what is hidden from the wise and prudent, 
nor does he use the foolish things of this world to 
confound the mighty.

“ Mr. Balfour admits that we can only know God 
through our personal intelligence. The fool’s god cannot 
be that of the wise man, and per contra."

Every man’s “ God ” is thus a reflection of his indi
vidual personal intelligence. Quite so. Mr. Balfour’s 
god is an old gentleman of the aristocracy with 
philosophic doubts as to the validity of the verdicts 
of soienoe, and a conviction that some kind of reli
gion is necessary for the masses. The savage, not 
having any use for “  a synthesis into a general 
concept of all that man has evolved of the God- 
idea,” proceeds to make a god corresponding to his 
crude notions, out of wood or Btone. John Smith, 
the cheesemonger, worships a god exactly corres
ponding to the thoughts and aspirations of—John 
Smith, the cheesemonger. The god of the fool 
(although some fools, according to the Scriptures, 
have repudiated this theistic insinuation as a reflec
tion on their personal intelligence) has all the weak
nesses of his devotee. Which is to say that all gods 
are man-made, and reflect the mental and moral 
characteristics of their makers. Mr. Balfour’s God 
is, confessedly, no exception to the rule, and they 
are all alike useless and unprofitable.

Although this writer has so much to say con
cerning Mr. Balfour’s God (the expression is his), 
when he comes to deal with M. Bergson, he never 
once mentions Theism in relation to the Professor’s 
metaphysics. He is evidently conscious that between 
the “ self-creating universe ” of Bergson and the 
Theism of Balfour there is a great gulf fixed, and he 
very wisely does not attempt to bridge it. M. 
Bergson’s verdict on the cosmos is quite at variance 
with that of Mr. Balfour’s. And if both these phi
losophers say to science,—“ Your verdicts on the 
cosmos cannot be final,” we can reply to these gen
tlemen,—“ Neither can your verdicts on the cosmos 
be final, since they hopelessly disagree. They are 
evidently only guesses, more or less absurd, at the
eternal verities.” Jo s e p h  B r y c e .

“  I followed for one week the reports of events where 
human life was in peril, to ascertain to whom honor was due 
for successful rescues, with this result: Steamer burned at 
sea—rescued by man, 186 ; by God, 0 ; theatre burned— 
saved by man, 412 ; by God, 0 ; mine exploded—rescued by 
man, 77 ; by God, 0 ; railroad accident—victims helped by 
man, 216; by God, 0. And so it goes. God renders no 
assistance when a Titanic goes down, or a lodging house 
burns, or a coal mine gets afire. God could do no less if he 
was dead.” — Truthsei/ctr (New York).



28G THE FREETHINKEB May S, IS*4

¡SUNDAY LECTU RE NOTICES, Etc. America’s Freethcught Newspaper

Notices oi Lectures eto., must reach us by first post ou Tuesday, 
nd be marked “ Lecture Notice” ii not sent onpostoard.

LONDON.
OUTDOOB.

B ethnal Green B banch N. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 
Bandstand): 3.15, a Lecture.

E dmonton B banch N. S. S. (Edmonton Green) : 7 45, a
Lecture.

K ingsland B banch N.S. S. (corner of Bidley-road) : Mr. 
Davidson, 11.30, “ ‘ Kilkenny’ Christians” ; 7.30, “ Pills for 
the Earthquake.”

N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Finsbury Park) : 11.30, Miss 
Kough, a Lecture. Parliament H ill: 3.30, Mr. Hope, a Lecture. 
Regent’s Park (near the Fountain) : 3.30, Mr. Hecht, a Lecture.

W est H am B banch N. 8. S. (outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford, E.) : 7, J. Rowney, a Lecture.

COUNTRY.

s e b k b RT H E  T R U T H
FOUNDED BY D. M. BENNETT, 1873. 

CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 1883-1903.
. E. MACDONALD ... „Inn.. K. WASHBURN „  ... ... E ditorial Contbibuiv

Subscription R ates.
Single subscription in advance _ —
Two new subscribers 5.00One subscription two years in auvance ... ""ovtrs 

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

25 oents per month, may be begun at any time. 
Freethinkers everywhere are invited to send for specimen cop ’

which are free.
THE TRUTH BEEKER COMPANY,

Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books,
62 Vbset Street, New York, U.S-A'

Determinism or Free Will**
I ndoor.

Failsworth (Secular Sunday School, Pole-lane): C. Cohen, 
2.45, “  Some Curiosities of Christian Evidence ”  ; 6.30, “ Chris
tianity and Freedom of Speech.”

St. Helens Branch N. S. S. (Central Caffi) : Saturday, May 2, 
at 7.30, J. G. Hutton, “  The Earth and its Relation to the 
Universe.”

THE LATE
CH ARLES B R AD LAÜ G H , M.P,

By C. COHEN,

Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

A clear and able exposition o f the subject ^ 
the only adequate light—the light o f evolution’

A  Statuette Bust,
Modelled by Bnrvill in 1881. An excellent likeness of the great 
Freethinker. Highly approved of by his daughter and intimate 

colleagues. Size, 6J ins. by 8f ins. by 4J ins.

Plaster (Ivory Finish) ... ... 3/-
Extra by post (British Isles) : One Bust, I/- ; two, 1/0.

-Ill'
CONTENTS.

I. The Question Stated.—II. “  Freedom ”  and “  Will-” 
Consciousness, Deliberation, and Choioj.—IV. Some A 
Consequences of Determinism.—V. Professor James on “ 
Dilemma of Determinism.”—VI. The Nature and Impli°atl°  ̂
of Responsibility.—VII. Determinism and Character.—VI1L 

Problem in Determinism.—IX. Environment.

PRICE ONE SHILLING NfiT-
The Pioneer Press 2 Newcastle-street, E .C .; or, 

Miss E. M. Vance, Secretary, N. S. S.
All Profits to he devoted to the N. S. S. Benevolent Fund.

(Postage 2d.)

The Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street

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

Company Limited by Guarantee.

Registered Offi.ce— 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, LONDON, E.C, 
Chairman o f Board of Directors— Ms. G. W. FOOTE, 

Secretary— Miss E. M. VANCE.

T his Society was orir.ed in 1898 to afford legal security to the 
acquisition and application of funds for Secu.’ar purposes.

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Sooiety’s 
Objects are ;—To promote the principle that human conduct 
should be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super
natural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper 
end of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. 
To promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com
plete secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such 
lawful things as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, 
hold, reoeive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of 
the purposes of the Society.

The liability of members is limited to £1, in case the Society 
should ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to oover 
liabilities—a most unlikely oontingenoy.

Members pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 
yearly subscription of five shillings.

The Society has a considerable number of members, but a much 
larger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will he 
gained amongst those who read this announcement. All who join 
it participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of 
its resources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa
tion that no member, as such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
th Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
any way whatever.

The Sooiety's affairs are managed by an elected Board of
Directors, consisting of not less than five end not more than 
twelve members, one-third of whom retire by ballot) esoh year.

but are capable of re-olection. An Annual General Meeting 
members must be held in London, to receive the Report, 01 
new Directors, and transact any other business that may 

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Sooiety, Lib*1. 
can receive donations and bequests with absolute a0COt’ ^e 
Those who are in a position to do bo are invited to m -r 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favor in *" 
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest apprehensi 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The execut ^
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary corn» 
administration. No objection of any kind has been ra’0e“ jja8 
connection with any of the wills by whioh the Sooiety 
already been benefited. , ¡¡3

The Society's Bolioitors are Messrs. Harper and Battcock, 
Rood-lane, Fenohnroh-street, London, E.O. ^

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient form ^
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators :—“  I giv0J*_
“  bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum of * , -  
“  free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a receipt s'§ne<1tary 
“  two members of the Board of the said Sooiety and the Sec-0* g 
“  thereof shall be a good discharge to my Exeontors f°r 
“  said Legacy.”

Friends of the Society who have remembered it in their 
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the Secretary^ 
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, who 
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not necess  ̂
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get loBt or mislaid. 
Iheir contents have to be established by competent testimony'
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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.

8«oM ary: Miss E M. Vanca, 2 Newcastle-fit. London, E-C.

Pplncipies am! Objects.
Secularism teaches that conduct should be based on reason 

knowledge. It knows nothing of divine guidance or 
‘Qterference; it excludes supernatural hopes and fears; it 
tegards happiness as man’s proper aim, and utility as msmoral guide.

Secularism affirms that Progress is only possible through 
hibatty, which is at once a right and a duty; and therefore 
seeks to remove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom ot 

ought, action, and speech.
secularism declares that theology is condemned by reason 
superstitious, and by experience as mischievous, and 

assails it as the historio enemy of Progress.
secularism accordingly seeks to dispel superstition; to 

pread education; to disestablish religion; to rationalise 
Ujorality; to promote peace; to dignify labor ; to extend
fe r ia l  well-being; and to realise the soli government of tbe people.

!<%-*- p0ïs°a
Membership.

eligible as a member on signing the

b *re join the
Proî \.myseii' >t admitted as a member, to oo-operato in 

Blohng its objecto,“
Piödo„VAtJHlr° *ü join the National Secular Society, and I

Name.

FREETHOUGHT PUBLICATIONS.

L ib e r t y  a n d  N e c e s s it y , An argum ent against 
Free Will and in favor of Moral Causation. By David
Hume. 32 pages, price 2d., postage Id.

T h e  M o r t a l it y  o p  t h e  So u l . By David Hums. 
With an introduction by G. W. Foote. 16 pages, price Id.,
postage id.

A n  E s sa y  on Su ic id e . By D avid Home. With 
an Historical and Critical Introduction by G. W. Foote, 
price Id., postage id.

F ro m  Ch r is t ia n  P u l p it  to  Se c u l a r  P l a t f o r m . 
By J. T. Lloyd. A History of his Mental Development. 
60 pages, price Id., postage Id.

T h e  M a r t y r d o m  o p  H y p a t ia . By M. M. Manga- 
sarian (Chicago). 16 pages, price Id., postage id.

T h e  W is d o m  op  t h e  A n c ie n t s . By Lord Baoon. 
A beautiful and suggestive composition. 86 pages, reduced 
from Is. to 3d., postage Id.

A  R e p u t a t io n  op  D e is m . B y Percy Bysshe 
Shelley. With an Introduction by G. W, Foote. 32pages, 
price Id., postage id .

L i f e , De a t h , a n d  I m m o r t a l it y . By Percy Bysshe 
Shelley. 16 pages, price Id., postage id .

A dtirsu.......
Pupation ..................
***** ............... day o f. .190.

This Declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary 
- “ a subscription.P.S.-

a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every 
his v, r 18 to fix his own subscription according to 

eans and interest in tbe cause.

They ...Immediate Praetieal Objects.
khourejj^o^i“ 1̂ 011 ot Bequests to Secular or other Free- 
heteiYjfi *oci©ties, for the maintenance and propagation of 
conclif °X °Pmions on matters of religion, on the same 

a8 8t|ply to Christian or Theistio ohurchas or

neljgp. ^°t*tion of the Blasphemy Laws, in order that 
out feaD r? ay ka canvassed as freely as other subjects, with- 

The try ®ne 01 imprisonment.
Ohm,,,!. ^establishment and Disendowment of the State 

f 8 ln England, Scotland, and Wales.
¡u Sch4 , iti°n of all Religious Teaching and Bible Reading 
by or other educational establishments supported

°kildrR̂ ^en*n8 °t ail endowed educational institutions to the 
^he / <aud y°ath of all classes alike, 

of gn f^or°gation of all laws interfering with the free use 
Siĵ j ay ior the purpose of culture and recreation ; and the 
and a ^°Pening of State and Municipal Museums, Libraries,

A r fGalieri68’edoai ¡et0!fm of the Marriage Laws, especially to secure 
and •,-.lce f°r husband and wife, and a reasonable liberty 

The i  ty °-£ divorce-that an ,̂ aalisation of the legal status of men and women, so
The p^otsmay be independent of sexual distinctions. 

lr°iu tp r°‘e°tion of children from all forms of violence, and 
411086 wbo wcm!iI make a profit out of their

£oate^u„k°li4'on.°f a11 hereditary distinctions and privileges, 
lst°therh0oa aPir*̂  antagonistic to justice and human
¡htio,̂  rovoment by all just and wise means of the con- 
111 town dady 1ife ior 4ile masaes oi the people, especially 
^ellinc,3 aild cfties, where insanitary and incommodious 
Weaknef8' antf .the want of open spaces, cause physical 

The p8 and .ch0tjash and the deterioration of family life, 
‘tself £0 r?Jn°tion of .he right and duty of Labor to organise 
CW t o  j 8 moral and economical advancement, and of its 

The q, Protection in such combinations.
•bent in .r îtution of the idea of Reform for that of Punish- 
fouges treatment of criminals, so that gaols may no 
hut pla(,e  ̂aces of brutalisation, or even of mere detention, 
those wir °* physical, intellectual, and moral elevation for 

An gxt° ar? afflicted with anti-social tendencies, 
them hu> SUa*on °f the moral law to animals, so as to secure 

The p?ana treatment and legal protection against cruelty, 
tbtion 0a “ lotion pf Peace between nations, and the substi- 
hationa| ¡y. "̂'tration for War in tbe settlement of inter -

F o o t s t e p s  o p  t h e  P a s t . Essays on Homan 
Evolution. By J. M. Wheeler. A Very Valuable Work. 
192 pages, price Xs„ postage 2|d,

B ib l e  St u d ie s  a n d  P h a l l ic  W o r s h ip . By J. M. 
Wheeler. 136 pages, price Is. 6d., postage 2d.

U t il it a r ia n is m . By Jeremy Bentham. An Impor
tant Work. 32 pages, price Id., postage £d.

T h e  Ch u r c h  Ca t e c h is m  E x a m in e d . By Jeremy 
Bentham. With a Biogrophical Introduction by J. M. 
Wheeler. A Drastic Work by the great man who, as 
Macaulay said, “ found Jurisprudence a gibberish and left 
it a Science.” 72 pages, price (reduced from Is.) 3d, 
postage Id.

T h e  E sse n c e  o f  R e l ig io n . By Ludwig Feusrbaoh. 
“ All theology is anthropology.”  Buchner said that “  no 
one has demonstrated and explained the purely human 
origin of the idea of God better than Ludwig Feuerbach.” 
78 pages, price 6d, postage Id.

T h e  Co d e  o p  N a t u r e , By Denis Diderot. Power
ful and eloquent. 16 pages, price Id., postago Jd.

L e t t e r s  o p  a  Ch in a m a n  on  t h e  M is c h ie f  of
M issionaries. 16 pages, price Id., postage id.

B io g r a p h ic a l  D ic t io n a r y  o p  F r e e t h in k e r s —  
Of AH Ages and Nations. By Joseph Mazzini Wheeler, 
355 pages, price (reduced from 7s. 6d.) 3s., postage 4d.

A P h il o s o p h ic a l  I n q u ir y  Co n c e r n in g  H um an  
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. Cloth, Is. ; paper, 6d., post Id.

PAMPHLETS BY C. COHEN.

A n  Ou t l in e  op  E v o l u t io n a r y  E t h ic s . Prioe 6d,, 
postage Id.

So c ia l is m , A t h e is m , a n d  Ch r is t ia n it y , P rice id ., 
postage id,

Ch r is t ia n it y  a n d  So c ia l  E t h ic s . P rice Id.,
postage £d.

P a in  a n d  P r o v id e n c e . P rice Id., postage ¿d .

THE PIONEER PRESS,
2 Newcastle-street Farringdon-street, London, E.C,
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THE BIBLE HANDBOOK
F O R  F R E E T H I N K E R S  A N D  E N Q U I R I N G  C H R I S T I A N S .

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

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

W ELL PRINTED ON GOOD PAPER AND WELL BOUND.

In Paper Covers, SIXPENCE—Net.
(P o st a g e  l|d.)

In Cloth Covers, ONE SHILLING-Net.
(P o st a g e  2d.)

ONE OF THE MOST U SEFU L BOOKS E V E R  PUBLISH ED.

IN V A L U A B L E  TO FREETH IN K ER S AN SW E R IN G  CHRISTIANS

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

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, £d.; 6 copies, l|d.; 18 copies, 3d.; 26 copies, 41. (parcel po3t)

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 oopies, l jd . ; 18 copies, 2|d.; 26 copies, 4d. (parcel poat).

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

Postage: Single oopy, Jd.; 6 copies, l jd . ; 18 oopies, 2|d.; 26 copies, 4d. (parcel 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.
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