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kee ®s sa/ e> and nothing else is safe ;  and he who
%of,S ii’wife or withholds it from men, from
m z*1f,s ° f  expediency, is either a cowardw both—F. Max Mullee. or a criminal,

Man’s Greatest Blunder.

^  last 8 artiole dealt with a remark by Pro-tgggr*v, t r  —  M M iiU iU  UUdlUJ W l t X l  £U I.'t3 111 1'K U y  -IT XU -
in , Boffding to the effect that the Freethinker, 

acainR religion, ignored one of the deepest of 
ttia cn ^ee^8- In that article I tried to show that 
it j ou ^ °nly be accepted as trne in the sense that 
®lreeHcn>i°n® earliest of human beliefs. Every 
abuQdT er.wi11 a^mit it8 antiquity, but there is 
u‘ ilitv M Vidence a6a*nst both its veracity and its 
the tr tE aD^ w^ ° ^ ave despaired of establishing 
its '1 j religion have, nevertheless, pleaded for
t̂tione ffu 68S— ^  no*5 now> ab some future time. 

f®Baor T 80030 aro bo be reokoned such men as Pro- 
Botk Frazer and the late Walter Bagehot.
bheorvSU?b)?rbed bhe thesis that, while false as a 
Vari0Q religiQos beliefs had served to strengthen 
tioQ 8 U80iol customs by attaching to their infrac
t s  h uPernatural penalties. If this were true, 
t°geth rt3Qbol customs that have been perpetuated, 
relinjQ0r w*bh the obstruction to reform offered by 
the ol ? 8 ta rs , would be more than enough to balanoe 
only *». Bat even though true, the apology would 
8taeen « t  Fuman societies in the very earliest 
detQ0n °,£ calture. Above these, I think it may 
of the8tra'ied bb0 religious idea represents 1 
" ad6 .greatest and most disastrous blunders 

^haif • 0 ^oman intelligence. 
fashiQ . 13 bbe essence of religion ? The modern 
tri0a. , 18 80 to define religion that it becomes inex- 
of eoc/c o n f aBed with ethics, or with various aspeots 
oloRv la‘ Hi0. It is, we are told in the cant phrase- 

j the contemporary pulpit, a life.
This i ’ D°^ wbiab we believe, that is 
ieli„i 3 ^aite wrong. Morality, if not 
Miat w' 18 c.ertaillly independent of it. 
believ 6 *8 to some extent affected uy wiittiu we
istr^g’ 80metime8 powerfully affected; but this 
htujjg °b religion, not as religion, but only as one of 
ap i(je° Us ideas. And essentially religion centres in 
expr a' There is a religious life only as that idea 
hev6r 808 it8elf in conduct. If we can conceive man 
aatur C0D1ing to any definite oonolusions about the 
a0y °b the phenomena around him, never forming 
OonCej6a as to their causes, we should be unable to 
have ¿Ve rebbgi°n coming into existence. He would 
gariQ(18vei°ped as a oreature of instinots only, gre

be 
one 

ever

It is what 
important, 
anterior to 
Of course, 

by what we

8> r i o u s some of the lower orders of life are 
and with habits that, although un- 

but he never wouldhave0^10^’ w°uld preserve life ;
B elie f“  religiou8- 

D°tl01 osi°n Oommences when man arrives at certain 
If the8 °i18 eo°cerning the causes of phenomena. 
°6ives fK ad keen oonceived as modern science con- 
Bgf j tv.01’ i“*1611 religion would never have arisen. 
8heer : 806 9iroum8banoes of the oase this was a 
Mth qf3I)0.88ihility. Early mankind finds itself faoed 
ahd fhi e8bi°n8 to which some answer must be found, 
8,8 auiJ aQswer is given by what is generally known 
^°rked l8ni- Not that this philosophy of things is 

° ub as a modern theory is elaborated. The

philosophy that represents primitive man speculating 
on the nature of things is quite false; the conclu
sions that face us as religion, are in all probability 
reached in the semi-conscious way that even modern 
man registers the results of his daily experience. 
The attitude of a domesticated animal in the pre
sence of unusual sights or sounds probably gives us 
a fair pioture of the earliest type of mankind con
fronted with anything that roused his fears or 
awakened his curiosity. It is the accumulated pres
sure of experience that generates beliefs; a con
sciousness of their existence is in the nature of a 
disoovery.

But a conclusion was reached by man. The world 
was alive, or rather it was made up of a number of 
living forces, with whom man must come to terms. 
This conclusion we now know to have been a radically 
wrong one, bat it was one of the most important in 
the history of the human intellect. It meant that 
the first step had been taken in the attempt to 
understand the world, to give a rational aocount of 
phenomena In reality it was the beginning of 
scientific thinking. Later ages have corrected the 
error made by primitive man, bat in the beginning 
it had its use. It codified experience, and so paved 
the way for future corrections and more correct 
theories. But the great thing was that the world 
should be conceived as amenable to a plan; whether 
the plan accepted was right or wrong was really a 
matter of secondary importance. The religious 
hypothesis was the most important, the greatest, 
and yet the most necessary blunder ever made by the 
human mind.

Had religion— this primitive science of nature—  
been held as later scientific theories were held, the 
history of mankind would have been very different. 
The older hypothesis would have yielded place as 
later and better ones were framed. We should then 
be able to treat religion in the same spirit that we 
treat the early and discarded theories of the scienti
fic investigator. But there were two factors that made 
this impossible. One was fear, the other was self- 
interest. All the early religions are based, more or 
less, on fear, and fear has remained the chief in
gredient of all historic religions. Man began to 
worship the gods beoause he feared their malevolence. 
Nor was their anger of a discriminating character. 
If one person offended, the whole of the tribe might 
be punished; and to guard against offence became 
one of the most important of duties. It was in this 
way that the main road to improvement was blocked. 
To doubt the gods became a tribal offence. Heresy 
was the greatest of crimes. Thousands of genera
tions have passed since, but the feelings generated 
in this manner persist to-day.

Next, there is the feeling of self-interest, sometimes 
of the individual, but very often that of a class. The 
thinkers among mankind have ever been the few, and 
there is no reason for doubting that the earlier 
priesthoods inoluded the bulk of the most serious 
thinkers, and that the available knowledge was kept 
from the many in the interests of a special class. 
But this policy, from whatever reason adopted, 
involved a position of aggrandisement, and, onoe 
seoured, such a position is not easily surrendered. 
Thus a priesthood growing in power, and clinging 
with all the tenacity of a vested interest to its privi
leges and possessions, would act as a constantly
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opposing force to any new idea that threatened its 
seonrity. In this way the two factors, fear of 
change, and love of power and possession, have com
bined to prevent in religion that process of modifica
tion, rejection, and addition which has been so 
gratifying a feature in the history of science.

Whatever utility religious beliefs possess can, 
therefore, only exist in the very earliest stages of 
culture. At every subsequent stage they act as a 
drag upon the mind and an obstruction to progress. 
This is observable even amongst savages, with whom 
deviation from the customary rites is the most diffi
cult of operations. In all the early civilisations we 
can see how senseless customs were perpetuated, and 
the introduotion of new ones prevented, from the 
same fear of offending the gods. Even freethinking 
Greece and Rome felt the weight of the same 
incubus, although the restless intellect of the one, 
and the practical genius of the other, reduced the 
obstructive influence to a minimum. A change came 
when various causes combined to place religion once 
more as a commanding influence in life, and Chris
tianity became the established religion of the 
Western world. The primitive blunder was re
established, and how repressive that influence was 
can only be gauged by those who are sufficiently 
acquainted with the history of scientific ideas to 
know how much had been discovered in pre-Christian 
times. It is simply beyond question that, whatever 
the precise responsibility of the Christian Church, 
its undisputed reign coincided with the most 
ignorant and deplorable period of civilised history.

After Greek and Roman thinkers, Christianity. 
After light, darkness. After civilisation, barbarism. 
Starting from next to nothing, the anoient world had 
built up a huge fabric of actual knowledge and 
suggestive speculation. W ith this to hand as a 
possible foundation for further development, Chris
tianity gave os— the Dark Ages. Against this solid 
fact ail the apologists for the religion of the Dark 
Ages struggle in vain. On the most favorable view, 
a Church that could allow freedom of thought to be 
stifled, civic life and sanitation to decay, learning to 
die out, and the arts of civilisation to disappear, 
ought not itself to have survived. W ith such a con
dition of things, mere survival is little short of a 
disgraoe; it argues, at least, passive aoquiesoence 
with what occurs. But to be in a position of power 
right through this period of degradation argues more 
than acquiescence; it is proof of participation.

There is no real escape from the conclusion that 
the blighting influence that rested on Europe for so 
many centuries was its religion. Other oauses may 
be found, but this is the dominant one, and it shel
tered and strengthened others. Consider that the 
death of the anoient civilisations meant not only 
a loss of actual knowledge; it meant also the loss of 
a mental habit— of the habit of facing the world as 
something to be studied and conquered, and its 
replacement by habits of mental servility and 
oredulity. W ho would trouble after knowledge 
when its acquisition might mean imprisonment or 
the stake ? W hat was the use of considering social 
improvement when the Church sat enthroned above 
all, sucking from sooiety its very life-blood ? Europe 
was palsied by its religion ; robbed of initiative by 
its belief. Ranke, a fairly cautious writer, calcu
lates that the reign of the Catholic Church cost 
Europe over ten millions of lives. All these were 
not, of course, thinkers, but many were, and their 
fate offered little encouragement to others. And in 
the end it was the little of the Greek and Latin 
writings that survived the storm whioh enabled 
it to partly liberate itself from the cramping 
influence of Christianity.

Religion commenced in a blunder. Of the truth 
of that there can be no doubt. It was only one of a 
host of blunders that man was bound to make before 
he reached tru th ; but it beoame the most fatal of 
all. It hangs over primitive life like a pall. Having 
created the gods, man finds them everywhere in his 
path. They demand continuous sacrifice in this 
world; they threaten him with penalties in the

June 7, 1914

next. Every attempt at improvement meets w 
the same obstacle. In uncivilised and in civi 
times the consequences of the initial blunder P6!-81̂  
It persists not alone in direot suppression, bat in 
perpetuation of a frame of mind that is all bQt ^  
to orderly progress. The race has been taug 
look to religion for guidance, a religion that is P 
meated with fear; and fear perpetuates ignora  ̂
as ignorance in turn perpetuates fear. lo ear^ 0 
times the gods demanded human saorifioes. 
have outgrown that, but we still continue to ®aor* 
the mental and moral freedom of man to the g 
oalled into existence by the stupid blunder^ of  ̂
savage forefathers. q  COHEN.

Orthodoxy Self-Condemned.

It is an incontestable fact that all attempt® 
establish ths truth of Christianity, ■ ° are
before the bars of logic, history, and e th ic s»^  
demonstrated to be signal failures; and by j-' 
tianity we understand the religion expressed 1 ^
oreeds and conciliar decisions of the Church. ar0
this it follows that Christianity and orthcid1°jx̂ n0J 
interchangeable terms. It is sometimes main jjfied 
that the simple religion of Jesus is not exe £e0t¡ly 
in any existing Churoh, which may be per 0f 
true; but it is also true that we have no meag y0n 
ascertaining what the religion of Jesus was. ^  
on the assumption that the Four Gospels ar0jrOpi 
torical documents, there is no possible escape r, 
the conclusion that what they contain is an } ¡.jjey 
pretation of what the authors believed, or wba ^ 0 
wished their readers to believe, to have b e e n e 
religion of Jesus. The Epistles offer us two or ' ^  
further interpretations of the same, ana _0b? 
appealed to different types of believers, bb® fBy 
becoming subjects of controversy. The oontro ^  
lasted for many centuries, giving rise to onsp 
able hatred, bitterness, and persecution. ¿9y 
long run, the Pauline interpretation carried ^.uglio 
and became the organised religion of the Caĉ  ŷ 
nhnrrth. This ir whn.fi is nnw nffifiiftllv v»fl1)0UUU1UU. J.UIO AD VY JuuU ACS ilUYV ~ i - JJV

Christianity, the truth of which we declare ¡j 
insusceptible of verification. It is contended t ^  flf 
rests upon certain alleged hisborioal faots, nob o ^ ¡, 
which can be supported by a single shred o ^  
dence. Of course, there was a time when the ^  ^  
bowed its knee either to an infallible Church ^  
an infallible Book, giving ready assent to ¿fobb- 
the one or the other, or both, presented as the 
Those were the Ages of Faith, during ^eto- 
criticism was practically unknown. When in-0 
ism arose in th9 Catholic Church and by lte ¡pj. 
employment of the severely critical metbo  ̂
perilled her future, she put her foot do^vo 
stamped it out. The Anglioau Church Is 
hard to treat the elaim of Liberalism within 410 fl0J 
borders in the same manner ; but she will not so s 
beoause she lacks authority. The Bishops mw  * 
what resolutions they please when they ni® ^ 0y 
Convocation, but they know well enough tba ^ 3 
have no power to put them into operation- ^ p  
clergy of the Church of England are no al-s 
required to sign the Thirty-Nine Articles. T? 
merely asked to make a general and vague de .p0g 
tion of assent to them as containing doe 
“ agreeable to the Word of God.” . fjj»b

Another peculiarity of the Anglican Church 1 
she pretends to be in favor of criticism whii® 8 a0gB 
to suppress it. Bishop Gore, for example, den° ^  ftp 
the views of those who no longer regard Jesus p 0 
infallible teacher as contrary to sound doctrine- 
refers to The Eschatology of Jesus by Dr. D pf- 
Jackson, and The Miracle of Christianity j

disagree P ^ V * ®  
because I ® P * b0?

&Bethune Baker, and says:
“ I have tried to show why I 

with the critics in question— not beoause * ” e'Bt, V'il 
the application of criticism to the New Testa*“ ̂  1*
because I do not think that their criticism is s?0llat 
is based, it seems to me, on a mistaken view ot v
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n „ phvistian belieflaw, and on something much less than a j  ~ 9). 
in God” (T he B asis o f  A n g lica n  Fellow ship,

In reality the Bishop does object to the a
of criticism to the New Testament. nt. He
Higher Critic in relation to the Old history; he 
does not believe the Book of Jonah jete with
admits that the Historical Books bsb t v  and he
ajth ana legend and poetry aodk «nvone else to 
does not “ wish to define, or ask J legend or 
define, where history passes hao shown ns
®Jth” ; he even allows that ontuiis of the

that a great part of the Hisb°rl?al bat gives us 
Old Testament is not strict h*s nails “ ideas in 
ydiat St. Gregory of Nyssa admira , himself
?«<«■» ol L L m« ” ; i " ‘ 5 ea S e e  » « -  fo see quite clearly the broad Testa
t e  Ola Testament as nronheov and the ment - as prophecy and the New Testa-
IT“ 1, as fulfilment in fact.”  And yet he is not 
.holly blind to the fact that even in this holy of 
“ Tt*6? o£ Scripture criticism has done some good. 
, has, I think, shown us that there is one pseu- 
" ° “ymous book in the New Testament, the Second 
M>istle of St. Peter, and that there are discrepancies 
'Qd errors of detail in the narratives of the New 
Aestament.”

So far ao good, but at this point the critic is driven 
hy the theologian:—
. “ When the element of fact becomes of supreme 

significance, in the region of the Incarnation, there also 
‘he historical evidence is adequate and, to my mind, 
convincing ” (The Basis, p. 22).

of i ? 6 name of reason, what “  historical^ evidence 
the Virgin Birth or the Resurrection is there, or 

2 ?  ,^ere be ? Joseph and Mary were apparently 
in ^  ignorant of the former, and there is nothing 

®h°w that they believed in the latter. Dr. Sanday 
opon that extract as “ one of the indications 

fro i 1 raise my doubts as to the real flexibility and 
CHfed-m £ro“  h ^ s of the Bishop’s historical 

toiam.” The great scholar adds :—
“ The wholesale and over-emphatic references to the 

ccnclusiveness of the evidence are not promising o 
eye of a scholar. The wish is too evidently father t 
tbe thought. If the Bishop brought the same clear- 
B'ghtedness to bear upon the study of the New es 
?*e“ t that he has brought to bear on that of the Old, 
1 submit that various expressions would have been con- 
sjderahly chastened” (B ishop G o res  Challenge to
Vriticism., p. 12).

Jhe curioua thing about Professor Sanday is that 
b*s theology and his criticism are utterly independent
ut eaoh -
Q‘ °ss w'th^er‘ ^  cr£b£o he hft3 ma^e decided pro- 
groWa j1 bln fbe last few years. He has gradually 

an °  "  convietion that it is impossible to
° £ea1, line of demarcation between the New 

¿ .* 7  au<̂  the O ld ; nay, that the New Testa- 
*bfln0n 080 be oven more liable to the same bind of 
Iesta 6Sf aa b£le Old, because, w'hereas the Old 
^rifin e“ p Wl’Hers shaped their own methods of 
^ifcer« ,  8tory £or themselves, the New Testament 
^68fcatn io^“ wed throughout the model of the Old 
Birth th°fc’” Oonsequently, he rejects the Virgin 
la ad’ be Resurrection, and the Ascension, as well 
'°?ian hŜ r contra naturum miracles. But as theo- 
^hile d6 -s sbo°d quite still all through the years. 

(| enying the Virgin Birth, he thus writes :—
I beh-~6^ar<£ £o £be birth of our Lord, I  would say that
I do 16V|.e mos* emphatically in his supernatural birth. 
ju ev£l<1 u doubt that the birth of our Lord was sanctified 
Con aiy Physical respect in the most perfect manner 
w0rjVVabk. The coming of the Only-begotten into the 
o f coubl not but be attended by every circumstance

? 6,ah for
Whatever the Virgin Birth can spiritually 

us is guaranteed by the fact that the Holy 
alj 0.Was divine. Is it not enough to affirm this with 

i heart and soul, and be silent as to anything

V . v  ” (16id" pp,19,20)'1,8 V «  Canon Sanday be good enough to inform 
?Veilt v, 7® means by a supernatural birth ? Can an 
•8 hot iq. natural and supernatural ? If a birth 
ls hot th ural>*8 H not of necessity ««natural; and 
hfttQfjJ 9 wwnatural, by the same necessity, also anti- 

£t seems to us that the erudite gentleman

strains out the gnat and swallows the camel. W hat 
is the use of denying the Virgin Birth, the Resur
rection, and the Ascension, which are intelligible 
events, however incredible, while affirming a super
natural birth, a spiritual resurrection, and a sym
bolical ascension, events as unintelligible as they are 
unbelievable ? Fancy this statement being made by 
a real critic :—

“ That the Risen Lord as Spirit still governed and 
inspired his Church is proved beyond question, if by 
nothing else, by the first-hand testimony of St. Paul—  
not only by his own experience, but by the experience 
ef the Christian Church around him. All this, I  repeat, 
is verifiable history ” (Ibid , pp. 20, 21).

Surely Dr. Sanday must have forgotten all about 
historical criticism when he penned that extraor
dinary sentence. All that is verifiable about the 
Churches organised by St. Paul is that they were 
composed of men and women of whom the organiser 
himself testified that they were contentious, cen
sorious, disorderly, drunken, litigious, incestuous, 
and who are yet known to have regarded themselves 
as the elect of heaven, while looking down with 
contempt upon the Pagan world as a world aban-* 
doned by the God of love and governed by evil 
spirits. All this, we submit, is verifiable history, 
while the talk about the Risen Lord as a Spirit 
governing and inspiring his Church is uoverifiable 
though very pious rhetoric.

Yes, Christianity, like every other supernatural 
religion, is self-condemned, and even such apologists 
as Dr. Gore and Dr. Sanday only succeed in making 
this fact more apparent. Bishop Gore says, in effect, 
to the critics: “ W e give you full liberty to demon
strate the fact that the Old Testament is made up 
of myth and legend and fable and poetry and parable, 
but we warn you that when you enter the New Tes
tament you mast be believing and reverent, treating 
the great miracles that find place in our creeds with 
humble respect, or we shall anathematise you in the 
name of the Lord. Oar duty is to accept without 
question all miracles and doctrines that have been 
handed down to us under the guidance of the Holy 
Spirit.” While the theologians thus prate with 
oracular self-sufficiency, the science of literary and 
historical criticism is quietly but certainly knocking 
away the foundation of the structure they are guarding 
with such zealous assiduity. j  k LOTI)

Primitive M & n .— Y .

(Gonchided from p. 342.)
“  Primitive man, like the child and the animal, is at first 

only a bundle of wants, tendencies, instincts which, when 
not simply unconscious, are connected with external or 
internal tendencies.

“  The child, who feels acutely the possession of a toy, or 
the deprivation of it, is not affected by the beauty of a 
landscape, by reason of a limited intellectual power. We 
know that (in spite of common opinion) a savage, even a 
barbarian, is not moved by the splendors of civilised life, but 
only by its petty and puerile sides. Its greater aspects 
inspire him neither with desire, admiration, nor jealousy, 
because he does not understand them. Bougainville, in the 
last century, had already remarked this fact, which has 
frequently been confirmed since. Speaking of the profound 
indifference of the Pacific Islanders to the skilled construc
tion of his ships and the instruments belonging to them, he 
says, ‘ They treat the masterpieces of human industry as 
laws and phenomena of Nature.’ 11— Professor T . H. Ribot, 
The Psychology o f the Emotions (1897), pp. 189-190.

“  It is no easy matter for a man of ordinary education to 
form a notion of the mental fallowness of a rustic of his own 
day ; it is far more difficult for him to divest his mind of all 
its acquisitions through study and observation and reduce his 
ideas to the level of those of the progenitors of his race, 
whom we will call Areios,” — Barino-Gould, Origin and 
Development of Religious Belief, vol. i., p. 135.

M . B otxrien  speaks of the wild tribes o f M alay , as 
in con stan t, fickle, and erratic ; th is—

“ together with a mixture o£ fear, timidity, and indiffer
ence, lies at the bottom of their character ; they seem 
always to think that they would be better in any other 
place than in the one they occupy at the time. Like



856 THE FREETHINKER

children, their actions seem to be rarely guided by 
reflection, and they almost always act impulsively.” * * * § *

Lefcourneau says, “  The very inferior savage, like 
onr own infant children, does not know what 
to-morrow means.”

Major Tremearne also observes, “ A wild pagan’s 
idea of even the present time is, to say the least, 
hazy, and of the past quite valueless.” And in 
exacting tribute,—

“ We must necessarily be extremely lenient in all 
matters where time is concerned with these pagans, 
for most of them have absolutely no idea of any divi
sions of the year other than ‘ harvest ’ and 1 non
harvest,’ nor of the sunny hours of the day than meal
time and not-meal-time; as the Geisha  has it, ‘ a 
month or a week or a day, sir ? ’ are nought to the 
happy-go-lucky savage. In fact, these names are quite 
interchangeable in his mind unless connected with 
anything regarding his own welfare, and even then 
only if to his own advantage.” !

W e have said that there has been no tribe yet dis
covered without a language, but among the most 
primitive races it is a poor affair, like that of the 
Yamparioos of North America, who are said to speak 
“ a sort of gibberish like the growling of a dog.” J

Others eke out their language with signs and 
gestures to such an extent that they oannot oarry on 
a conversation without them. Sir Richard Burton 
speaks of “ those who, like the Arapahos, possess a 
very scanty vocabulary, pronounced in a quasi- 
intelligible way, can hardly converse with one 
another in the dark.” § Nor is this confined to the 
savages of America, for Miss Kingsley says of the 
languages of Africa :—

“ Some of them are very dependent on gesture. 
When I  was with the Fans, they frequently said, ‘ We 
will go to the fire so that we can see what they say,’ when 
any question had to be decided after dark. And the 
inhabitants of Fernaudo Po, the Bubis, are quite unable 
to converse with each other unless they have sufficient 
light to see the accompanying gestures of the con
versation.” ¡|

The same writer says that “ at least one-third of 
an African language consists of gesture.’ ’t

In the light of our knowledge of the irresponsibi
lity, selfishness, childishness, and limitations of 
thought of primitive man, we are in a batter position 
to judge the claim of the late Mr. Andrew Lang, that 
the lowest savages have a belief in High Gods— in an 
immortal, powerful, moral, and kindly creative Being. 
Fanoy oreatures who oannot count the fingers of one 
hand, so deficient in language that they cannot make 
themselves understood in the dark, to whom the 
past and the future are a blank, as gluttonous as 
pigs, who love no one but themselves, whose daintiest 
dish is a repast of human flesh, and whose greatest 
pleasure is shedding human blood— fancy suoh beings 
worshiping, or having the idea of, an almighty, moral, 
and benevolent God 1 The mere statement of such a 
proposition refutes itself.

Pious people, who gladly follow Mr. Lang in this 
grotesque theory, forget that if such savages have 
suoh a belief; what becomes of their argument— if it 
can be oalled such— that without the idea of a God 
who rewards goodness and punishes evil, people 
would sink into immorality ? If these utterly 
immoral savages believe in such a God, how is it 
that the belief does not restrain them from im
morality ?

And again, if they already believe in suoh a Being, 
why spend such enormous sums in sending mis
sionaries out to teach the natives something they 
already believe ?

As for the muoh-vaunted civilising work of the 
missionaries— upon whioh two million pounds a year 
is spent by this country alone— the truth is, they do 
a great deal more harm than good. Nobody would 
think of employing a missionary-educated boy in

* Lubbook, Origin o f Civilisation, p. 522.
f Tremearne, The Tailed Head-Hunters of Nigeria, pp. 98-117.
{ Wake, Chapters on Man, p. 143.
§ Burton, The City o f the Saints, p. 151.
II Mias Kingsley, Travels in West A frica, p. 357. 
i  Mias Kingsley, West African Studies, p. 237.

Africa. All the missionaries do is to make hypocrite0. 
Instead of discarding his own superstition, the 
native merely adds the white man’s superstition to 
his own. Civilisation, to be permanent, is a very 
long and painful prooess ; you cannot suddenly torn 
a savage into a civilised being by teaching him a new 
religion, any more than a pumpkin and a couple ot 
mice can be changed into a carriage and pair by a 
wave of a wand. As Buckle, the historian, re
marked, “ W e may as well expect that the seed 

,a ■--------------1  fhafc a mild and

_______  June 7, 191*

should quicken in the barren rock as that a 
philosophic religion should be established -  
ignorant and ferocious savages.” * It is qaite tra®, 
as he further remarks, “  They receive the externals, 
but there they stop........The rites and forms of »
religion lie on the surface; they are at once who 
they are quickly learned, easily copied by tboagath.” 
are unabls to penetrate to that which lie0 ° en 
He further points out, “  The religion of ma ^  ^  
is the effect of their improvement, not the can ^  
it ” (p. 146). The truth of these remarks c' tai 
proved over and over again. Mr. Stanley ¡j( 
Hyatt, who knows the South African natives^ 
and has protested vigorously— in his bopks a are 
the press— against the manner in which they 
treated by the authorities, also protests agam0̂  
attempts to Europeanise them. H e  deolares ■

“  As a rale, the so - called education 
the natives is not only useless, but positively ha ¡D
You cannot turn the barbarian into a civilised yo0 
one generation, posRibly not in ten generation0, ¡̂01 
may catch your Kaffir young, send him home, c 
off completely from all his old associations, son<V ar8ity, 
an English public school aud then to the ôp.
ordain him a priest, even consecrate him as a ĝgje
But if he goes back to his village when there 10 rj.5— ----------  - U 1- - ___11- i-1- - r-vf fctl0 ^  _Jfestival in progress, if he smells the blood of the
ficial bull, hears the rattles and the drums: the

tU»*
chorus of the dancers, it is practically °s rtal ¿̂¡pped 
before many minutes have passed, he will have s 
himself of his European garments and will have 1 ^  
the yelling crowd. It is a curious aud signifioa 
that the clothed native always wears bis 
underneath his other garments; it is a wholly 
scious tribute to the savage side of his nature. 1

The same writer says that as “ the sense of ¡¡6 
clothed seemed to bring out all the immoral in® , 0n 
in the native girls— and most missionaries ,inS1 ,ad0 
clothing,” so the only use the educated native g)” 
of his learning was to forge the “ liquor-pa® jji0 
which every native is required to show fi'°  ̂ & 
employer before a trader will supply him 
bottle of spirits. Mr. Hyatt says :—  fitftbl®

“ The forging of passes soon became a Pr0. jcaliy 
industry amongst the educated natives, Pra ffage, 
the only industry in which they cared to ^ 
in which they could engage, perhaps, for 1 
extremely hard to find employment. 
man would risk having one in his house, aB(J 
were generally regarded as a gang of thiev* ^0\e 
forgers, and were kept at arm’s length by tb0 . 
white community. Possibly, the prejudice agam0 ^ g(e 
was carried a little too far, but I do not think so. ^  jt 
were plenty of good, raw savages to be obtained, 
was absurd to run unnecessary risks by em"  
educated ones ” (p. 27).

Mr. Lionel Decle is of the same opioi°0'

0dU°ê
“ It is to be feared, again, that the results 2* e pot 

by missionaries, in the way of native converts, Sir 
any high testimonial to the value of their wor ■ 
Harry Johnston in his book on Kilima Njaro, b®-¿ba9® 
his opinion that the native Christians of the "  , atd0, 
district are liars, cowards, thieves, and dr 
From my own experience, I  should say that 
every boy brought up in a mission is the same.

He s a y s :—  a3
“ You have only to go about Khama’s oaF ^  a0d 

see a native as you approach pull out his B1 <̂,11 o'V 
begin to read it upside-down to understand the 0e 
character which is inseparable from nine y 
hundredths of native Christianity.” !

observes : —

* Buckle, History of Civilisation (1904), p. 145. 
t S. P. Hyatt, Off the Main Track (1911), p. 25.
{ Lionel Deole, Three Years in Savage Africa, PF

518-519'
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n î’ Tt-k0 âr^ er remarks,-
1'spent fS, V?r7 easy to teach savages to sing hymns or to 
and l / , 0111 catechism ; some of them will learn to read 
imif„i-ri”e wonderful ease. But this is mere

-ss, like that of the monkey or the p a « o t  «  
means nothing at all. To the native the Bible18 simply 
series of stories of what recently took place in e vt 
man’s country ; so that, instead of assisting civilisation, 
the teaching of the Bible, by giving wholly false ide , 
actually hinders it. The idea of the redemption of the 
world by Christ is utterly incomprehensible to the
native, for no native has the faintest idea of sell- 
sacrifice.”*

„ have said that the converted native merely 
cos the white man’s superstition to those of native 

manufacture, and upon this point we oan cite the 
testimony 0f Miss Kingsley, who, speaking of the 
mi8810n converts, says

“ Yet how many of these earnest people could one 
guarantee to have completely cast out all their e ie 
mJu-Juism? If I  were put upon my oath to answer 
truthfully, according to my individual belief, I am a rai 
my answer would be n ot ojie.” +

Directly the eye of the white man is off him, 
»78 Miss Kingsley, he sinks hack to his old 
8Vel again ; and “  The travellers of a remote 
“ture will find him, I think, still with his tom- 

and his dug-out canoe—just as willing to 
g  ‘ big curios’ the débris of our impor- 
T 10n8 to his ancestors at a high price. And 
0he adds, <■ I a0 not believe that the white race will 
®Ver drag the blaok up to their own particular 
Bnminit in the mountain range of civilisation. + 

hsast of all by means of the missionary, for Miss 
’Ogaley emphatically declared that “ The mission- 
y-made man is the curse of the coast/ and it is 

?0t the missionaries’ intent to turn out skilful 
’’gers and unmitigated liars, although they prac i- 

do so” (pp. 490-1).
c will next consider whether there  ̂ are any 

P^ibive tribes, or races, without religion.
” cation over whioh muoh ink has been spilt.

W . M a n n .

Sou
An Angel’s Yisit.

U1IEONP T,toen(, " a «as suggested that the emotional excite- 
the with religious “ conversion,” and
love >> 6 °b deling commonly known as “ falling in
deduced ^  P0S8'b>ly, as psychological phenomena, be 
cxp]a "0 a common denominator, and find their 
In tjje ’ 10n In the same fundamental psychic law. 
by S8)®e way, perhaps, such ideas as are expressed 
^bat ^  ’!eririB “ angels’ visits,” “  inspiration,” and 
foruja 0CaH “ new thought,” may be but different 
8Pringa gating a mental suggestion, the hidden 
WhiQ̂  which are not always discernible, and 
Ihe jnE?5nebimes appear mysterious and inexplicable. 
W - “ W(1«Qt I am about to relate is one of those
their a a  ̂ *nsPlration which often startle one by 
8°ttie 0“ ^enness, and whioh oome as the solution of 
Hilt iP0rPlexity without any conscious mental effort. 
beavenQrbb°r to show the force and relevancy of this 
8ome me8sage, it will be necessary to give
evolQtio«0 ^e â*Is ° i  my previous life and religious
i Until T'
Ieclge A Was well into my teens, my literary know- 
cbiam &S bounded by the Bible, the Shorter Cate- 
JiBjnaj p 01̂ . the monthly Missionary Record. The 
the ^^'vinistie creed of Presbyterianism is perhaps 
°an h„r88 Phase of Christianity upon which a ohild 
hyterian0rbured. The fear of the Lord, in its Pres
t o  lnberpretation, strikes a more solemn note
§0Wr

in
theany of the other sects. The ministerial

°f the n 6 80mbre visage of the elders, the solemnity 
•hind “ p i n i o n ,  all tend to impress the childish 
iebgion bhe seriousness and infallible truth of

t lyr ° T^ree Years in Savage Africa, pp. 516-517.
1 M’SS ^:!n83ley, West African Studies, p. 482.

183 Efingsley, Travels in West Africa, pp. 513-514.

A gentleman who recently read some of my articles 
in the Freethinker, for the first time, told me he 
thought I must have been trained for the Presby
terian ministry. All the education the Fates allowed 
me, however, was a few short years at a colliery 
school, which ended at the age of twelve. But if 
my secular knowledge was of the poverty-stricken 
order, I must have been a promising student of 
spiritual matters, as I succeeded one year in gaining 
the first prize of the Sunday-school for Biblical 
knowledge. This prize took the form of a book, with 
the significant title How to Get On. I say signi
ficant, because it represents the real ideal of Chris
tendom. For however muoh the Christian may 
profess to set his affection upon things above, his 
main desire seems to be to “ get on ” down below.

The variance between the Christianity of Churoh 
life and what I conceived to be the teaching of the 
New Testament soon appeared to me so obvious that 
I was anxious to have some explanation of the 
Church’s apostasy. I must have been little more 
than a boy when I sought an interview with the 
minister to ask him to reconcile the two. But if 
this man of God had been a wax model or a wooden 
dolly, I eould not have got less satisfaction in respect 
to my difficulties. If I was to he religious at all, I 
could not be satisfied unless there was conformity 
between practice and belief. A popular preacher at 
that time among the Congregationalists drew me for 
a time into the fold of that nondescript body. But 
the desire to find some definite basis for my religious 
life tended to keep my convictions unsettled. Some 
time later I joined the small body known as the 
“ Churches of Christ,” whioh professes to find the 
sanction for all its beliefs and observances in the 
New Testament alone. In accord with their plea for 
a return to primitive Christianity, they repudiate the 
office of the priesthood, the work of exhortation and 
preaching devolving upon those who are moved by 
the Spirit, or otherwise qualified for the work. 
Possessing a little gift in that direction, I took my 
share of the platform duties ; but, unfortunately, the 
Spirit must have moved me in the wrong direction, 
as the soeialistic tenor of my addresses soon brought 
upon me the censure of the “  elders.” I was quietly 
given to understand that no interpretations of Chris
tianity were admissible that were not in agreement 
with their particular Churoh traditions. And so I 
was cast out into the void, to make my way a lonely 
pilgrim to the gates of heaven as best I oonld.

I belonged about this time to a local Christian 
Evidence Society, whioh was composed of all sorts 
and conditions of believers, and whioh, needless to 
say, went to wreck in the seething waters of jealousy 
and sectarian bigotry. I set to work to study the 
so-called “ evidences.” I remember going to the 
Reference Department of the Public Library in the 
town, and, not being quite sure of the books I wanted, 
interviewing the old librarian. W ith a confidence 
born of blissful ignoranoe, I said, “ I want you to pub 
me in the way of some book or books that will 
definitely prove the Bible to be the Word of God.” 
I will never forget the strange look with which he 
regarded me. “ I ’m afraid you’ll have a difficulty,” 
he said, in a slow but deliberate way whioh surprised 
me not a little. A difficulty in proving the Bible 
to he the Word of God! W hy, was nob the fact 
proclaimed every Sunday from ten thousand pulpits 
in the land ? And then a horrible suspicion arose in 
my mind. Could it be that the old fellow was an 
Atheist, who by some means had got into this re
sponsible position, and dared to suggest doubts about 
the Bible. But, after I had spent some six months 
of my leisure time in studying the subject of In
spiration, and came to realise that it rested on 
nothing better than theological assumption, my 
feeling toward the old librarian underwent a marked 
change.

While attending the Christian Evidence meetings, 
the Freethinker naturally came in for its share of 
abuse, and I have a dim recollection of baying a 
oopy at that remote period, oniy to be disgusted with 
its contents. After the wreok of this Society, and
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the Church had turned ms adrift, I was left without 
any of the means of grace. In looking back over 
the years that followed, it is somewhat difficult to 
remember all the milestones of the journey, and 
locate their exact position. They were years of 
practical isolation so far as any social fellowship was 
concerned. I read everything I came across for and 
against religion, clinging to every raft or floating 
straw that I thought would save me from being 
drowned in the sea of scepticism. One of th9 books 
I read about this time was Supernatural Religion, and 
although I could clearly perceive the weakness of all 
the arguments used in support of Christianity, the 
influence of my early mental environment prevented 
me, I think, from fully realising the extent of my 
intellectual convictions. In a case of religious evo
lution such as I am describing, the reason often 
travels apace, regardless of the feebleness of our 
powers of adjustment. The conclusions of the intel
lect have for a time to contend against the forces of 
a previous mental atmosphere, and all the subtle ties 
that hind us to the past. But, with sufficient moral 
courage, the sympathies ultimately come into 
harmony with the findings of the intellect.

My progress towards emancipation was very slow ; 
but I was not blessed with any friendly help in my 
lonely transition. I was living in a kind of wilder
ness, with the refuge of Egypt lying behind, and the 
promised land of settled habitation not yet reached. 
Every vestige of religious belief at last disappeared, 
but still I had not come into contact with anyone 
connected with the Freethought movement. Often 
and often I pondered upon the change in my beliefs, 
and wondered at my own audacity in daring to 
question the truth of such a hoary institution as 
Christianity. Years passed— years of patient study 
and reflection and widening thought; until one day 
a curious thing happened. I was walking along the 
street, and, as usual, meditating upon my changed 
condition, when I began to wonder just exactly 
where I then stood. Surely, I thought, there must 
be some paper or periodical devoted to the advocacy 
of the views I had come to hold as alone consistent 
with reason. And immediately I heard a loud voice 
from heaven saying, “  W hy its the Freethinker."

« • • • •
If any sceptical reader should imagine that I am 

merely romancing or telling a fairy tale, I oan assure 
him that this voice was just as audible, and just as 
distinct as any voice that ever spoke from heaven. 
I have called it an “  Angel’s Visit ” because of its 
mysteriousness. For, with the exception of the 
single instance I have previously mentioned, I am 
not aware that the Freethinker had ever crossed my 
thoughts during the ten years or so that followed. I 
could not even have told th6 name of its editor. And 
to this day, although I have often thought of the 
matter, I have been unable to trace any of the 
underlying causes which might possibly account for 
such an inspiration. It may be that the heavenly 
voices are not confined to the Joan of Arcs and the 
Christian mystics.

Such, then, are the somewhat strange circum
stances under which I first made the acquaintance 
of the Freethinker, and which accounts for my con
nection with the paper. For, although I have con
tributed some fifty or sixty articles to its pages I 
have not even had speech with its editor; but they 
may be taken as evidence that I was not disobedient 
unto the heavenly vision. JosEPH Betcb<

A Boon for Bairns.

Stories from the Children’ s Realm. By George Bedborough. 
(London: Vegetarian Union, Memorial Hall, Farringdon- 
street, E.G. ; 1914. 6d. net.)

Th e k e  is no literary task more difficult than the art 
of cultivating the interest of children in the ethical 
problems that surround their little lives. The 
child’s psychology is a realm unknown, except from

JUNE 7,

Nothing 
ohil-

the distant glimpses and happy intuitions 
elect few. In that number Mr. George 
deserves distinguished place of honor. .
more charming in the way of story-telling 
dren has been done for a long time than in the * B 
two beautiful stories which Mr. Bedborong ^  ^  
compressed into the hundred delightful ^
this little volume. His stories are good W1 
being “ goody” ; they are moral without^ __ 
mawkish ; and they cover a very wide fieM ® 
tical ethios in a freshly original manner. An 1 
moral elevation is high— high till it converges F 
the realm of the ideal— the literary flavor is 0>
tained at an equally lofty standard of exce . fl
Unlike so many tales with a purpose, these 8 
neither obtrude religion upon the ohild’s min 
extrude it from his mental purview. And, ver^ orC 
perly, Mr. Bedborough refrains altogether 
offering to the children the bribes and enticem^^ 
of eternal glory, or heavenly lollipops, as the r0 
for making themselves happy by the agree»6 hie f0C 
cess of widening the area of happiness avail»6 ^  
the men and animals who oross their path in 
His chosen method of inflaenoe is not the met 
arid proselytism ; it is a method of sympathy 0. 
sweet reasonableness applied to the numerous y y 
tieal problems of oharaoter-forming which intn0 0f 
affect the child at bis different and varied polG 
oontaot with the social life of his fellows i° 
home, at the school, in the nursery, or in the P  ̂
ground, or which affeot him in his relations j 
the humbler but no less sensitive types of »nI 
life. , r;es

I Bhould like to know that these delightful .st° ary 
-which, by the way, are woven with a ht0— ,

(five. in

artistry that oan equally appeal to the - -  
adult as well as to the wonder-child (for all chn  ̂
until we spoil them, are wonder-ohildreD) ¡  
find their way into thousands of homes and be 
by myriads of children. I confess without 
qualm of shame that I read the whole 00 . a(¡eá 
with eager delight at one sitting, and was fasciu  ̂
by the charm and ease and naturalness of the 
groups of stories which compose this 
volume.

The collection contains “ some Dreams v*-'jpg 
all), in which Mr. Bedborough shows that drea oj 
does not prevent the seer from keeping a ^a „ „  
open eye fixed upon the realities of the v 
world. One of these dreams, entitled “ To-day 
Dream of New Year’s Eve,” is quite a literacy 1 .
set with poetry and sentiment and imagia® 0t 
Another dream— “ A Pilgrim’s Progress ”— i® a ' al0. 
equally beautiful; the dream is an admirable 0 
mary in the piotorial form of allegory of some o' ^  
cruelties and absurdities that mar the lif0 0 „ jg 
oalled civilised man. One of these “  dream® . 
perhaps too obviously a tale with a purpose @b°,u at 
like the rest, it is very well told) : I refer to 
entitled “ The Isle of Vegetariana.” Here, V0tb ~¡\y 
the dietetic doctrines of Vegetarianism are ô0^ at 
viously pushed to the fore. On the prineipl0 
ohildren should not be proselytised, but be >e_ ,^g 
learn their ethical truths by the logioal force o . 
indirect appeal, it seems to me that Mr. Bedbor° &  ̂
had better omit this story from the next edit10 
his book. .{O0

I have refrained from making any quotation® y 
this book because quotation would fail to glV0 gg 
indication of the freshness, the vim, and direc g 
of the appeal which Mr. Bedborough’s volume 01 
alike to the ohild’s ingenuous fancy as well a® t ,gg 
1 grown-up’s ” ethical and literary taste. The st, ^ 0  

are thoroughly secular in tone and tendency, an 
terminology is oommendably free from that ® ^ g 
touch of theology with whioh no teacher ° - 0¿. 
young has the right to soil the nascent ¡r 
Secularists and Rationalists will do well to 1®“ 
children revel in these stories. My two 8E jj(¡ 
ohildren (there is one other who as yet reads na ”0(j 
else but his mother’s eyes) have already d0V 
them with gusto and profit. W ttt-tam H bafOEp'
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Acid Brops

H the English police, in some of their proceedings, do 
not become the laughing-stock of the civilised world, it win 
not be due to any fault of theirs. And some of our magi- 
strates, who never ought to have been appointed to anythin 
“ ore important than a mothers’ meeting, seem to be doing 
weir best to help the police. At Scarborough, on May 27. 
f,man was fined for exhibiting for sale two “ profane pm- 
5 "*  Postcards. The cards were called “ T h e  Bachelor s
* yer ” and “ The Old Maid’s Prayer,” and each depicted 
a Person kneeling in prayer.” Chief Constable Windsor
• fit te d  that “ to make a comic postcard of people kneeling 
Jn Prayer was profanity.” H e also said that he was

annoyed” by seeing the cards. They were “ most im- 
P oper,” W e have every sympathy with the delicacy o 

evidenced by Chief Constable Windsor, and we would 
^ggest that such a chaste and sensitive person is quite out 
, P ace in the force. Necessarily the occupation of a potice- 
®an mU8t b • him jnto contact with many “  improper

guts and sounds, and the wonder is that, having been so
„ ?y years in the force, this police officer s h o u l d  retain such 
i Vlrgitjal simplicity and sensitiveness. In his interests we 

Pe that he is near the pension age. The magistrate fine 
uo seller of the postcards 10s. 6d. and costs. England will 
on be a most delightful place— to get away from.

wonder what would have happened to Walter Bagehot 
^economist and man of letters— under the rule of the 
^gonists. W e fancy there would never have been a 
falter Bagehot, and so nothing could have happened to 
1 >  Of the value of his writings there is no question, and 
, keenest appreciators are found among some o x is  
S y e r t thinkers of his time. Yet his mother was a 

of thirty-eight when Bagehot’s father married her. 
y ber first marriage she had three children— one died 

°tae illness while young, another died from the effects of 
a°°ident, the third grew up insane. The mother he reel 

as subject to occasional fits of insanity. We are afraid 
“at Eugenists would have labelled her as an undesirable 

r * \ a n d  forbidden marriage. Yet the offspring of that 
atr,ag6 became one of the sanest and most suggestive 

"tdors of his time. Anyone who has read only his Physics  
i.; Politics will concede this. His sister-in-law— who is 
^ „h ^ g 'a p h e r -sa y s  that his standpoint in religion was 
J %  Unitarian. W e should be inclined to describe it as 
111016 »early Atheist. _____

Taken from a recent G uardian  list of w ills : Rev. H. 
j  5  £20,701; Rev. E. Brumell, Norfolk, £1 1 ,71 7 ; Rev.

A. Gibson, Brighton, £ 3 8 ,95 9 ; Rev. G. Granville, 
£3dQ?lon’ Warwick, £25,199. Rev. 0 . E. Hammond, 
T i 97 ! Rev. F. Lear, Canon of Salisbury, £ 12 ,2 7 3 ; Rev. 
£7fi RShand’ Ubicbesfer, £10,240 ; Rev. H. Shepherd, Hove,°>b)o6.

Hamid efforts were made to convert or suppress them. The 
present Government is more tolerant, and has decided to 
recognise their existence as a distinct religious sect. For 
our own part, it seems to us that worshiping the Devil is as 
rational as any other religious worship, and it is certainly more 
politic. If there be a God and a Devil, then it seems a safe 
game to keep on good terms with the latter. God ought to 
be good enough to look after his creatures whether they 
worship him or not. It is the Devil who ought to be pla
cated. As it is, however, worshipers spend all their time in 
placating Deity, and leaving the Devil alone. Which is 
more complimentary to the latter than to the former.

What Secularists these Christians are I Even priests are 
not exempt. In a, recent issue of the U niverse, the Catholic 
newspaper, the following quaint advertisement appears: 
“  Young priest dying for motor-cycle ; set his heart on 
Douglas model Y,, £48 ; sees no chance of getting one him
self for years; writes in desperation.” The poor young 
man must be desperate, for he has forgotten the clerical 
cant of the value of prayer.

Biblical criticism now centres around the personality of 
Christ, and a fierce encounter has taken place between Mr. 
J. M. Robertson, M.P., and Dr. F. C. Conybeare, the latter’s 
book on T he H istorica l C hrist being the subject of severe 
criticism at the hands of Mr. Robertson, who asks his 
readers to contemplate “ the hysterical Conybeare ” before 
studying the “ historical Christ.”

A mummy case in the British Museum was smashed with 
an axe by a Suffragette. This courteous action of hitting 
a four-thonsand-yaars’ -old corpse on the nose in order to 
help her cause should entitle the lady to be elected an 
honorary member of the Christian Evidence Society.

The Cost o f  W ings is the title of a new book. W e sup
pose it depends upon the church or chapel one attends, and 
whether a copper or a threepenny-bit is expected in the 
plate.

M usic in  the Church  forms the subject of an interesting 
book by the Rev. G. W . Stewart. Ordinary folk are more 
interested in music outside the church, such as concerts on 
the kerb by the Salvation Army band, and a collection by 
the bandmaster, with the pathetic appeal, “ W e ll stop here 
till the hat’s full.”  _

The Rev. Luke Wiseman says that every supposed 
miracle of the Acts of the Apostles has been repeated in our 
own day, except the opening of prison doors and the 
raising of corpses. Dear 1 Dear 1 Only the quick and the 
dead.

It
[ re] v ° W ^hderstood, says the Academ y, that “ Science 

-Viz l? 'on are working on different planes to the same end 
*ion) ” d is c o v e r y  of truth.” W e welcome the informa- 
isll L  'mould be still more pleased if the A cadem y  could

the ................................
1

to the J'uat are the truths that religion has discovered. Up 
truth, b 0Sent, not only has religion failed to establish any 
teuohino lc bas been compelled to relinquish a great many 
^Uld 7?. which it said were true. Of course, the clergy 
ficl^i , ‘ke to be regarded as fellow-workers with the 
°0tltribuf 'IU*' ^  18 a partnership to which only one side 

tea. The other simply draws a part of the profits.
Dn T

^hfch.jjJ1®6 lfi„ n°t  very hopeful concerning the future of

fo,
a recent volume of essays he says th a t:—

,J-ne OU tlnnlr tv.« TT1 r\ TTT tester, 1sain . . outlook from the point of view of clerical pro- 
g0jn aa,h.am is not very hopeful. The practice of church- 
ChUj 1? “ kely to decline still further, especially in Protestant 

. 01168.......The Roman Oatholios are likely to be more8l10°essfui

Ch„»?iVa them
'v3l sivUl \n keeping their congregations together, and this

n a statistical advantage. But from this
hiode ’ 111016 than some others, the irresistible march of 
iti01.. rn. cuUnre and education is certain to detach an ever

ts Con ]B1°p number of adherents.”
? W c h  cladln? sentence really hits the nail on the head. 
^s°Iitie i*,v*en<IaDce is declining, and must continue to 
aficl edi 0causs of the “ irresistible ¡narch of modem culture 
aSaiust 10n-” And, obviously, no church can fight 
0t that i j - ’ - we have often pointed out, it is not this 
It ¡u nj0(j 0<I,viduaI or organisation that religion has to fight.

Saodpf in ou|ture and the better and more enduring aspects 
t° livQ> Q clvhisation that it will have to defeat if it is

*°^atdlfUfu sk Government has adopted a friendly attitudi 
.  the sect of Devil-worshipers. Under Abdu

A popular writer in an advanced journal remarked that 
Charles Darwin was “ one of the greatest Englishman ever 
born.” Are there any Englishmen who were n ot born ? 
What “ Hosea Biglow ” called “ combinin' morrul truth with 
phrases sich as strike ” has its dangers.

The clever “ Asterisks ” writer in the Star quotes a Sunday 
paper as saying of Satan that “ There have been many who 
have dismissed him as a sort of Mrs. Harris— a mythological 
pigment.” Whereupon the S tar  man remarks that “  There 
are many, on the other hand, who say he is not so black as 
he is pigmented.” But the mythological pigment probably 
means mythological figment. So Satan has the top of the 
joking, after all.

The Middles x County Council has at length decided to 
institute legal proceedings in cases where 11 the provisions of 
the statutes of the regulations relating to the granting of 
music, dancing, stage play, cinematograph, and horse-racing 
licenses are infringed.” The legal proceedings are to be in 
the nature of test actions against the proprietors of cine
matograph shows, and if these remain true to their original 
intention of fighting the Council, some important develop
ments may be anticipated. Some of the local Councils 
desire these places to be open on Sunday, and an amend
ment in favor of taking proceedings only in such cases 
where the local bodies concurred was vigorously opposed by 
the Sabbatarians, and lost. These men are quite ready to 
favor local option when it suits their purpose, but in this 
ease they discovered that it would mean “ throwing the 
apple of discord among local authorities.” Mr. H. Nield, 
M.P., in supporting the Committee’s resolution, said that 
“ Sunday ought to be kept as it had been hitherto ”— which 
is precisely the way in which it ought not to be kept. Pic
ture palaces have at least made plain the fact that, given
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opportunities for harmless or rational enjoyment on Sunday, 
harmful and irrational occupations decrease. But one can 
hardly expect considerations of this kind to weigh with 
bigots.

But picture palace owners must be on their guard. The 
Bishop of Chichester solemnly informed a Conference of 
Chnrchwomen that he was going to London, and intended 
visiting a picture palace. Bravo Bishop ! This is what we 
call genuine moral courage. Imagine this Conference of 
Churchwomen solemnly considering who will beard the Devil 
in his den in order to find out if he really is as black as he 
is painted, and their relief and admiration when their own 
Bishop offers to run the risk ! It is truly Christian. Does 
not the good Christian in Paris sacrifice most of his holiday
time in searching into the shady side of life in the 11 gay 
city,” in order to report the evils to his friends at home ? 
We wonder whether the Bishop will go in gaiters and shovel 
hat, or whether he will adopt the disguise of a layman, and 
plank down his “ tanner ” at the pay-box with an assumed 
air of dissipation ? W e would advise the latter course. 
Otherwise the proprietors might be artful enough to alter 
the program for his benefit.

The Conference in question was not called to consider the 
character of picture palaces. The matter arose out of a 
discussion about servants. The subject under consideration 
was how to promote the moral and spiritual welfare of 
servants. There was no suggestion of shorter hours or 
larger wages, but opportunities were to be provided for 
attending “ Divine service.” It was suggested that servants 
should be let out only in couples; that they should be 
allowed out only during the daylight; and that, when out, 
they should be induced to spend their time at a girls’ club. 
Then someone wanted to know if picture palaces were fit 
places for servants. Hence the Bishop’s resolve to inspect 
and report. We are afraid that his report may be adverse. 
W e have ourselves seen films on which were displayed ser
vants kissing each other, and even kissing their masters. 
And one can easily conceive how demoralising this must be 
to the ordinary “ domestic.” We are inclined to favor the 
idea of servants being let out in couples during daylight, 
marched to a girls’ club or a mission service, and solemnly 
escorted home— not later than 6.30— by one of the curates. 
W e had almost forgotten to say that servants were not 
invited to the Conference.

Bev. Dr. Robinson delivered the annual address to the 
Christian Evidence Society, and we fancy that its lecturers 
must have wished that someone else had been selected. He 
told his hearers that evidential books were full of smart 
debating points, but they did not leave the impression that 
here was a man really anxious to get at the facts. “ Too 
often the Christian apologist traded upon the ignorance of 
his audience.” Dr. Robinson also dwelt upon the ineffec
tiveness of the work. He said they were too much occupied 
in knocking down their opponents instead of declaring the 
truth. We would suggest to Dr. Robinson that he spends a 
few Sundays in visiting some of the Christian Evidence 
meetings if he wishes to properly appreciate the character of 
both the lecturers and the lectures. Nothing more hope
lessly vulgar, stupid, and untruthful than the present 
generation of Christian Evidence speakers has ever existed. 
They are the Rudyard Kiplings of religion— minus his 
ability and education.

A testimonial to the good done by a South American 
Missionary Society, written by the manager of an American 
company, is published in one of the religious weeklies. The 
manager writes in praise of the Society’s work in Paraguay, 
and thinks his company fortunate in securing land under 
the influence of the Mission, where it can obtain Indian 
labor, which is “ a very valuable asset to us.” If only the 
introduction of alcohol can be prevented, the manager 
dwells upon the possibilities before them “ owing to the 
extreme cheapness of labor.” W e can quite believe in the 
manager’s gratitude. If the Mission can “ tame ” the 
natives, and keep the American company supplied with an 
abundance of cheap labor, it does well to feel grateful. 
Only we fail to see in this a clear proof of the value of the 
Mission— to the Indian. It is all right for the preacher and 
for the trader. The latter makes the money, and hands 
over a percentage of the profit to the preacher. But does 
the native benefit ? May it not be better for him to go 
cheerfully to hell after his own fashion than to reach heaven 
after being sweated to death in the joint interests of English 
missions and American shareholders ?

There is an old proverb about the futility of giving a pail 
of milk and then kicking it over. W e are often reminded 
of this saying by Mr. R. J. Campbell’s sermons. In a recent

sermon he pointed out the fallacy of assuming design from 
an examination of the cosmic order. That, he rightly said, 
“ does not prove anything as to an intelligent directing 
purpose at the back of it.” And he went on to point out:—

11 As far as one can see, in the very nature of things an 
order of some kind always results from the interplay 0
forces, physical or psychioal....... Forces which cannot destr
each other must get along together somehow' tb
check and modify each other, and then settle^« ’gQjae

destroy 
they win

into a 
new

will continue unwi ------  -,vwould happen of neoessity
 ̂ very nature

within our range of acquaintance can be thus — ^ —nbcu

system of relations which
factor disturbs the balance. This would nap you. ^  -  non 
without anyone arranging it....... Every natural P^en0  ̂ "accounted f°r'_

This is well said, although it is possible that Mr. CamP 
does not see its full implications.

Of course, Mr. Campbell has to find room for God ^  ^  
where— that is his business ; and having given his P ,g 
milk, he proceeds to kick it over the roadway. PQrP „ yfe 
to be found, not in the universe, but in ourselves. 
should have no notion of purpose if wa were not cons 
of it in ourselves.” Therefore, “ Can we do otherwise 
attribute the same kind of spiritual faculty, tboug ^  
measurably greater, to the mysterious power of w“ ' jn
are ourselves the outcome, and whose works we beh 
the myriad worlds around us ? ” Now, this is rea y 
ground on which purpose in the universe is inferre^ ^  
there is no evidence whatever offered that would lead 0 
assume the inference to be correct. Man assumes P 
in the universe because he himself plans. Bnt to ma 0 
analogy complete, or even to establish an analogy at a , ^  
would have to show that the universe resembles man a 
man resembles another. I  may assume that another p ^ 0g 
acts from the same motives as myself because be rese  ̂
me iu all other poiuts. But does the universe resemble 
Clearly, it does not, aDd consequently the whole an 
breaks down. The uncivilised mind infers purpose m 
universe because it places a personal intelligence a e 
back of phenomena. Design in nature is not somethiDt,^ 
discover, it is something we create for ourselves. e0 
Campbell really gives the cause of a fallacy, and imag 
he is establishing a scientific analogy.

It is rather a curious thing, but Bince the appearanc 
the article “ The Savage in Our Midst ” in our >ssae,t0^ 
May 24, we have received about half-a-dozen articles ^  
various papers on the subject of Mascots and the °  
charms generally. W e hardly like to suggest tba 
articles in question were inspired by those who u° ag 
F reeth in ker  very good to steal from, but we may take,1 ,y 
a proof that the F reeth in ker  is more widely and more cl 
read than most people imagine.

The thirtieth annual report of the Society for the Pr° j„ 
tion of Cruelty to Children states that the Society b® 
hand last year 54,772 cases. These were accounted t0 ajt, 
starvation and neglect, 47,960 ; ill-treatment and a a f 00, 
3,991 ; exposure and begging, 903 ; and other minor 0 , „¡jy 
The Society has a deficit of ¿66,550. Here is a o“ 
illustration of what Christianity does not do.

Dr. Drummond, of Edinburgh, says that the bos* ' i0 
that can be done for children is to see that they g| 
"  decent Christian homes.” Let them have decent h ° . gg 
by all means. We need not bother about their g 
Christian. Decency and Christianity are not by any ®  
synonymous.

The General Assembly of the United Free ^ ^ ¡n g  
(Scotland) discussed the other day the question of b ° jBg 
in Dundee. It appears that there are 15,000 people govag. 
in homes of one room, and 85.000 in homes of two 1' 
Eventually, the Assembly decided it could do no ,a0g 
Then it proceeded to discuss the question of a stained b^ 0 
window, containing a figure of Christ, in one of the 
churches, and ordered its removal.

The Bishop of Colchester has been lamenting the 
cash in the English Church, Many, said the Bish°P' e0. 
have been preferred to “ livings ” find themselves iÇ P 
sion of “ starvings.” W e have heard this famdia , 
before, but expressed in better language. Many ^g 0t 
people would find themselves passing rich on the stip6 
"  clerical poverty.”

The Pope has created thirteen new cardinalSi 
the English Benedictine, Abbot Aidan Gasquet, an jpe 
Begin, the Archbishop of Quebec, Presumao y< 
remainder are Italian gentlemen, as usual. *

►
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To Correspondents.
Presi

c ’n0ENT’s Honobarium F und, 1914.—Previously acknowledge , 
*108 3s. Received since :—D. Wrigbt, 5s. ; “  Ernest, 5s. ,“Lr. and Mrg_ Harderlj £2 2a>

,  4NI> Mbs. Harden.—Y our letter has reached us. Thanks 
Ior your very good wishes as well as for the enclosure.

aS“ 8™ 1— 8o« y  there has teen a aeiay in ,your newr r ?Delivering your paper. The mistake is not, of course, due to 
os, as the Freethinker is published on the same day and., as 
“ear as possible, at the same hour each week. Our shop 

onager wiU> however, look into the matter and write you. 
THowoH.-We regret to hear of the death of Mr. Drummond 

He lived and died as a brave man should. Mr. Foote is not 
~*ok “ in the editorial chair” yet, in the full sense of the 
expression, but we hope to see him there very shortly, he  
^appreciate your good wishes for his return to complete

Com— David Watt is an old correspondent of ours. We much regret to hear that he is lying so weak from such a pain- 
V tt * 1 * * * n̂ess> Pray let us hear when you can report his recovery. 

•Hall (Melbourne).—We are afraid there is no likelihood of 
*• Foote visiting Australia on a lecturing tour. >Ve can 

au'te believe that there is room in Melbourne, Sydney, ? ? d 
Perth for “  a live and really educated lecturer ; but Mr. 
*oote s hands are sufficiently full of work in this country, and 
‘ “,e,re wot,ld be small wisdom in neglecting work at.
Undertake other work at the Antipodes. We hope that some 
»ative Australian may be found able and willing for " °  •
Khanka for cuttings. We shall be happy to comply with the 
request in your letter. , . .

B* Secular Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
rarrmgdon-street, E .C.

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

! the services of the National Secular Society in connection 
^'th Secular Burial Services are required, all communications 

ould be addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Nance.
for ‘he Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 

Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E .C .
^ turk Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 

. eet, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not bemserted.
'̂SJfNr>a who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by 
marking the passages to which they wish us to call attention. 
»»erb for literature should be sent to the Shop Manager of the 
Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street Farnngdon-street, E.C.,
and not to the Editor. , .
l Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing 
See to any part of the world, post free, at the following
atea-Prepaid f— One year, 10s. 6d. ; half year, 5s. 3d. j three nionths 2s. 8d.

should be quite possible to conserve all that is really valuable 
in the present constitution of the N. S. S., including its 
record as the foremost militant Freethought Society in 
Great Britain, and at the same time make it a still more 
effective weapon in the war against superstition. When 
the scheme of reorganisation is complete, it will be placed 
before the party, and members will then be in a position to 
express their opinions on the matter.

There was no excursion arranged for Whit-Monday for 
Conference delegates and visitors. London is such a huge 
place, and with so many attractions, that it was thought 
wisest to leave those who attended the Conference to indulge 
their own inclinations. In the evening, however, a number 
of delegates and other friends foregathered at the Bay Malton 
Hotel, and an enjoyable time was spent in listening to songs, 
recitations, and music. This was kept up until such time as 
some delegates had to leave in order to catch their trains.

There is one point for congratulation in the tragic story 
of the sinking of the Em press o f  Ireland. Less religious 
humbug has been imported into the newspaper narratives. 
A band was on board the liner, but it didn’t play “ Nearer 
my God to thee.” The Salvation Army musicians seem to 
have been as busy in saving themselves as any of the other 
passengers. On the other hand, it is not pretended that 
“ Providence ” paid them any special attention. There is 
the usual account of some selfish idiot, who was going to 
travel by the fated boat but changed his mind at the last 
minute, and imagines himself therefore to have been 
“ divinely preserved.” But it is also confessed that Mr. 
Laurence Irving, the famous actor, changed his mind the 
other w a y ; travelling with his wife by the Em press o f  
Ireland  and leaving the bulk of his company to come on 
from New York; and nobody suggests that he was “ divinely 
lost.” On the whole it seems that the prayers of some 
survivors for their own safety— which is what it comes to—  
are looked upon as rather a human weakness. What a 
change from what we should have read in the newspapers 
twenty years ago!

FLASH ES FROM EMERSON.
As men’s prayers are a disease of the will, so are their 

creeds a disease of the intellect.

A foolish consistency is the hob-goblin of little minds 
adored by little statesmen and philosophers and divines.

Sugar Plums.
i  lj ^

Sociê ,u^ reP°rt of the proceedings at the National Secular 
bext igs8 <jQn‘ erence on Sunday last is held over until onr 
End all 11°  Foote was, °£ course, re-elected President,
after hi 1086 Pre80:Qt were delighted to see him back again 
these p8 * * i,a^ i.er severe illness. Several figures familiar at 
health “a,"*16rings were absent, mostly on account of ill- 

htiinh01 a^0‘ other hand, we were glad to observe
the n6 ** °* yonriger men who seem to take a keen interest 

to th6 **ronioMon °f Freethought ideas. And it is, after all, 
the t j 0“ " ? “  ones of a party to whom one must look for 
hien ° n ®gHt. -^nd number of young
8elves d yoang women who are at present avowing them- 

freethinkers is one of the most pleasing and 
8 features of the situation.

Th
a ptQt. 6Vetnng public meeting at Queen’s (Minor) Hall was 
frouj ^ UBced success. The Hall was well filled, and, judging 
k'e puup aP.P'aU8o, the speeches were greatly enjoyed. As 
Sonina18*1 ’11 .an°ther part of this paper a full report of the 
lhality fCleef 'rig, our readers will be able to judge the 
that th i- ^ le speeches for themselves. W e need only say 
end as tli 6̂nera seemed as fresh and as interested at the 
ti°n 0j bey were at the beginning ; and that, at the expira- 
sPeaker t+v,° fours’ speaking, is no small tribute to the 
quite 8 “O'emselves. We are also glad to record that a 
esPenooa ,  acf’ory “ offertory ” was taken up towards the 

6 of the evening. _

interest was taken in the statement of the
the cot>cerning the reorganisation of Secularism, and 
hear faty rrJay expect to hear more on this subject in the 
Nati0ll ,Ure' Conditions are not what they were when the 
aPpears t ®ectdar Society was established, and the time 
■^hole .have arrived for a careful consideration of the 

Position in the light of existing circumstances. It

Whenever a true theory appears, it will be its own 
evidence. Its test is, that it will explain all phenomena.

We say the old forms of religion decay, and that a scep
ticism devastates the community. I  do not think it can be 
cured or stayed by any modifications of theologic creeds, 
much less by theologic discipline. The cure for false 
theology is mother-wit.

There is no virtue which is final; all are initial. The 
virtues of society are the vices of a saint, The terror of 
reform is the discovery that we must cast away our virtues, 
or what we have always esteemed such, into the same pit 
that has consumed our grosser vices.

Blame is safer than praise. I  hate to be defended in a 
newspaper. As long as all that is said, is said against me,
I feel a certain assurance of success. But as soon as
honeyed words of praise are spoken for me, I  feel as one
that lies unprotected before his enemies.

There is always room for a man of force, and he makes
room for many. Society is a troop of thinkers, and the
best heads among them take the best places. A feeble man
can see the farms that are fenced and tilled, the houses that
are built. The strong man sees the possible houses and
farms. His eye makes estates as fast as the sun breeds
clouds.

This view of the world, the real idea of Christianity, 
spread with great rapidity over the whole Roman realm like 
an infectious disease, and the whole Middle Age endured its 
agonies, sometimes in the delirium of fever, and anon in 
death-like exhaustion, and we moderns still feel its cramps 
and debilities in our limbs. Even if one of us be in health 
he cannot escape the general lazar-house atmosphere, and 
he feels miserable as the only sound man among utter 
invalids. When it shall come to pass that mankind shall 
regain their perfect health, when peace Bhall be restored 
between body and soul, and they blend again in their 
original harmony, then we shall hardly understand the 
artificial, unnatural strife which Christianity caused between 
them.— H ein e , “ G erm any .”
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National Secular Society’s Annual 
Conference.

E X E C U T IV E ’S REPORT.— BY TH E  PRESIDENT. 
T he past year has been a very uneventful one for the 
National Secular Society, as well as for other advanced 
organisations. Preoccupation of the public mind with 
political questions, rivalries, and disputes, always causes 
a dimunition of interest in other questions which are only 
indirectly of material importance. The thought of to-day 
determines the action of to-morrow, but that is only seen 
when to-morrow itself belongs to the past.

Unfortunately, too, the N. S. S. has received very slender 
financial assistance from the Secular Society, Ltd., which is 
unable at present to act with its customary generosity. The 
N. S. S. Balance Sheet should be read in the light of these 
facts.

One great fact in the credit side of the account is apt to 
be forgotten. The President of the N. S. S. is the Editor of 
the F reeth inker. It is difficult to separate the two functions 
even in fancy. And the F reethinker, which is the only 
Freethonght weekly journal in England, still maintains its 
circulation, and occasionally adds to it in favorable circum
stances.

One new Branch has been formed at St. Helens, and 
arrangements have been made by the Executive, in the 
absence of local Branches, for carrying on outdoor propaganda 
in Regent’s Park and Finsbury Park. Two half-yearly 
special meetings of the London members have been held, 
according to Conference resolutions, and reports of same 
have appeared in the Freeth inker. The Annual Dinner—  
this year at Frascati’s Restaurant, was the usual success ; a 
special feature being a humorous Freothought speech by Sir 
Hiram Maxim.

Your Executive was unable to carry out the resolution of 
the last Conference,— that the N. S. S. should be represented 
at the Lisbon International Congress by at least three 
delegates. It was found that each delegate would cost £20  
at the lowest, and that each would have to devote three 
weeks at the lowest to the delegation. It was impossible to 
find even one who could give so much time to travelling and 
attendance at the Congress. Of necessity, therefore, the 
project fell through. It is to be hoped the Society may be 
luckier on the next occasion. Not much practical good 
results from these International Congresses, but they serve 
to show that Reason as well as Faith is of a universal 
character.

One unpleasant incident in the past year’s history might 
well be forgotten, if it were not necessary to be referred to, 
for the sake of future peace and quiet, as a warning to those 
who, having little respect for themselves, pay (if possible) 
as little or less to others. Mr. J. W . Gott, in spite 
of official prohibition, insisted on using the name of the 
N. S. 8. to cover propagandist work under his own personal 
control, for which he was soliciting funds from the Free- 
thought party. Refusing to desist from this abuse of the 
Society’s name, he had to be declared as out of connection 
with the N. S. S. Responsibility for any of his proceedings 
was repudiated, and it was resolved that his membership 
would not be renewed on the expiration of the current year.

Some persons who object to all discipline, who imagine 
that individuals acting “ on their own ” are the only ones 
who have any rights at all, and that even a voluntary Society 
ought not to protect itself against insult and defiance, called 
this an act of tyranny on the part of the N. S. S. Executive. 
Mr. Gott himself posed as a painfully persecuted martyr. 
He was left to maintain that position as he could,— with 
what success is seen.

A  prosecution for the sale of Freethought literature with
out police permission resulted in a fine of five shillings at 
Bolton. A similar prosecution at Leeds, more recently, 
resulted in the case being dismissed. The views of police
men and magistrates as to their right of interference in 
matters where the “ interests of religion ” are supposed to 
be involved are of a most chaotic character. It is to be 
hoped that the Repeal of the Blasphemy Laws will put an 
end to all future possibility of such a state of things.

Mr. W . T. Stewart has been prosecuted again for “ blas
phemy ”— to say nothing of other “ offences ” with which 
the N. S. S. has no special concern. He is not a careful 
speaker, but none of the language quoted against him would 
have been considered indictable if employed in political or 
social discussion. It was really, therefore, talking too freely 
on relig ion  for which he was sentenced to three months’ 
imprisonment. A great opportunity presented itself for 
another clear and authoritative statement on the Common 
Law of Blasphemy. Your President, on behalf of the 
Society, immediately offered to carry the case to the Court 
of Appeal— which did not exist in criminal cases in 1883. 
Unfortunately Mr. Stewart left his interests in hands as 
incapable as his own— and the great opportunity was lost.

What was done by others afterwards, in the w 
petition for the prisoner’s release or better treatmen 
good in its way. But it could not possibly lead to any 
step in the direction of the repeal of the Blasphemy J 
although, of course, it served as a public advertiser» 
th6ir origin and character. The same may be saw _ 
deputation to Mr. Asquith, satisfactory as his own cl°roa|jy 
tion was from a personal point of view. All the 
effective fighting against the Blasphemy Laws apar g g 
the courageous agitation against them, in which the • j^0 
has always more than taken its share— has been done ,g 
Law Courts. It was there that Lord Chief Justice Coler 
epoch-marking judgment was elicited in 1883. 1» ¿0
that a fresh, and perhaps final, judgment may be e lclT,ep’eaI 
crown and complete Lord Coleridge’s work; unless a 
Act be carried through Parliament in the immediate
which is possible but hardly probable

The effective fighting, it may be repeated, has been 
in the Law Courts. That is why the N. S. S. do 
commendation for taking up the Boulter case in l 91)l • .sga0 
Boulter case was a turning point. The argument a f 
was legal. Tbe bulk of critics did not agree wit 
President that Lord Coleridge’s judgment in 18°° „ gm. 
practically unchallenged and unchallengeable as the  ̂
mon Law of Blasphemy in England. The policy P° 
by the N. S. S., at great expense, in the Boulter 
compelled tbe judges (Phillimore and Darling) to en eD(; 
Lord Coleridge’s statement of the law. That endorse 
has been repeated by other judges since. Nobody ^  
thinks of suggesting otherwise. What remains to be a 3 
is something historical and critical. Has not other i 
tion virtually repealed everything substantive in the 08 
phemyLaws? Do the “ decencies of controversy ” i» 0f 
on relig ion  differ in any respect from the “ decency 
controversy ” on any other subject ? If they do not 1 
criterion in the one case is deduced from tbe oo® 0f 
principles in the other cases —  then the deficit10 
“ Blasphemy ” sinks down to the simple formula of “ a g 
ing Christians,” which would reduce tho law to a disgu- -0 
and disgraceful farce, incapable of beiDg presented aga' 
the light of day. ;„g

A curious case of religious bigotry, no doubt expf®‘ e 
the same spirit as the Blasphemy Laws, but even s 
insolent in outward form, occurred at Morpeth. A wi 
called Snowball, who claimed to affirm instead of swe» 
which he had a perfect right to do, was browbeaten^ 
Captain Mitford, one of the magistrates, who aC“ ^  
refused to take the witness's evidence, on the ground 0 
nobody could believe the word of a man who did not b° a 
in God. Fortunately, the newspapers read this *31“> ,piit 
lesson, both in law and in good manners; and the 0 0l
seems to have got out of the trouble with a m*nunijCitoi 
publicity. The N. S. S. communicated with the s°  jbate 
conducting the case in question, and offered to c0Jit' n(jiog 
towards the cost of a “ mandamus ” to compel the on® Dijef 
magistrate to act legally; but his own prompt sarr 
made such action unnecessary. cjj

It is gratifying to record that the London County jjgo. 
arrived at a satisfactory settlement of the question of c aS 
tions at public meetings in parks and other ope» 0f 
under the Council’s control. The deputation— consist1UUUCJL llUCJ VUUUU1 O BUUIUUl. AUO UCpUUftUlWU------w —  -.gjl,
representatives of tho N. S. S., the London Trades t/° n0ral 
and other Labor organisations— that waited upon a ge ^g( 
meeting of the Council, was able to show that the new ^
prohibiting collections without a special permit was _
unwise and unjust. There appears to have been s0? en„<;ili 
understanding on the part of certain members of the Co' . a 
under the influence of a handful of bigots. The (leP’Jt'w0ril 
was treated in a very friendly way, not an unpleasant ^  
occurred in the speeches or the discussion, and the C ^  
seemed to feel that their visitors represented m?n , fye 
wanted nothing of a revolutionary character, but J»s 
time-honored rights of citizenship. Eventually 1 .^¡0g 
decided that at all meetings of bona-fide societies,11 ^
“ permits ” as such, collections should be made f°* 0jj
societies’ general funds, but not outside the limits o . , Qty 
meetings. Thus the matter ends with a substantial v 
for the principles of freedom and fair-play. . 0 of

The part played by the N. S. S. in this matter is 0 ^ o9l 
which it may well be proud. It bore the brunt of the  
fighting. It defended Miss Vance before the

jncutr'■edPolice-court, paid all the legal expenses that were **■- ^ ete 
in relation to a large number of other summonses tba ^
“ hung up,” and undertook tho arrangements for testiog^y  
law by moving for a mandam us against the London 0fiâ  
Council in the High Court of Justice, if a settiemen ĝt 
not be reaohed in any other way. Your President, as 9 
of the F reeth inker, raised the sum of £77 13s. 3“ . ^ 0t 
preliminary appeal. That sum was eventually bande ^  g 
by him, without any deduction for expenses, to the JN‘.(jiy) 
treasury ; so that the Society gained (even fiua!’ oBi"a 
instead of losing over the transaction. Speaking 1
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higher point of view, the raising of tba Coanty Council 
have convinced the hostile portion ot t fiaijng to the 
that there was reality in the intention o j  a single
'aw of England against the arbitrary action 
municipal authority. . , _ _  to the front

The Education Question is likely to cry more
before long, as the Nonconformists are b  g 
lustily for their -  *
howi

ever, that a new Bill can be more succoi^ 1 ^  samc 
unhappy predecessors. Church and Chap they both
joint, and are too hungry to be persua th0 Secular
bave it. Their mutual hostility is, J ' ’own u\timate 
Educationists’ strongest guarantee ot ui t wbj0h
victory. Fortunately there exists an w>st hool8 in the 
^presents the Secular Educationists ot Cohen are
Secular Education League. Mr. Foote aQd this
members of the League’s executive committee, th0
should satisfy Secularists that they m y ‘ tion8 0{ the 
League and give it their best support. ^
executive commiiio/. J" "im

pound of flesh. It seems hardly possible, 
re successful than its 

Church and Chapel want the same

Th,
- 1 ----- --- f  luuiumug one, anu omy one, oo.!6“1 1
°iy that the education of children in elementary Stafce- 

Pported or State subventioned schools shall be confined to 
oojects which the Education Code calls “ secular.” The 
ague’s office is at 19 Buckingham-street, Strand, London, 

i ’ and the secretary, Mr. Harry Snoll, will be glad to 
Prospectuses and other printed matter to all applicants, 
to answer all questions that may bo asked of him 

garding the League’s affairs.
A. veteran Freethinker, associated with the Secular move- 

I T  in the Bradlaugh days at the Hall of Science, who 
th lmPrisonment for “ blasphemy ” in connection wi-h 
,, 6 freeth in ker  case in 1883, having fallen on evil dayB 
‘nrough age and a painful malady, a few of his friendsi (poll- 

at as w“'l as theological) have formed a committee to 
that may make his last days somewhat easier. 

,.avvi -■ '8 not acting officially in this matter, Mr. . •
s.  . 8ey not being one of its members ; but the first list o 
wm'“i'Ptions, to be published after the Whitsun holidays, 
alv 8i*ow that a good many members of the N. S. S. have
t, 1(f a<3y contributed. No doubt others will follow suit m  
Clnu ear £nture. The General Treasurer is Mr. B. T. Hall,

nb and Institute Buildings, C lerkenwell-road, London, E.G., ^nose lists -*

ey are committee work together in perfect harmony, 
nited in promoting one, and only one, object;

as well

reethirike ncknowledgments will be printed in the

ahtoad Report may close with the usual glance
in a. ’ . -*-here is much unorganised Freethought activity
BloanoJ ICa’ Mr. M. M. Mangasarian still carries on his Tl? Iu6nt anrl . - -Mr. PercyardUnt ac<£ fruitful propaganda in Chicago.
■.urin„ a pP e ars to have settled down in the same city, lec- 

we'fi*1 ^cea£ acceptance to good audiences. At New
the old Mr. George Macdonald still conducting with 
^ '£h mo etLe weekly Truthseeker ;  and it is to be hoped 
X  W r® than the old success. It is regrettable that Mr. 
churgjj ^  ins— one o£ the N. S. S. vice-presidents at Christ- 
£enipor’a -,6W Zealand— has broken down in health, at least 
are men f  ’ ® ’8 £r£en^s hope for his speedy recovery, and
?arrie,] U ' A 0 «lad that his journal, the E xam iner, is being 
'a Soutl°Af ŷ his colleagues. There are many Freethinkers 
he e 1 Africa, but very little organisation— as might indeed 
Europe tet*' f 0 describe the progress of Freethought in 
®eilerai WouM require volumes. Suffice it to say that the 
W da ^  Prospect was never brighter, and that France still

8reat procession of Reason and Humanity.

4 Gq EVENIN G  PUBLIC M EETIN G. 
h°bdonLYm Û ’eBO°  assembled at the Queen’s (Minor) Hall, 
^re®tho’u /h’ *° bear Mr> G. w. Foote, the leader of English 
Cor>Qecti an^ his colleagues, at the public meeting in 
®e°ular qU whh the Annual Conference of the National

It waa m  16t^ ° n w hit-Sunday, 
hlbegg .  Foote’s first public appearance since his recent 
a®d etl’n . when he took the chair he had a most flattering

Mr. Fo tlaStic recePti0B-
a®d fnn °.te 8 was the first speech, quite in his best vein, 
jvith ian . 'v*t and wisdom. It was punctuated throughout 
‘ha finmb er atld applause, and he had a perfect ovation at 
ipatcest said that intellectual honesty was the
;be colors 01ies£y on this planet. Few men would stand to 
¡heca beca UnP°Pular ideas, and face a world which hated 
..he oniv nao they were dangerous to every sinister interest, 
f al canvI,I! teaonciIable was the Freethinker. When poli- 
l0t himself8.8618 ,ca*£ on ®uob a man, they say “ He thinks 
^hen ¡t _  ’ vve’ll go next door.” Voting was only of value 
??taons „A 8, (£one by men who thought freely. So many 

befojj, through life thinking as their parents and teachers 
..tie  dauoi i 0tn’ Ignorance was very prevalent. When a 
A.0 at sch* i o£ his was withdrawn from religious instruc- 
a,d he A °  ’ 8h ° was asked if her father was a Jew. She 

as a gentleman. Other children regarded the

situation as uncanny. Yet if all people who were inclined 
to Freethought put aside fear, and spoke out the actual 
truth concerning their opinions, it would frighten the 
Churches more than the sinking of any number of Atlantic 
liners.

Freethinkers were feared. Even Socialists were regarded 
as clever fellows ; but let a Freethinker stand up and avow 
his principles, and he will be certain to be at the bottom of 
the poll. As intellectuals, they were content to be at the 
bottom of such a poll. They would rather be true to the 
highest and most durable interests of mankind than take 
part in mere party triumphs.

No one who espoused Freethought must expect public 
applause. Opponents say that Freethinkers set themselves 
up as being better than other men. They do n o t; but if 
they did, it would not be a tremendous effort of vanity. 
One half of the world lived by deluding the other half. 
The clergy know that the Bible is not the Word of God, yet 
they allow it to be placed in the schools, and martyrise the 
children who are withdrawn from its influence. There are 
purple passages which no clergyman would dare to read to 
a congregation, unless he wanted to have all the bonnets 
leave the church, and all who did not wear bonnets wait for 
him at the door.

Look at the clergy 1 ¿200  a year is considered bad pay.
Jesus Christ had not where to lay his head, and modern 
bishops have scores of bedrooms in their palaces. W hy  
doesn’t the Rev. R. J. Campbell, when he gets a new motor- 
car, offer the old one to me. Christianity is the falsest 
religion in the world. It has made its way by lies and 
impostures, filled the world with blood and tears, and 
made artificial barriers between men who had no other 
quarrel. Its influence is felt in the political world, 
for all the present trouble is caused by the hatred 
between Catholics and Protestants. Let Christianity give 
place to Humanity, and let faith give way to reason. What 
happened when the great liner sank ? Who saved those 
who were saved ? Science, in the shape of wireless 
telegraphy, brought help and saved hundreds, whilst God 
did— nothing.

Miss Rough followed with a bright speech full of charm. 
The air, she said, was full of talk about the revolt against 
reason, but there was nothing to be terrified at. A speaker 
at a recent Church Congress said that once scientists used 
to believe in the operation of natural law, but since the 
discovery of radium, which wa3 so erratic, one might believe 
in the miracle of the Gadarene swine. Reason could never 
have been established in that person. A highly cultivated 
lady told a story of two friends, fishing by night, who had 
caught a member of a house-party who had turned into a 
pike. Opponents often magnify Freethought efforts to suit 
their own ends. One had stated that there were seven 
Atheistic Societies, all publishing their own papers, and 
sending out their own lecturers. There was, however, a 
real and growing danger in the growth of the Roman 
Catholic Church among certain sections of the population.

Mr. C. Cohen, who was in excellent form and warmly 
welcomed by the whole audience, pointed out that 
the world had been terrified throughout its history by a 
religious goblin, but it was a goblin whose head was empty. 
He had a contempt for the whole thing, and had never 
thought it worth hating. If Christianity improved, he might 
hate it. Christian scholars discussed whether the Virgin 
Birth was a fact. Such a subject was unworthy of discus
sion by a civilised people. People who were in such a state 
of mental confusion were only savages, even if they wore 
hobble skirts or frock-coats, and were as uncivilised as the 
denizens of Central Africa. A change was coming over the 
scene. People no longer questioned as to whether the Bible 
was the Word of God, but how did people get to believe in 
the idea of Deity ? At a recent debate on Miracles, which 
was conducted by popular dramatists and apparently cul
tured men, none of the speakers got mentally within 150 
years of the twentieth century. Children grow out of their 
beliefs in fairies and goblins, but grown-up people are afraid 
to grow out of their beliefs. At the last French census 
7,000,000 declared themselves as Atheists, and there were 
enough English Freethinkers to form seventy societies, but 
for the lack of moral courage. This want of courage was 
the bad heritage of the Church, which had bred from the 
worst material for centuries. The reason why the average 
Jew was sharper than the average Christian was that the 
Church made it impossible for any Jew to live unless he was 
sharp. The Church killed all the brave men and preserved 
the cowards. For 200 years Mohammedan Spain led the 
world in arts and sciences; but Christian Spain for 200 
years killed thousands of the best men every year, and no 
nation could stand such treatment with impunity. It was 
astonishing that religion had not bred universal idiocy. The 
objection that Freethinkers had nothing to put in the placo 
of religion was absurd, for religion was not worth having. 
The clergy pretend to be afraid of immorality, and run fearful
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risks to be conversant with the subject. Recently the 
Bishop of Chichester, speaking of safeguarding the interests 
of servant girls, said he intended to visit a picture palace. 
Imagine the reckless daring of a disguised Bishop planking 
down his sixpence to see the awful screen, and then— imagine 
his disappointment 1 Clean-living men were not always 
thinking of immorality.

Men cowered before witches and goblins until knowledge 
wiped them out of existence. W e want religion out of the 
way and the nightmare of the gods removed, so that man 
can face the world with conquest in his eyes, and leave it 
without a lie in his mouth or a mask on his face.

A rousing reception was given to Mr. J. T. Lloyd, who 
was the next speaker ; who spoke of the unscrupnlousness 
of the Christian opposition to Freethought. Sometimes the 
Freethought movement was described as being rich, issuing 
many newspapers, paying large numbers of lecturers, and 
organising a powerful campaign throughout the country 
against religion. At other times, and for other purposes, the 
same Freethought movement was called poor, moribund, and 
its leaders representatives of a dead cause. At one time the 
Freethought speakers were characterised as clever and 
eloquent, and at others as obscene and blasphemous. No 
abuse was neglected by the defenders of universal love. We 
ought not to underestimate the strength of the enemy, for, 
although Christianity was dying, it was yet capable of 
inflicting terrific blows. Christian apologists propped up 
their position by absolute misstatements, but, fortunately, 
the Church was not impregnable, for critics within the 
Church and Freethinkers without would hasten the day 
when the yoke of superstition will be broken. Christian 
critics were helping the Freethinkers to tear the Bible to 
tatters, and to unsettle the faith of the people.

The veteran Mr. Arthur B. Moss wound up the evening 
with an eloquent appeal to Freethought tradition. He said 
the great work accomplished by the pioneers of Freethought 
had practically destroyed Christianity. Forty years of Free- 
thought advocacy had taught him what a persecuting reli
gion Christianity was. When he was young a Freethinker 
could not get employment, and Freethinkers were not in
vited to Christians’ houses. The work done by Holyoake, 
Bradlaugh, and Foote, who fought with all their great 
powers against intolerance, had changed the position, and 
to-day it was the orthodox religion that was in the melting- 
pot ; but the change was entirely due to the fighting of the 
Freethinkers. If we wanted to rout the enemy, the fight 
must go on. Lukewarm Rationalists ask, W hy continue to 
fight ? for science and ordered knowledge will achieve the 
object. But science and knowledge ate helpless, unaided, 
against an organised superstition with millions of money 
behind it. Fighting alone trampled out the fires of hell, 
and will in time get rid of the fantastic heaven which a 
Christian dean says many Christians regard as a fairy tale. 
Freethinkers said the same thing long years before. Super
stition and credulity never assisted mankind in the past, 
and men in ever-increasing numbers were turning to Secu
larism as a philosophy which is of vital importance. Free
thinkers will not be content till they have wrested from 
Nature all her secrets and used them for the benefit of man
kind, and made this world a nobler one than ever our 
fathers knew.

So ended a memorable meeting, the outstanding feature of 
which was the high level of oratory displayed. Organised 
Freethoo.ght has always bad the best speakers since the 
days of Holyoake and Southwell, down through the stormy 
Bradlaugh era to the present day, and the present speakers 
easily maintain the proud reputation of their honored 
predecessors. It is one of the chief of the fighting weapons 
of a great party, which has done more for intellectual 
emancipation than any other organisation in the English- 
speaking world, and it is one that will ultimately lead to the 
emancipation of the nation from the “ lie at the lips of the 
priest.” It is a noble dream, and the National Secular 
Society has brought it within the grasp of the realities of 
the future. n  „  „

Gradually there came gasping towards them a pale Jew, 
dripping with blood, a crown of thorns on his head, bearing 
a great cross of wood on his shoulder, and he cast the cross 
on the high table of the gods, so that the golden goblets 
trembled and fell, and the gods grew dumb and pale, and 
even paler, till they melted in utter mist. Then there were 
dreary days, and the world became grey and gloomy. There 
were no more happy immortals, and Olympus became a hos
pital, where flayed, roasted, and spitted gods went wearily, 
wandering round, binding their wounds, and singing sor
rowful songs. Religion no longer offered joy, but consola
tion ; it was a woeful, bleeding religion of transgressors.—  
H eine, "  P ictu res o f  T ravel."

Artists and Freethought.—H-

( Continued from p. 349.)
T i n t o r e t  (1518-94) is one of Raskin’s “ five snPre®i0 
painters.” His bold realism is patent in a 
works. Sacred and profane subjects were 9 ^ 0
same to him in this respect. Hence we n„ and 
former condemned for their “ coarse realism» . 
being “ entirely opposed to the feeling and uijDg 
religious art.” Vasari says that, notwiths 'j* ^
the power displayed in his Last Judgment, “ it .0n 
the appearanoe of being painted in jest.” & ,»
says of the Last Supper that the artist “ degra 
it into “ a scene of a vulgar carousal.” ry

In Paola Veronese (1528-58) we have the ^  
opposite extreme of an artist in relation to 8 ^
subjects. Where Tintoret brought “ realism ^  
bear against the accepted devotional treattn® ijC- 
sacred art, Veronese sought the utmost “ rorna jn 
ism.” All his Madonnas and Saints are °*°'Te af 
the finest Venetian raiment. In his MarrfC ^ 0 
Cana he has introduced Christ, in company vG ,. g 
Sultan of Turkey, “ Bloody M ary” of Eng!an ’̂u0tlS 
King of France, and artist friends, at a sump ^ 0 
Venetian banquet. In his Supper at Emviaus, 1 ^0 
Louvre, he brings himself and his family m 
solemn episode, his two little children pIayinS .«0r. 
a dog at the very feet of Christ, in innooent in 1 
ence to the presence of the Son of God. B 
“ romanticism” seems even more irreverent , 
the “ realism ”  of Tintoret, and I can quite unders  ̂
one commentator saying that “ there is no hi:n  ̂
any of his works of a belief in any higher In0 
that of the beautiful city in which he dwelt. _ ^

W e now come to two undoubted heretics 
rebels, Caravaggio and Salvador Rosa, practically 
last two great names in Italian art. Caravag 
(1569-1604) was the leader of the so-called natures ^ „ 
His works are marked by a very forcible “ re, ^0 
and especially his religions subjects, notab.y  ̂
Supper at Emmaus, in the National Gallery, in w f0, 
the meal (a fowl) seems to be the essential *ea 9 
One of his altar-pieces, the Calling of St. Matthew> 
rejected “ as too vulgar for a religions edifice. 0f 

Salvador Rosa (1615-73), the greatest Pa*D 90cl 
the Neapolitan school, was clearly a Freethinker ^ 0 
anti-clerical." Ha not only oonsorted With ^  
Freethinkers of his day, and wrote his though  ̂
freely as they did, but he painted his heresy in  ̂
works as L ’ TJmanana Fragilita and La Fortune ĝ. 
had to fly from the Inquisition in consequ0 
Rosa, with Faloone and other artists, j° i?0 ^ s  
the Naples revolution under Masaniello. , 0¿orO. 
the first in Italy to write in the cause of Free ^  
His landscapes in the National Gallery, a°  
Edinburgh and Glasgow, reveal his highly ^ro b 
spirit. 9o

Albrecht Durer (1471-1528) was nominally a R° ^ 0 
Catholic ; but how much of his mind, if aD^’r̂ isti 
Church owned is doubtful. W e know that hhe a 
was in full sympathy with the Protestant ,(^0  
tion, and Kugler claims his Four Apostles as ^ 
first complete work of art produced by Protes ^  
ism.” But, as Heaton points out, “ it is not ^ 0 
testantism or Catholicism that they express, bu ^  
artist’s own individual thought on the subje° > 
bound by any creed, and free from the dog® ^ 0 
any Church.” This remark may fittingly 
whole art work of Durer; for, indeed, those ^  
fantasies, The Apocalypse, The Knight, Death an 
Devil, and Melancholia, seem altogether inoofflp .j, 
with orthodoxy. At any rate, I fail to se?,ie0g0<l 
“ faith ” in any man who could depict the ^  ^¡¡gt 
Virgin sitting very unbecomingly on the floor, ^ 0
Joseph, dead drunk, is seated at the table vvi 
guilty tankard as a support. _ * 0 6

W ith Rubens (1577-1640) came to Flemish 
light of the renaissance. The religious spirit .̂0 
had dominated the national art fell with R°[
------------------—------------------—----------------------------------------  ̂ j  JqjjV®

* In an article in the Freethinker, September 21, lP " ’’ 
dealt at length with Rosa’s art and religion.
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rise no more. Rubens’ art is t h o r o u g h ly  PaS > ^ n t  
the works we have in England, Buen a ¿domed
°f Paris, at the National Gallery, ana fti how
b  the Graces, at Glasgow, certain y reaUy is. 
“ gloriously pagan ”  (as Wedmore pu ') 0 has
In dealing with religious subjects, a ,, iritual ” 5,1 
Pointed out, there is nothing of the P 
Rubens. prs„ — - ’

June 7, 1914 ______— -

„ ...•utue gpincua „ifhv animal, with
skin, too, found Rubens “  a hea Y . . .  Bet
} any dearly perceptible traces o an(j  th0

anyone look at the Descent from TheB0
Crucifixion and this is immediately mfliefaotof—
wotks simply depict the execution o room for
«0 more and no less. There was no r°°m  
“ spirituality ” in such a realist as Rouen . ec0S.

Teniers the Younger (1610-90), un 1 The
p-ors, was much affected by genre subjects.
Uierry-makings of the 
fair. or the people— at the tavern, the

P'OQ8 folk
__

” pictures, which gave great offence °  
r , IU1*, are conceived in his ordinary ge have
? hnst Buffeted and Christ downed with Thomo, h
b0OU described as “ vulffar and almost rennlsiv So.o«-- .17(JU»0‘ YOmuU .pues of low life ," the artist being totahy
18 that elevation of feeling that mark®, 1 ivat0 life 
1 ̂ ian masters.” We know little of the p n v j^  ^  
®£ Teniers, but it oertainly see“ ® jjis best

elevation of feeling” for saore A tho‘iy leads us 
known work, the Temptation of St. Antnc'J’ been 
0 ^is view. This subject, which ^ ^ ¡ tenoe, 

treated with the utmost propriety, if “ °  Tbe
y earlier masters, is to Teniers a g aeveral good 

°nginal is in the Louvre, but there are severa g 
CoPies, one being at Glasgow. original

JanSteen(1626 79)has been callenterB intioduced 
etch genre painter.” He, like, T . Busken 

S 6 fun and frolic of the people into hi oertaioly 
^uet considered him an anti-clerical, t {or aa

ae every reason for it in regar o fcn̂ e8 yon 
„ ,61ne says, after you have seen P iage at 

know the whole life of the man. ¿ rty.
jwia shows Christ blessing a D eBBential

he is a “ nobody” in the scene, lh eIP«*--

Ai
eing1}.8 aJe £n khe foreground— a fiddler and a boy 
tgaiD ,anued drink, and an apparently tipsy woman. 

pers0l! 'pi. Disciples at Emmaus, Christ is not the 
back. 1 As a matter of fact, he is right at the 
they a disciples and a maid are in the front, and 
for au ,6 gazing very disconsolately at the repast; 
W u  ° Ugh ,the table is broad, there is a solitary 
>Perrv t^od it- The Expelling of Hagar gives the 
Book ” a °hance for fun despite the “ Blessed 
l8aa0’>e , “ arah £s Been sitting “ examining” little 
pictar g 601̂ - There are a couple of spaniels in the 
bistre ’ an?  seemingly are taking a tip from their 
TWai 8> since they also are engaged in what Mark 

HofiDiu3 a “  hunting expedition.”
Painjj rth (1697-1764), the founder of English 
Cbri8t-g’ Was most certainly a Freethinker, for no 
80ch K|aQ 00aId have handled brush and graver for 
of a^  a8Phemies as his. The parsons were a fund 
their iU8®.aient to him in their absurdities, and in 
calis tj les he oaught them in biting satire. Sala 
a “ de„ 0garth “ a decorous man in theology.” Fancy 
is Used0/ 008 man ”  treating the Bible (whose cover 
the p "“ sole boots) as he does in the first scene of 
ScarCei e s Progress. The Sleeping Congregation is 
hiarria  ̂ a "  decorous ” work, and neither is the 
dow^ age scene in the Bake's Progress. But for 
Credui > t blasphemy that powerful print, entitled 
“ easy Superstition, and Fanaticism, stands an 
^as di r8t'” Churohmen pretend that the satire 
reyjy j.r®oted against Wesley and Whitefield, the 
P eusi^ts, but it is clear that Hogarth was dis- 

the entire superstition of 
Hi^ 8‘ iani,ty.*a8ain8t

UoWad/  Fuseli (1741-1825), a painter little heard of 
°f g8njy8. Was, despite all adverse criticism, an artist 
~~ ’  was no ordinary man that undertook

freethinker, June 11, 1911, I have dealt fully with

such a theme as the Bridging of Chaos from Milton. 
His Titania and Bottom, in the National Gallery, 
and Edipus and His Daughters, at Liverpool, ought 
to be a sufficient answer to the host of his detractors. 
Fuseli mixed with all the prominent Freethinkers 
and political rebels of his day, and appears to have 
been at one with them in their opinions.

One of the closest of Fuseli’s artistic confrères was 
William Blake (1757-1827). He, too, consorted with 
rebels, and was hailed before the “ authorities ” for 
treason ! Blake was certainly much in sympathy 
with the French Revolution, and both his art and 
poetry reveal its influence. None but the closest 
students of his life and work can arrive at a clear 
grasp of the psychology of Blake. Swinburne calls 
him a “ heretic and mystic.” He had a most wonderful 
sense of phantasy and symbolism, and this, under 
the promptings of a deep spiritual nature, led him to 
the creation of those remarkable religious visions in 
his art. He ought, perhaps, to be classed as a 
Pantheist ; yet, withal, he was an enemy of religion, 
the Church, and the priests— a Freethinker to the 
core.

J. M. W . Turner (1775-1851) was one of the 
greatest of English landscapists. “  None before 
Turner,” wrote Ruskin, “ had lifted the veil from 
the face of Nature.” Never before, indeed, had 
Nature been clothed in suoh glorious harmonies. 
His tones of coloring strike the senses like beautiful 
chords. The Fighting Téméraire, Dido Building Carthage, 
the Bridge of Sighs, etc., are among our great national 
treasures. Ruskin sought to associate Turner’s art 
with a certain ethical and religions feeling, a thing 
from which (as Benn points out in his Modern 
England) Turner stood aloof. As a matter of fact, 
Turner was, according to Hamerton, the art critic, a 
complete sceptio in religion.

H . Ge o r g e  F a r m e r .

(To he concluded.)
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¿£1 ; H. Burrows, ¿El; J. Sumner, 10s. 6 d .; C. Banks, 2s. 6 d .;
I. Jackson, ¿£1; Dr. Nichols, 1 0 s .; J. Barry, 1 0 s .; F. Wood, 
5s. ; H. Reeve, ¿El; R. Jacobs, 10s. 6 d .; Kingsland Branch 
Members N. S. S. (per W. Davey), ¿£2 ; W . Allen (or Adams), 
2 s .; J. Ansell, 5s .; M. B. Sax, 2 s .; W . H. Hicks. ¡El Is .;  
H . L . Breaksat, 1 0 s .; J. G. Dunville, 2s. 6 d .; J. Clifford, I s . ; 
V. H. Abbott, I s . ; J. Sumner, £ 1  I s . ; J. Argyle, ¿El; W. G. 
Stroud, 10s. 6 d .; M. Weatherburn, 2s. 6 d .; N. Camberwell 
Radical Club, ¿£2 2 s .; G. W. Foote, £ 1  l l s . 6d.

P er M iss E . M. V a n ce : Mr. Shaw, 2s. 6 d .; F. L. L ., 5s . ;
J. Pendlebury, ¿El ; Mr. and Mrs. Brandes, ¡El 10s.; W . Dodd, 
10s.; W . Milroy, 2s. 6 d .; J. Milroy, 2s. 6 d .; “ Haughley 
Saint,” Is. 6 d .; R. B. Harrison, Is. ; T . V. G., 3s. 6 d .; 
Owen Scott, I s . ;  J. P., 5 s .; R. Taylor, 2s. 6 d .; Vera, I s . ;  
E. Parker, 2 s .; Dr. Peacock, ¿£1 I s . ; Postman, 6 d .; Mr. and 
Mrs. Neate, ¿El; W. Heaford, 1 0 s .; Z. Z , I s . ; Mr. and Mrs. 
H. T. Clarkson, ¿El I s . ; J. G. Finlay, 5 s . ; A. J. Marriott, 
2s. 6 d .; A. Vanderhout, ¿£1 Is .— Total, ¿£29. 10s.

Obituary.

At Paisley, in the Royal Alexandria Infirmary, on May 24, 
Andrew Drummond, aged 35 years. Mr. Drummond was 
well known in Paisley and Renfrew as a militant Free- 
thought propagandist. His was the moving spirit which 
brought into being the Renfrew Secular Society. He had 
not the natural equipment of a public speaker ; still, his 
wide reading and his zeal for the cause made him a ready 
aud trenchant penman. When he realised the serious 
nature of his illness, he expressed the wish to be buried 
without religious ceremony. His Christian relations re
spected that wish, and Mr. Robertson, of the Renfrew 
Secular Society, made arrangements for a Secular funeral, 
which took place on May 27 at Hawkhead Cemetery.—• 
H . T homson.
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S U M D & Y  L E C T U R E  N O T IC E S , E tc .

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

LONDON.
OUTDOOR.

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

K ingsland B ranch N. 8. S. (corner of Ridley-road) : 11.30, 
“ Beelzebub,” “  Astronomy, Biblical and Scientific.”

North L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Parliament Hill) : 3.30, Mr. 
Schaller a Lecture. Finsbury Park : 11.30, Miss Kough, a 
Lecture. Regent’s Park (near the Fountain): 3 30, Mr. Hope, 
a Lecture.

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

LATEST N. S. S. BADGE.— A single Pansy 
flower, size as shown ; artistic and neat design 
in enamel and silver ; permanent in color ; has 

. .  been the means of making many pleasant
introductions. Brooch or Stud fastening, Gd. 
Scarf-pin, 8d. Postage in Great Britain Id. 

xHijgz Small reduction on not less than one dozen.
Exceptional v a lu e .— From Miss E. M. V a n c e , 

General Secretary, N. 8. S., 2 Newcastle-street, London, E.O.

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS. New Issue. 1. Christianity a 
Stupendous Failure, J. T . Lloyd ; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. 
Wheeler; 3. Principles of Secularism, O. Watts; 4. Where Are 
Your Hospitals ? R. Ingersoll. 5. Because the Bible Tells Me 
So, W . P. Ball; 6. Why Be Good? by G. W . Foote. The 
Parson’s Creed. Often the means of arresting attention and 
making new members. Price 6d. per hundred, post free 7d. 
Special rates for larger quantities. Samples on receipt of 
stamped addressed envelope.— Miss E , M. V ance. N. S. 8. 
Secretary, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.G.

THE LATE

C H A R L E S  B R A D L A U G H , M .P,
A Statuette Bust,

Modelled by Burvill in 1881. An excellent likeness of the great 
Freethinker. Highly approved of by his daughter and intimate 

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

Plaster (Ivory Finish) ... ... 3/-
Extra by post (British Isles): One Bust, 1/ - ;  two, 1/6.

T he Pioneer Press 2 Newcastle-street. E .C .; or,
Miss E . M. V ance, Secretary, N. S. S.

All Profits to be devoted to the N. S. S. Benevolent Fund.

June 7, 1911

America’s Freethought Newspaper 
T H E  T R  U T  H  S E E K ® * '

FOUNDED BY D. M. BENNETT, l 8?8- 
CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD, 188j' pw «*'

G. E. MACDONALD ... ..........................-  J iboiob.
L. K. WASHBURN — ... ... E ditorial L om>

Subscription R ates. 83.00
Single subscription in advance —.  — g’gg
Two new subscribers ... ... — g’gg
One subscription two years in advance ' eXtra

To all foreign oountrios, except Mexico, 50 oentB per rate of 
Subscriptions for any length of time under a year, at t

25 cents per month, may be begun at any ‘ irne' eopiet, 
Freethinkers everywhere are invited to send for specim 

which are free.
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,

Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Books, o.A.
62 Visas Street, New T o»«-

Determinism or Free
B y C. COHEM.

Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

A clear and able exposition of the subject ,n 
the only adequate light—the light o f evolution

CONTENTS.
I. The Question Stated.— II. “  Freedom ” and 
Consciousness, Deliberation, and Choioj.— IV. Some — 
Consequences of Determinism.— V. Professor James on s 
Dilemma of Determinism.”— VI. The Nature and ImP* * ® 3 
of Responsibility.—VII. Determinism and Character. v 

Problem in Determinism.— IX . Environment.

PRICE ONE SHILLING NB'T'
(P o s t a g e  2d.)

The Piossaa Pbbsb, 2 Newoaatle-street, Farringdon-streot

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

Company Limited by Guarantee,

Begietered Office— ?. N EW C ASTLE STR EET, LONDON, E.O. 

Chairman o f Board of Directors— Mr. G. W . FOOTE. 

Secretary— Miss E. M. VANCE.

T his Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the 
acquisition and application of funds for Secular purposes.

The Memorandum of Association Bets forth that the Society’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, receive, 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 Sooiety 
should ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to oover 
liabilities— a most unlikely contingency.

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 muoh 
larger number is desirable, and it is hoped that some will be 
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 Society's affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
Directors, consisting of not less than five and not more than 
twelve members, one-third of whom rotire by ballot) each year,

of
mt are oapable of re-eleotion. An Annual General — f 
uembera must be held in London, to receive the 
tew Directors, and transact any other business that m»}'

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, u  a[itf' 
an receive donations and bequests with absolute 0 
Those who are in a position to do so are invited ‘  tjjeir 
lonations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favoL'heX1ai0,J' 
rills. On this point there need not be the slightest appr® cQtoi'® 
t is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The e ge o' 
lave no option but to pay them over in the ordinary ®  ̂ ¡u
dministration. No objection of any kind has been r fca8 
onneotion with any of the wills by which the Soc> 
lready been benefited. . oCls,

The Society’ s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Bat» 
tood-lane, Fenchurch-street, London, E.O. 0{

A Form of Bequest.— The following is a sufficient apd 
leqnest for insertion in the wills of testators:— “ ■* £ - ^
“ bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum ? 3 by
‘ free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a receipt ajLretatf 
‘ two members of the Board of the said Sooiety and the & tb8 
* thereof shall be a good discharge to my Exeoutors 
‘ 8aia Legacy.” wjlls,

Friends of the Society who have remembered it in t“ 6' ry of 
ir who intend to do so, should formally notify the ” °°w^0 wd 
he fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, eagetry' 
if desired) treat it as strictly confidential. This is not n . ^  ftDd 
¡ut it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or n>>. ol)y, 
heir contents have to be established by competent t®06
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n m i o h m , s e c u l a r  s o c i e t y , j f r e e t h o u g h t  p u b l ic a t io n s .
President: G. W. FOOTE.

Secretary : Miss E M. Vancb, 2 Newcastle-Bt. London, B.C.

B Principles and Objects.
ohcclarism teaches that conduct should be based on reason 
?n,d knowledge. It knows nothing of divine guidance or 
interference; it excludes supernatural hopes and fears . «  

gards happiness as man’s proper aim, and utility a 
motal guide.

Secularism affirms that Progress is only possible through 
Liberty, which is at once a right and a duty ; and therefore 
seeks to remove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of 
thought, action, and speech. a . .  aonrl

Secularism declares that theology is condemned by reason 
»a superstitious, and by experience as misohievous, and 
ssails it as the historic enemy of Progress.
Secularism accordingly Beeks to dispel superstition; to 

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

ni&tenal well-being ; and to realise the self-government of 
the people.

Membership. .
. person is eligible as a member on signing
‘«owing declaration T -  ,  _  . and t
nlJ  desire to join the National Secular Society, and i  

myself, if admitted aB a member, to co-operate m  
»"»uoting its objeots."

Name...........

Acldt‘òse.

Oo«ttpafion .......... ..........................................

^ ated ¿to»............. day o f ................................ 190.......
w*fh a ĵ ®°̂ aration should be transmitted to the Secretary 
P.Ŝ ab8Miption.

êtnfc6^0-1̂  a of Two Shillings per year, every
his m,0r 18 lelt to ®x his own subscription according to 

ans and interest in the oau3e.

Th Immediate Practical Objects.
thought “irnation of Bequests to Secular or other Free- 
hstorodo S| *or ^he maintenance and propagation of
Cooditi0v,X ^P̂ oions on matters of religion, on the same 
Or8aninoi8 aa aPP>y to Christian or Theistio churches or 

^ “»ations.
A6kg?oif^0^ ion °* *he Blasphemy Laws, in order that 
out fear °?ay he canvassed as freely as other subjects, with- 

The ry ®ne or imprisonment.
ĥurchn 1?es“a,hlishment and Disendowment of the State 
The A h S c o t l a n d ,  and Wales.
Scho j 1“*on ah Religious Teaching and Bible Reading 

^  ^  State”  ° ^ er 0dnoational establishments supported

0kilclcemPoning of all endowed educational institutions to the 
The i y youth of all classes alike.

°1 Sun̂  rogation of all laws interfering with the free use 
®QUdav  ̂ . *he purpose of culture and reoreation ; and the
*Ud Arf eS*n§ of State and Municipal Museums, Libraries, 

A Nef al erie8'
Oqualja ?*111 °f the Marriage Laws, especially to secure 

faJ.-,;,Ice for husband and wife, and a reasonable liberty 
The R„y ?.f divorce.

‘hat all ?Uahsation of the legal status of men and women, 
The plIgf 8 may he independent of sexual distinctions, 

horn the e°tion oi children from all forms of violence, and 
^t,Qed °f those who would make a profit out of their

, The Ah,1̂ 01-
!0sterins°Wllilon °f all hereditary distinctions and privileges, 
l̂°lhethooq antagonistic to jnstioe and human

?iti0a6s i.1f ? r?vem0nt by all just and wise means of the con- 
*5 towtlR daily life for the masses of the people, especially 
'Lvellity, and cities, where insanitary and incommodious 
'V®aknea ’ and .the want of open spaces, cause physical 
. The p8 &nd diseas j, and the deterioration of family life, 
•tself fo;^ ° t i ° n  of the right and duty of Labor to organise 
dai* j 8 moral and economical advancement, and of its 

The sr,ŷ ai Protection in such combinations.
Ĵ ect ¡n V?Btitutiou of the idea of Reform for that of Pnnish- 
Jouge, y 1 ,e treatment of criminals, so that gaols may no 
“Ut plac° P ace8 of brutalisation, or even of mere detention, 
fhoije ®8 °f physical, intellectual, and moral elevation for 

An g ? are afflicted with anti-social tendencies.
‘hem jj t6usion of the moral law to animals, so as to seoure 

The t ? ane treatment and legal protection against cruelty. 
tQt>on (./^motion of Peace between nations, and the snbsti- 
bahou»i hitration for War in the settlement of inter-

“■i Q)DWrJ__

L i b e r t y  a n d  N e c e s s i t y . An argument 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 i t y  o f  t h e  S o u l . By David Hume. 
With an Introduction by G. W. Foote. 16 pages, price Id.,
postage id .

A n  E s s a y  o n  S u i c i d e . By D avid  Hume. W ith  
an Historical and Critical Introduction by G. W. Foote, 
price Id., postage id .

F r o m  C h r i s t i a n  P u l p i t  t o  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 f  H y p a t i a . By M. M. Manga- 
sarian (Chicago). 16 pages, price Id., postage id .

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

A  R e f u t a t i o n  o f  D e i s m . By Percy Bysshe 
Shelley. With an Intrc Auction by G. W . Foote. 32 pages, 
price Id., postage id .

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

F o o t s t e p s  o f  t h e  P a s t . Essays on Human
Evolution. By J. M. Wheeler. A  Very Valuable Work. 
192 pages, price Is., postage 2id .

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

U t i l i t a r i a n i s m . By Jeremy Bentham. An Impor
tant Work. 32 pages, price Id., postage id .

T h e  C h u r c h  Ca t e c h i s m  E x a m i n 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 Scienoe,” 72 pages, price (reduced from Is.) 3d, 
postage Id.

T h e  E s s e n c e  o f  R e l i g i o n . By Ludwig Feuerbach. 
“  All theology is anthropology.” Biichner 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  C o d e  OF N a t u r e . By Denis Diderot. Power
ful and eloquent. 16 pages, price Id., postage id .

L e t t e r s  o f  a  C h i n a m a n  o n  t h e  M i s c h i e f  o f  
Missionaeibs. 16 pages, price Id., postage id .

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

A  P h i l o s o p h ic a l  I n q u i r y  C o n c e r n i n g  H u m a n  
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  O u t l i n e  o f  E v o l u t i o n a r y  E t h i c s . Price 6d., 
postage Id.

S o c i a l i s m , A t h e i s m , a n d  C h r i s t i a n i t y . Price id .,
postage id .

C h r i s t i a n i t y  a n d  S o c ia l  E t h i c s . Price id .,
postage id .

P a i n  a n d  P r o v id e n c e . Prioe id .,  postage Jd.

T H E  PIONEER PRESS,
»t_____ ai- -x x T/„ —- oIvaaI  London. E.C.
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THE BIBLE HANDBOOK
FOR FREETHINKERS AND ENQUIRING CHRISTIANS.

BY

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

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

W ELL PRINTED ON GOOD PAPER AND W ELL BOUND.

in Paper Covers, SIXPENCE—Net.
(P o s t a g e  l j d .)

In Cloth Covers, ONE SHILLING—Net.
(P o s t a g e  2d.)

ONE OF T H E  M O ST U S E F U L  B O O K S E V E R  P U B L IS H E D .

IN V A L U A B L E  TO F R E E T H IN K E R S  A N S W E R IN G  C H R lS T lA 1̂

T H E  PIO N EE R  PRESS, 2 N E W C A ST LE  STR EET, FARRINGDON STR EET, L O N D O N ,

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, 4d. (parcel post).

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

TH IR TY-TW O  PAGES— ONE PENNY.

Postage; Single copy, | d .; 6 copies, l j d . ; 18 copies, 2|d.; 26 copies, 4d. (parosl post).

No. Ill_MISTAKES OF MOSES. By Colonel Ingersoll.
TH IR TY-TW O  PAGES— ONE PE N N Y.

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

IN  P R E P A R A T IO N .

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

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

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

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 N E W C A ST LE  STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON,

Feinted and Published fey the Pïokeï® Passa, 2 NewesaUa-atrsst, London, E.G.


