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Some of your griefs you have cured,
And the sharpest you still have survived; 

But what torments o f pain you endured 
From evils that never arrived !
— E m e r s o n  : translated from old French.

The Carnegie Report on the Balkans.

de dans les Balkans. Rapport presenté aux Directeurs
 ̂ a Dotation Carnegie par les Memires de la Commission 
'nquéte. (Paris : 1914 ; volume hors commerce.)

s'on ^ nR‘awa^ e^ “ Report of the Carnegie Commis- 
Inqniry on kbe Balkans” only came to my 

all on July l , and I have not yet had time to read 
atle 08 ^96 massive pages, with deeds of almost
00 a-p led . ferooity recorded in every line, which 
of J 1086 ^ i s  eloquent and terrifying impeachment 
otw a'  as waged by Christian nations against each 
'''Wh ° r a^a’ns*i “ the malignant and tnrbanedTurk ” 
86e °®e Malignanoy in the light of these revelations
1 Cans to have lost its primitive splendor. So far as
hodin 8ee’ affcer a careful preliminary scrutiny of the 
t° the Commission, there is nothing for me
of am ,.raw or oven to modify, except in the sense 
by m Plification, in respect of the statements made 
m0nje ln,^he three articles on the “  Balkan Pande- 
of t UtQ ” which appeared in the Freethinker issues

dn*y 5’ an^ ^uly P0*11*' fact»
my a ,. documents and atrocities cited by me in 
tbe ptlc*e8, and especially the horrors contained in 
doiD„ reek “ Fac-simile” letters and the delightful 
abd " 8 the Greek bishops are set forth at length, 
*enolCCePted, as authentic, in the Commission’s 

' Up to the present stage in my studies, I 
the h h* meIancholy satisfaction of finding that 
of t h i n f o r m e d  and more authoritative verdict 
argQ 0 Report confirms the general thesis of my 
fear .8®t an(  ̂ relieves my mind from the haunting 
f6at0 caving exaggerated or distorted the repulsive 
teQ(j r,0s °i  fanatioism and ferocity which, as I oon- 
of |¡. ’ Marked with especial savagery the conduct 
aidn ^  Balkan War. My sin was in erring on the 

j0hof Moderation.
engr 0 . Report, which is enriched by fifty fine 
grauh^111̂ 8 an<̂  eight valuable maps and ethno- 

is preoeded by an admirable “ Intro- 
H q °Q ' (PP- 27), by M. D ’Estournelles de Constant, 
Thi8 presid.ed over the labors of the Commission, 
^ake Con^Ubution of the distinguished statesman 
8̂ 0at' a .̂ roa^ philosophic survey of the critioal 
popull8n in the Balkans, where we find a medley of 
010 ine i°0s Mixed together, as he tells us (p. 9), in 
and nxp i°able chaos of languages, religions, races, 
SeiVi ton alities, consisting of Turks, Bulgarians, 
^alia ^8’ Serbo-Croats, Albanese Servians, Koutzo- 
ktujj 01ans> Greeks, Albanians, Gipsies, Jews, 
and nnf0,08’ Hungarians, Italians, who are no worse 
^Vofie less endowed than others of their race in 
8eetfi w and America. “ Those amongst them who 
tude a °^8e have only lived a longer time in servi- 
^i^inai »negle°t. They are martyrs rather than 
Philo8 iu^gment which is no less sound
0eoesc,„P01Cally than well-merited as a difficult but
'-aosd u1' a°t oi social justice to men and races 
eQnditi the oruel aocident of history in abnormal 

°ns of oonfiiot with each other.
x.72a

The temperate, but lurid, pages of thi3 timely 
analysis and report enforce, with terrible illustra
tions of man’s inhumanity to man, and of religion’s 
failure to humanise him, the historic statement of a 
well-known fighter that “ War is h ell” ; only they 
prove with twentieth-century atrocities that war is 
never so hellish as when waged in these modern 
times between Christian races and nations who have 
had numberless temptations and opportunities during 
the ages to treat each other— as, for instance, Greeks 
and Bulgarians, Serbs and Albanians— as wild beasts. 
As M. D'Estournelles de Constant pertinently re
marks (p. 20), “ It is time that people should learn 
what war really is,” and the Report now presented 
to the world by the Commission over which he so 
worthily presided will help to stimulate our torpid 
imagination and stir up our sympathies in directions 
favorable to the cause of peace, which, after all, is 
the cause of humanity.

The Committee, while issuing the awful revela
tions in their Report, are careful not to cry “ Peace, 
Peace ” under conditions by which our modern 
Zimris, with their shameless policies of national 
expropriation and enslavement, render peace impos
sible. The dignified language that M. D ’Estournelles 
de Constant employs (p. 7) I can applaud and make 
my ow n: —

“ We repeat to those who accuse us of ‘ bellowing 
peace at any price,’ the statements we have always 
m ade:

“ Rather than slavery, we prefer war.
“ Rather than war, we seek arbitration.
“ Rather than arbitration, let ns have conciliation.”

But the present conditions in the Balkans, as dis
closed in this Report, which in every page shows us 
religion everywhere as the accomplice or handmaid 
of the rival races and politicians, would only serve 
to make peace ths sleep of death for the oppressed 
races, as also for the bottom-dog religions, of this 
fateful region; for peace in the Balkans to-day is but 
a sinister period of truce during which the sleepless 
animosities of the Balkan races will be biding their 
time for fresh outbreaks of war, massacre, and muti
lation. The outlook is not a pleasant one, nor 
creditable to European civilisation.

Nothing could be more severe— nor, alas, more 
true— than the summary which M. D ’Estournelles de 
Constant makes of the net result of the most horri
fying of all modern wars, where, as he tells us (p. 22), 
“ W e see hundreds of thousands of human beings 
systematically degraded by their own hands and 
corrupted by their own violence.” W ith all its 
carnage and heroism, the second Balkan W ar, so far 
from being a solution, is only the prelude of other 
wars, or rather of the sort of war waged without 
intermittence in the Balkans, this being the worst of 
all wars, as he tells us, inasmuch as it is a war of 
religion, a war of reprisals, a war of races, a war 
of one people against another, of man to man, and 
brother against brother. What is actually taking 
place to-day and every day in Macedonia (as shown 
in the Freethinker of July 5) is really something more 
pitiless and meaner than the full-dress pomps and 
circumstances of official war; for what goes on is 
the pettifogging rooting out and administrative 
harassing of the bottom dog —  Bulgarian, Greek, 
Turk, Albanian, eto.— who has been driven away 
from his ancestral kennel, is kicked and cuffed, 
“ converted,” proselytised, and tortured by an un-
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holy combination of petty officialdom and narrow 
piety. Nothing is bettered in the Balkans after all 
the recent horrors. The churches and schools 
belonging to the rival Christian sects are left 
fighting against each other, and are to-day “ less 
free,” we are told, “ than they were under the 
Ottoman domination,” The result is that a new 
region— the Mediterranean a,nd the countries laved 
by his blue waters— has received its solemn conse
cration as the fresh battlefield of races and religions 
in readiness for an endless vista of future years of 
carnage.

The documentary evidence, forming some 240 
pages of appendix, including depositions and oral 
testimony proffered to the Commission and records 
of personal examination by its members in loco, leave 
no doubt in my mind that aefcs of horrible atrocity 
were committed by the soldiery, the irregular troops 
or volunteers, and by the racial partisans of the 
different armies who made the Balkans during 1912 
and 1913 the theatre of their ghastly operations. In 
these matters, wherever war is waged, and at what
ever period of human history it breaks out, one must 
look with placid fatalism for a certain amount of 
savagery as the normal product of soldierly violence, 
but the utmost latitude of modern charity must 
learn to draw the line at acts of bestial mutilation 
like those recorded on pp. 126-7 and those on p. 385, 
which were committed on the bodies (no doubt before 
death) of Servian soldiers by the Bulgarians. Equally 
horrible were the outrages of Servians upon the 
Bulgarians (pp. 128, 825, et seq.). The record of such 
atrocities takes the mind back to the worst excesses 
of barbarian armies at the dawn of history, and seam 
incredible in an age of civilisation, with churches 
and bishops in every nook and corner of the world. 
It is due in justice to the Bulgarian Government and 
army to note that from the outset severe measures 
were enjoined and put in operation against maraud
ing and outrage; on the other hand, no regulations 
can avail in repression of these abominations where 
racial feelings are exacerbated by the bloodthirsty 
sentiments of animosity which moved the statesmen 
above and solders below during the reign of terror in 
the Balkans. In the case of Serbs, Greeks, and Bulgar
ians, it was one set of religionists mutilating and mas
sacring their dearly beloved brethren of the common 
faith— a clumsy interchange of cruel compliments 
between the Nationalists and Orangemen in the 
Balkanio Ulster, which, let us hope, does not pre
figure the realities in store for us when the civil, but 
religious, war at last breaks out, according to the 
threat of prophecy, in the real Ulster. But, as the 
Report tells us very truly (p. 76), there was never 
any need of artificial excitement to produce the race 
hatreds which serve to explain the violence of the 
Christian allies in the late war, “ and more especially 
the outbreaks of Bulgarian violence against the 
Turks.” Race, language, history, and religion had 
built up a barrier between Turk and Christian which 
was insurmountable except for the more tolerant 
spirits of the rival faiths, to the zealots of whioh all 
things were possible and everything permissible. 
The Greek press could find no word of blame for the 
Bulgarian excesses against the Turk when the 
memory of these crimes was still fresh. But as 
soon a3 the subsequent differences arose between 
Bulgaria and her former allies, the lightest details of 
Bulgarian criminality were flourished belatedly as 
arguments against the hated rival in the race for 
territorial aggrandisement in the Balkans. King 
Constantine began the new orusade by his cele
brated telegram, dated July 12, 1918 (p. 800), in 
which, after fathering a number of massacres upon 
the Bulgarians, which are of doubtful authenticity 
(see Miletitch passim) he stated that he found him
self obliged to proceed to reprisals, and declared to 
all Europe that “ the Bulgarians had surpassed the 
horrors perpetrated by their barbarian hordes in the 
past, thus proving that they have no right to count 
themselves amongst civilised peoples.” Very soon 
the Athenian press represented the Bulgarians as a 
race of monsters and exerted public opinion to a
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degree of jingo passion whioh inevitably made the
when it broke out, one without mercy. Oral or-aueralthe geu

war,
printed, the same phrase summed up 
sentiment of the Greeks against the Bulgarians— 
Dhen ini anthropi—“  they are not men ” (p. 77). A 
Greek officer expressed himself thus before the 
writer of chapter ii. (from whioh I have here cited): 
“  When you are dealing with barbarians you must 
conduct yourself like a barbarian. It is the only 
thing they understand.” In the course of the 
inquiry the Commission saw in the streets of the 
Pirea and Salonica an atrocious picture, whioh the 
Greek soldiers were greedily buying, representing 11 
Greek mountaineer bearing down to the ground, from 
behind, a Bulgarian soldier, whose hands were firmly 
gripped, whilst the Greek is seen gnawing the faC0 
of his helpless victim with his front teeth, just like 
a wild baaat (p. 77), This disgusting emblem of 
national hatred is entitled “ The Eater of Bulgarians 
(e./. the term Bulgaroktonos) and is embellished with 
four ferocious verses in the classic tongue of Homer. 
-*.10 picture, beautiful as a work of art, but 
pressibly horrible in its sanotifioation of animal
ferocity, is reproduced on p, 108, and is describe  ̂
a popular Greek illustration published 
Athens. Another popular picture, also describe 
p. 77, represents a Greek soldier in the act of ®ea,j,|J0 
oat the eyes of a Bulgarian while still alive. ^  
reproduction of the pioture faces p. 116, an 
letterpress represents the inhuman act as one 0 
episodes of the battle of Kilkich. Another p0P 
picture illustrates a Greek making a meal °  -0
cheek of a stricken Bulgarian as an actual evsaoif. 
battle. As the Commission state in their r0P.they“ These things have their importance because 1 jj
tell of the sentiments whioh animated the ,ldierSArmy. They make it clear that the Greek sol' 
were happy to think that they or their comrade „ 
arms were able to accomplish these bestial bol'r0 ^  
(p. 77). The letters of the Greek soldiers seiz® t!nipti®
Raslog, which the Commission accept as autb ^0 
documents, reveal the depths of infamy to whi° , 0f 
soldiery were brought by the inflammatory apP® g 0f 
the regal telegram and the pictorial glorificatm 
barbarie savagery. 0gie

By the publication of this Report the Car ^ 0 
Foundation has rendered a world-wide service  ̂
cause of humanity and fulfilled a necessary «a .g. 
publio enlightenment which puts to shame ® 0Ots 
difference and reticence of European Govern .gg 
who watched the shameful carnage and did -Qflt 
beyond the proffer of platitudinous words, i . ¿aid 
and fearless award of responsibility and blame .j.¡, 
chasten the consciences of Balkan kings and P ^ 0  
cians, and especially the spiritual directors <- 
martyred peoples who inhabit this region 0 
earth. . aijd

The Report is published already in ®'f8n,C:¿¡ will 
English. I have good reason to believe that ^ 0  
also be published in Spanish for the behoof 
Latin Republics in South America. I J,10 in 
Foundation will see its way to issue the K0P g 0f 
German and Russian, if not in other lan^af0rribl0 
widespreading inflnenee, in order that the raneor 
object-lesson of racial hatred and relig*0“ 9 -  o0t 
which the Balkans now exhibit to the world ^  jo 
be lost upon the demooraoies nor fail í¡'3j.:íly, 
restraint of the jingoes who control their des

W i l l i a m  H e a f ° b

Do We Survive Death?—Ill*

(Concluded from p, 435.) is
Fbom  the physiological point of view fk0*8 bumalJ 
another argument against the survival of t jgSnp0i“ 
personality beyond death. There were no tb0 
able difficulties against believing this so 1° °  or s° ° ,  
primitive oonception of a double, or. 6*1<?® ’ origin91 
inhabiting the body obtained, either in t ^  ^  i»t0r 
form of that conception or in the form glV
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UW,
uneir health and oornplexhy 
lor doubt about this 
biological truth.

is,

as f  « ° aoPkical speculation. Rut now wo know, not 
We r, 'n10, t!leoi’y. but as an absolute fact, that what 
CntIj|];a. life (3f man is not single at all, but
fact r S" .however deeper research may go, this one 
Ever 0Dla'n8.'—the unit of every organism is the cell, 
livin ^ > 1̂ an*Sm ' 8 Einilt up of myriads of cells, each 
t0 j.v’ lta.°wn life, and at the same time contributing 
ju B 6 Efe of the organism of which it is a part. 
Eine ¿i06^8 are horn, they live, they die, and all the 
iSj gQ r10 health and complexity of the total organism 
thp.- |ar aa we can see, absolutely dependent upon 

aoUl’ ' ' There is hardly room
indeed, an accepted

«ruth.
and" i ar*d ready way we may treat individual
have ji°na* as analogous. In the one case we 
have j 6i- PonBhifcubirig the organism, in the other we 
.̂ijaj,‘nil,vlduals constituting the nation. And just as 

°atio V 0 Rational life is no more than the combi- 
vidUa? Individual lives, so what we call the indi- 
liV08 !i*e Is no more than the combination of ceil 
i^divid ^ 6W 0e^ s rePlace °ld ones without disturbing 
îfcho ? al  exl8tence, just as individuals come arid go 

°a disturbing the national existence. In each 
i S L ® 8. bi* *  of new individuals makes good the 
^©ath CaQ8?^ hy death. But suppose instead of the 
Brad 8 *ntEv*(IuaIs in a nation being partial and 
''bat'3 ?? were sudden and universal ? Suppose 
be o n I n d i v i d u a l s  comprising a nation were to 
bacon,d60ly blotted cut. W hat, in that case, would 

0f national life ? It would simply cease to 
life li f 0 °.ae individual may fully express national

natlfmo.1 J1 ?r* floo nVionnnn o f n i l  in/litTi/inolo
18 a sheernational life in the absence of all individuals 

Is ii °r n̂c°noeivability.
W i  e^ually inconceivable that the life of the 
Ce]l 1(fual should persist after the destruction of the 

the |30 [̂y j Death is to the indi-IS
^Qold reXaotly wbat an overwhelming catastrophe 
to aj| be to the nation As the latter means an end 
livino f 6 unibs of a nation, and so to the nation as a 
a,cti V a°b> so death means the cessation of cellular 
natia ii" would be as rational to talk of
pOgi Da” Efe existing apart from the individuals oom- 
Persi f̂- 6 nabit)n, as it is to speak of individual life 
Hu Py lnf> after the cellular activities, of which it is 

gQ ^ressi°n, have ceased to exist.
Ediy 0 . Ettle time back, this aspect was put by 
beli8 0 Ia ?eP'y bo the question as to whether he 

0d iu immortality. Edison replied:—
„ bio— no. I  am not I— I am not an individual— I 
jg an aggregate of cells, as for instance, New York city

aggregate of individuals........ I do not think we are
Widuals any more than a great city is an individual, 

'hi y°U CÛ  y°ur huger and it bleeds, you lose cells. 
jJ ley are individuals. You don’t know your cells any 
i ?ie,than New York City knows its five millions of 

1?iduals. You don’t know who they are. No; all 
j.^18 fa'k of an existence for us, as individuals, beyond 
ou ".¡av.°’ *s wrong. It is born of our tenacity of life— 
6 , desire to go on living—our dread of coming to an 

Q as individuals. I do not dread it, though. Person- 
■rr,, y> I cannot see any use of a future life.” 

logic_ has been said may be taken as the physio- 
of 4, 1 aspect of Lady Grove’s qnestion as to which 
that, *° ° omPlex characters and varying characters 
^ ¡ste ^ k 0 UE a single organism— in the course of its 
Ve î a0e —  survives ? Loosely, but perhaps oon- 
SQ,» e t v y’ We sP8ak of “ se lf” as though it were 
ohac aing more or less independent of bodily 
6aoh . ° r. s"atGS> and so obscure the faot that 
iam(.j,0r|ariism exhibits, not a single “ self,” but a 
ciw.., Q0e of selves, each gliding more or less imper- 

. into the other. And, as Lady Grove asks, 
18 bo survive ? Is it the last “ se lf” ? If so, 

more than the earlier ones ? Or if the
?

dSptlhly
Which is  to  su rvive ? 
Why th at

UUUU ilUU V C4)JL A WUUU . V/l. J,«. UXJ
$he t 0siea. not persist, why should the last one 
is tk asoning is of the same value, and the evidence

iho aatne> in both cases~UQ n*.! —
cs °®iy reason we have for believing that there 

is th6 a “  8G!  ̂” separable from the actual organism, 
ieligj retiuiremeut3 of metaphysical theories and 
bbe NYaaa.k8liefe. Otherwise, it is easy enough to see 
Mkq y lQ which the conscious self is built up, and

n°be, in many oases, its disintegration. A

newly born infant has no consciousness of se lf; and 
even with young children it is of the weakest 
possible character. At an early stage of life the 
limbs of a child appear to have to it a quite inde
pendent existence. It actually discovers its limbs as 
it discovers their uses. It will appreciate blame 
being attached to its hands for breaking something 
before it can appreciate being itself blamed as the 
cause. W e can watch the development of a con
sciousness of a psychic seif, and trace the steps by 
which that self is built up. The child’s experience 
of home, of friends, of the outside world, of school, 
and of the larger social life, gradually builds 
up that consciousness of a “  self ” which each 
possesses. The “ Ego ” of the philosophers is not, 
therefore, something that is struggling to find 
expression through the physical medium of the 
body; it is something that is being evolved before 
our eyes.

In brief, “ self” is never more than the aggregate 
of sensations felt at any given moment, together 
with the memories of past sensations and experi
ences, and the ideal representations of experiences 
that may occur in the future. It is manifestly not 
simple, but complex ; not indecomposable, but always 
offering the possibility of decomposition into simpler 
elements.

For we can not only observe the “ self ” being 
built up, we can also observe it being destroyed 
under the action of disease. Loss of memory— which 
is only the psychic side of neural derangement— will 
place an impassable barrier between the self, that is, 
and the self that was. In other cases, we may sea 
how the wearing action of disease reduces a brilliant 
personality to absolute imbecility. Or, we have 
oases of alternating personality, where one per
sonality has no recollection of the other. Which is 
the true self here ? And which is it that is going to 
survive ? W ill it be Jekyll or Hyde ? Or, yet again, 
we have the permanent alteration of a human per
sonality as the consequence of an accident. In such 
oases we say, quite properly, So-and-so is not the 
man that he was. In any intelligible sense, he is 
not. In all such oases we are witnessing the dis
organisation, the alteration, or the degradation of a 
personality that has been slowly organised and inte
grated. These cases offer no difficulty whatever to 
the Materialist; they do offer insuperable difficulties 
to the believer in the existence of an independent 
“ Ego ” and of survival after death.

Consciousness of the persistence of a “  self ” 
throughout all change is really no more than a 
memory of past experiences. Where this memory is 
lacking, no such consciousness exists. Thus, in the 
fairly common ease, where, from accident, or other 
causes, a person forgets his name, friends, family, 
and all his previous associations, we, quite correctly, 
call it a loss of memory. But, in reality, the man’s 
“  self ” is lost, and a new one is built up. In every 
ease this sense of personal identity can bo shown to 
be entirely dependent upon memory. W e are told 
that I know I  am the same person that existed 
twenty or thirty years ago, in spite of the constant 
change of bodily structure. This is quite true, so 
long as memory is there, but how when memory is 
lacking? The testimony of parents and friends 
assures me that I  am the same person that, as an 
infant, extracted nutriment from a feeding-bottle, or 
crawled, more or less helplessly, about the floor. 
Bat, so far as my personal consciousness is con
cerned, that person forms no part of me at all. I 
have no recollection of myself as an infant, and 
because no memory exists, there is no sense of per
sonal continuity. There never is, in fact, a complete 
sense of persistence such as is assumed. Some 
experiences are lost, some are blurred, others are 
fused together. All we have is a succession of 
changes— a stream of consciousness— with the fact 
of memory producing the illusion of a “ self ” that is 
superior to, and independent of, all change.

Now, memory is only the psychological aspect of 
a universal quality of organic matter. W e are all, 
for example, familiar with the faot that, within
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limits, a musole beoomes stronger as it is used. It 
not only becomes stronger; it does its work with 
increased efficiency and ease. All nervous tissue has 
this quality, which may be described as the capacity 
for repeating the response to identical stimulations. 
This lies at the basis of all education, scholastic and 
otherwise. W e perform an action Blowly at first, 
then more rapidly, and at last automatically. Put 
in psychological language, we may say that the ner
vous tissue is all the time learning that particular 
stimuli call for particular responses. The nervous 
elements are contracting a memory. They remember, 
and they also forget; for just as frequent repetition 
makes an action easier, so desistenoe for any length 
of time makes its recurrence difficult.

Lst me emphasise the statement that to speak of 
nervous tissue as possessing memory is rather more 
than a mere figure of speech. It is no more than an 
expression of the same fact, now in physiological, 
now in psychological, language. On the psycho
logical side there is a memory of previous events, 
because there is on the physiologioal side a structure 
that responds to stimulation, conserves to some 
extent the effects of past stimulations, and repeats 
itself when identical stimulations occur. To say 
that memory recalls an event tells us nothing 
Memory is the ant of recalling, and we are merely 
giving a name to what occurs. But to say that the 
structure registers impressions, and, under appro
priate conditions, repeats them, offers us something 
in the nature of positive information. W e have re
lated the psychological state to a physiological con
dition, and it is only along that line that genuine 
information can emerge.

As I have already said, it is the necessities of a 
theory, not the logic of facts, that is responsible for 
the assumption of a “ soul,” a “  self,” an “  ego,” in
habiting the body, and so surviving its disintegra
tion. No genuine verifiable evidence has ever been 
offered in its behalf; and, what is quite as im
portant, all the phenomena met with may be 
explained without its aid. I say may be, not can 
be, because there are many obsourities connected 
with the problem that still remain. But the soul- 
theory removes none of these obscurities. It only 
adds to what is at present unexplained something 
that not only itself oalls for explanation, but which 
is wholly inconceivable. And so far as questions 
have been answered or difficulties removed, it has 
been done by ignoring the hypothesis of a transcen
dent soul, and treating all mental phenomena as the 
equivalent aspects of neurological conditions. In 
practice we all— Theist and non-Theist alike— do 
th is; for in practioe the logio of facts is stronger 
than the logic of theory, and the connection between 
bodily states and mental phenomena, with the de
pendence of the latter on the former, will not be 
denied. The soul-theory is useless in theory and 
ignored in practioe. It is, as Professor McDougal 
says, “  a mere survival from primitive culture, one 
of the many relios of savage superstition that ob
stinately persists among us in defiance of the clear 
teachings of modern soience.” q  Cohen

Christian Courtesy.

W e  are frequently reminded that Christianity is 
pre-eminently a religion of love. Its God is said to 
be love and its Savior the manifestation of love on 
earth. St. John’s words are moat emphatic: 
“ Beloved, let us love one another, for love is of God; 
for everyone that loveth is begotten of God and 
knoweth God. He that loveth not knoweth not 
God, for God is love ” (1 John iv. 7, 8). This is 
declared to be the Christian dootrine of love, and a 
supremely beautiful and fasoinating doctrine it 
seems to be. St. John comes to the practical point 
th us: “ Whoso hath the world’s goods, and beholdeth 
his brother in need, and shutteth up his compassion 
from him, how doth the love of God abide in him ? ”

(1 John iii. 17). W e are pointed to these and o f 
similar words, and asked, “ Is not this dootriu 
brotherly love by far the grandest and noblest in 
world ? ” W e answer, “ Yes, if you can take it , 
stands.” Then we are authoritatively assured 
the two central truths of Christianity are, 
Universal Fatherhood of God and the Brotherboo 
all Mankind. Clergymen are continually telling 
hearers that Christianity surpasses all other ^  
gions by its enthronement of love. Now, 11 ^
Christians recognise the Bible as their 
Appeal, let us examine more critically t00 
Testament doctrine of brotherly love. We ^ 
acknowledged the ideal beauty of this teaching^; 
can be taken as it stands. Unfortunately, it oann  ̂
so taken, because it occurs in a context wbion ^  
it of the super-excellence olaimed for it.__ A Pa ^  
the context is to be found in chapter ii- veis 
where the “ brethren ” are exhorted not to 10V 
world, and an eminent commentator says .tna g 
“ world ” hero “ is man and man's world, in his a° j  
fall from God.” That this exegesis is correct is P .¡¡_ 
by other passages in the same epistle. In chap ,j.fl 
verse 10, the world is divided into two opp 
classes, the children of God and the children o ^ jp  
Devil, between whom there should be no 4e “ „ jn 
because they are supposed to possess noth! g ^  
common. In 1 Peter ii. 17 the saints are onJ01? gj. 
love the brotherhood and honor all men. j.0 
Paul’s Epistles the exhortation to believers 
love one another, not the world outside. gUtJli

Now, the only legitimate inference fi’0® Q0i  
teaching is that, in the opinion of the Apostle3» , 
is not the father of all mankind, but exclns ^  
of believers in Christ, and that all men ar ^ 0 
brothers, but only the redeemed of the Lor • 
are fally aware that many modern divines 
the very opposite; but it is equally undeniab 0 
what they put into practice is the apostolic tea 
The other Sunday, Dr. Horton was celebrating^. 
thirtieth anniversary of his ministry at Hatnp 
and in the British Weekly for July 9, he is r!j0Od of 
to have spoken “ very beautifully ” on the ci fl0r. 
witnesses who looked on at those midsurnm 0(j, 
vices. Many of the witnesses, he said, were 0 >((a£1 
Then he referred to the belief in immortality a ^0 
imperious necessity.” Becoming extravagan 
exclaimed: “ W e live just because we aI _ are 
vinced that our loved ones live and that aDd 
moving to meet them.” W hat a deplo*ja ^  
contemptible character the reverend gentle jfl0. 
implication attributes to himself. What 0 0f a 
guage means is that, were it not for his hop 
future life, he would not live at all, or, i0 ^ ords 
words, would commit suicide. In other j¿¡, 
still, Dr. Horton thinks so badly of this ^ g0ly 
though made and governed by a loving .TYijftt 4)0 
Father, and is so utterly tired of living in 10 ^e\iê e 
would oertainly destroy himself did he not ¡Oto 
that God had prepared another and better 0 0ver 
which he shall pass at death and live th erein^^ful 
with his loved ones. This is an exceedingly 0 joaSfc. 
oompliment to the God of love, to say t ^  o9u 
But that is only by the way. W hat we 
special attention to is this godly gentleman s j,0lief 
allusion to the people who do not share 
in a life to com e:—  _ l̂ios®

“ The people who are unaffected by peVeC
hearts are so callous and so selfish that r  ̂ jo0s 
loved anyone well enough to be heart-broken itn-
—these people do not count. They are .aUce 
portance in the world. They are of no ^^porta0®0 
those who live, just because they are of no 
to those who are gone.” . j.jaoS

It was taught in the early Church that P^gtS, p  
were not obliged to keep faith with unbe110 ¡jeve i0 
is quite certain that Dr. Horton does not rS ago» 
being courteous towards them. Many yeam0ljt.S' 
being unable to meet Professor Haeokel s ais ^  jjjs 
his Christian charity permitted him to ‘ n0flr( on-
honored head the most vulgar abuse. _ ^  fcb0 
chastened by the passage of time, he is ®
same despicable game. The words

LID 3
employ6“

on this
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no r SI° n are COarse as WĜ  aa diBC0nrfce0UB> It by 
talit 6?nS ^°^ows that when unbelievers in immor
al:, y ° 8e ^*0ir loved ones, their hearts are so Gallons 
re 80 ®elflsh that they do not miss them. If the 
gail^6 f gentleman is accurately reported, he is 
evifl  ̂*7 w*°kedly calumniating people of whom he 
what ri ^as no first-hand knowledge. Possibly
Wo , j 1 Horton really meant was that Freethinkers 
the-» 00 heartbroken by the loss of loved ones if 
w t ^ore not so callous and so selfish. If these 
death ^ P e.°Ple coold but love passionately, the 
into °i ^*0ir relations and friends would east them 
ao Q nr,tathomable despair; but since they are not 
is th by grief, the only possible inference
not a are fieartle88 and selfish brutes who do 
belie°°an  ̂ a^ ‘ ®fi®y are beneath notice. It is 
and V6rS a*one wfi° are ° f  importance in the world ; 
Dr aPParently, of all believers, those who sit under 
in,! orton Sunday after Sunday are of the greatest 
<i It}!- aaoe- He said at his thirtieth anniversary : 
that 'na no bnilding ever gathered so many hearts 
bold n f rf  âuible88ly loyal to those they loved.” We 
8book'  ̂ 8U°^ S i t i n g  treatment of unbelievers is 
Chr; ,!PSiynnfair and unjast, though characteristically 
ey»,,Vau' It is the kind of rudeness we naturally 
exP00b from the pulpit.
SQa 0y  weeks ago we censured Sir William Robert- 
Chr: for asserting that every Briton is “ a
0Q 1 laQ in many respects, and cannot oease to be 
off-in ■’° W0V8r mn°fi I10 may wish it.” This week the 
nr 0r is the Rev. A. f!. Hill, of Tnllinohnn Park 
in« ^re8aHonal

piayedity and 
good ’ rePr6senb3 Christ himsslf as claiming all 
the men everywhere. Mr. Hill must be aware that 
Ind« ?sPe\ I e8us never makes such an absurd claim, 
in j.,ea’ bbis preacher bases the title of his sermon 
^itij8 ^ lr ŝ^an World Pulpit for July 8, “ Christians 
taj;} ° a" bhe Nam e," upon a deliberate misrepresen- 
5o. bhe narrative as contained in Luke ix. 49, 
Conc 0 8aya bhat “ those disciples of his were a little 
°ot raed because a certain man had been casting

Rev. A. C. Hill, of Tollington Park 
Church, London, who, with more 
plausibleness than Sir William dis-

He says that “ those diseiples of his were a little

a o t e * .  and not doing it in the name of Jesus." The 
and r • 0SP8  ̂ words are these : “ And John answered 
thy Said’ fa ste r , we saw one casting out devils in
l o ^ m 0 > and we forebade him, because he foi

ls no 
not deli-

“y

l?0rm , ,'?°b with us. But Jesus said unto him, 
you ” r m no^ ' I°r *s no  ̂ agamsb yon i® for
tnigl Cpon that slenderest of foundations, while 
baae P̂ 08eiating an essential part of it, Mr. Hill 

chis tremendous claim :—
th ['I08138] will not try to make his goods cheap in 
in place. He is not content to strive and cry

order that men may be won and allured. But he 
act'8 des*re with all his heart that where there
be 1VfG’ eoncrebe opposition, where men are n o t ___
th i i ^ opposed to him, it may be taken for granted

Silt ^  arS k™-”
bbou/eS? s’ ’*■ h0 ever lived, has been dead for two 
ho n aBa years, and desires nothing any more, and 
W h ^ eacher has any right to speak in his name. 
hi8 ^ r- Hill does is to plaoe the responsibility for 
pure]Wa biassed opinions upon the shoulders of a 
8QtQê ,.lE!laginary being. As everybody knows, and 
erea,tj V*nes admit, the Christ of the Churohes is a 
^atej011 ° f bheology. Whatever criticism may nlti- 
seriQt,y 8a7 ab °ub the Gospel Jesus, it is beyond all 
liye^ .8 dispute that the Christ of theology never 
is an ’ at|d to represent him as claiming all good men 
a8a 0 .° f  unpardonable impudence. Even on the 
de°lar t ° n ^^a  ̂ I-'hHst exists» we unhesitatingly 

^  bhat he would have no right to claim as his 
PQod tk b>eoPi0 who do not believe in him, however 
is a j b 6!  may be. The Christ Mr. Hill preaches 
bbol,Q|irP0irnabnral being; but there are millions of

who have no 
have a conseien-sffsteu -  in th„ good PeoPi0 in the world 

,,?as r,k.B0 ,®aP0rnaturaI, and who, - - j»'wjluuiuui.uî } ukuvii n «w uwi i v mi wuoviiCiU'
With ie°ti°n  to be called what they are not. 

Hill th a daring that is absolutely startling,” Mr. 
in advances his own and the Churoh’s claim

esus name
*« "rrn

°bed' 0reVer men are g0°d citizens, wherever they are 
*ent to the laws, wherever they are rebellious

against unrighteous laws, wherever they are pitiful, 
tender, loyal, Jesus claims them as his servants, 
followers of his banner, disciples of his person.”

Jesus does nothing of the sort, and even if he did 
he would deserve the severest condemnation, or, to 
adopt the preacher's own words, he would “  illustrate 
an arrogance that ought to be met with derision and 
contempt,”

Christian courtesy towards non-Christians there 
is not. Even to claim all passive unbelievers who are 
eminently noble and good, as well as to denounce all 
active opponents of Christianity as people of no 
importance in the world, “  illustrates an arrogance 
that ought to meet with derision and oontempt.” 
As ail Christians are by no means good, so all good 
people are in no respect Christians, j  ^  piT nYn

Acid Drops.

Some hundred and fifty years ago there was a sort of 
young men’s debating club at Tarboltom, not far from the 
residence of the peasant poet of Scotland, who was indeed a 
member of it, and is said to have drawn up its rules, which 
we can well believe. One rule declared that every young 
fellow fit to be a member of that club was, amongst other 
things, to be “ a professed admirer of one or more of the fair 
sex.” One or m ore! Surely this shows the generous 
genius of Robert Burns.

Burns was then only nineteen. He spoke of love with 
mingled innocency and ardor. No woman could hate him. 
Some loved him ; most of them not wisely but too well,—  
one of them wisely and well— the woman who was his wife, 
and bore his children, and mothered one of them who was 
not hers, and put up with all his faults and failings, and 
whom he in his heart of heartB loved too from first to last. 
This should be said in justice to “ Jean,” and it would have 
her husband’s approval; for he quite understood his own 
case, as we could prove by many profound lines from his 
own poems ; indeed, at bottom, his views on morality in 
general, and sex in particular, were as austere as Words
worth’s. No doubt this statement would astonish a crowd 
of Burnsites who really do not admire him for his genius 
and his greatness, but for other qualities that bring him into 
too much likeness to the common herd of the Scotsmen, to 
whom the Kirk had left no recreations but drink and forni
cation— to use Henley’s true and strong account of the 
situation.

If there are suoh things as “ holy places ”— which religion 
declares but which Freethought rather doubts— surely the 
birthplace of Robert Burns is one of them. It is a place of 
pilgrimage from all parts of the world. When the great 
“ infidel,” Robert Ingersoll, visited it he felt “ as one who 
touched a shrine.” Ingersoll said that in one of the two 
poems he wrote, speaking formally; in prose he said that he 
would rather stand up drunk at the Day of Judgment and 
say he had written 11 A man’s a man for a’ that ” than stand 
up sober and say he had written the Westminster Confession 
of Faith. And every man who is a man would endorse the 
same statement with regard to himself.

Many a woman also would sign that statement. It was not 
little but great love that made Bassanio tell Portia—11 only 
the blood speaks to you in my veins.” Perhaps the blood of 
Robert Burns was too often in that condition, but he was 
not a mere sensualist, even when the “ old hawk,” as 
Stevenson called it, was dominant in him. His general 
feeling towards the sex of his wife, the sex of his mother, 
was one of love and reverence : we might call it adoration. 
His essential gallantry is not to be doubted ; and it was not 
selfish but disinterested. Robert Burns could never have 
accepted— in the fu ll  sense of the word— the Bible theory 
that God made man “ good ” and then made woman to spoil 
him. He put it the other way about. He eliminated 
“ God ” altogether from the business. It was Nature who 
first

11 tried her ’prentice hand on man 
And then she made the lasses 0  !”

What a superb compliment in comparison with the Bible 
story of creation 1 And one would think that the ladies 
would feel it. But some of them evidently don’t. Two 
don’t for certain. They are what is called militant
suffragettes.

Two of these extraordinary ladies, who imagine that the 
way to persuade men to agree with them is to burn down
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their property, took it into their heads to blow up Robert 
Burns’s birthplace. It is the last place in Scotland one 
would expect they (as women) would think of touching. 
But it had no sanctity for them. They did not recognise 
that it memorised a great man, and a great woman. Robert 
Burns produced some wonderful poems, but his mother pro
duced Robert Burns : and which is the greater, the man’s 
works or the man himself ? Forgetting all this, the araa- 
zonian arsonists got their bombs ready and placed them 
against the lowly walls of the birthplace of that mighty 
spirit. Fortunately they were disturbed and the famous 
cottage was saved. One of them escaped, the other was 
arrested, jabbering just like a lunatic all the time ; which 
she must indeed have been to fancy that such a deed could 
benefit any man, woman, or child on this planet.

In his latest Monthly Lecture, Dr. Horton admits that 
thousands of thoughtful and educated people “ find golf 
more attractive than God,” that religion has lost its attrac
tion, and that, consequently, the multitudes have become 
totally indifferent to it. This is perfectly true; but the 
reverend gentleman is entirely wrong when he alleges that 
this decay of interest in Christianity is the antiquated and 
utterly inadequate statement of its truths still in force in the 
Churches. To set matters right, what is needed, he tells us, 
is “ such a statement or setting of religious truth as will 
carry complete conviction to the thought of our time ” ; but 
we confidently affirm that such a statement neither man nor 
woman shall ever be able to make. It is not the ruling 
statement or setting of Christianity that is unattractive, but 
Christianity itself. Golf is more fascinating than God 
simply because golf is real and God is not. It is the super
natural, as such, that is losing its hold upon tho world, not 
merely an imperfect doctrine of it.

In the very lecture under consideration, Dr. Horton makes 
assertions which are both false and absurd. It is not a fact 
“ beyond all dispute,” that “ by far the greatest moral and 
spiritual dynamic in the world is simply the story of Jesus.” 
Only a person blinded by prejudice would dare to put forth 
such a silly claim to-day. W hy, the story of Jesus is just 
now seriously called in question by hundreds of Christian 
scholars. Christendom, even Great Britain, yea, London 
itself, in which the reverend gentleman waves tho Christian 
banner, is a living witness to the colossal moral impotence 
of Jesus and his religion.

“ Tho Heat Wave ” was the advertised topic for a sermon 
at St. Mary-at-Hill Church, London, E.C., recently. There 
was no need for publicity, for parsons have preached on that 
subject for centuries.

The Rev. J. M. Thompson, the famous Oxford divine 
whose views on miracles have brought him into trouble, has 
a remarkable article in the current number of the Hibbert 
Journal, entitled “ Post-Modernism,” in which he maintains 
that criticism has a right to handle every conceivable 
subject. We mention it simply because it raises a point 
that has been raised, again and again in this journal, 
namely, the evidential valuelessness of religious experience. 
Mr. Thompson is, perhaps, the first divine to admit that it 
is a mistake to appeal to experience as evidence for the 
truth of Christianity, because it is legitimate to ask whether 
it springs direct from a real person called Christ, or whether 
it is derived from what is believed about Christ. W e are 
firmly convinced that religions emotion is altogether due to 
religious beliefs, and is never shared by those who are 
devoid of such beliefs. Thus, the “ new apologetic,” as it 
has been called, falls completely to the ground.

“ Brigham Young abolished monotony by harnessing 
commerce to theology,” says “ Vanoc ” in the Referee. The 
same teams are driven nearer hom e; but our newspapers 
do not notice them.

“ Mr. Carnegie has deluged Britain and the States with 
free libraries, and the effect of those libraries has been to 
encourage the begging-letter writer to multiply the discon
tented portion of the community,” remarks Mr. Arnold 
White in the Referee. If this be so, they must be nourished 
on inferior fiction and worse theology, which form the staple 
output of such seats of learning.

The new county borough of Southend-on-Sea has a coat 
of arms under consideration of the Town Council, the 
predominant features of which are the figures of two monks. 
Presumably, the holy men are meditating on the Sunday 
bands, cinemas, and other amusements, to say nothing of 
the thousands of Sabbath trippers.

The Westminster Abbey authorities quickly offored to 
bury the late Mr. Joseph Chamberlain in that famons 
building, although he was known to be a Unitarian. Y® 
thought tho building was full when Swinburne and Moreditu 
died but they wore not Unitarians.

Naturally, Nonconformists have made the most that could 
be made of the death of Joseph Chamberlain. He has boon 
acclaimed as a product of Nonconformity, despite the fact 
’  ̂ f — - v.;« votirflment Noncon*that for some years before his enforced retirement None ^  

formists were loudly denouncing him as a “ Judas, 
having betrayed the democratic cause, etc., and desp 
the further fact that all Nonconformists are not or
Chamberlain type. And no one is 1ère w o n u ^ "” j 
these other Nonconformists are the product of. Sure y ^  
of Episcopaliauism? And if Chamberlain was a produc ^  
Nonconformity at one stago of his career, what was 
a product of at another stage ? The only conclus ^  
that follow from such senseless chatter is tho a,al°|ay 
of foolishness current among those who claim to 
a large part in modern political life, and a 3° ti,jug 
readiness with which religious parties seize upon any 
in order to practice thoir favorite game of self-adv® ^ . 
ment. The steps of the reasoning are as f° 
Chamberlain was a great man. Chamberlain was of ^ 
conformist descent. We are of Nonconformist 1103 ^
Therefore —  . Anyone can draw tho implied cone u 
for himself.

Mr. R. J. Campboll says that Mr. Chamberlain ^ aSrejj. 
great Free Churchman, unswervingly faithful to his 
gious convictions.” Well, we imagine that what Mr. y 0 
berlain’s religious convictions were are very doubtfo • 
never paraded them ; he never went about preaclu®^^, 
chapels, like some other political leaders, and rarelyi j ^  
introduced religion into his speeches. We fancy tnat rljfl 
Mr. Campbell— who has quite a genius for giving ffg9 
wrong implications— means is that Mr. Chamber!»111 
faithful to what is called “ religious equality,” but w‘‘ft 
prefer to call the equality of opinion. We are not no 
cussing whether this is true or false of Chamberla'n,^.^ 
only pointing out that it has nothing whatever to 110 
religion. It does not originate with religion, and te 
does nothing to favor its development— save so far ^got 
division of religious opinion into sects makes for a n(j0ed,
measure of tolerance than would otherwise obtain . If.)■; u r v j  u v i v / i u u u o  u u u i i i  n  u u i u  u u u u t .  *» ------------ , .y) ■

.. _ should like to see Mr. Campbell tackle this prob ecatao8 
the equality of opinion is a religious conviction, b °w ,eSt________ T71________  _ l___ II. „U4.„;na ill la .1it that the countries in Europe where it obtains m D*
measure are those in which religious opinion is woan.u yS 
that its bitterest and most numerous opponents are » 
found in the ranks of the devout ?

The Bishop of Bristol has been preaching on the ¡8 
of 11 Will Christianity Survive ?” When that quRS o0t. 
asked by a Bishop, one knows what kind of answer to e jS 
Of course, he thinks it will, although he admits  ̂Q0i."
“ desperately hard at times to understand the ways o 
But the attitude of the proper devotee is not to unde 
the ways of God, but to believe that they aro jij by 
Christianity never taught that people were to bo 8» f̂l0,
understanding. That has always been an heretical „avod 
It is as Ingersoll said, if the world could only bo sa 0j  
understanding religious doctrines, it would surely bo <• 
beyond redemption.

ie0linedi
Although the number of church attendants has c gIj0 

the number of parsons has increased. The * ^ nrC])efl 
shows that there is a slight increase in all the c  0 of 
except tho Established Church. That shows a dec> g vj. 
about 400. The others, however, make up for *kenLoUt of 
dently the decline of worshipers is not due to 
preaching.

The Canterbury House of Convocation has boe^ c?Ugoarl* 
ing whether it should admit women on the Central ^ ^ gS 
of Missions or not. After considerable discussion ^ 0Ojy. 
decided to co-opt women members to the number o ^  jjje 
The Dean of Canterbury opposed their admitt»110® ^ ^  of 
ground that it was contrary to the spirit, if not the .¡otJs. 
the teaching of St. Panl. The Dean was unduly , o0e
Both the letter and the spirit of Paul’s teaching. ’¡ eai
may add, the whole spirit of Christian legislation.^ ^  b0 
against such an innovation. Their place, if  ̂ keep 
taken as an authority, is to oboy their husbands de»1
silence in the churches. The discussion only 1U ^ a p 0 °) 
the utter hopelessness of expecting anything in "h ,,ation °* 
a rational lead in social matters from a congr „  
Christian clergymen. ^

The Church Times warns Dissenters not to 6^ arcbcS 
much in the way of stopping the leakage from "be
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aro / 8In"  religion on children. It points out that there 
atl(j . “ ®r. factors beside early training to be considered ; 
Verv •* t£llS We (lu‘ fe agree with them. Early training is a 
. /im p o r ta n t  thing, and undoubtedly a large number of 
not b rema!n witl* the Churches because of this. But it is 
Don / eryfking, for in that case there would be very few 
othe f Ht 'ans about. As the Church Times says, there are 
recei and these remain even though every child
jjea),vec* a sound religious education. Early training is 
enfo ^ ah-powerful when the general currents of life 
EU)d°rC° > but when the forces of life pall in one direction 
fot ear*y.training in another, it may well happen that the 
the Sr, ‘ r ûmPbs. And this is obviously what happens in 
ieaojja'^  °f  the majority who throw off religion when they

great8 & n° fefl but extremely significant fact that this 
the ?oacern ak°ut the religious training of children is, on 
o{ ” ’bole, a modern thing. In earlier ages children were, 
other'ur’ âuttbt religion, but only as they were taught 
jgU . “hings. There was no need to specially emphasise 
it. r 1*]’- . ocause the general social environment enforced 
Heed f ® 10U waa a part of life,’ and there was no greater 
spher ” 8urroui1^ the child with a special "  religious atmo- 
atu> 8 than there is to give it to-day a geographical or an 
taterl t Ca* atmosphere. A change of conditions necessi- 
end -a different policy. The environment, instead of 
(jj ,-rsiriS religious teachings, began to be in fiat contra- 
anti'r” them. The general tendency of life became 
gtow. nstian, and it became necessary to guard the 
Posit'11® Seneration from its influence. Hence the present 
in >°h- The secular teacher asks only the opportunity to 
enfor i anc* leaves it to daily experience to endorso and 
is in C6 . lessons. The religious teacher knows that this 
as . P°8sible with him. He must keep the .child insulated, 
mod > W,8re\ g ain st the hundred and one tendencies of 
this11111 l£e ^e *s beep him religious. To some extent 
it be done with children. But it is impossible to do
f i b i Z  ■ * * « ■  Li£o is there when the Churches have 
Piav ° • i^e*r work; and although early religious training 

j minimise, it cannot annihilate its influence.

ti]in 6 the easiest things in the world is to say that a 
Sayin ^°-U m Head. And to a certain type of mind
f'ooni® aPPears to develop a conviction that it is so. 
eitUp have gone on, generation after generation, saying 
Athe_r £“ ere ooald be no such thing as au Atheist, or that 
of . i3tn. was dead, quite blind to the fact that the number 
ifate ?e,sts in the world steadily increases. So with 
alivetla ’sm‘ ft is always being killed, but yet it is always 
activ'f A*ways being crushed, and yet never losing its 
of „ . ,7 au<) potency. Of course, this cheap and easy way 
si0Q f S r'd of an enemy largely owes its efficacy to confu- 
Cojto thought and looseness of language. The Christian 

071wealth, for instance, says in its last issue:—
un the great scientific thinkers of the world have given 

P the materialistic hypothesis of the Universe. No thinker 
rePutation to-day stands for the materialistic philosophy.”

of ground assigned for this is that the old conception 
"'bat th 18 sbown to bo inaccurate. Well, suppose it i s ; 

then ? Materialistic philosophy is no more dependentPpon 
ofu, ^Particular conception of "m a tte r ” than the science 
fo *  *°gy is dependent upon a particular theory of coal 
the . n# The essence of Materialism is that the forces of 
°Pli)hiniVers0 are °f a determinable, and ultimately cal- 
bas -0’ °baracter ; and with that the character of “ matter ” 
giv/ ltapiy nothing to do. As to scientific thinkers having 
bofin ^  Materialism, that is sheer nonsense. Sir Oliver 
b0 fyj“ mow better when he asked the British Association to 
kug ^aPt towards the anti-materialistic explanation. He 
cat(j L  'IPitc well that, mstoad of Materialism being dis- 

14 is the working creed of every scientific thinker
ding about.

Who,, B ? / ° t  deal with party politics in the Freethinker, but 
of h,s ffmg Carson ” introduces “ God ” into the Preamble 
8ido . new Constitution for Ulster, as being on the Protestant 
Wh0’ ,  £ee  ̂ Üke saying a word or two, and replying to those 
btst ,,esent our doing so by reminding them that “ he spoke 
as « ‘i parson represents himself and his “ covenanters ” 
out faf'i uk\t° be strengthened by the Power who helped
ï«liei
is in*^11: aad is not entitled to pass uncriticised because it 
be a /le c t io n  with politics. Wo say at once that, if there 
V u a « ' thi8 is the most blasphemous and hypocritical 
that m® j We ever read. It was not God, but Great Britain, 
Atitj tho Protestant the uppor dog in the Irish fight. 
btutai „10^*ares to say that God made that upper dog the 
ftish pp01' bloody beast he was ? It was the story of an 
step /  asant, thrashed at a cart-tail— stroke by step and 

y stroke— that made young Charles Stewart Parnell

in their need.” This is not politics : this is

clench his teeth and silently resolve to do— what he did. 
For the man was tied to the cart so that he had to walk 
backwards, and the dreadful lash cut open his belly as he 
went, protesting that such cruelty was against human nature 
itself— though an English colonel ordered it to be done and 
saw it done. God helped them, did he ? Helped them to 
tear out the living entrails of a poor Irish peasant, for doing 
what Carson and Craig and the rest of them now profess to 
be doing in their turn, and call upon “ the Power ” (which 
surely must be the Orange God) to help them as he helped 
them before.

Lord Chief Justice Coleridge, in the course of his address 
to the jury in the Freethinker prosecution in 1883, said that 
the persecution of Catholics by Protestants in Ireland for a 
period of a hundred and fifty years was unparalleled in 
human history. The very last infamy was practised by the 
Protestant landlords, with the full consent of the British 
Government. They pulled down the peasant’s cottage when 
they could get no more blood out of him in the shape of 
rent. Never before had that been done. It was a scanty 
dwelling, but it was hallowed by life and love, and births 
and deaths, and joy and pain, and all that makes a poor 
man’s home what a rich man's mansion can never be. To 
strike men there was an attempt to murder the very “ soul ” 
of a nation. And the rich did it to the poor, and the men 
of one religion did it to the men of another religion, and 
“ God ” was with them in that “ man’s inhumanity to man ” 
which has thrown a last black insolubility into the problem 
of evil, and made the world vile beyond redemption.

Had not Protestants bean divided amongst themselves—  
first of all into tho two great parties of Church and Dissent 
— they would have exterminated the Irish Catholics, which 
they very nearly succeeded in doing as it was. W e don’t 
say tho Catholics would have been any better if they had 
possessed the same power ; but they did not possess it, and 
they are not guilty; you cannot make men responsible for 
hypothetical crimes. Neither do we wish to stir up religious 
passions unnecessarily. But when convicted persecutors 
cry to “ the Power” for help against their victims, and 
convicted bigots clamor against a merely possible intoler
ance, one can only ask if any such spectacle has been 
witnessed since Satan rebuked Sin ?

All we have said has been provoked by that appeal to 
“ the Power.” We have nothing to do with Ulster 
Protestants’ politics. When they publicly appeal to “ the 
Power ” of this infinite universe to take sides with them in 
a political contest, they are posing as religionists and they 
invite the most candid criticism even from non-polticians.

It is pretended that the Battle of the Boyne, the triumph 
of Dutch William, who was imported from the Continent to 
uphold the Protestant interest in Great Britain, was a victory 
for religious toleration. It was nothing of the sort. All the 
toleration it secured was between Protestants themselves. 
No toleration was extended to Catholics. None, of course, 
was extended to Freethinkers. Less than ten years after 
the “ glorious revolution ” of 1688 a fresh statute was 
directed against Freethinkers. It was called “ An Act for 
the more effectual suppressing of Blasphemy and Pro- 
faness.” It was a long Act, but in substance it was this : 
that anyone having been educated in the Christian religion, 
or at any time made profession of it within this realm, who 

»shall deny the Holy Trinity, or shall say that there are more 
Gods than one, or deny Christianity to be true, or the Bible 
to be of divine authority— such person shall be disabled from 
holding any public employment, and on a second conviction 
be imprisoned for three years and deprived for ever of all 
civil rights. That was the “ religious toleration ” which 
followed the Battle of the Boyne, the flight of Jame3 II., 
and the safe seating of William III. upon the throno of 
Great Britain.

The government of Ireland, while it is purely secular, 
may be this or that so far as we are concerned. But the 
government of Ireland has never been anything else than 
the government of Irish Catholics by British and Irish Pro
testants. “ To hell with the Pope 1” was the sublime shib
boleth on one side. “ To hell with King William !” was the 
sublime shibboleth of the other. We do not mean that 
religious bigotry was responsible for all the misrule and 
misery in Ireland; we mean that it sanctioned and exas
perated every other cause of quarrel; the chief of which, of 
course, was the oppression and exploitation of the majority 
by the minority of the nation.

Protestants had all the power when the Act of Union was 
passed. There was not a Catholic in the Irish Parliament.
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After the revolutionary period of 1848 the Protestants made 
it “  treason felony ” to suggest that the Act of Union could 
ever be repealed. This was to make every Nationalist 
orator or journalist a criminal punishable by death. That 
is, mere reformers, like John Mitchell, who wrote pretty 
mu6h what T. P. O’Connor writes now— only with real 
literary genius— stood in fear of capital punishment. On the 
occasion of Mitchell’s trial, with a batch of his colleagues 
on the Irish Tribune, the Crown exercised its right of un
limited challenge, and every Catholic was kept off the jury, 
as well as every Protestant who was not thought “ sound ” 
enough. Every defendant, of course, was found guilty; 
every one of them, of course, was sentenced to death.

History is written too much in the abstract. The bestial 
circumstances of the execution of the English Regicides, for 
instance, is almost unprintable. Historians use abstract 
language; they say that the unhappy men were cruelly 
executed, or use some other polite circumlocution. But 
what was the actual death sentence on these Irish patriots 
— for such every man must be who risks his liberty and 
even his life in opposition to the government of his country 
by foreigners ? The following sentence on William Smith 
O’Brien will do for all the rest,— there being only a change 
in nam e:—

“ The sentence is, that you, William Smith O'Brien, be 
taken from hence to the place from whence you came, and 
be thence drawn on a hurdle to the place of execution, and 
be there hanged by the neck until you are dead; and that 
afterwards your head shall he severed from your body, and 
your body divided into four quarters, to be disposed of as 
her Majesty shall think fit. And may the Lord have mercy 
on your soul.”

There, dear reader; let that sink into your “ soul," This 
horrible sentence was commuted to penal servitude for life, 
but it sounded in the ears of the prisoners in the dock. Had 
the Irish been all Catholics, or all Protestants, those 
infamous words would never have been uttered. The 
hellish spirit of religious bigotry turns men into beaBts. 
Nay, worse than beasts ; for what beast ever hated another 
beast for a mare difference of opinion on any subject what
ever ? ___

Party politics are nothing to us. Neither are we very 
much concerned about the “ business government ” which 
Borne people wish to see. But when a great political 
problem is discussed in the light of religious dogmas, and 
in the spirit of religious animosity, it becomes Freethinkers, 
at least, to insist that every word of religion should be 
eliminated from this controversy, and that the discussion 
should turn upon what is actual and appreciable by 
ordinary human intelligence in this world.

At the present time, Scottish Sabbatarians are fighting 
most strenuously for the preservation intact of their field- 
day. The magistrates of Saltcoats have unanimously 
refused to consent to the holding of Sunday evening 
concerts. The Ardrossan and Saltcoats Herald assures 
their Honors, however, that they are laboring under a 
delusion if they assume that their finding has the approval 
of the entire community. It certainly has not the approval 
of the Herald. But there are Sabbatic stalwarts at Salt
coats, who have the courage of their convictions. Mr. (or 
should it be Rev. ?) W . M ’Neil Biggam, for example, is a 
modern Goliath, who looks down with blustering contempt 
upon all and sundry to favor the secularisation of the Lord’ŝ  
Day. This warrior, flourishing two hundred years after his 
time, goes to the absurd length of asserting that “ it is 
seriously open to question whether the rendering of even 
the finest sacred music by competent artistes, under concert 
conditions on a Sabbath evening, would result in permanent 
moral good.” W e contend that it is more seriously open to 
question whether the most eloquently and impressively 
conducted Church services, taken by themselves, have ever 
contributed to the moral elevation of the people. But the 
question is, Will intelligent Scotland patiently listen and 
submit to such crass and fumid exhalations of seventeenth 
century Puritanism in this enlightened twentieth century ? 
Will the residents of Saltcoats allow themselves to be led 
by the nose by such obsolete teachers as Mr. M’Neil Biggam ? 
W e are confident,—

“  O Caledonia, stern and wild,
Meet nurse for a poetic child,”

that thou wilt take thy full share in the grand task of 
rescuing the venerable day of the sun from the tyrannous 
rule of the Sabbatarians.

There was an altercation in High-street, Southend, on 
Sunday, between a policeman and a citizen of Rendon, who

had come down to “  see the fleet ”  and had been seeing i' 
not wisely but too well. Presently the policeman lost his 
temper a bit and began to use “ language.”  Whereupon the” 0 - -----Ir.'nfltemper a bit and began to use “ language.' -■------ ---  . . „
other disputant, who seemed to belong to the wor |f 
classes, said, “ Look here I Don’t you Bernard-Shaw me 
Such is fame.

Rev. Paulus Askanazie (an odd name), vicar of Ulrome, in 
East Yorkshire, had an odd experience. He went np to 
inspect an upper chamber in the church tower, but the 
ladder broke and he could not get down again. Tolling the 
bell for three hours brought no relief, although it cause 
wonder in the heads of his parishioners. Providence 
rendered no help— as usual. At last the reverend gentle
man broke a window and held out a white flag in the fo«“ 
of a handkerchief with the “ S. O. S .” signal, which brought 
him relief. 8

Rev. George M. Norris, of South Cove, Wangford, Suffolk, 
left £73,897. Pity the poor clergy 1

Lord Halsbury, who was the leading counsel fo ^  
crown in the Freethinker prosecution in 1883, „
elderly man then. He seems to be living from ever a 
to everlasting. But he does not appear to spend muc  ̂
in improving his knowledge of the Bible. ® e .% tb 0  
Scripture the other night in the House of Lords Do
Government, and this is what he made of i t : 1 "  reai
more vain orations ; your hands are for blood.” .¡onS; 
quotation, from Isaiah, is— “ Bring no more vain obla 
your hands are full of blood.” Orations for oblati°^ 
distinctly good. Lord Halsbury is getting quite comic 
his old age.

of
A most remarkable man is the Rev. R. F. Horton,^ 

Hampstead 1 Between his facts and his conclusions j0 
is a connection so subtle that only the initiated are & 
discern. Thus, under present conditions, he (0.
doubts as to whether the British people are fit for L 
And, as becomes so subtle a reasoner, he supplied the ^  a 
on which such a conclusion was based. An Australia 
visit to England gave Dr. Horton the benefit of his ® L j0 
ences. One Sunday morning this Australian visitor wafbef' 
High Mass at the Cathedral at Westminster. In th° 
noon he went into Surrey, and found about a tĥ  ^ qV0
people playing golf. That was sufficient. His nex 
was to visit Dr. Horton’s church— all in the same day_ -te. 
he “ emphatically declared ” that we were not fit for ^ f0w 
That is a quite wonderful chain of reasoning, and v®, r̂6 ¡8 
beside Dr. Horton would be capable of it. Because ^ 0f. 
High Mass on Sunday morning and golf on Sunday r̂e 
noon, the English people are in a state of decadency- 
cannot quite see the connection ; but Dr. Horton 3 ¡̂¡(¡gn 
and Dr. Horton is one of the shining lights of Metr°P 
Nonconformity.

The following is from the Daily Neivs of Friday, Ju*y
KB

gftidu b0
‘ A dock worker named William James Ahern, who^lth0 

was ‘ not religious,’ gave some trouble to the B° ^  tb0 
Coroner’s officer when he sought to induce him to 
oath at an inquest yesterday. _ ,

“  The Coroner’s officer (P.C. Allen) commenced, 
after me, I swear by Almighty God— —’

“  Witness: No, I don’t.
“  Officer : Repeat, ‘ I swear------ ’
“ Witness: But I won’t.
“  Will you take the oath ?—No, I ain’t religion?; ,^.50, 
“ Then affirm, 11 do solemnly and sincerely an11'

I shan’t. t 1 1 A°
“ The Officer: But it is not religious. KePeB ’ 

solemnly and sincerely affirm.’— Yes.
“ Repeat it.— Yes. i„mnly ftl>a
“  Will you please repeat what I say ? ‘ I do sol 

sincerely affirm.’— Yes. t-he0* ^
Officer (sternly) : Will you either affirm or take 
“  Witness (looking disgusted) : No. ,  n0t y°u
“  The Coroner (Mr. H. R. Oswald) : If yon d0 

will get into trouble. Repeat after the offioer. a 1
“  Witness said he would not, but the officer 'n̂ fe anotb0r 

it is not religious,’ and witness consented to ha 
try.

“  Finally he rounded off the last words of the a i gQ jjelp 
with the addition of words from the disliked oath, 
me God.' ”

Wo hardly think this gentleman can bo amongst our ^  
If he were he would probably know that the Ga ^  a 
passed by Charles Bradlaugh gives every witness or 
right to affirm in any court of law simply ?n “■V  °  0»th 
that ho has no religious belief or that the taking °  of
is against his religious belief. W e may add that gra(jiaugb 
affirmation in the Act was drawn up by Charles jftCtory- 
himself, and it may therefore be taken as quite sa 1

dor8;
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To Correspondents.

£ 17re^  3 Honorarium Fund, 1914.— Previously acknowledged, 
FT o-, ' ®d. Received since :— Mr. and Mrs. Kerslake, 10s.;

g  ' “ 'Berstein, 10s.

andAN]N,f  HACKLET0n'— Pleased to have your encouraging letter, 
glad to hear that this journal has been so much good to 

y°u for so long a time.
j 3 '  Etomabd.— How is it, we wonder, that Christian 

idence people are nearly always such blackguards ?
n^t\ i>0BcaESS-—Mr. Foote may see the “ saints”  at Ports

m outh some other time.

Thr*4? 81,— ^  's amusing, as you say, to see Mr. W . H. 
sevg6 i d0soribed as “ a new speaker.” He lectured for 
as a i Branches ten years ago, and his advertisement
lim le^ ? rer appeared (gratuitously) in the Freethinker at the 
him6' «f-0 '?0l'eve that there was an editorial paragraph about 
oiat 3°  "“ '3 iourna,l- Mr. Thresh's lectures were well appre- 

• . "What we object to is the “ new.” Others may be 
^responsible for that.

®At,L-— Many thanks for cuttings.
oaA- . M M . Keiislake.— W e should be fortunate indeed if all 

^  riends’ good wishes were realised. Thanks for yours.
jje. " Translations received with thanks. We hope to see you 
are r® l°.ng. The “  Positive article ” is being considered. We 
Freethi&;ĉ  *ir6sPass‘n§ beyond our proper province in the

¿ 3 '  ^ dllings.— Glad to hear your Freethinker has been 
E B VereC* refiular'y s'noe our intervention, 
j, Tour weekly “  batch ” is always welcome.

hav* ’̂ 0NES— Mr. Foote’s Will Christ Save Us ? would probably 
H p , 6 SerV61̂  y °nr purpose, but it is out of print at present. 

ba-,Wai0HT.— We are sending you a supply of “ specimen” 
be nl 1J,Qtnbers of the Freethinker for free distribution, and shall 

A-Nd °  8,0 Sllpply other friends in the same way.
w Millar.— Too late for this week ; but see next.

Pos,LtVEBSTEIN’ a member of the N. S. S. Executive, and in a 
subs 10-n *° '5now what he is talking about, sends his annual 
“ ATCr,Ption to the President’s Honorarium Fund, and writes : 
ca_T  admiration for your great ability and devotion to our 
]on 8 becomes greater with the passing of the years, and as 

as y°u remain our leader I shall always give you my 
^  unswerving support.”

If j 1,e.Caux.— Glad you think our “ Word of God "first-rate. 
gfjlj^'oted, as you say, there would have to be footnotes to 

The *be reader on some technical points.
].•' ®EcdlaR Society, Limited, office is at 2 Newcastle-Btreet, 

Th* lnga° n'Btreet’ E -G>
Eô ATI0NAL Secular Society's office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 

arring4on-street, E .C.m If fj tv
w'th R6 serv’C0a the National Secular Society in connection 
Bhoi lSLU*ar Burial Services are required, all communications 

^ 1(1 80 addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.
2 N?S *0r *b® Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 

Wcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.“8cTDr,  -NT
stre i notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
ihterted^'O'’ first Post Tuesday, or they will not be

'̂Bierj.q ,m , “ Who Bend us newspapers would enhance the favor by 
KlnS the passages to which they wish us to call attention.

PionS 0̂t ''Mature should be sent to the Shop Manager of the 
lni1 ®ef Press, 2 Newcastle-street Farringdon-street, E.C.,and

Th not to the Editor.
* ^ i n k e r  will be forwarded direot from the publishing

. to n .m ,  « „ » A  -----»1,1 « « „ A  o A  A l, ___any
tnrw’v Prepaid : 
b̂ onths 2s. 8d.

part of the world, post free, at the following 
One year, 10s. 6d. ; half year, 5s. 3d. j three

Mrs. H. Bradlaugh Bonner objects to the N. S. S. Presi
dent’s statement, backed by the Executive, that all the 
effective fighting against the Blasphemy Laws has been done 
in the law courts. She does not state where else it was 
done. It was the fight over the Freethinker prosecution 
more than thirty years ago that produced Lord Chief 
Justice Coleridge’s epoch-marking judgment, which made all 
discussion on religion, as such, entirely free, and confined 
the punishment of “ blasphemy ” to the use of outrageous 
language. Twenty-five years elapsed before another “ blas
phemy ” case occurred. The President and Executive of the 
N. S. S. saw the importance of fighting the Boulter case. 
They did fight it and they won. It was a critical occasion. 
And the result was the endorsement of Lord Chief Justice 
Coleridge’s declaration of the Common Law of Blasphemy. 
That is settled for ever. Just as Mr. Foote said it was in 
1898 when he established the Secular Society, Limited. 
His view was that our funds were safe, but our personal 
liberty was still in danger owing to the manner in which 
Christians might choose to find that we had attacked their 
faith. _____

Nearly everybody said that the N. S. S, President was 
mistaken. It was they who were mistaken. He was right 
— as he usually is in such matters. Some of those who were 
pleased to think he was a blunderer in 1898 were just as 
mistaken in 1908. They advised Boulter to climb down, to 
express regret for his “ blasphemy ” and to promise never to 
do it again. And one of them plainly stated in print that 
English Freethinkers had quite as much freedom of speech 
as was good for them. Now they are posing as the heroes 
of the “ repeal ” movement, and ignorant people are actually 
believing them. No wonder Matthew Arnold called History 
a Mississippi of falsehood.

Mrs. Bradlaugh Bonner objects to the statement that 
while the Deputation to Mr. Asquith, and his reply, were 
good things in their way, they “ could not possibly lead to 
any fresh steps in the direction of the repeal of the Blas
phemy Laws.” She does not tell us what steps they could 
lead to, or what fresh step they have led to. Nothing fresh 
has been attempted. Circulars, questions for candidates, peti
tions, questions in Parliament,— all had been done before. 
Mrs. Bonner hints at another Bill. There cannot be a better 
one than her father’s, which was introduced (and lost, of 
course) in 1889. He was still President of the N. S. S., by 
the way, when he made this gallant effort. To tell the plain 
truth, all the fighting against the Law of Blasphemy, until 
quite lately, has been done by the N. S. S., and by no one 
else. The monster has long been moribund. What is being 
arranged for now is its funeral. To give it the coup de 
grace, to bury it out of sight and sound, is a good work in 
its way. But the real work was the work of the pioneers—  
who dared and suffered and did all that men could do to 
maintain their and every man's right of free thought and 
free speech. _____

The circumstances under which the suggested new Bill is 
to be introduced “ will be more favorable than has ever been 
the case hitherto.” Very likely. But those more favorable 
circumstances only mean, after all, that much progress in 
the general spirit of toleration has taken place since 1883 
and 1889. _ _ _

Mrs. Bonner throws out a final hint about the necessity 
of Freethinkers working unitedly together in respect to the 
repeal of the Blasphemy Laws. This will sound a little odd 
to some members of the Blasphemy-Laws Repeal Com
mittee.

Sugar Plums.
Mr. Foote’s special address to the Freethought party 

>o 'a an0* many personal friends in particular, is
kg still further. It must not be interrupted when it 
he r,°e ^e8nni and a good deal of standing matter has yet 

nsed up first.

ft Pftrt of Mr. Foote’s address will be concerned with 
financial strain involved in some unavoidable 

There is more, rather than less, need of the Pre-

the -AOR1
°fiangeR
s*dent’ tr illere *8 more, rather than less, need of the Pre- 
be h0r.S-Ponorarium Fund being well supported. It is to 
te£nitt6a ^ a t  all intending subscribers who have not yet 
likely i  ^ d o  so as promptly as possible. The money is

1 badly wanted in the early future.

ten 0r°  are fewer clergymen in England than there were 
fiftyy0ara ago. Actors and actresses have increased by 
oiviH^f cent. These are sure marks of the growth of

A vicar for a long time had to bear what was to him a 
very unpleasant state of things, namely, a large number of 
empty pews. He had tried to find a remedy, and at last 
thought of a novel idea. He had bills and posters printed, 
and sent broadcast, announcing that on a certain Sunday he 
would preach a special sermon on “ The Old and the New 
Sacrifice,” and that to illustrate the old sacrifices "  real 
fire ” would come down from heaven. The vicar accordingly 
arranged for a boy to go up in the roof of the church, and 
when he repeated, for the second time, the text, “ And fire 
came down from heaven and burnt the sacrifice,” the boy 
was to light some paper and drop it down. The appointed 
service cam e; the church was, of course, filled almost to 
suffocation. The vicar arose, and gave out the text— once—  
twice— but no fire came down, and on looking towards the 
roof to find the cause, the boy shouted out, “ If you please, 
sir, the rain has got on the matches, and they won’t strike.” 
At the end of the sermon the vicar said he hoped there 
would be a good collection to carry on the work of the Lord 
at that place.
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From the West Country.

The Judge's Chair. Dartmoor Stories, by Eden Phillpotts, 
John Murray : 1914. 6s.

M b . E d e n  P h i l l p o t t s  has given the reading public 
many surprises. First, when the capital, short 
stories which made the magazines unwonted sources 
of laughter, were collected and issued over his signa
ture, and later and greater, when the ingenious 
historian of The Human Boy dropped the oap and 
bells, and, in The Secret Woman, contributed the most 
powerfully written novel of its year to our wonder 
and amazement. In a still later book, The Thief of 
Virtue, Mr. Phillpotts gave his admirers yet another 
surprise, for he translated the philosophy of Nietzsche 
into the vernacular of the W est Country, and gave 
us a convincing picture of the superman in 
homespun.

No one among the present day writers has a better 
claim to the succession to the mantle of Mr. Thomas 
Hardy than Mr. Eden Phillpotts. Since the Master 
has forsaken novel writing for poetry, the younger 
writer has been gradually adding volume to volume 
of his Dartmoor Stories until he can claim to have 
attempted a prose epic of the W est Country. The 
latest volume of this splendid series of novels, The 
Judge's Chair, is before us, and forms a triumphant 
finale to the master-work, well worthy of the strong 
hand of the famous Devonshire novelist.

This volume of stories bring to a conclusion the 
author’s Dartmoor work. They are along the line of 
previous volumes and mingle comedy and tragedy; 
but as in the case of Widecombe Fair, he ended the 
longer stories with a play of humor and a glimpse of 
the happier side of life ; so, for the most part, 
these tales, told by an old Moorman from The Judge’s 
Chair, are laughter-moving and saturated with the 
quaint and original philosophy of the Moor folk.

Because of the range and maturity of the stories, 
The Judge’s Chair is a most characteristic work. 
These peasants, with their racy and vigorous dialect, 
are not merely W est Country photographs, they are 
“ forms more read than living m an ” which the im
agination of the author has created. The reader 
knows that the important factor is nature, and that 
the simple story is but a portion of the world’s life. 
And the struggles and love-affairs of these peasants 
are to this theme merely as the hare running along 
the railway is to Turner’s rainstorm and express 
train racing one another in M b world-famous picture. 
It is a true instinct that impels Mr. Phillpotts to 
choose backgrounds of landscape rather than houses 
and furniture ; for, in like position, did not the great 
painter crown his Ariadne with stars ?

There are no leas than eighteen stories in the 
book, and they include tragedy, comedy, and even 
farce. Mr. Phillpotts tells stories, too, in such a 
way that his readers are counted by the tens of 
thousands, for in this phase of his art he is 
irresistible. Listen, for example, to his description 
of Tommy Caunter, the patriarch of The Judge's 
Chair: —

“ A little old man with a brown and withered fact) all 
wrinkled into one laugh. Every line of a thousand lines 
was merry. His eyes were small, bright suns, and the 
obvious happiness in them must have astonished an ob
server. Could it be that any mortal had found seventy 
years on Dartmoor one long jest ? Teeth Tommy Caunter 
had none, but his shrunken month followed the skull 
lines and grinned a genial smile. He wore a blue 
shirt, corduroy trousers, and battered black leggings. 
His coat and his hat were beside him on the seat. He 
was bald save for a thin ring of white hair— a half halo 
of silver that had slipped off his head and been caught 
behind his ears.”

This Tommy Caunter is the character to whose 
memory Mr. Phillpotts professes to owe the stories. 
In keeping with this genial supposition, on page after 
page brilliant touches of homely wisdom strike the 
reader, as, for instance :—

“ W e always remember the man who trod on our 
corns, though we may forget the man who tried to set 
our house on fire.”

“ Talk is very w ell; but it won’t heal a cut finger.”
“ The youngest of us makes mistakes.”
“ If cleanliness be next to godliness on one side, tis 

close kin with a devil of a temper on t ’other.”
“ Youth will rush in where middle age casts a look 

and goes by.”
For Freethinkers these stories have an nnusnal 

interest, for the keynote of all is frankly and fear
lessly Pagan, and interpenetrated with the Greek 
ideals of life. It is this quality that gives Mr- 
Phillpotts' art an imposing and elemental quality- 
He is, in a word, a thinker; but he is too clever an 
artist to allow his aesthetics to be overshadowed by 
his ethics. One of the most charming of the etorie0 
deals with the soieniifio truth that the child of to-day 
is nearer his prehistoric ancestors than the adult by
many an ago. This story, “ The Apostates,” recounts

- -  -  « -  a- - —  ------ o The Apostates,’
the superstitious wonder of two children who find 
rock idol, and the dialogue between the brother and
sister is very suggestive:—

“ ‘ You oughtn’t to pray 
repeated.

“ ‘ I  don’t see that,’ argued Bobby. ------ „  -
have got His hands full without me and you. _ ^  anj|

but to Gentle Jesus, 0b 

; Gentle J0308

body be always at Him for one thing and another, 
you can’t expect Him to hear a couple of little s<] ^  
like us. But if this here gent chap be a real 1C*° ’ w 
like as not he’s just busting to help somebody toas
his cleverness. He might be a proper friend to us,

result to

story ° f 
comp»0“ 

and

none the wiser.’
How the young apostates fared, and the 

the rock-god is told with consummate art.
In quite another vein is the poignant 

The Wife ” written, with a lucid and 
sense of craftsmanship; whilst “ Providence 
Tommy Caanter” is seasoned with a delightful n 
The remainder of the stories are the work of a ■ B 
to the manner born, and the book should in°r 
the already wide reputation of Mr. Phillpott3- .gg

fUVlnalarAmid the rampant commercialism and 
of modem literature, it is pleasant to find a P0" ^ ^  
novelist taking his art seriously, and producing ^ 
which not only command the admiration el 
many, but compel the attention of the critics- ^ 
Eden Philipotts is in this enviable position j  
while he is on easy terms with his publishers 

many thousands of readers, his work êhis
when 

sten06really notable advance from the days 
lighted up the magazines with his humorous B|ju‘ jg0 
until he had given ns the epic of Dartmoor, an g 
proved by the publication of Wild Fruit, a refres 
volume of verse, that he could wear with a S|;a0. g>8 
singing robes of Apollo, and who sings for sing bor 
sake, and who seems indifferent to the PraI?,R 0f 
blame of coteries or critics. The Dartmoor seri  ̂
novels, of which The Judge's Chair is the oonolu 
volume, have a real and lasting value. For !a^ o0 
country, where ways are simpler and men less P , 0f 
to hide their moods, we get nearer to the 
things than in towns. And, to his credit be 10 9
Mr. Phillpotts has never sold his birthright  ̂
thinker. Like Meredith and Hardy, he has P 
through the Valley of Dead Gods, and looke ^  
wondering eyes upon the celestial ocean of l ra

MIMNERMUs’

Animals Recently Extinct.—Ill*

(Concluded from f .  445.) jjotl8
R e p t i l e  life, which reached such a rnil£j 0jong 
state of development in the remote past, ha o0 
been deprived of its lordship before man appea ¿jc 
the planet. Their fossil remains prove that g*o , . flg 
terrestrial tortoises were widespread on the le 
laud surfaces of the earth in many areas in tji«8 
they have been for ages extinofc. These 1 |n¿ed 
were latterly driven to seek shelter in sS r̂eatn, 
island sanctuaries, and from these, their last r ^ eru. 
the coercive hand of man has now expello ja0d- 
Daring the last few generations the expirmg @r of 
tortoise has been restricted to a small nu 
islands in the Indian and Pacific Oceans.
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That these organisms were the stranded survivors 
rom a greater continental past, appears evident 
rom the faot that far apart as their localities were, 

f.10Ee tortoises displayed the closest affinity, and that 
. j rninor tortoises were entirely absent from these 
Wand havens. Unfortunately for themselves, these 
joptiles became a favorite food with the men who 
«nded on their wave-oneireled homes, and their 
noinbers sadly deolined. A few giant tortoises have 
recently been protected in Aldabra; some are kept in 
oaptivity in zoologioal collections, but for all practical 
PQrposea these interesting relics of the earth’s 
earlier fauna may be regarded as departed things.

During the historical period, more than fifty 
sPecies of birds have been suffered to expire. Nearly 
j these extinct animals were island dwellers, and it 
8 to bo feared that other feathered creatures simi- 
arly oiroumstanced are destined to extinction at no 
latant date. In the interests of science and 
uuianity it is to be trusted that these isolated 

species will be protected and their perpetuation 
secured, for our feathered fauna are among the most 
°^ b le  and beautiful of Nature’s children.

The dodo is dead. There is, and there has long 
0en, no doubt that it is as dead as Qaeen Anne. 

jrar first knowledge of this “ ponderous pigeon” 
dates from the time when the Dutch navigators 
anded on the island of Mauritius and annexed it to 
ueir country’s possessions. The bird was not a 
tllug of beauty, with “ its huge beak, hooked and

fevered except towards the tip, with a bars skin........
j 6 8bort, thick legs, with the usual four toes, three 

front and one behind, the wisp of a tail, and the 
eavy, {at body, much too big for the wings, which 

uTeh n°^ a°kua ^  ^Dsent, but simply very small and

This fat, flightless bird was, of course, quite at 
mercy of the human intruders in its only place 

j-'dfug6 ; it was hunted down for culinary purposes 
’ thout compunction, and although some cf a more 
eficate palate complained of the coarseness of the 
°do’s flesh, not one was spared, and the last of its 
ace perished towards the close of the seventeenth 

°entury.
Professor Reinhardt contended that the dodo was 

elated to the pigeons. This theory was at one time 
ended until the great anatomist Owen’s study of 

. ® bones, says Professor Newton, “ confirmed the 
judgment of the Danish naturalist, and there is now 

0 Possibility of any other view being successfully 
c aiotained.” The dodo was bigger than the biggest 

ok turkey and its nearest living relatives have been 
eotified in the green-tinted pigeons of the tropical 

ast. These birds, however, are strictly arboreal in 
j., bit, while the dodo was a ground bird. One of 

e8e tropical pigeons possesses a bill that is shaped 
markably like that of the dodo, and although this 
gan is smaller, both absolutely and relatively, its 

j  ®erQblanoe is very striking to that of the defunct 
Qdo. qijje ¿iiijunoulus or dodlet, of Samoa, is 

, “ °ther connecting link with the dodo, and although 
0 fiodlet is a terrestrial bird, its powers of flight 

very considerable. No reliable specimen ofth TOAy uonmueraDie. i>u ruimuie opouiLueu ui 
d0e e*tirpated dodo has survived, but the earlier 
j, 8orfptions are amply corroborated by the fossil 
lar a'DS W0re brought to light in 1885 when 
rl* • tracts of the marsh-lands of Mauritius were
brained.

he solitaire of the neighboring island of Rodriguez 
tbê  a k*® with a bill similarly formed to that of 
tha t*0(*0, The co°k bird, which was much larger 
hhd°r^6 ^ en’ we*fih8|J aa mtlcb as forty-five pounds, 
vya 1 dodo, was pleasing to the palate. It
ttlrQ? ofc> however, so easily caught; but it was oap 

“ and devoured nevertheless, o’ L« onHf.0.11*0 nnr/iicUs _______________________  The solitaire owes
^atne to the circumstance that its habits8q]., uu w iu  ciruuum btu iuo ljuliu iub um uuih  W(3f0

* * * ;  it was usually found singly or in pairs. A 
the 80010 foot and a half high was constructed in 
hat k ?en’ la ^hioh one large egg was laid. The 
Sev,ot°ng was a prolonged affair that extended over 
the 't Weehs, the two birds relieving one another in 
° °  ott,8^" ^hey were very jealous of their nursery, 

her solitaire being permitted to approach nearer
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than two hundred yards of the nest. But one onrious 
characteristic of the bird, and one that attracted the 
attention of several observers, was the remarkable 
aversion of the parent birds to aa attack on one of 
the opposite sex. If the solitaire which happened to 
be sitting saw “  a stranger of the opposite sex ap
proaching, it would summon its partner by a rattle- 
call of the wings to drive it away, for males would 
not attack females, or vice versd.”

The newly hatched bird remained in the nest for 
several weeks; but even when it was able to walk 
abroad, the mother bird was in constant attendance. 
It was repeatedly noticed that a short time after the 
young solitaire had left the nest, a crowd of thirty 
or forty others brought a second young one to it. 
The parent birds then joined their visitors, and all 
wandered away together. After an interval of time, 
the assembled solitaires dispersed separately or in 
pairs, and the two young ones were left in peace 
together. This custom was known among the 
colonists as the solitaire’s marriage.

No solitaire ever left its native island alive. It 
moped in captivity, refused food, and soon pined to 
death. There appears no record of the bird’s skin 
having at any time been sent to Europe. For its 
appearance and habits we are entirely dependent 
upon the testimony cf travellers and the early 
colonists of Rodriguez. A large number of bones 
and skeletons of the solitaire have been discovered 
in the island during the past fifty years, and a pair 
of these skeletons may be seen at the South Ken
sington Museum. The upshot was that in less than 
a century after the bird’s discovery it had passed to 
its long rest.

The great auk is the only flightless European bird, 
and also the only feathered creature that has become 
extinct in the Northern Hemisphere in modern times. 
Although well known in Northern Europe, the great 
auk’s chief habitat was North-Eastern America, and 
there its extermination was carried out with unre
strained cruelty. As early as 1497, the war against 
this bird began in America, whore its numbers must 
have been extraordinarily vast at the outset, since, 
nearly three hundred years later, the great auk was 
still very abundant. At the latter date the auk was 
slain wholesale far its feathers, and its numbers 
were seriously reduced. This destruction continued 
unchecked until the great auk disappeared for ever 
from the shores of Amerioa. In Europe the birds 
lingered in isolated stations until the nineteenth 
century, but their days were numbered. They were 
persecuted in their last retreat, and captured by col
lectors. The surviving birds were reduced to a single 
pair; these were killed in 1844, and since that date 
they have never been seen alive.

A very remarkable group of extirpated birds which 
inhabited New Zealand, and to a smaller extent 
Australia, was made tip of the various species of moa 
or dinornis. These feathered bipeds differed con
siderably, both in size and structure. Some were 
about 2 ft. in height only, while the large moas 
attained a height of about 14 ft. One of the leading 
peculiarities of these birds was the entire absence of 
wings, but the lower limbs/ on the other hand, 
reached quite massive proportions. One of these 
immense birds had “  a drumstick bone over a yard 
long, and stood 12 ft. high, while the ostrich is only 
eight, and is much less massive in build than the 
moaa were.” An allied genus also existed, the 
Palapteryx, which possessed rudimentary wings and 
also a fourth toe, while the moas were all three-toed 
birds. These defunct birds find their nearest relative 
in the still extant apteryx, which is a tiny creature 
in comparison with his departed allies.

The extinction of the moa is of comparatively 
recent date, for, apart from the native traditions, 
feathers, and “ a part of the neok with muscles and 
skin attached,” have been found. Their bones have 
been discovered in large numbers in the sea-shore 
sands, in meres, stream-beds, and swamps. Many of 
thes8 are in an excellent state of preservation. In 
general appearance the moas more closely resembled 
the emu than any other living bird.
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As in most of the other instances dealt with, the 
food problem played a large part in the extinction of 
the moa. Despite a supposedly ancient Maori poem 
which is alleged to refer to something as being 
“  Lost as the moa is lost,” there are several reasons 
for thinking that the giant moas were still in existence 
a few centuries since in fairly large numbers, and 
that one or two survived down to the nineteenth 
century. In this connection it may be remarked 
that the notornis, which flourished in the days of 
the moa, and whose existence was first made known 
to science through remains which were found in 
association with those of the extirpated moa, has 
since been discovered in a living state. Native 
traditions do not as a rule carry very far, and as 
Finn justly says, “ even the dodo was suspected of 
being fabulous at one time, since no tradition of its 
existence survived in its native island.”

But, apart from the injurious intervention of the 
human biped, the moa is almost certain to have died 
out. They appear to have frequently perished from 
the dearth of food, from accident and disease. More
over, the remains of an extinct eagle— a sanguinary 
bird of prey much larger than the golden eagle—  
have been found in company with those of the moa. 
This bloodthirsty bird doubtless devoured the young 
of the larger moas and easily preyed on all the 
smaller species of these flightless birds. Still, man 
must have been the chief antagonist of the ornitho
logical fauna of New Zealand.

It has long been a puzzling problem why so small 
an area as that of New Zealand should have contained 
so surprising a number of species of moas. But this 
remarkable moa variety is no more amazing 
than that of the cormorants. Of the forty species 
of cormorants distributed throughout the earth, New 
Zealand possesses sixteen, or nearly half of the entire 
number.

If the innumerable accounts of the enormous 
flocks of passenger pigeons which flourished in 
America within the last few generations are 
moderately accurate, the utter extermination of 
these birds is simply astonishing. As a rule, the 
gregarious habit is distinctly advantageous to the 
animals which display it, but in the case of 
the passenger pigeon (Ectopistes migratorius), its 
communal customs aided materially in its undoing. 
Migrating at uncertain intervals in vast floeke, 
amounting at times to millions, in search of food, 
they perished in incredible numbers. They nested 
together in countless multitudes; no secrecy was 
possible in such circumstances, and all their enemies, 
“ human, furred, and feathered— gathered to the 
spoil,” and wrought wholesale destruction on the 
defenceless birds. Their human foe was pre
eminent at this work of slaughter :—

“ On one occasion, in 1881, 20,000 were used for the 
so-called sport of trap-shooting. Thus they were 
gradually killed out. In 1894-1902 they were still 
to be seen in pairs or half-dozens; but by 1905 it 
was believed there were none in the wild state and 
very few in captivity.”

A number of these pigeons were sent to Europe, and 
some were set at liberty in England, and possibly a 
few may still survive in woodland retreats.

Although the enemies of the passenger pigeons 
were legion, and despite the fact that they supplied 
food to the American agriculturalists and the Indians 
in almost as easily accessible a form as the fabled 
omelettes that grew on trees, even then it is hard to 
understand how the birds became utterly extermi
nated in America in so short a period. That the 
birds were driven from their favorite breeding-places 
to less hospitable quarters, where their young com
monly succumbed to cold, and that the forced migra
tions of the adult pigeons were attended with heavy 
mortality from accidents and inclement weather, 
must have been important contributory causes of 
their extinction. And what is more probable, dis
eases of an epidemic nature, when once they had 
established themselves within the flocks, would wreak 
appalling destruction among the millions of pigeons 
congregated together. But whatever the factors

involved may have been, this beautiful bird may now 
be considered as an exterminated creature.

Deeply as we deplore the departure of so many 
interesting representatives of the world’s fauna, an 
greatly as we feel inclined to reproach the human 
actors in the various tragedies briefly described, we 
are, nevertheless, bound to remember that the ex
tinction of floral and faunal forms is no new feature 
of the earth’s career. Thousands of different plan 
and animal organisms have arisen and develops , 
only to decay, without leaving legitimate issue. -L 6 
giant amphibians were descended from puny an
cestors, but, having attained the limits of grcwt > 
they were soon eclipsed by the superior splendors 0 
reptile life. The reptilia evolved a wondrous weal 
of form and function, bnt were destined to be corn 
pletely outclassed by that rising mammalian 1* 
which grew apace while the earlier lords of the 1®° 
sank to comparative insignificance. Side by 81 
with the now reigning mammals flourished t 
winged and feathered avian fauna which had a * 
sprung from reptilian stock. But mammalian h 
has long since passed its meridian, and is hastenmg 
towards its end. W ill the proud inheritor of all _ 
ages prove a permanent denizen of earth, or is 
brainiest mammal, man, likewise doomed to pa 
from the scenes of his triumph and glory, bftVJ 
prepared the path for some other mode of Natui 
eternal energies ? T F PalMBB-

Homewards.

W h y  should your voices be lifted up in weepmg  ̂
W hy should your souls faint on the path of 
W hy should the sunrays be dimmed by your te< ' 
and the merry laughter of man grow cruel in J^g 
ears ? Have you no faith, O, my people ? g ?
love of God perished in your hearts, my 
Do not I tell you he awaits your home-coming? 
who, other than my Father which art in heave > 
greater than I ? ” ia

Jesus Christ often used words similar to tno 0 
addressing his audiences. When he died and be° ^  
a God, his sayings developed from dogmatic t 
vice into commandments ; and it as the latter  ̂
Christians should reoognise them. The o0 
apostles of the Lord Jesus Christ should ma 0^ 0 
row over the matter. Almighty God cannot, m 
very nature of him, give counsel. He comm® ^  
Advice can always be neglected. It gives room ^  
choice ; and were the All-in-All to concede cboic ¿9, 
the infinitesimal bit of omnipotency, in other w ^ 0 
the ordinary Christian, it would simply shattei j 
deistical nature the All-in-All possesses. At ’at 
think so ; for I cannot imagine such an auC°jjirn 
giving all and sundry the opportunity to deem jjjg 
in the wrong, so much in the wrong w i t h pt, 
guidance that they would treat it with conte £ .g 
doing that which was directly opposed to 
wishes. ,jjjty

No one will deny that Gad should have a 
value, that the usefulness of him should be 
evidenced in the exigencies and hardships °  g. 
There should be no doubt upon its clear 1 gO0g. 
nisibility. In these matter-of-fact days it m 
sary that Christians should be plain; and u 
tians were plain in their faith they migh ¡0) 
wonders with the minds of the rest of the P ^¡¡i 
even yet. God’s activities should be fe ^ ¡ o g  
shown. They can be most serviceable 
periods of trouble; for emotions cannot W jjy 
subdued and hidden at these times. , a0y
enough, if God and his commandments are o _ ^ g
use-value at all, the human heart, having, as V'
— — + u , . ---- 1----j :_ :______l---------- in its U6Msay, the esoteric divine knowledge m it is___
will, nndouht-o/Simolested Onri’ 'V’ aPPre°mte them most when 1« *■ 
ised. SteanMiJ3„co“ manding advice will be actual

nô  Something is lw ry !  ‘ °  ° Dr exPeotatioDS ‘

noveii8Tw hoT av8ththe fhieari'ily with tbe B6reaPy°nvr 0 love is life. W e also kao r̂
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what the loss of love means: the cinema tells 
Understanding these things, we cannot be justifiably 
accused of oallonsnoss. Professing allegiance to the 
aphorism that love is life, we cannot be deemed 
°ynical regarding its influences. Possessing, at 
Uffles, a nearly nnrestrainable dose of sentiment in 
“he realm of ideas, we cannot be termed serpent- 
hflarted. For all that our gorge rises in disgust at 
tl:|e mawkish sentimentality, otherwise contemptible 
snivelling, that fills the atmosphere to putridity 
when the hand of God comes out, like an embracing 
tentacle, from the skies to the waters or to the 
0arth, to pull a few thousand lovers of him home
wards.

God is a God of love, and therefore his doings are 
mvable. Being lovable, he is a good God. When we 
imagine he smites us we are mistaken. W e know, 
oeep in our souls, his ways are not ugly and cruel; 
We know they are beautiful and kind. How foolish 
We are when we think he gives us sorrows ; they are 
pot really sorrows ; they are blessings. W e all know 
!t. Besides, Jesus Christ told u s :— vomoo,
have known. God’s great heart is 
toll of love for us that he cannot 
“ is children. It is not misery, 
nor suffering, that comes to us.
’to joy, all divine wisdom. W e are 
dig.

and he should 
so overflowingly 
possibly chasten 
nor tribulation, 

It is all love, 
fools to think

orently. If we grieve over the loss of loved ones 
rowned in a sea tragedy, killed in a railway disaster, 
urned in molten lava, we are blasphemous fools, and 
8 all know it. God cannot mean ill towards us and 

Naturally and eupernaturally he knows best. 
a hen we see a child torn from its mother's arms by 

devouring wave; when we see a fair young girl 
fished in its spray-white breast; when we see a 

Powerful man, hopelessly futile against their wrath, 
a Ssed to death by the surging waters ; when we see 

mother sucked relentlessly into an ever-moving 
tJave; there is no need for bitter grief. W e are 
t0° .to m°an when we see our wife’s body, battered 
r Pmoes, in the wrecks of an express. W e are 
. Qls, blasphemous fools, to weep when we gaze on 
I 8 purple, blotched face of a once lovely daughter 

^e£to amidst the ruins of an earthquake-shaken

^.^faese are God’s ways. They are beautiful, lovable, 
c ’Se> and kind. They are divine. W e know nothing 
c n mar God’s exquisite craftsmanship. Nothing 
a ?. flight the beauty of his delicate and cunning 
^  l8try. Everything he does, he accomplishes so 
Qri ryeHoualy, and so full of his supernatural 
, ginality, so laden with evidences of his stupen- 
k Qs power is it, that we actually wonder how it 
■ŷ Ppens that Freethinkers can disbelieve in him.

8 ! God is in the riven ship and in the raging 
}n tofs that engulf our friends ; he is in the shiver- 
cra i°Wu as tos walls fall before the lava stream ; the 
aUd • ° f a oolli8ion is the noise of his mighty voice ; 
joy ln to0 demons of fire flames his eyes shine with

de^°r ,twenty centuries Christians have been en
u r i n g ,  sometimes feebly, sometimes strongly, to 

toeate the household wisdom of try-try-try again. 
aUy every individual in Britain has come under 

do SWa7  this Christian instruction. W e are told 
Statically that a bad habit can easily be oon- 

be Fê . ^  toe Lord is on our side; a good habit can 
®a8Uy acquired if God’s grace is with us. Chris- 

8‘ by this time, should be able to experiment 
habit of praising God joyously when

, n8> u\

^  » wuub are done to death by God’s most 
tra- .ertol works. Long enough have they had the 

ning essential to the substitution of a good 
of ^toptoristic for a bad one. It is strength of faith, 
re 1VlPe love, of the grace that is never dimmed, to 
toamf1*80 toe kindly Father of Heaven in all his 

’ tostations. It is weakness to weep within 
the  ̂ 0i .to0 all-seeing eyes. For twenty centuries 
tja °mnipotency of God has been assisting Chris- 
ap0 8, .to be strong. For the same span of years his 
to s 88 bave been helping God to help his followers 
jU8tee that death, whatever the circumstances, is 

a going home. And God, plus Jesus Christ, plus

the Apostles, a trebly concentrated dose of omni- 
potenoy, with faith, mountain-moving faith, divine 
love, and wonder-working grace, thrown in, have 
been so weirdly successful that one is compelled to 
regard their beneficence with awe. For when God’s 
hand clutches the souls of our friends, in storm, in 
fire, in calamities of all kinds, poor, weak human 
nature, despite its beliefs, its ideals, its heavenly 
joys, its divine assistance, still prostrates itself in 
grief. Tears fill our eyes; sadness and weariness 
our hearts ; and the human mind silently denies its 
most cherished beliefs. In the dumbness of the 
aching soul of Humanity there is no Gad.

Human life denies the goodness of God oftener in 
tears than in laughter. Religion fights life ; and 
life always wins. The hard faots of existence dis
credit Religion and deny its reality. The truths of 
life are the denials of Deity.

How long are the priests going to bolster up super
naturalism ? How long deserve the accusation of 
hypocrisy ? They know that all the so-called reli
gious powers are useless to stay the tears and solace 
the hearts of Humanity. Thoroughly do they know 
that Christianity has been utterly and ignominiously 
unsuccessful in making even the religious mind 
decently religious. God sleeps in his heaven while 
Humanity suffers.

Christians are still preaching and praying and 
believing. Let them demonstrate their faith. When 
the next Transatlantic liner, chosen by God to be 
the tomb of thousands of his ohildren, goes down 
into the cold darkness, let them prove their love of 
God beyond the love of their friends. They owe it 
to God. Let them be religionists first; and, if they 
must be natural, let them keep their sorrow for the 
blasphemous quietnesses of their own hearts. Let 
them rejoice publicly that they can see God in the 
fog, in the storm, in the lightning, in the collision. 
Let them sing hymns of praise that the Heavenly 
Father has taken their friends homewards in the 
strong grip of his fingers and the death embrace of 
his mighty arms. Their beliefs enforce such a de
monstration from th em ; and when so magnificent 
an opportunity as at a time of national disaster ? 
Let them prove that religious emotions are stronger 
than human emotions ; let them show if human life, 
with its love, tenderness, solicitude and pathos, its 
grief and tears, its natural sorrow and inevitable 
suffering, can lay down its head on the bosom of 
God, in a sweet sleep, and smiling like a happy child, 
serenely free from trouble, while God’s dark mes
senger, Death, busily reaps the waters of their 
burden of human suffering and anguish.

R o b e r t  M o r e l a n d .

A patriarchal artist’s model in Rome was known as “ God 
the Father,” because his benevolent aspect and long beard 
made him chosen to represent the boss of the Trinity in 
religious pictures. He, however, eked out his living by 
combining a little brigandage with his deific attributes. 
An American Btudent, who had been absent from Rome for 
some time, missed his model, and inquired of an old friend, 
“ Where is God the Father n o w ? ” “ A l a s ! ” replied the 
artist, “ God the Father has been hanged.” What an 
unfortunate fam ily! ” exclaimed the American.

“ I  am deeply interested in discovering the lost tribes of 
Israel,” said Mr. Musty, as he came in and sat down by the 
busy editor for an hour’s discussion on the subject. “ So ? ” 
replied the man of resources. “ Why don’t you advertise 
for them ? The business office is on the first floor. Here, 
Dick, show the gentleman to the advertising department.”

When the notorious Lueger, whose platform was the 
extinction of the Jews of Vienna, was up for election as 
Burgomaster of that town, a poor Jew took a bribe of a 
couple of florins to vote for him. “ God will frustrate him,” 
said the pious Jew. “ Meanwhile, I have his money.”

Fond Parent (reprovingly) “ You should not say, Bobby, 
when you have been out on your wheel, that you have had 
a hell of a time.”

Bobby : “  Why not, when I ’ve been scorching ? ”
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S U N D A Y  LECTURE NOTICES, ELe

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

LONDON.
O utdoor.

B ethnal GiiF.CN B ranch N. 8 . S . (Victoria Park, near the 
Bandstand): 3.15 and G.15, E . Burke, Lectures.

Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park) : G, Miss 
Kongh, a Lecture.

E dmonton B ranch N. S. S. (Edmonton Green) : 7.30, Jas. 
Rowney, a Lecture.

K inosland B ranch N. 8 . 8 . (corner of Ridley-road) : 11.30, 
R. H. Rosetti, “  Man and His Religion ” ; 7.30, Mrs. H. Rosetti, 
“  Graves and Their Meaning.”

N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. 8 . (Finsbury Park) : 11.30, Mr. 
Hope, a Lecture. Parliament Hill : 3.30, Mr. Davidson, a 
Lecture. Regent’s Park (near the Fountain) : 3 30, R. H. 
Rosetti, a Lecture.

W est H am B ranch N. S. S. (outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford, E . ) : 7, R. H. Rosetti, “  Man and His Religion.”

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS. New Issue. 1. Christianity a 
Stupendous Failure, J. T . Lloyd ; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. 
Wheeler; 3. Principles of Secularism, C. W atts; 4. Where Are 
Your Hospitals ? R. Ingersoll. 5. Because tke Bible Tells Me 
So, W . P. B all; 6. Why Be Good ? by G. W . Foote. The 
Parson's Creed. Often the moans 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. Vancuc N. S. 8 . 
Secretary, 2 Nowcastle-street, Farringdou-street, E.O.

C H A R L E S
THE LATE

B R A D L A U G H , M .P .

A  S ta tuette  Bust,
Modelled by Burvill in 1881. An excellent likeness of tbs great 
Freethinker. Highly approved of by his daughter and intimate 

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

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

T he P ioneer P ress 2 Newcastle-street. E  C . ; or, 
Miss E. M. V ance, Secietary, N, S. S.

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

A m e r i c a ’s F r e e t h o u g h t  N e w s p a p e r .

T H E  T R O T  H  S E E K E R -
FOUNDED BY D. M. BENNETT, 1873. 

CONTINUED BY E . M. MACDONALD, 1883-1S09.
G. E. MACDONALD ™ ™ ... — E ditor.
L. K. WASHBURN ............... . E ditorial C ontributor.

Subscription R ates. n
Single subscription in advance — —
Two now subscribers ... — —
One subscription two years in advanoo — .

l’c all foreign countries, except Mexico, 50 cents per annum es 
Subscriptions for any length of time under a year, at the rate o 

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

which are free.
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,

Publishers, Dealers in Freotbought Books,
62 V ebet Street, N ew Y ork, Ü.S.A.

Determinism or Free WiM?
B y  C . C O H E N .

Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

A clear and able exposition o f  the subject m 
the only adequate light—the light o f evolution-

- Will'"' -III-
CONTENTS.

I. The Question Stated.— II. “  Freedom "  and "  vv‘“ ',]|egod 
Consciousness, Deliberation, and Choioj.— IV. Some , 
Consequences of Determinism.— V. Professor James on nB 
Dilemma of Determinism.”— VI. The Naturo and A
of Responsibility.— VII. Determinism and Character.

Froblem in Determinism.— IX . E nvironm ent.

PRICE ONE SHILLING NET-
(P o st a g e  2d.)

The Piovra í ® P ress, 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-streot’
E'C'

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

Company Limited by Guarantee,

Registered Office— ‘A N EW C ASTLE STR EET, LONDON, E.O. 

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

Secretary— Miss E, M. VANCE,

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

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s 
Objects are:— To promote the principle that human conduct 
should ba based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super
natural belief, and that human welfato 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- 

lete secularisation of the State, eto., 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 Society 
should ever be wound up and the assets were insufficient to oovet 
liabilities— a moat unlikely contingency.

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

The Society has a considerable number of members, but a much 
larger numbor 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 snob, shall derive any sort of profit from 
th Society, oithor 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 lees than five and not more than 
twelve members, one-third of whom retire by ballot) eaob year,

„-t. of
but are capoblo of ro-oleotion. An Annual Goneral 
members must be bold in London, to rocoivo the 4iof>0&r'isP. 
new Directors, and transact any other bnsinesB that may jnlite-b 

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, nrity. 
can receive donations and boquests with absolute II)ftl;C
Those who are in a position to do so are invitod ^  tt»ih 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s f̂lVOp];ieBsio11' 
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest ®l)PrgXeontor8 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The rBfl of 
have no option but to pay thorn over in the ordinary’' j n  --- XT-------------- ---------- - |)0en JjftBadministration. No objeotion of any kind 4ie'BtVí.°e!gociety

23connection with Kny of the wills by whioh the 
already been benefited. ’  ttoock

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and ® a" 
Rood-lane, Fenohurcb-street, London, E.O. 0j

A Form of Bequest.— The following is a suffloien̂  0nd
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators :— -  % £
“ bequeath to the Seoular Socioty, Limited, the sum „¡.,ucd by 
“  free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a recoipt ,,"cret9r.V 
“  two members of the Board of the said Society and the the 
“  thereof shall he a good discharge to my Exoouto 
“  saict legacy.” ' wiiis,

Friends of the Sooiety who have remembered it f® retary ?? 
or who intend to do so, should formally notify tke b willu r  v v jz u  l n u t j j m  vu  u u  a t j ,  s u u u i u  i v i u i a u j  ---------- . _. s jf\d O

the fact, or send a private intimation to the Cbairm ’ eoegg»rD 
(if desired) treat it as striotly confidential. This is nmjaiaid, a° a 
but it Is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or tjlTl0ny. 
thoir contents have to be eetablished by competent
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n a t i o n a l  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y ,
President : G. W . FOOTE.

ary : Miss E M. Vanos, 2 Newoastle-st. London, B.O.

s P rin c ip les  and Objects.
a*^Df,ABISM teaches that conduct should be based on reason 
int j ow êdge. It knows nothing of divine guidance or 
re«* acence’ ** excludes supernatural hopes and fears; it 

gards happiness as man’s proper aim, and utility as his 
»oral guide.

affirms that Progress is only possible through 
seek* ’ ‘s a* once a right and a duty ; and therefore

, 0 remove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of 
Ü°uSh‘ > action, and speech.

as 00alarism declares that theology is condemned by reason 
as ^P^rstitious, and by experience as mischievous, and 

g li! ^ aa the historic enemy of Progress.
Spro°°ri ariSm accordingly seeks to dispel superstition ; to 
nj a.. education ; to disestablish religion ; to rationalise 
toat ' 1 ' t° promote peace ; to dignify labor ; to extend 

6ria' well-being ; and to realise the self-government of *ue people,

A Membership.
fr.11 P®reon is eligible as a member on signing the 

owing declaration :—
Pled ^ss're *° join the National Secular Society, and I 

myself, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in 
footin g  ¡t8 objects.”

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

^ ddress .................................... «••••••••••»•••••••••••••••»»••»••••
Occupation .........................................................................
bated thie............... day o f ..................................... ISO........

win!1’8 declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary
p s  ‘̂ subscrip tion .

' ' "eyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every 
ember is left to fix his own subscription according to 
8 means and interest in tho oanse.

Th im m ediate  P rac tica l Objects.
t'non ® legitimation of Bequests to Secular or other Free- 
^  ^  Societies, for the maintenance and propagation of 
C0J°dox opinions on matters of religion, on the same 
0tgania°  ̂ aS apply Christian or Theistio churchos or

Abolition of the Blasphemy Laws, in order that 
°nt P°n may canvassed as freely as othor subjects, with- 

T>far °* fine or imprisonment.
C)1TIl,Q, disestablishment and Disendowment of the State 

ïhC a *n dng^and. Scotland, and Wales.
¡U g Abolition of all Religions Teaching and Bible Reading 
by the St^t 01 ° ^ el: 0duoational establishments supported

ohfm6 dpening of all endowed educational institutions to the 
îh^A anJ y00**1 °* all classes alike, 

of g e^firogation of all laws interfering with the free use 
Stujj, ay for tho purpose of culture and recreation ; and the 
4r1(i ,  ̂opening of State and Municipal Museums, Libraries, 

A A*t Galleries.
Oquai -Qfô m of the Marriage Laws, especially to secure 
and t for husband and wife, and a reasonable liberty

^aeffity of divorce.
that «1, realisation of the legal status of men and women, so 

T, al1 rights may be independent of sexual distinctions, 
ftojjj ii,°tection of ohildren from all forms of violonoe, and 
Prow, *re £r°ed of those who would make a profit out of their 

labor.
foste ® Volition of all hereditary distinctions and privileges, 
^otherh a BPirit antagonistic to justice and human

ditî 0 *mprovement by all just and wise means of the con- 
in tQ a daily life for the masses of the people, especially 
d^eur*18 an  ̂ cities, where insanitary and incommodious 
^oakn 8’ and the want oi °Pen BPaoes> cause physical 

Th 8pS an^ diBeaB-h and tu® deterioration of family life. 
itsei{ j r9m°liion °* *fi0 r*gU*i and duty of Labor to organise 
claitQ °* its moral and economical advancement, and of its 

Ï}((J ° mgal protection in such combinations, 
blent - ̂ uustitution of the idea of Reform for that of Punish
ing^ ? ‘ ^e treatment of criminals, so that gaols may no 
b u t V 6 Places of brntalisation, or even of mere detention, 
thoag °1 physical, intellectual, and moral elevation for 

A.jj t, 110 are afflicted with anti-social tendencies, 
lljoru i.JX‘enBlon of the moral law to animals, bo as to secure 

The paaane treatment and legal protection against cruelty. 
*htiott ÏO£notion of Peace between nations, and the substi
tutional .^filtration for War in the settlement of iuter- 

,ftl ‘Usputes.

F R E E T H O U G H T  PUBLICATIONS.

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 p  t h e  S o u l . B y  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 David Home. W ith  
an Historical and Critical Introduction by G. W. Foote, 
price Id., postage id .

F r o m  Ch r i s t i a n  P o l p it  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 p  H y p a t i a . B y  M. M. Manga-
sarian (Chicago), 16 pages, price Id., postage id .

T h e  W i s d o m  o p  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 p u t a t i o n  o p  D e i s m . By Peroy Bysshe 
Shelley. With an Introduction 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 Peroy Bysshe 
Shelley. 16 pages, price Id., postage id .

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

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 i p . By J. M. 
Wheeler. 136 pages, price Is. 6d., postage 2d.

Utilitarianism. 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 Biographical Introduction by J. M. 
Wheeler. A Drastic Work by the great man who, as 
Macaulay said, “ found Jurisprudence a gibberish and left 
it a Science.” 72 pages, price (reduced from Is.) 3d, 
postage Id.

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

T h e  C o d e  o f  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 p  a  C h i n a m a n  o n  t h e  M i s c h i e f  o f  
Missionariks. 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 p  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 ibkrty. 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, I s . ; paper, 6d., post Id.

PA M PHLETS BY C. COHEN.

An Outline op Evolutionary Ethics. Price 6d.,
postage Id,

Socialism, Atheism, and Christianity. Price Id.,
postage id .

Christianity and Social Ethics. Price Id.,
postage id .

Pain and Providence. Price Id., postage |d.

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

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 E L L  PRIN TED  ON GOOD PAPER AND W E L L  BOUND.

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

(The Above Edition is Reprinting.)

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

ONE OF THE MOST U SE FU L BOOKS E V E R  PU BLISH ED .

IN V A L U A B L E  TO FR EETH IN K ER S A N SW E R IN G  CHRISTlA1̂

TH E PIO N EE R  PRESS, 2 N E W C A ST LE  STREET, FARRINGDON BTREET, LONDON, ® 0,

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 PEN N Y

Postage: single copy, Jd .; 6 copies, 1 Jd.; 18 oopies, 3d .; 26 oopies, 4d. paroel past).

No. II.—D E ITY  AND DESIGN. By C. Cohen.
(A Reply to Dr. Alfred Russel Wallace.)

T H IR TY-TW O  PAGES— ONE PE N N Y.

Postage: Single copy, I d . ; 6 oopies, 1 £ d .; 18 oopies, 2Jd.; 26 copies, 4d. parcel 03t).

No. III.—M ISTAKES OF MOSES. By Colonel Ingersoll.
T H IR TY-TW O  PAGES— ONE PE N N Y.

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

IN  PREPARATION.

No. IV__C H R IS T IA N IT Y  AND PROGRESS. By G. W. Foote.

No. V .-M O D E R N  M A TER IA LISM . By W. Mann.

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