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This thing is God : to be man with thy might,
To go straight in the strength of thy spirit,
and live out thy life in the light.
—A. C. Swinburne.

The Origin of Supernatural Ideas.

* Religion, as understood by the lower savage races, differs
essentially from ours ; nay, it is not only different, but even
opposite. Thus, then, the deities are evil, not good ; they
may be forced into compliance with the wishes of man ; they
require bloody, and rejoice in human, sacrifices; they are
mortal, not immortal; a part of, not the author of, nature ;
they are to be approached by dances rather than by prayers;
and often approve what we call vice, rather than what we
osteem as virtue.” —Sis J. Lubbock, The Origin of Civilisa-
tion, p. ne.

‘* There presided nothing sentimental or meditative at the
origin of religion, there was a stampede simply of a multi-
tude of souls in mortal terror or hope, and no such thing
as independence of thought; it is less of sentiment, properly
so-called, than of sensation and of action, that religions have
been born. Primitive religion was not a means of escape
°ut of this world, a port-hole into the blue ; the earliest gods
Were not in the least ethereal, they were possessed of solid
muscles, of arms capable of dealing blows. To explain the
origin of primitive beliefs by a nascent idealism, is to explain
mem by their precise opposite. One becomes an idealist
When one is on the point of ceasing to believe.” —M. J.
Guyau, The Non-Religion of the Future, pp. 41-42.

GNDreds of different definitions have been given
the word “ religion,” but a definition upon which
8holars are agreed has yet to be found ; probably

c never will be.

According to Soheleiermaoher, religion consists in
0 consciousness of dependence on a higher power.

egel pricked this definition by remarking that if

°nscioasnesB of dependence constituted religion, the
°g Would possess most religion.* Professor Ratzel,
the oontrary, thinks “ Religion is everywhere
nnected with man’s craving for causality, which
nl ever be looking out for the oause or causer of

thing that comes to pass.”t

.Professor Brinton defines religion as the belief
~ at behind the activities of nature *“ lies the ulti-
ate, invisible, immeasurable power of Mind,” and
N at “ man is in communication with it.”i Herbert
’Pencer finds the origin of religion in ghost or
~Noestor-worship. Guyau holds that “ religion is the
. QXc°me of an effort to explain all things— physical,
, etaphysical, and moral— by analogies drawn from
*an society, imaginatively and symbolically oon-
“ilered."8§ The late Mr. Andrew Lang held that

J-he origin of a belief in God is beyond the ken of

~story and speculation.” | According to Tiele, “ the

.8eooe of piety, and therefore the essence of Reli-

8l°“>is adoration.” 1j

“vj ~hew Arnold, by his definition of religion, as

0 j/Oraiity touched by emotion,” excluded the super-
& altogether— a proceeding similar to playing
avuet without the Prinoe of Denmark.

« r°fessor Seeley applies the name of religion to
AN~Npabitual and permanent admiration.”*1 Pro-
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fessor Leuba truly observes of this definition that
“ Should we concur in this extension, it would be
difficult to stop anywhere. We should have to admit
almost anything which anyone may have a fancy for
designating by that much-abused word ” ; and adds,
“ Since the function of words is to delimitate, one
defeats the purpose of language by stretohing the
meaning of a word until it has lost all precision and
unity of meaning.” Professor Leuba defines religion
as “ (1) A belief in a great and superior psychic
power— whether personal or not. (2) A dynamio
relation—formal and organised or otherwise—be-
tween man and that Higher Power tending to the
preservation, the increase, and the ennobling of
life.”* Professor Max Mauller, in his Origin and
Development of Beligion, contends that religion arose
from a conception of the infinite—a notion derived
from his study of the highly metaphysical religions
of ancient India. Mr. J. M. Robertson, dissatisfied
with every existing definition of religion, claims to
have deduced a definition in which—
“ there is room for every religion ever historically
so-called, from Fetishism to Pantheism, and from
Buddhism to Comtism, without implicit negation of
any claim made for any one religion to any moral
attribute, save of course that of objective truth or
credibility.” f

The definition runs to six clauses, and fills a whole
page, which he sums up shortly as :(—

“ Religion is the sum (a) of men’s ideas of their
relation to the imagined forces of the cosmos ; (b) of
their relation to each other as determined by their
views of that, or by teachers who authoritatively
recast those views ; and (c) of the practices set up by
those ideas.

As this definition does not exclude Atheists, it seems
rather too comprehensive.

Charles Bradlaugh observed :—

* On the whole, then, as all believers in God include
in the word 1religion’' some belief in a Deity, and as
they certainly have a prior claim to the term, it appears
to me to be wiser, franker, more honest, to avoid using
an old word in a new sense, and thus to prevent the
certainty of misconception on the part of those
around us.” §

Then, again, we have the difficulty of denying the
name of religion to certain faiths of China and
Japan, like Buddhism, whose founder denied God,
and Confucianism, which ignores him.

Professor Frazer—whose services to science in
these investigations has just been acknowledged by
the title of knighthood—defines religion as the
“ propitiation, or conciliation, of powers superior to
man, which are believed to direct and control the
course of nature and of human life ” [|-which is as
good as any. For our part we prefer the definition
of Reclus :—

“ 1Religion is the feeling which falls upon man in the
presence of the unknown.” Man fears and must fear
the unknown, because the unknown may be dangerous
and terrible, because the infinite is hidden in the
unknown. Man personifies the Unknown ; when his
mind is strongly excited he cannot do otherwise. And
that personification he seeks to propitiate.” 1i§

* Leuba, Psychological Origin of Religion, pp. 92-3.

f J. M. Robertson, Pagan Christs, pp. 52-3.

} Pagan Christs, p. 52.

§ Charles Bradlaugh, The Freethinkers' Text-Book, p, 198.
| Frazer, The Golden Bough (second edition), vol. i., p. 96.
Il Elie Reclus, “ Ethnography,” Encyclopaedia Britannien.
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That is, man fears the unknown cause of the ter-
rifying phenomena of nature—such as the storm,
the earthquake, the thunderbolt, etc.; and fashions
this unknown cause in the likeness of a man; like
himself, only more powerful. This origin of religion,
says Professor Leuba, is “widely held.” And he
further remarks:—

“ *Fear begets gods,” said Lucretius. Hume con-
cluded that ‘ the first ideas of religion arose from a
concern with regard to the events of life and fears
which actuate the human mind.” Among psychologists,
Eibot, for instance, affirms that 1the religious sentiment
is composed first of all of the emotion of fear in its
different degrees, from profound terror to vague uneasi-
ness, due to faith in an unknown, mysterious, impal-
pable Power.”* The fear-theory is well supported by
two classes of interdependent facts observed, we are
told, in every uncivilised people: (1) Evil spirits are
the first to attain a certain degree of definiteness;
(2) man enters into definite relations first with these
evil spirits.” f

Dr. Barr Mitchell,
serves : It is—-

“ this timorous state of mind, in respect to the unex-
pected and unknown, so characteristic of the ordinary
savage, which lies at the bottom of the religious as well
as of the superstitious sentiments. This is admitted in
the scriptural expression, 1the fear of God,” which all
theologians and religionists recognise as the essence of
piety.”!
The same writer also remarks that is a mere
waste of time to attempt to define the difference
between religion and superstition, seeing—

“ that there is only a difference of degree between the
belief of the savage in the possession by distinct per-
sonal spirits, both good and bad, of terrestrial objects
and the heavenly bodies, and that of the educated
European in the universe possessed and governed by a
good personal spirit, with a subordinate region in the
possession and rule of a wicked spiritual being.”

And instead of regarding religion as standing
opposed to superstition, it would be more accurate
to regard them as both opposed to the rational
interpretations of science, which form the true
antithesis to—

“ all the superstitions, whether existing in their original
baldness among savages, and in the nurseries and lower
ranks of cultured society, or among educated people,
wrapped up in the traditional verbiage and sterile con-
ventionalisms which still pervade the teaching of our
schools and colleges.”!

the archaeologist, also ob-

In fact, “ religion ” is one of the most ambiguous
words in the English language. It has ten times
more meanings than a cat is said to have lives. It
is a significant fact that none of the great writers—
since Hume — who have done most to solve the
purely natural origin of supernatural ideas have
used the word religion in the titles of their books.
Lubbock’s works are The Origin of Civilisation and
Prehistoric Times; Herbert Spencer’s, The Principles
of Sociology; Dr. Tylor’s, Primitive Culture; Pro-
fessor Frazer’s, The Golden Bough. Mr. J. H. King,
who has written one of the best works on the
subject, entitles his book The Supernatural: Its
Origin, Nature, and Evolution. The term * super-
natural ” is a muoh better word than either religion
or superstition, and the use of it would save an
enormous amount of unprofitable wrangling and
waste of time.

In reading the many works dealing with the origin
of supernatural ideas, we have noticed a tendency to
attribute the origin of these ideas to the same causes
all over the world. We do not believe this to be
the case. Man is governed by his environment, and
the environment of the African Negro is very
different from that of the Eskimo of the Polar
regions, which in turn differs from that of the
Australian Blackfellow, the North American Indian,
or the Polynesian. We do not believe that all those
tribes who have evolved the idea of a God did so by$

* Ribot, The Psychology of the Emotions, p. 309.

f Leuba, The Psychological Origin of Religion, pp. 81-2.
+ Barr Mitchell, Dates and Data, pp. 25-0.

§ Barr Mitchell, Dates and Data, p. 24.
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way of ancestor-worship, as Herbert Spencer states,
although it is demonstrable that some, perhaps the

majority of them, have done so. AN Pann.

(To be continued.)

An Easy Trade to Follow.

W hat to do with our boys? is a question tha
naturally appeals to parents, although the answeis
given are not usually very helpful. Most of them
leave out of sight the party chiefly concerned -th®
boy. Parents are advised to put their boys to this
or that profession, as though it were just a question
of a boy going into any department, drawing top
salary, and reaohing a position of distinction. 1
really depends upon the boy. If he is shrewd an
methodical and far-seeing, he might do well in ®
commercial career. If he is of an acute, observan
type, he might do well as a lawyer. Or he mig®3
have other qualities that would fit him for a scientis
or a writer. It all depends on the boy. But if heis
neither astute enough for commerce, logical enoug
for the law, smart enough for journalism, nor patien
and persevering enough for science ; if, on the pos’
tive side, he possesses a fair presence, glibness
speeoh, confidence in himself, and, while not man'
testing ability in any direction in particular, shows
fondness for managing the universe in general, the
it would seem safe advice to say, make a olergyn®®
of him. There are few professions that suit sny!
character so well, and none that would suit hi
better.

Over a generation ago, George Eliot wrote of ¢
evangelioal preacher:—

9

“ Given a man with moderate intellect, » m°cal
standard not higher than the average, some rhetorl
affluence, a great glibness of speech, what is the ca3 y
in which, without the aid of birth or money, I'e
most easily attain power and reputation in
society ?  Where is the Goshen of mediocrity inw g,
a smattering of science and learning will pass for P &S
found instruction, where platitudes will be accept®
wisdom, bigoted narrowness as holy zeal, unct
egotism as God-given piety ? Let such a man
an evangelical preacher ; he will then find it Posslbfi,jal
reconcile small ability with great ambition, saP?5?i;By
knowledge with the prestige of erudition, a miun
morale with a high reputation for sanctity.”

Nothing has oocurred since the above was writ”®
to weaken the force of the characterisation. *
pulpit still remain« the place in whioh medioQ':
may easily aohieve distinction. Deficiencies t
would be fatal elsewhere oppress but little tb
Qualities that would be of small servioe, or pQ0l
disservice, out of the pulpit, are of advantage 10
A training, of a sort, is of course necessary-_ **
once through with that, all is plain sailing. Ibo{ﬁ
is no need to keep oneself abreast of new fa0“8 Of
to be ready to revise one’s opinions in the lighb jg
new knowledge. For the olergyman, everythl0?
arranged for him—his beliefs, his prayers, his P
tures. He need be under no bondage to so °,°r* $il0t
place a thing as facts. On the oontrary, it 10 ‘jecOr.
to treat them with a lofty disdain ; to be r3aBtfflo8t
tain where proof is impossible, and to talk
when one knows least. All that is essential
acquire the knack of pouring a deluge of words
a desert of ideas, and to confuse by a displ0?
sheer verbosity. Given these things, and it 10 .rO
easiest thing in the world for a clergyman to™aoq
a reputation. He may pose as a “ mystic,
because his ideas are misty. He may pa83
a daring thinker on the strength of questioning
absurd stories as the Virgin Birth and the ®e” rBjOr

N
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tion. And he may gain credit as a sooial re *
by mouthing vague and useless generalisation”
cerning the working olasses. One need only ~ sy
mind the reputations gained by men hk® of

Smith, Dr. Horton, R. J. Campbell, or the Bisn ~ d
London. None of them would ever have b00*? jt
'of out of the pulpit. They are heard o
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_ - Ptk [&> as George Eliot said, the
6 o<hen of mediocrity.
ere is another passage from George Eliot that is

. i . Th
clergym n°W aB w”en ~ was firsfi Wrr {_Iten €

has an immense advantage over all public speakors.
bo platform orator is subject to the criticism of groans
abd hisses. Counsol for the plaintiff expects the retort
bf counsel for the defendant. Even the scientific or
iterary lecturer, if ho is dull or incompetent, may see
he best part of his audience slip out one by one. But
he preacher is completely master of the situation ; no
?no may hiss, no one may depart. Like the writer of
imaginary conversations, he may put what imbecilities
e pleases into the mouths of his antagonists, and swell
m triumph when he has refuted them. He may riot in
gratuitous assertions, confident that no man will contra-
let him ; he may exercise perfect free-will in logic, and
insert illustrative experiences ; he may give an evan-
gelical edition of history with the inconvenient facts
omitted; all this he may do certain that those of his
hearers who are not sympathising are not listening.”
Here, then, is a profession for which almost any-
laok Eaa™ 4ualify- Short of downright imbecility,
, k of intelligence is no serious obstacle. Men
in\a ~een expelled from churches for thinking too
hch, but never for not thinking enough. And
°dest as the requirements of the Churohes have
inMi*U Pasti>££1°y are lively to make the test of
t ellOot still less severe in the future. A little over
Qcenturies ago there were still great men in the
aduw68  ~ife waa BimPler- i080 sophisticated;
dn r = &UFEE Moiiween scientific teaching and religious
~cferjQg  jess obvious. But life broadened and
ePsned, and men of ability turned their energies
' sowhere. The Churohes were left with what could
00 ?0£>_and had to be thankful for even that. Medi-
ci n In £80 8ecnfar world thus beoame genius in
8 Church, because the stronger and better minds
ask r DO £on8er reQii content with its teachings. To
Wo- in mmore waa both dangerous and hopeless. It
j Q indeed, be an eye opener to many if they had
uv't up £or ££10m a hat of £he m6a of ahhit%—men
8 Darwin, Froude, Stephen, and others— who were
~or Church, hut whose strength of
effect compelled them to remain outside.
je, O profession of a clergyman has this great
.commendation: bad times are reduced to a rnini-
1 Of course, many of the clergy get but modest
Wq0p568 ~uti alf 110?76 for m°re, and, in any case, it
as i difficult to find many who are getting less
0jj, O*ergymen than they would be getting in any
« occupation. Even if there should be a
tufUIni?” in the business, and the number of parsons
out to be greater than there are churches to
Xh ~.e prospect is not so gloomy as it appears.
ere is the mission-field still open ; there are some
comfortable jobs, both at home and abroad,
allv k° m8 secretaries are very well paid, and gener-
y. abroad, the missionaries manage to lead a very
~mfortable life. If a man is a failure at home he
a™ways go abroad to convert the heathen. All
*s needful is the display of a lively imagination
8ending home the reports.
stiff’ "moue hoes nofc oare £o £eave khe country, there
sob reinains the hom8 mission-field. Here the
Pfiere Of operation is limitless. Christian society
esents no lack of material for philanthropic
g 8rfigf and the method of working is so
p P* and so profitable. You rent a large house,
tw , £umish it for yourself, and label a room or
t O " 9ffices.” All your expenses of food, clothing,
Velling>etc.,are put down to the “ Mission.” And
living up to anything from j£500 to a £1,000 a
.y°u are able to come before the world as a
Frelg® an philanthropist, and entitled to ask the
Oitn r*uker where his oharitable institutions are
hind ? So long as something is given out of the
8 N°a are Oafe- ”~on are nofi obtaining money
tha”r—'fegally— false pretences. Of all professions
able a Christian philanthropist is the most profit-
mmj Jt combines the maximum of profit with the

Ibe tQQM of risk. The capital is found by the public.
Profit is taken by the promoters. A liberal use

* *

Gi3
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of religious phrases disarms all criticism—except
such as may be offered by Freethinkers, and their
comments are hardly likely to weigh heavily with
the religious public.

Above all, and this is a consideration that should
have considerable weight with the average Briton,
the occupation of a clergyman will provide facilities
such as no other profession furnishes for giving all
one does a moral flavor. In politics, some amount of
courtesy towards one’'s opponents is considered

necessary. In business, one must keep one’s word
if one is to succeed. In science, regard for truth is
imperative. From all these fetters the pulpit

delivers one. One is not even expected to be
friendiy and courteous towards one’s opponents.
To be so renders one more or less “ suspect.” No
one seriously blames a clergyman for regarding a
Freethinker, or a member of an opposing sect, as
one with whom social intercourse is not to be held.
His narrowness of mind will be simply put down
to religions zeal, and will be so far counted to
him for righteousness. No one, again, expects a
clergyman to be strictly truthful in his statements
concerning other people—so long as these other
people do not belong to his religious world. What
outsider would trust a Protestant’s account of
Catholics, or a Catholic’s account of Protestants ?
What amount of condemnation from the religious
world have clergymen ever received for circulating
their falsehoods concerning Paine, and Ingersoll, and
Bradlaugh ? The nature of these falsehoods have
been exposed over and over again, but what clergy-
man has lost status for circulating them ? 1 know
of none, and should be surprised if anyone else does.
Such conduct would not be tolerated in science or in
general affairs. It is excused only in the world of
religion, It is the pulpit that enables a man to
gratify the miserable, petty vices of a misdirected
human nature by throwing over them the cloak of
zeal for religion and pietistic morality.

Of course, there are certain drawbacks to the
clerical life. One can get nothing in this world
without paying some kind of a price for it. And, as
Lord Morley says in his excellent book On Compromise

a work that forms such a satire upon much of his
own career;—

“ It is no light thing to have secured a livelihood on
condition of going through life masked and gagged. To
be compelled week after week, and year after year, to
recite the symbols of ancient faith and lift up bis voice
in the echoes of old hopes, with the blighting thought
in his soul that the faith is a lie, and the hope no more
than the folly of the crowd, to read hundreds of times
in a twelvemonth with solemn unction as the inspired
word of the Supreme what to him are meaningless as
the Abracadabras of the conjuror in a booth; to go on
to the end of his days administering to simple folk holy
rites of commemoration and solace, when he has in his
mind at each phrase what dupes are these simple folk,
and how wearisomely counterfeit their rites; and to
know through all that this is really to be the one
business of his prostituted life.”

Truly, no light business this to one who takes the
higher and better view of life. And it is a burden
that, apparently, is borne with ease by many thou-
sands of our fellow-countrymen. g QOnEN

Why Not Face the Facts?

The inability or unwillingness of Christian ministers
to see things as they are is simply amazing. It is
doubtless the result of constantly wearing specially
colored spectacles ; and it is even possible that some
verily believe that what they see through them is
the truth—* the truth as it is in Jesus.” Mr. R. J.
Campbell has more than onee publicly boasted of his
superior knowledge of history, particularly the his-
tory of the Christian centuries. In the very last
sermon which he preached prior to his regrettable
illness, from which we wish him speedy and complete
recovery, and which appears in the Christian Com-
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monwealth for July 15, that claim is certainly belied.
The object of this discourse is to enthrone Jesns as
the King of mankind. In the effort to accomplish
this tremendous task the preacher affects a wonder-
ful originality. “ There is a point here,” he says,
“to which, perhaps, your attention has never been
directed before.” We priok up our ears, and await
the astounding revelation. Imagine our astonish-
ment when the novel point turns out to be merely
this:—

“ 1 mean that, humanly speaking, the appearance of
our Lord Jesus Christ on earth nineteen hundred years
ago actually saved civilisation and gave humanity a
new start. | do not think that this is generally roalised
either by Christians or non-Christians.”

We can assure the reverend gentleman that such a
statement is not realised by non-Christians, solely
because there is no truth init. The “ point ” gloried
in because of its unique originality is a wholly lying
point. Christianity neither saved civilisation nor
gave humanity a new start, and this we are prepared
to demonstrate to the satisfaction of every un-
prejudiced person.

Let us look for a moment at the picture of Pagan-
ism painted by Mr. Campbell. “ There was no real
vision anywhere, life had lost point and purpose;
the bottom seemed to have dropped out of existence.”
Now listen to the following words of wisdom from
the Thoughts of Marcus Aurelius :(—

“ First, do nothing at random or without a purpose.
Second, let that purpose have no goal save the good of
the community ” (p. 117).

“ 1Do little and be happy, quoth the sage. But is it
not better to do the things that are needful, whatsoever
and howsoever the laws of our being, as living creatures
and by nature members of one community, prescribe ?
For this resolve brings with it not merely the happiness
of well-doing, but that of little-doing. For the vast
majority of our deeds and words are aught but neces-
sary. Eliminate these, and how much toil and trouble
will vanish with them. Hence, on every occasion, let
us ask ourselves, ‘ Is this one of the needless things ?
remembering, at the same time, that it is not enough
to eliminate the idle in action, but that we must purge
our thoughts as thoroughly ; for so only can we prevent
the motiveless in deed from following in their train”
P- 27).

We might quote innumerable passages, equally rele-
vant, from Seneoa, Epictetus, and others, but we
confine ourselves to Marcus Aurelius because Mr.
Campbell singles him out as one of the great Stoic
teachers who “ were so filled with foreboding about
the general tendency of things that all their thoughts
were tinged with sadness and gloom.” We affirm
that this illustrious man did not tinge his thoughts
with sadness and gloom, but dwelt serene in a centre
of confident tranquillity, cherishing faith in the re-
sources of his own nature and in those of his fellow-
beings. He lived “ as on a mountain,” and exhorted
all others to do the same. He lacked passion, but
peace was his in great abundance. By the way, Mr.
Campbell very naively gives his case away when,

after alluding to the “ sombre picture” of Roman
life under the Antonines, furnished by Professor
Samuel Dill, he observes that it is “ a picture in

many ways resembling the present civilised society,”
after two thousand years of “ Jesus Christ our
Lord.”

Now, what did Jesus do? In his usual vague
manner the preacher expatiates emotionally upon
the transcendental blessings which his advent con-
ferred upon the world. Among these are, a radiant
vision of God piercing human life with a foroe and
intensity never before known, the impartation of
something worth living and dying for, the linking of
the human and Divine. This is sentimentalism of
the very worst type. “ All would have been lost hut
for Jesus,” exclaims the City Temple oracle, in the
very teeth of the protesting facts. He must have read
Dill’'s Roman Society from Nero to Marcus Aurelius
very oarelessly to have the temerity to claim it in
support of his view. If he will reperuse that
valuable work he will see that the trend of things in
the Roman Empire from the year AD. 70 was to-
wards political and moral betterment, and that
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the author speaks of a Pagan period of “ unexample
peace and prosperity, a period of upright and benevo-
lent administration and of high public virtue.
Renan tells us that during the whole of the fir8
Antonine’s reign not a drop of Roman blood, nor &
drop of the blood of foreigners was shed ; and he
was in power for twenty-three years. Now, wba
happened after Christ began to don the impersa
purple ? Was an all round improvement initiated
The first Christian Emperor was Constantine the
Great. His conversion was at best a very doubtfu
transaction. He embraced Christianity withon
completely renouncing Paganism, though he trans-
formed the former into the religion of the State.
Well, what was done to save civilisation under him
Nothing. Oae of the first fruits of the new order
was the legalising of intolerance. Paganism receive
its death-knell, and the death threatened was to be
by no means a natural one. Constantine him&
set the example in the actual destruction of Pega’
statues. He pursued a polioy of bitter persecute
towards Jews and heretics, and ordered the destruc-
tion of the books of the Arians immediately a'lie,
the triumph of Athanasius at the Council of Nic®1"'
and yet, just before his death, he received baptism ®
the hands of an Arian bishop, which, according
Athanasius, was no baptism at all. In addition
all this, it mast be recorded that Constantine was
heartless Christian criminal. Oa his conscience
the burden of the murder of a son, a nephew, aD
wife; and as he neared the end the dread of s0® ~
thing after death began to grip him. What did he
Like a madman be rushed about in all directions
search of some consolation. First of all he apP '
to the college of fifteen Pagan priests devotod to
servioes of Jopiter, Mars, and Qairinus, who °a. o8
informed him that for Buch dark deeds their reliS*?
ritual knew no expiation. Then he turned to P" |
sophy with the same heart-breaking result, At
he came across an Egyptian magician, a ladies
about the imperial court, who comforted him with »
assurance that in the Christian Church there ~ ¢

special provision for purification from all °” hop,
however great. This magician was a Spanish bi8
Hosius by name, and this is what he said: “ , Oy
are no sins so great but that in Christianity
may find forgiveness.” Whether it was B03 '’
Bishop of Cordova, or Sylvester, Bishop of ji!

who absolved the Emperor, is immaterial, the »
important point being that he was absolved, tba *
conscience became insensible under the influenc
the most pernioious drug ever concocted. Sow
all this occurred before his deoease we baW
means of ascertaining. When seized with bis *
illness it is related that he suspected that h0O j
been poisoned, and that he handed to the Bishop”
Nioomedia a will whioh, on opening and discove ~*
its oontents, he placed for security in the
Emperor’s hand, where it lay till Constantins »
rived and read his father’s dying instructions. /Y0g
followed was the massacre of six of the scr\j\li-
imperial family. That is the manner in which °
sation was saved and humanity given a new sta
Then the Roman Empire gradually drifte
black ohaos and red ruin. The Dark Age8 aii
civilisation languished, morals coarsened, anOfiriy
sorts of corruption reigned supreme.
eight hundred years Christendom was held a3" Oriy
vice by the evils from whioh it seemed utarjOs
incapable of extricating itself. Several °0D DYo-
were consumed in acrimonious theological o
versies, during which thousands of lives Telieadiiy

-g

- - »

From Constantine onwards the love of truths to
declined, and by the tenth century, aocor i”

Dean Milman, “ chastity was so rare at ¢Jhat in
be called an angelic virtue.” Lecky tells us ~ge0

the sixth century “ all classes seem to hav 00ps
almost equally tainted with vice,” the two' for
Fredegonde and Brunehaut being conspicu *
their ferocity, and for the number and a
their crimes. Lecky proceeds thus :— n

b’ °f a B’shop named Cantinus, who
arned, when intoxicated, by four mea R°m

" to
the
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table, who, upon the refusal of one of his priests to
surrender some private property, deliberately ordered
that priest to be buried alive, and who, when the
victim, escaping by a happy chance from the sepulchre
mu which he had been immured, revealed the crime,
received no greater punishment than a censure. The
worst sovereigns found flatterers or agents in eccle-
siastics. Fredegonde deputed two clerks to murder
Childebert, and another clerk to murder Brunehaut;
she caused a Bishop of Rouen to be assassinated at the
altar—a Bishop and an Archdeacon being her accom-

plices; and she found in another Bishop, named
fEgidius, one of her most devoted instruments and
friends” (History of European Morals, vol. ii.,
PP. 236 7).

aronius, a Catholic, and Milman, a Protestant, no
08s than Gibbon the Sceptic, make it abundantly
vident that the Christian Church has been the
Perpetrator and abettor of multitudes of the worst
ntnes on record. It has often been, as Mr.
awpbell tells us, “ the one live thing,” and it lived
‘ttiost alone to perform acts of persecution, suppres-
fon’ exeontion, and to wage bloody war against all

Whom, for whatever reason, it disapproved.

J. T. Lioyd.

Tess of the Woods.

The evening was cool and quiet. A pleasant breeze
Played \ith the leaves, and from the music that
Ingered in rustling cadences rose the songs of birds
8 hom a murmuring acoompaniment. Overhead,
rough the traoeries of foliage, the soft cloud-shades
ir summer nightsweese sstealing Jthe brilliangy«fram
, 6 blue of the sky and mellowing their appropria-
°h. The white shafts of sunlight, alabaster
~ urnns that sloped to the swaying roof, and seemed
,, support it more powerfully than the tree trunks
etU8elves, had disappeared; and around the trees
,,ere gathering, in solemn silence, the weird shadows
at give the woods their grave oharm, and wave
Y]sibie magic wands over human sentiment.
Heligioug romanticists have no difficulty, at these
hies, in picturing their dream God ; nor is it a task
them to feel his activities in the sensuous appeals
Nature. Surely there is something more than
ere material forces at work. Surely all this loveli-
0-8 is not the essence, the blind result of blind

jCumstanoe. There is some spirit, some soul, some-
Ing incomprehensibly divine in this. It can only
v ,anate from God, they say. There is something

~uind the beauty of a star, within the loveliness of
j e.Woodland at nightfall, beyond the intense life-
U”Piunee of the pale, cold dawn. Naturalism oan-
n ~8*ve us any satisfactory elucidation, we are told;
i; alone can make it clear.
r®ethinkers, howetjwer, hava oo trouble in under
in the influence of the sensuous upon minds
oj°°ulated with the modern religious interpretations
Jj hatural phenomena; but, when reason has burned
th8 °ur™ain of Deism, it is sometimes hard to realise
p 0 thickness of that veil around the minds of others.
absurdities are not so few that we need to be
Jain° rchally aoute of vision to observe them. The
Welter of inanimate things is not so secret that
Th nee<™ to be particularly keen of ear to hear it
th \ merriment of speechless nature is not so dumb
aro We re(In*re genius to portray it for us. All
OjaUnb us there are happenings that render the
Itt>s of Religion absurd. Nature laughs con-
6v Qally at man’s dreams of Deity. Anywhere,
Bnt*where the assertions of Religion can only be
(aof I'tained if the eyes and ears are fast closed to the
;€S life; and it is, amongst other things, because
biti8ln <an ~velop contradictions, denials, and absur-
genfa *} aweful solemnity, and force the mind to
dajngerexi°n, that it is, mentally, a grave social
as | entered the wood a oat leapt from a
thmV “noket to a bough, seized an unsuspecting
>an” topped* The crush of teeth on bones
6 a tragic epilogue to a song of joy and liberty.
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The other birds sang on unheedingly, to the
murmuring accompaniment of leaf music. The

beauty was still as sensuously delightful, not a whit
dulled by the sudden ending of a lithesome life in
its midst. The clouds still trailed their white fleecy
draperies across the deepening blue of the skies.
One poor, happy bird had ceased to sing. One
hungry cat had, after the exercise of perhaps un-
imaginable patience, obtained a much-needed meal.

With nature so is it with Humanity, despite all
the religions in the world, despite Gods, and Christs,
and Holy Ghosts.

Somehow my mind kept convoluting the little
commonplace tragedy, and when | lay down, after a
bit, on a bank behind a sturdy oak, to watch the
color changes between its many-tinted leaves, |
wondered how it was anyone could even attempt to
harmonise the tragedies of nature and humanity with
the popular ideas of Deity.

Voices, coming indistinctly from the distance,
broke upon my wonderment. Soon | could hear the
words.

“We're far enough away now. Let’'s sit here,”
said a girl.

“ All right,” replied the coarser voice of her com-
panion ; and from the intonation | judged he was
annoyed.

“ See here, Mary!” he blurted out after a short
silence, “ it was all a lark. You enjoyed it as much
as me; and you're as much to blame as me, too. If
I egged you on, you egged me on ; and there the
matter ends.”

“ But it doesn’'t end there at all, Will. Can’t you
understand that the serious side is just beginning,
now that I'm beginning to understand. Besides,
things are being said at home; and if it goes on |
won’'t be able to stand it. Something’s got to be

done. You'll marry me, Will, won't you? Oh ! you
must! You must! 1| can’t bear it all myself. |
can't! You must help me, Will. | know I'm as

much to blame as you;
often.”

“ That's just it, Mary. You're as muoh to blame
as me; but that's no reason for me marrying you,
In fact, it’'s a jolly good reason why | shouldn’t.
What’s more, 1 don’t want to. I'm not going to bury
myself yet, for you or anyone else.”

“ But it's harder for me, Will, muoh harder, and

and you've told me so

“ Maybe it is; but if you do enjoy a lark, and it
turns out bad, you've to bear the brunt of it. You
knew, as well as | did, what might happen ; and if
you’re fool enough, well, you’ve just jolly well got to
suffer it out.”

“ 1 know it was all a lark,” sobbed the girl after a
pause in the conversation. “ But | was so happy at
the time that | might have been sound asleep, for |
didn’t know what | was doing.”

“You tell that to the horse marines, Mary,” he
said with a harsh laugh.

“ You can afford to marry me, Will; you've a big
enough wage; and everything will be better and
easier.”

“ For you, not for me; but I'm not going to. I've
asked some of the chaps about it, and they’re of the
same mind. If you suffer because of some fun,
you've just got to suffer,” he said, with a hard,
stubborn ring in his voice. It was like the erunoh
of bones.

The girl wept bitterly for a while ; but her grief
seemed not to affect him in the least. Then he said
roughly, “ Come on! I'm fed up with this anyhow.”

They rose, and Tess of the Woods returned on the
homeward path with her unmarried husband.

My mind went back to an old literary sweetheart
of mine, Tess of the d’Urbervilles, and the sadness of
her life seemed to become enwoven in the gloom of
the drowsy wood. | loved her, and lived with her
again. My sympathies rushed out anew to warm
themselves against her wronged heart. The black
flag of sorrow was entangled in the dark tree-
foliage over Tess of the d'Urbervilles, Tess of the
Woods, and myself. Our three lives were inter-
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linked in some mysterious way. The hearts throbbed
together, and the minds ware striving against the
despair that robs the Deity of its value. Again |
felt the strange, weird vibration of my being, the
feeling that is the echo of genius, the response of
sensitiveness to the call of the master mind. Again,
Hardy was touching the chords of my life ; and, for
a moment, the ordinary individual that is myself
was drawn into the sacred circle.

The moment passed ; the echo of genius sighed,

and faded into silence; the nerves resumed their
oommonplaceness; but the old thought shone out
afresh in my brain, as it did, in similar circum-

stances, when | first read the book— whatever Hardy
may have meant to imply, Tess of the d'Urbervilles,
to me, is a glorious indictment of Deism, an im-
mortal monument against the President of the
Immortals, who, we are told, sported with Tess to
satiation, tortured her, murdered her, and flung her
beautiful body into the ugly mire of his own making.
It is a magnificent denial of Deity.

Robert Moreland.

Acid Drops

The head of Jesus Christ is alleged to have appeared to
the congregation of a small mission hall at Llanelly. To
the eyes of some it was crowned with thorns, but the
preacher saw nothing of the kind, from which we see how
objective it was. It was equally true, no doubt, that " many
unbelievers fell on their knees.” They must have been got
there for the purpose. We suggest that J. C. should repeat
this miracle at Westminster Abbey or St. Paul's Cathedral.

A few wills from recent newspapers, Rev. Leonard
Edmund Shelford, Prebendary of St. Paul's Cathedral, left
¢(£5,469. Rev. C. E. B. Bell, of Chelford, Cheshire, left
¢£1,419. Rev. Richard Pringle, of Stowford Rectory, Devon,
left j£4,591. Rev. Robert Alexander, Queen Anne-street,
Dunfermline, left (£3,123. Rev. George McGuffie, Blair
Lodge, Stirling, left {£11,334. Poor clergy 1

There are at least 10,000 lepers in Russia. No wonder !

It is the most pious country in Europe.

Sir George Turner, who is a specialist on the subject of
leprosy, Bays there are about a hundred lepers in this
country, only two of whom are women. Defenders of the
Design Argument will explain, perhaps, this chivalry on the
part of Providence.

The Church Times is strongly of opinion that the offer to
bury Mr. Chamberlain in Westminster Abbey ought never to
have been made, as a service such as would have accom-
panied the interment ought not to be performed over one
who has never accepted the Christian faith. We are not
without sympathy for the Church Times view, and we wish
that all Christians would carry out the principle of refusing
to read a Christian service ov er those who did not belong to
them while living. Still, hire is another aspect to the
matter. Westminster Abbey is a national building, and if
the nation decides on honoring a man by placing him there,
it is almost impertinence for a Christian to object. There
is more than one Freethinker in the Abbey already, and it
is, after all, only a question of time for the English people
to imitate the French people, and give their national heroes
a civic funeral, leaving the sects to do as they please in the
matter.

Rev. Conrad Noel writes exultingly in the New Weekly of
what he calls “ The Catholic Recovery "—that is, the growth
of altar service, and the revival of a number of the cruder
forms of superstition. We fancy that what he takes as
signs of recovery are really symptoms of decay. It means
that, as the stronger intellects leave the Churches, the less
rational ones begin to exert power, and superstitions that
were kept under find an opportunity for expression. The
best brains of the country drift away from the Churches,
and this is a chance for the “ weaker brethren” to do as
they please. Personally, we expect to see a still greater
development along the lines indicated by Mr. Noel. And
then will come the settlement of the final question—
whether the control of civilisation is to be finally with the
thoroughly rationalised portion of society, or is civilisation
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to undergo another eclipse such as occurred with the estab-
lishment of Christianity ?

The New Witness for July 16 is a special military
number, and the editor leads off by remarking that “ all
mankind has ever felt that arms are the ultimate test of a
nation. And all mankind has been right.” The sentiment
seems to us incomplete. It should also be pointed out that
the lower in the scale of civilisation the more profound is
the conviction. Nations that are uncivilised see nothing
wrong in the rule of the physically stronger, and nations
that are only partly civilised see nothing very regrettable
about it. With increased civilisation and culture, the value
of the test is questioned. Then people begin to realise that
the test of physical fighting is no more decisive as to the
value of a nation than it is decisive as to the value of an
individual. Indeed, if it comes to fighting as the test of
fitness, there are plenty of animals that will beat man
hollow, and humanity will have to vacate the premier
position in the animal world. The truth is that Mr. Cecil
Chesterton is writing rubbish — simple, unadulterated
rubbish.

What Mr. Chesterton is probably muddled about is 1~
fact that the readiness to struggle is one of the tests o ™
high vitality, rational or individual. But that does
mean of necessity an appeal to arms. All social
involves struggle, as does all intercourse between natio <
But it is only on the lower stages of culture that this r°g(jo
ness to struggle takes the form of an appeal to brute O
—an appeal that means, not the survival of the best
but only the survival of the strongest animal, In mS
stages of culture we have the same repulsions and at
tions working themselves out in a class of ideas, P .y
ciples, ideals. The combative element is still there, ©
active, but it expresses itself in a worthier fashion-
Chesterton thinks only of the lower stage, and oviden
finds it difficult to conceive anything higher.

of
Mr. Chesterton says that if anyone wants an ox@TPle

what the military spirit can do when it is still a”vOntbs,
nation, we should turn to Ireland, where, in a few tn° .
two armies have been raised. Well, what then ?

one insane enough to imagine that these two armie8 jot

settle the Irish question ? Suppose these armios Nat
loose, and fought until one beat the other. Wow>jtisb
settle the Irish question? It would only be the a8

problem over again, with either the North or the ho of
the top dog. The problem in Ireland is not the ran” "n
armies, but getting all the population to live at peace. j
this cannot be done by an appeal to arms, but by an

to reason. Mr. Chesterton might reflect that even
nations only appeal to arms when reason fails, a? 0,y
appeal to force does not mean that it is admirablo 11 jjed
proves that men are not yet civilised enough to be b jjj.
by reason. That we all recognise as an unfortunate

But one is not paving the way for better things by !
fication of the brute, even though the brute be restra'a*3 D

little by the rules of “ civilised ” warfare, and aPpe
the trappings of the modem soldier,

The insistent sea-serpent has mado its welcome re@PP
ance—in the columns of the press; tho Noncouto
Daily News being in the front. Yet the sea-serpent > ~d-
poor thing compared with Jonah's whale, who bad a
sittingroom in its “ tum-tum.”

Jn a conversation recently with a vetorau evangelist ~
old preacher mentioned that Northampton was a stub
place for there wore so many Freethinkers. He attribut
tins to the number of shoemakers, who are engaged m
sedentary occupation. “ They have plenty of time to dI6C*
things, he added, reflectively, Lbut I've always been
busy a man to think.”

With one eye on the bonnets in their churches, the
are beginning to think there may be something said f°r f
political equality of men and 'women, and the House
Convocation is favoring the voting of women. Yet accord" *

to the Word of God woman is but a side issue.

a bosius
A sporting contemporary, describing a recOUulbataljt8
encounter, informed its readers that one of the c0'. eti we
was like a Greek “ god.” Tho resemblance wasc ” th®
imagine, when the “god” had his nose broken,
others in the museums. Tho defeated champion, Pr
was “ a man of sorrows.”

. |« rneeti™n, ~
Mr. Thomas Tyler, speaking at the half-yearly ,” ncatioU

the Southend Trades Council, said the local
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Committee was an affront to working people. jjon-
°f the Committee were chosen from the ngl ,» tArown
conformist Chnrches, with two Roman Catholics throw

in as a make-weight. When they inquire could not

found it due to the fact that the religious people
trust each other.” A palpable hit 1

~That a change there is in children’s books. A generation
a'o all publications for juveniles were palpably pietistic, but
is no longer the case. In the Childrens Magazine for
July there is an article on Henri Bergson, and it is stated
that “ many poople think that in the nineteenth century the
wisest man, the philosopher with the widest vision and the
clearest eye for guiding men onwards, was Herbert Spencer.
Ho taught us that all things change from age to age in an
orderly way, and this great, eternal process of change he
called evolution, a word now famous.” It is a pity that the
%amtisclarity of thought is not shown in publications for

, The Evening News and tho Daily Mail are both scream-
) hysterically because tho opposition press will not pay
fanch attention to thoir Civil War Scare, and the former
journal is quite delirious concerning “ the hush-up press,

noth papers have hushed up Freethought affairs for years,
atld it is good to find the engineers blown up with their own
gunpowder.

T p® question of the Sunday theatre has been debated in
«P.'s Weekly, and among the latest contributors is the
°y. Stewart Headlam, who says “ there is nothing wrong in

A*"8 such acting, or acting yourself.” The Rev. A. J.

dron thinks differently, and wishes “ Sunday more

Vim, human,” whatever that may mean. Most people

1have no difficulty in choosing between these two very
°PPosite ministers. -

D~s.wo expected, the Government has decided that the

f~omised Education Bill will not be proceeded with. The

bf®6N3N0 reason is want of time, but we imagine that
thr'B® ~'8  “les conv,cHen of inability to get a Bill

rough the House such as will satisfy the Government's
p~P~ters. A Bill that would satisfy them would most

i- °bably have to reckon with the hostility of the Irish party ;
Would, naturally, have against it a solid Conservative

I and when to this is added the advocates of Secular
cucation and some of the Liberal M.P.'s, the Government
tii t easUy experience yet another defeat on its educa-

p proposals. Naturally, the Nonconformists are exas-

, fated, and aro beginning to be suspicious of their having

on?a and threatening a “ revolt.” Well, they can

¢ “revolt by putting the Conservatives in, and that will
q,-Jain*y n°t get them what they desire. For our part, we

p te 'Welcome the Government pronouncement. It brings

tW S*°P nearer the day when even politicians will recognise

a straightforward policy of Secular Education is the
y Plan to end the sectarian strife once and for all.

Viator,” of tho Church Times, wields an exceedingly
str* °© Pen>at]J h's articles are always interesting, if not in-
tem Ive’ Indeed, the ease with which he writes often

Pts him to write superficially, if not flippantly. For
J1a',"Ple. in the issne of the Church Times for July 10, he
deni a k'Her on “ Podister,” the Freethinker. This is a
°rably sarcastic contribution, and must be pronounced

O)Hally unfair. He seems to take “ Podister ” as a typical
9 ~irinker, who, as here described, is by no means a de-
thi i 6 cllaracter. In reality, he is not a typical Free-
Gl . we agree with “ Viator ” when he says that to
frol e personage he depicts a Freethinker “ would be a
«  °«quo perversion of language.” Look at him. Ho has

“hirJsnlar mind,” so restricted that it is not capable of
fom ent. He never '‘postulates a cause outside his
Hot ®&P®rience for an effect within his experience ” ; he is
*Wif io”” nor much like God. He cannot appreciate the
he of Robert Browning, nor the book of Job. He
~>thh i ~e”es”8 Mr. Chesterton, and God or Nature has

held from him tho faculty of imagination,

gtoj 18 ooedless to observe that the above description is a
of SJluo caricature. Wo know intimately many hundreds
th  h*ed Freethinkers, but “ Podister” is not amongst
hipj ' hor have we conversed with anyone who has met
“Yj, do not deny his existence, nor the possibility that
h6 jslor ” > acquainted with him. All that we aver is that

hot by any means a typical Freethinker, though it
Pro j?8 this ready writer so to delineate him. Most of the
I"sto Sobers we know aro zealous students of science and
°he rf/’ as.woll as ardent lovers of literature. Browning is

their favorite poets, and they revel in the Drama of
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Job. To them the whole Bible, regarded as a merely human
document, is one of the most interesting and illuminating
books in the world. So far are they from detesting Mr.
Chesterton that they derive much entertainment and some
profit from his fantastic and paradoxical writings. We beg
to remind “ Viator ” that he, too, is not God, and knows no
more about God than we do, which is Nothing. We wish to
remind him, further, that he cannot render any signal ser-
vice to his own cause by putting on superior airs, and talking
down to people he either deliberately or ignorantly mis-
represents.

During the recent visit of the fleet to Southend-on-Sea a
banner bore the pious legend, “ God bless the Union.” A
Cockney visitor, glancing at the motto, said, “ We don’'t get
religious over our blooming workhouses.”

It was reported in the press that Grigori Rasputin, “ the
Czar's favorite monk,” had been stabbed by a woman, and
the act was attributed to the old, old reason of the holy man
treading the primrose path of dalliance. From later reports
it appears the monk is still alive; and, if he can persuade
his followers that it is his second time on earth, his fortune
should be made ten times over.

According to the revivalists, it is only Freethinkers who
commit suicide. A further proof to the contrary is found
in the death of Miss Muriel Steward, daughter of Canon
Steward, rector of Boyton, who shot herself with a rifle.

In a White Book on St. Helena it is stated that there
were seven cases of flogging during 1913, one for a convic-
tion under the Juvenile Smoking Ordinance. It is appro-
priate that a place in which boys who smoke are flogged
should be named after a Christian saint.

“ Tho war of pamphlets,” so named by the Church Times,
now being waged within the borders of the Established
Church, is really becoming highly entertaining to dis-
interested witnesses. The warriors are high-plaoed clerics,
from Bishops to Canons, and theological Professors; and it
is perfectly amazing with what sublime ease they slay one
another. Bishop Gore and Professor Bethune-Baker origi-
nated the warfare, but they were speedily put to death by
Dr. Sanday and Professor Gwatkin. Then two fresh
warriors, Dr. Scott Holland and Dean Strong, entered tho
field, and together gave his quietus to Dr. Sanday. And the
end is not yet. The man in the street may ask, “ What are
they fighting about so fiercely ?” but no one can tell him,
nor do the warriors themselves know. There is not one
unbiassed critic amongst them, not one who has the courage
to be logical. In reality, their quarrel is over mere
shadows, even Dr. Sanday's criticism being but shadow-
criticism.

Dean Strong very properly says that if the story of tho
Resurrection could be decisively shown to be false, tho
affirmation of it by the Church in the Creed could not save
it, and a ruinous blow would thereby be dealt at the
authority of the Church as a teacher. Curiously enough,
the Church Times admits that the details of the proofs are
missing, and says : 1 We accept the Creeds because they
come to us with the authority and guarantee of the Church;
we do not regard them simply as deductions from Scrip-
tures.” What is this but a falling back with a vengeance
upon the infallibility of the Church, which is the most
unsubstantial of bubbles ?

Why does the Rev. Dr. Orchard, of Enfield, persist in mis-
representing the teaching of eminent men of science? In
the Christian World Pulpit for July 15, he asserts that
commonsense revolts from materialistic conclusions concern-
ing mental activities. This is at once a false and foolish
statement, seeing that some of the sanest men living are
Materialists. It is perfectly true that Huxley repudiated
Materialism as a philosophy, but it is equally true that he
described psychical processes in terms of Materialism, which
proves that his philosophy was by no means a deduction
from scientific facts. Possibly this partially explains his
inability to become a whole-hearted advocate of Darwinism,
as well as his ardent admiration of David Hume.

Dr. Orchard maintains that “ distinguished psychologists,
like William James in America and McDougali in England,
have boon compelled by their own psychical studies still to
employ the term ‘soul ' for the organ of consciousness, the
controlling power, the inmost self whose presonce and
operation they have to admit.” Will the reverend gentleman
give chapter and verse wherein Professor McDougall is
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compelled to employ the term “ soul ” in the manner de-
scribed ? On p. 16 of his Psychology, published two years

ago, this “ distinguished psychologist ” says :(—

“ It is no longer possible to define psychology as the
science of the soul, for the notion of the soul is a speculative
hypothesis, one much too vague and uncertain to be made
the essential notion in the definition of a large province of
natural science.”

The book contains much more to the same effect. What

does Dr. Orchard say to this ?

Our Nonconformist contemporary, the Daily News, had a
headline recently, “ Streets Paved with Oold.” It did not
refer to heaven, but to the charges to be made for motor-
'buses using public roads.

At a Salvation Army meeting at the seaside a stoker
was the speaker. If he preached on “ blazes,” it ought
not to have ended in smoke.

“ The Church is at best a schoolmaster,” says the Rev.
Hugh Chapman, of the Savoy Chapel. If so, the teacher
is weak in mathematics, for the dogma of the Trinity in
Unity is a puzzle in arithmetic. Jonah’s “ whale” and
Noah's ark should settle the question of the Church’s
zoology.

An entertaining note was introduced in the discussion on
“ The Sunday Theatre” in T.P.'s Weekly, by Mr. R. H.
Fisher, Secretary of the North Liverpool Y.M.C.A., who
wrote, “ Man was told what to do with it [Sunday] by Him
who gave it.” May we remind Brother Fisher that the
commandment relates to the Sabbath, and not Sunday ; and
that “ Him ” includes two gods and a ghost.

The famous negro educationalist, Dr. Booker Washington,
is to visit Europe early next year, and will be welcomed by
the Free Church Congress, which will b9 held at Leicester.
In the advertisements of the approaching visit, Dr.
Washington is described by Mr. Carnegie as “ a Joshua and
a Moses combined.” What with ? Japan black ?

Amelie Rives, the American novelist, says that she loves
England “ because of the soft voices of the people.” The
lady has never heard our famous Christian Evidence
lecturers, who shout the leaves off the trees in the parks,
and frighten the park-keepers by dropping their h's.

The Primrose League, founded partly to commemorate a
Jewish statesman, has for one of its objects the maintenance
of the Christian religion, At Norton Fitzwarren recently
the sports at a League meeting included clay-pigeon shoot-
ing, weight-guessing competitions, and skittling for a live
pig. Remembering the great statesman, the promoters
might have left out the last item.

According to the Christian Olobe, the Rev. Stephen Swift,
an evangelist, is Llworking for Cod.” That fact should be
sufficient to keep the Great White Throne in its place a
little longer.

The authorities of the Roman Catholic Cathedral at Leeds
brought an action against a local printer, named Stembridge,
claiming an injunction to restrain him from disturbing thorn
and the worshipers by the use of his machinery. Mr. Justice
Warrington found for the printer. The Chapter House
should not have been built in such a busy part of a city like
Leeds. Peace and quiet could not reasonably be expected
there. And the clergy cannot hope to rule the roost all
around them as they used to do.

Mr, George R. Sims sometimes delights his readers with
flashes of his old humor. Writing on the Sunday theatre
question in T. P.'s Weekly, he says, “ The Sunday theatre
proper is only a question of time. The Sunday theatre
improper we have had with us for some years past.” Well
said, Dagonet 1

“ Tell the children quite frankly,” says the Christian
Commonwealth, in a preliminary talk on the Bible, “ that we
have here a collection of legends and traditions of a great
race who got nearer to God than anyone else in those days.”
But is this dealing frankly with the children ? 1 Those
days ” can only mean the date of the Old Testament writings,
and where is the evidence that the Jewish people were—
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even in the religious sense—*" nearer to God” than many
others ? There is no such evidence. The Biblical God is
as vengeful, as local, and as crude as the gods of other
people, and in some respects falls below the higher levels
attained by India, and, as we now know, in Greece, Babylon,
and Egypt. The C. W. is simply advising that a compara-
tively safe falsehood may be told children, instead of the
usual one that is decidedly dangerous. The proper thing to
tell the children is that the Bible contains a collection of
religious legends, such as the early history of every people
supplies, and of value only so far as they illustrate the modes
of thought current at the time they were written. That
would be dealing honestly with the children. But what the
Christian teacher wants is to impress the children with the
notion that in some peculiar way the Bible is superior to,
and different from, all other religious writings. And tha
cannot be done without taking advantage of their ignorance
and helplessness.

Another writer, Mr. A. Burrell, M.A., in the Educational
Record, complains that nowadays “ Young England neither
knows nor reads nor respects nor finds interest” in the
Bible. He complains, moreover, that there is a “ conspiracy
of silence ” in “ all books on history, geography, psychology'
and school method, in regard to this book. The Bible seem8
to be a book which must not be referred to, even dis-
tantly.” We are not alive to the existence of any sue
conspiracy. On the contrary, the Bible receives far more
than its share of attention in non-religious literature, an
very much more praise than it deserves. If Mr. Burrell is
merely referring to text-books on history, geography, etc-,
and complaining that they do not mention the Bible, ono
need simply inquire, Why should they? It is not tbo
business of writers on these subjects to go out of their way
to advertise the fetish-book of the Christian world. R "e
Bible were essential to the study of any of the subjects
named by Mr. Burrell, it could not fail to get mentioned. 11
it is not mentioned, we may safely conclude that it is n?
essential. This is one of those instances that prove the lo™
of fact to be stronger than the logic of theory.

The Rev. A. D. Belden, of Westcliff-on-Sea, calls Ca ~
lone of the hills of God’s joy.” Is this a cruel misn°~off
or is it a dark reflection on the character of God ? 0]
can the hill upon which was committed the foulest or* jfig
all history be yet “ one of the hills of God’s joy ” ?
that dark deed, that horrible murder of the only
Son of the Most High, occurred in fulfilment of the e
decree of the Father himself. If he can rejoice in con™
plation of what transpired upon that hill, he is "n - ;om
Almighty Monster, in whose existence it is highest W
not to believe.

,nal

Mr. A. R. Hope Moncrieff, better known as “ Asco "
Hope,” has written an entertaining Book About Autho”
which he has some hard things to say of religious™ y6
panies, “ which, trading on a capital of subscriptions, .°g
made their godliness a gain in the market, without hn B
due consideration to the authors they employ, flst M
further proof that religion covers a multitude or sto
comings.

The Rev. H. G. Houseman, of St. Peter’s Church, S oljels.
has invited worshipers to attend in white boating pnd
If this sort of thing extends, church parades in L e
will resemble those in the South Sea Islands.

the
A clerical correspondent of the Yorkshire Post saL ~

Church has “ an incomparable liturgy,” but it is red e~
the clergy in a language “ not understood of the P*

We should imagine that the Athanasian Creed wa
understood ” by the clergy either.

Humanitarian Christians are objecting to ERS by@o
“ There is a fountain filled with blood.” They ®
sufficiently numerous, however, to stop the hcemorrh D

of

rock
At Southend-on-Sea they sell sweetstuff

varying lengths. A Cockney visitor, purchasing a gl)(/é %g
piece, said to the shopkeeper, “ 'Ere y’ar, guv’'nor.
the rock of ages.”

. . ¢10 boigfy
“ Weak in the head, though perhaps strong in, , office
was Mr. Harry Lawson’s description of the the
Department. The remark would apply edua ©
Christian Churches.
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To Correspondents.

Honorarium Fond, 1914.—Previously acknowledged,
m 17 y’'S 63. Received since :—Six Atheists (Liverpool), 13s. ;
t «“ «(Wimbledon), 3s.; P. & J. Partridge, 10s.; R. Taylor,
~ 'l Garrett, 10s.
g ' Nall.—Much obliged for weekly cuttings,
of cannot see anything worth dealing with in the Vicar
Olrfton' Bsermon on “ Rationalism,” except a few passages,

G ITMarS  du°tations.
= « arvey.— T he geographical dispute between Landor and
oosevelt is not for our intervention. The libel on Thomas
j, “~ne, of course, is quite another matter.

\ Thanks for cuttings. The third article o Daws
gainst Religious Liberty” was not published ; partly oo
ccount of Mr. Foote’s illness and partly because the Stewart
oase was n<t taken to the Court of Appeal. The third article

nnot be written, as intended, until a more favorable occasion
occurs.

I”a iISTS (Liverpool).—Your and your friends' appreciation

j 7 ~ear-L—We have made WBe of your old friend's letter again.

°HN Latham (S. Africa).—We should like to hear from Xou
A again.

BKw Mittar.— T0 do justice to a certain point in your letter

6 Put off dealing with it for another week. The verses shall
appear.
j ' H- Hicks.— See “ Acid Drops.” Thanks.
Q "sNktre.—See paragraph. Thanks.

E Colony.—Glad to hear you are trying to promote our

jrculation in your part of the world. It may be said that the

reethinker goes everywhere, though it isj*not read by
g verybody.

‘J70PE)1—(1) Bradlaugh must have referred to Tithes some-
nere in all those volumes of his paper, but we cannot give
you a precise reference. (2) We did not agree with the late
uwin Johnson as to the chronology of the Christian faith and

6 Christian scriptures. (3) We agree that “ many people

. d buy the Freethinker regularly if they only knew of its

j 'lstence.” The problem will have to be dealt with somehow.

artkidge.—We will write you very shortly on the matter.

2 Secular Society, Limited, Office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
T~arringdon-street, E.C.

P National Secular Society's Office is at 2 Newcastle-street,
wiamngdon-street, E.C.

services of the National Secular Society in connection
,'th Secular Burial Services are required, all communications
j~Uould be addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.

2T?rs for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
tin ” ewoaaHe-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-
7eet, E.C by first post Tuesday, or they will not be
Auserted.

who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by

dttaraln® PaBsabea  which they wish us to call attention.
@RS for literature should be sent to the Shop Manager of the
B jneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street Farringdon-street, E.C.,

Ta "t Editor.
Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the publishing
t °® to any part of the world, post free, at the following
ea>prepaid:—One year, 10s. 6d. ; half year, 5s. 3d. ; three
months 2s. 8d.

Editorial.

I : :
Nave resolved nofc to be harried, and not to begin
footing 1y |ong-intended address to the Free-
m'Ohght party in the dog days. A very old and
jg friendZwrites to me almost querulously. He
S disappointed at the delay. | promised to make
°8rtain statement at the Conference, and | did not
~ aod now | don’t make it in the Freethinker—and so
&' ®egging my old friend’s pardon,— 1 did make a
eoient at the Conference on the subject of future

jj °rSanisation. He was not able to be there to
@af it. There was a discreet report of it in the
gpfr wiH bave to do till I am prepared to
taij nrther- For the rest, that subject will have to
j6 ~ proper place in the contemplated address.
atQ really under no obligation to anybody
thi .otters. | have not contracted to do any-
ve,“8 in Particular. | have said that | have some
Parf importailt things to say to the Freethought
ajdoy’ At least | consider them so. But | have

of 8aid that there is no absolute urgenoy in point
1 Une.

in
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There was a time when | could get up at any
moment and talk, or sit down at any moment and
write. But | never scamped a bit of work, and I
don’t intend to do so now. Whatever | speak or
write, it shall be the best of me.

I may begin next week as likely as not, but I am
under no pledge. Everything must depend on the
weather, and how | feel, and the exigencies of the

paper.

Moreover there seems something like the promise
of another “ blasphemy ” case in London, and if
things take a certain turn | shall be busy enough, in

all conscience. G w# Foote> +

Sugar Plums,

Some of the most interesting things we ever read came
from the pens of non-professional writers. Common soldiers,
for instance, have sent home letters from the field of battle
that for vivid description of real facts,—the pathos of
suffering that happened casually and was noticed in the
natural course of things,—the irresistible comedy of the
incongruities of tragic experience,—and the unartificial
sense of the weary weight of all this unintelligible world,—
throw the best war - correspondence of your Russells
and Forbess into the shade, Somehow or other it is in
Shakespeare, the greatest of the great, who includes every-
thing, like Nature herself, and in Shakespeare alone among
the modern poets, that one finds this very quality. He is
not so much literature as life. Tennyson’s noble ballad, the
“ Revenge,” is vitiated—where it ia vitiated—by this arti-
ficiality, this exaggeration, in short, this cant. But look at
Shakespeare's picture of the ship-boy in that wonderful
praise of sleep; one never begins to understand how won-
derful it is until one has read it dozens of times. That
picture was not laboriously painted, it was mentally photo-
graphed with one flash of heated imagination. The very
thing is there. Shakespeare saw it. He was not a “ lite-
rary gent.” His was an art, to use his own language, that
vied with great creative nature. Of course there is only
one Shakespeare, but the pure naturalness of the spon-
taneously able, if unpractised pen—with unperverted feeling
and intelligence behind it—which we meet with unexpec-
tedly now and then in utterly unknown men and women—
suggests to us that we have fallen upon a final proof of the
Master’s all-inclusive genius.

There was an English captain who went ashore with
some of his men after the tremendous earthquake at Messina
some years ago. On the top of several ruined buildings
flung pell-mell together, people were waiting to be rescued.
How many, or how much hurt, it was impossible to say, but
women were in the number, and apparently some children.
The sturdy captain flung up the rope himself, which was to
be made fast by amateurs at the top. The whole thing
might break away while the first rope-climber was in mid-
air. But some cool strong person had to go up and super-
intend the lowering of those dangerously situated people.
The captain tried the rope with a tug, and then turned to
one of his men, and said “ Now, Smith.” That was all;
simply “ Now, Smith.” And Smith said nothing, but just
went. He might easily meet death on the way. But death
may be met on any way, if you come to think of it. So
Smith went. He had his captain’s order. That was good
enough for him. The course of a true man was to do his
duty and chance the rest. And it seems to us that “ Now,
Smith ” was one of the most eloquent speeches we ever
heard of. Napoleon's under the Great Pyramid, Nelson’'s
at Trafalgar, were hardly as heroic, The captain knows
that two words are all that is necessary. It is inconceivable
that Smith should disobey his captain’s order; besides,
Smith’s a good fellow, and isn't the man to leave women
and children in deadly peril without trying to save them.
“ Now, Smith.” o

Every now and then we receive a letter from which we
should like to quote a good bit that most of our readers
would relish, but it very often slips through, either from
want of time or want of space. We have the opportunity
just now, however, of quoting some excellent and interesting
passages (never meant for publicity) from a letter written to
our friend Mr. A. Powell by an old friend—the same that
we mentioned some months ago. The writer, in thanking
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Mr. Powell for recent copies of the Freethinker, took occa-
sion to pen some criticisms and reminiscences. He appears
to have know the Freethought party a long while, and at
one time rather intimately.

Referring to the case of Mrs. Besant, Mr. Powell's cor-
respondent says:—

“ The slashing editorial ‘ appreciation’ of Mrs. Besant's
very erratic career reminds me that I was present at her
first appearance in London as a Freethougbt lecturer ; it was
at South Place Chapel, Finsbury—C. Watts in the chair:
subject ‘ Civil and Religions Liberty.” All quite satisfactory,
both in matter and manner. What a contrast to the present
Mrs. Besant, with her many wild ideas and her theatrical
make-up !”

Another incident of the long-ago was John Stuart Mill's
candidature for Westminster and the part played in it by
Woman Suffrage:—

“ 1 was present at one of his meetings. At the conclusion
of his address a woman suddenly appeared on the platform,
and made a passionate appeal to the audience to vote for him,
because he was in favor of 1Votes for Women." It was
Mrs. Harriet Law, for some time a Freethought lecturer.”

Mill lost the seat for Westminster at the next election, and
tho ordinary public sighed with satisfaction to see the book-
writer go out and the bookseller go in. The oratory of
neither counted for much in the result. “ As a speaker,”
this correspondent says, “ he was rather disappointing—an
insignificant trifle as applied to the brilliant scholar, writer,
and Freethinker, John Stusrt Mill.”

A last extract from the letter of Mr. Powell’'s friend’s
letter pays a merited compliment to Mr. Palmer’s scientific
articles in the Freethinker :—

“Mr. Palmer's ably written Fauna and Flora of tho
British Isles ought to encourage readers to take up tho
interesting study. The subject is a very big one to grasp in
all its many bearings.”

Finally, in pointing out what he rightly concludes to be a
misprint, he remarks that “ the Freethinker is so carefully
edited, and nearly always so carefully ‘ read.””

A lady, writing from British Guiana, wants to know if the
author of the Bible has answered our Bible Romances yet.
Not that we know of. He is too late now. The battle is
practically over.

Mr. Cohen has left home for a holiday in Cornwall. He
will be away three weeks. We hope he will have a good
time and pick up a lot of health. We might refer him to
one of Wordsworth’'s poems, but we daresay the sunshine
and the Atlantic air will compete successfully against the
company of books—for a while.

“ Have We Free Will ?” is the heading of a recent notice
of Mr. Cohen’s Determinism or Free Will ? in the Birming-
ham Gazette:—

“ Sir Oliver Lodge explains the troubles of man by
referring them to Free Will, but, if we may credit Mr.
Chapman Cohen, mankind has no Free Will worth naming ;
could not have; the thing, he argues, is impossible. His
shilling book, entitled Determinism or Free Will ? issued by
the Walter Scott Publishing Co., apparently begins at the
beginning of the subject, and ably and moderately pursues
it to the end, in nine chapters of which one of the most
interesting is devoted to a statement of the question.
' Beliefs,” we are told, *do not usually die with the condi-
tions that gave them birth. Society always has on hand a
plentiful stock of beliefs, that are, like so many intellectual
vagrants, without visible means of support. If a belief is in
possession its ejection is the most difficult of operations.
Possession is here not merely nine points of the law, it is
often all the law that is acknowledged.” The book furnishes
a concise and complete statement of the case against Free
Will, concerning which Dr. Inge, Dean of Ht. Paul's,
addressed a congress of Unitarians the other day. What-
ever may be the reader’'s opinion at the close, it will be
admitted that Mr. Cohen’s book is a masterpiece in its way,
by reason of its conciseness and fine literary style.”

All this is true enough, but one fact should be added. Mr.
Cohen’s valuable and well-written little book is “ issued by
the Secular Society, Ltd.” That is to say, it was financed
by that Society—both as to the publishers and the author.
And all the advertisements and announcements in the
Freethinker—amongst whose readers the bulk of the book's
public lie—have been given gratuitously. We took as much
interest in the book as if it were our own ; perhaps more so.
Which is the way amongst good soldiers. For the pens of
the Freethinker men are swords fighting the battle of their
convictions.
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The Partnerships of Plants and Animals.

Throughout the domain of organic Nature, indiji-
dualism, in the strict sense of the term, is frankly
impossible. No floral or faunal structure lives, °
can live, alone, and many and varied are the associa-
tions of organio forms for selfish or for mutua
benefit and aid. Among these innumerable vita
associations almost every conceivable aspect™is dis
played. The dependence of flowers upon insects,
and of insects npon flowers, is a biological truism-
Lowly plants, such as algro, are epizoio on animas,
as, for example, those that live among the ka'rs °
sloths. Internal and external parasites infest th
bodies and structures of all animals and plants,
usually to their detriment or demoralisation. Mosses,
lichons, fungi, ferns, orohids, and many other organ-
isms are epiphytic on various higher botanio»
growths.

The phenomena, however, with which we a
about to deal are much more remarkable than any 0
these. Those organio associations whioh are covers
by the term “ Symbiosis ” are truly among the mos
extraordinary phenomena which modern science na
made known to men. In these oases, the orfan
connections lead to the advantage of each orgauis
concerned in the partnership, and the olose inter
pendence which characterises these unions is P°e
lively startling in its complexity. , 0

The powers of adaptation which all progressl
organisms possess appear almost limitless. A,
when any adaptation is favorable to the organism
well-being, it is strengthened by use and bequeat
through heredity; and that important factor
organic evolution, Natural Selection, is certain
promote its further development. .9

Symbiosis, or the association of separate organi
for mutual advantage, was first discovered by 1/
philosophical botanists, Schwendener and Anton »
Bary. But these organio unions are not confine
the vegetable kingdom. Not only do ey e*
between different plants, but they also occur betw
plants and animals, and even between sePftrjfl.
species of animals. These mutual benefit iiB80Y)0
tions are to be found in the simplest as well as in
most complicated states, as the suooeeding examp
will abundantly prove. igJd

Naturalists were long aware of the close nn
whioh exists between hermit-crabs and sea-anemo
before any speoial attention was paid to the Pa”™ 0.
menon. But now that the subject has been j
roughly investigated, another ohapter has beena j
to life’s romance. It is now known that
species of hermit-crab usually carry IC

“ a large sea-anemone about with them on the ta>™\0
shell which they nse as a protecting-house ; indee > g
or three of these beautiful many-tentacled polyP” Ot
often attached to them, and this is not at all a ~

of chance, but depends upon instinct on the par* 0 eftCu
animals; they have the feeling of belonging *° }jjOo
othor,’” If tho sea-anemone be taken away *0 -a&,
hermit-crab and put in a distant part of the aqua

the crab seeks about till he finds it, then seizesi @&
his claws and sets it on its house again....... iUcriib'f
anemone, on its part, calmly submits to *be bO is
manipulations—a fact surprising to anyone ,jye.
aware of the anemone’s ordinarily extreme a0ODj r#IS
ness to contact, and knows how it immediately

itself together on any attempt to detach it ir°raj)jor
ground, and will often let itself bo torn to pieces

than give way.”* _ tb0

The wonderful manner in whioh the habits o »
two creatures have been modified for their
benefit is plainly evidenced by the following otl
ascertained facts. Eisig, a most oapable obs n
and one of our leading authorities on organic v ~
nerships, has propounded the theory that the ~
union whioh subsists between the anemone a fnr(l
crab was evolved through the agency of ftt}
Solection. That the association of the tw” ve( by
isms is mutually advantageous has been PrO® 2

* Professor A. Weismann, Evolution Theory, vo>|<. 'sP R®
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I18ig himself. The benefit derived from the part-
th*5 u *s sufficiently obvious, as it
sreby secures the advantages of locomotion, it is
o0 some extent protected, and it participates in the
srmit-crab’s meals. The real difficulty was to dis-
cover the benefits conferred upon the orustacean
by the presence of its anemone guests; but a
simple observation of Eisig’s at the Naples Zoological
cation solved the problem completely. Eisig wit-
nessed an encounter between an octopus and its
mended prey. The octopus assailed a hermit-crab,
and strove to drag it from its shell; and the assault
~°nld have proved successful but for the timely in-
orvention of the crustacean’s partners. The contest
ae speedily terminated by the oiroumstanco that no
ooner was the attaok made than the anemone spread
s stinging threads over the arm with which the
ctupus was striving to secure its viotim, when it at
nee relaxed its hold and hurriedly withdrew. The
reads, or acontia, of the sea-anemone are well
ored with stinging-cells, whioh evidently cause
mfioiont smarting to compel a hungry octopus to
andon his crustacean repast. Thus we see that
be partnership of the anemone and the crab may
0 of vital importance to the latter organism. The
bneasiness always manifested by the orustacean
j ® deprived of its attendant polyps needs no
brther explanation; in a state of nature their
ab8ence may soon prove fatal to the crab. And it is
1'nterest to observe that the stinging organs of the
abemone reach their fullest development in those
species whioh dwell on the shells tenanted by the
ormit-orahs, while in some of the solitary anemones
bose acontia scarcely exist at all.
Remarkable as the foregoing phenomena are, they
quite simple in comparison with another example
bich Weismann sets forth. In this instance the
fuctural modifications undergone to meet the pres-
necessities of life are wonderfully complex. In
9 Bay of Naples a very common hermit-crab
Y\ells in the sea at a depth of about 100 feet. Its
PbrloinGj mollusc shell frequently bears a small
P°yp on its outer side, which forms colonies com-
P°8ed of numerous individuals. These individual
P*yps have developed several distinct functions.
°fte are feeding creatures; others attend to the
~Productive department; a third kind serve as
»bardians, inasmuch as they have evolved hard
wjloe8 ~“"khin which the tender polyps withdraw
ben the waves dash roughly on the colony. These,
k ®b, minister to the well-being of the polyp group;
a fourth group of polyps has been developed
. bieh takes the form of stinging-threads, but'among
p @ mouths and tentacles are entirely absent.
~ e aggressive polyps render no direct servioe to
~ eir own colony; their office is to protect the
e®rQk-°rab from the onslaught of their various
~ ebiies. From their restricted arrangement on the
of the shell within which the crab shelters
, e'f. it may be readily realised that they are power-
, 88 to protect their own species in moments of
bger. From a position just above that from
bioh the limbs of the hermit-crab protrude,

N

“ these defensive polyps stand in close array, sometimes
spirally contracted, sometimes hanging loosely down
over the hermit-crab like a fringe. Their function, like
that of the acontia of Atinas [sea-anemones], is to
defend the crab when an enemy tries to follow it within
the shelter of its domicile. This can be easily demon-
Btrated by drawing out the hermit-crab from the Gas-
teropod shell and, when the colony has settled down
again, seizing the shell with the forceps and drawing it
slowly through the water. The water-stream which
then flows upon the shell mimics the attack of an
euerny, and immediately all the defensive polyps, as at
a given signal, strike from above downwards, and
repoat this three or four times ; they are scaring off the
Bupposed enemy.”

~orh Prec9ding quotation from Weismann’s great
proves, from the partnership between a orns-

pan and a colony 0f hydroid polypB has been built
Prof
6U bbtion of the crab from injury. Of course, in

d ng their host from dangerous foes, the polyps
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indirectly benefit themselves, as they always appear
to receive their share of his food. The association
is, therefore, one of mutual advantage, whioh has
been promoted and perfected in the struggle for
existence. It is highly probable that even so in-
volved an instance of animal partnership has been
gradually evolved out of what was originally a
casual connection. Many polyp oolonies attach
themselves to empty sea-shells, whioh merely stand
and wait as resting-places for such settlers. Beyond
their utility as points of attachment, the shells
supply no further advantage. But when polyps
established themselves on mollusc shells that were
used as houses by moving Crustacea, other pheno-
mena naturally arose. Consequently, in the course
of ages, the never-ceasing play of the incident forced
upon the crab and its colonial guests slowly brought
into being the beautiful and harmonious adaptations
we have endeavored to describe.

The well-known instance of the association of
ants with aphides—those pestilent plant-lice which
prove such a plague to the gardener— may also be
regarded as symbiotic. Instead of devouring the
aphides, the ants wander among them on a rose-bush
or other feeding plant, and gently stroke them with
their antennae until they void their excrement, which
the ants suck up with infinite relish. Nor does the
partnership end here. Various species of these
highly intelligent insects carry aphides into their
nests, and keep them there in much the same manner
as we tend our milking-cows.

A curious organio partnership exists between yellow
sea-anemones found on the coral islands of Batavia
and small gaily colored fishes. These fishes flourish
among the forests of sea-anemones, and while within
these sanctuaries the fish are practically immune to
the attacks of their various enemies. These phe-
nomena have been carefully observed in the aquarium.
When provided with its anemone partners, the fish

“swims blithely about among the tentacles, and the
sea-anemone does not sting it; for there has been a
modification on its part as well as on that of the fish.
The advantage it gains from the fish is that the latter
brings large morsels of food—in the aquarium, pieces of
meat—into the anemone’s mouth. In doing so it tears
away fibres for itself, and, even if the Actinia has swal-
lowed pieces too quickly, the fish pulls them half out of
the gullet again, and only relinquishes them to be
consumed by its partner when it has satisfied its own
appetite.”

In the foregoing case, as in the others, the animal
union must have been the result of a gnite acci-
dental association of the two organisms in the first
instanoe. That the anemone does not now use its
stinging organs against its finny partner cannot be
held to prove that it did not do so originally. But
the originally truculent attitude of the anemone—
and all aggressive aots are more or less the outcome
of irritability—-would become softened and subdued
as it gradually associated the presence of the fish
with the prospect of a meal. This consideration is
strengthened by the researches of Plate, who has
discovered several other cases of a similar eharaoter
among the organisms of the Red Sea. In one of
these a little fish lives alongside an anemone, whioh
assails it with its stings ; but the fish is apparently
immune to these attaoks, whioh it treats with the
utmost unconcern. Again, another fish passes its
life unharmed in the presence of the powerful poison
“ secreted by sea-urchins of the genus Diadema from
the points of their spines among which those fishes
live.” These last examples are not true oases of
symbiosis, but they powerfully illustrate the processes
involved in the evolution of organic partnerships.

A most astonishing instance of symbiosis, in which
the two partners are plants and animals, was estab-
lished by the researches of Belt, Fritz Muller, and
Sohimper. In the forests of tropical America are
candelabra trees, species of the genus Cecropia, so
named because their bare branches spread out like
candelabra, and produce small groups of leaves at
their extreme ends only. These singular leaves are
Imenaced by the formidable leaf-cutting ants, who
'pile up foliage in their nests, upon the decaying
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matter of which fungi— for which these ants have
an intense fondness— quickly grow. These ants are
so numerous and destructive that they are terrible
enemies to the tropical vegetation. Now, the can-
delabra tree defends itself from these marauders
through its amicable relationship with ants of
another species that live in its hollow stem and feed
on its sap. Placed here and there on the tree’s
stem are tiny pits, through which the female ant
can easily pierce her way into the hollow interior.

T. F. Palmer.
(To be continued.)

Science and Theology.

I have always been interested in calling attention
to the difference between science and theology:
Science limits its activities to the visible ; theology

is always coquetting with the invisible. There can
be no science where there is no light; and there
can be no theology where there is light. When a

mine explodes and we are in the dark as to how the
thing happened, we call it an accident. The word
accident, or chance, represents not our knowledge
but our ignorance. Not knowing the cause of the
explosion we invent the word chance to explain it,
but as soon as we discover by study and research the
cause which blew up the mine then we cease to
explain it by calling it an accident. The word God,
like the word chance, represents our ignorance.
When we do not know who made this or who made
that we say, God made it. When we cannot answer
a question we say, “ God knows,” which really means
that nobody knows. The words “ God” and “ chance”
are the frontiers or the boundaries of human know-
ledge. Beyond the line of knowledge lies the un-
known, and that is ohance, accident— God !

By the help of science the boundary lines are being
constantly extended—that is to say, the territory
allowed to God and chance is being encroached upon
steadily. As our knowledge increases the word
ohanoe and God are less frequently used. Wheh
everybody was uninformed and there was no science,
chance and God were very much more in evidence,
but as science extends its empire these symbols of
the times of our ignorance slowly slip out of our
vocabulary. Once upon a time we could not explain
the weather without a reference to the Deity, but
now we rarely use his name to account for the
weather. Few preachers pray for rain or cold now.
Science has explained to us the laws which govern
the atmospheric movements.

It is this increasing illumination which alarms
the theologian. The progress of knowledge compels
him to look for some spot in the universe still dark—
some cave, some thick bush, which he may still
regard as the dwelling-place of the Unknown. He
guards with zeal and jealousy every new darkness
until advancing science compels him to seek a newer
darkness. In vain he warns science from his latest
retreat; in vain he calls it “ holy ground ” ; in vain
he invokes anathema, and hurls epithets at science.
Slowly but surely the rising sun of knowledge com-
pels him to move again. Science has made a tramp
of the theologian. As eaoh dark place becomes
lighted up the theologian paoks up his effects to
move to the next darkness. _ M> M> Mangasarian.

Christian Apologetics.

X.—Thomas Cooper (No. 2).

In his fourth chapter on “ the Verity ” of the Gospel
miracles our “ lecturer on Christianity,” Thomas
Cooper, reopens the discussion by saying :—

“ It is a remarkable fact that the earliest foes of
Christianity did not question the reality of the miracles
of Christ. In the second century, Celsus, a physician,
wrote a book against Christianity ; but we learn from
Origen, who replied to his treatise, that Celsus threw
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no discredit on the fact of Christ’'s miracles. In ib®
third century, Porphyry, a Platonic philosopher, wrote
a book against Christianity ; but the fragments of b,s
work, preserved by Eusebius and Jerome, show that no
did not deny the reality of Christ's miracles. In the
fourth century, the Emperor Julian wrote a boo
against Christianity : his reasonings are preserved ny
Cyril; but neither did he call the miracles in question.
This statement is correot; not one of the opponents
named did actually question the performance of the
Gospel miracles. And the reasons for this have been
already stated. In the age in which these opponents
lived, the working of miracles was believed to be pos-
sible either by magio or by the aid of invisibe
demons. In that age, too, it was impossible to in-
vestigate the alleged performance of miracles so
many years before. The opponents were not in a
position to deny that those wonders had been
wrought, as recorded; but all three asserted tha
they had not been worked by the power of God. Our
lecturer admits the latter fact; but he says: “|I
anyone were to tell us that Christ performed U S
miracles by magio or the agency of demons, in our
day, Borne of us might be inclined to give the reply»
Tell that to the Marines.” | really cannot see the
force of this observation; for no unbeliever “ in °uj
day ” lives in a period of such dense ignorance an
mental darkness as prevailed in the days of the pP
ponents named. Mr. Cooper next turns his attention
to a book which, he says, “ is deemed by some to o
the most complete and triumphant refutation of
truth of Christianity ever published”—which boo
is entitled Supernatural Religion. He says —e
“ The anonymous author of this book maintains to
the first followers of Christ undoubtedly shared, w*
their contemporaries, the prevalent belief in magic, <
common slavery to superstition—and that, thereto >
their low, ignorant, and grovelling character rende
their recital of Christ’'s miracles unworthy of the re8a
and belief of people living in this enlightened m
teenth century.”
I have no space here to question the partial state
ment respecting “ the most complete and triumph8*
refutation of the truth of Christianity” ; but assn
ing it to be correot, | reproduce our leoturer’'s reP I
to the charge. This is— n
“ to remind this anonymous author that the eleva”
character of the miracles attributed to the Savior, a
still more, Christ's own elevated character™ rem
these records entirely out of the region of ign°r® '
low, unreasoning superstition....... If the evangelists w
poor, low, credulous, and unreasoning creatures, bo
it that they soar above all other writers, in dravflE¥¢
portrait of such moral perfection, beauty, and dign
as that of their Master ?”
“ This difficulty,” our leofcurer says, “ has been st
nobly expressed and presented by Prebendary
that he quotes two pages of those “ nobly expresse
words, and then tacitly assumes that the content* ~
of the author of Supernatural Religion has be
refuted. ( th0
Now, as to the *“elevated character” ot
miracles attributed to the Savior, all that nee ~»
said is—that they are miracles of healing, sugge8.ag
to the primitive Gospel-maker by the foll°
p a s s a g e e
Isaiah xxxv. 4—6.—*“ Behold your God win
with vengeance....... he will come and save you-
the eyes of the blind shall be opened, and the ea
the deaf shall be unstopped. Then shall the
leap as an hart, and the tongue of the dumb sbal n
This is metaphorical language, indicating the ]
Hebrew captives at returning to Jerusalep”
verse 10), but was understood by the PMN® of
Gospel-makers literally; henoe the narratm ¢
miracles of healing. It is one of the two Pa8 ¢0f
to which Jesus is represented as appealing in P rO.
of his messiahship (Matt. xi. 4—6); the ot e > jO
lating to the preaching of the Gospel, is gno
Luke iv. 16—21. It is almost needless to 8a reDoO
neither of the two passages had the smallest re
to Jesus. _ (  adulo08
Next, as to the four evangelists being “ °r "e°>
and unreasoning creatures.” In the first pla® ' -je-
the fact that all four Gospel-writers hav

N
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(6nted Jesus Christ as fulfilling OIld Testament
Prophecies," which had no reference to him at all,
proves that they were either very ignorant and un-
easoning men, or that they deliberately perpetrated

oth*rieS “rauds >"ey must have been one or the

_Mu next place, these evangelists all believed
as did the oommon people— that epilepsy, madness,
nd many other infirmities were oaused by demon-
% . Possession ; and they have represented their
tjavi®° r as casting out the “ evil spirits” and restoring
j 6 demoniacs to perfect health. They also describe
osus as speaking to the demons as real beings, and
. ?ly*ng his disciples *“ authority over unclean
P -K to cast them out.” Moreover, “ the unclean
P'rits ’ in many cases “ fell down before him, and
paying, Thou art the Son of God ” (Mark iii.
f A~ n°wing, as we do, that this belief of the
efll>-8r *° a”e was a delusion shared by all the evan-
“tbi’ ~ere is not the shadow of a doubt that
of reoords °f Christ's miracles ” are “ unworthy
he regard and belief of people of the enlightened
n>neteenth century.”
a re<la*re forther evidence of the unreasoning
t ful0.y Gospel-writers, we need only turn
O their accounts of the following fiotions : the angel
abriel and Mary the virgin, the priest Zaohariah
tb i'16 anSel> Joseph the carpenter and his dreams,
» 0 Magi and the star, the “ heavenly host ” singing
anda’°e ° D ear™>” baptism of Jesus with its dove
and Vo'oe from heaven, the enoounter between Jesus
0 the Devil, the transfiguration of Jesus in the
Presence of the resurrected Moses and Elijah, the
g n?’Dg of water into wine, the angel at the pool of
0 besda, the raising of Lazarus, besides many other
q apples. It should further be stated that all the
Bvd6* wondera were simply matters of belief; no
luenco has ever been produced for the occurrence
0L any Of them.
n oome now to the “ elevated character” and
g ?ra” perfection, beauty, and dignity ” of the
VIOr, as portrayed in the Gospels. And here |
, @Bcsay that there is no such portrait of Jesus to
found in the Gospels. The alleged “ elevation of

an

aracber” and “ moral perfection” are simply
th”~"p16™ or read narratives; the Jesus of
Wh | aP0f8is a verv ordinary personage indeed. It

he t many Pag08 to go into this subject fully :
fo«6 ~ oan °nly And space for a brief reference to a

salient points.
Wa' *kO0 Christian Savior, according to the Gospels,

8 an unmarried Jew who wandered about the
trad ry, f°r a YOar or more, without following any
d 1o oocnPation, and having no ostensible means
g .]MOlih°od. He was accompanied by twelve dis-
Onf88 k08Mes a number of women who “ ministered
Xv 4 their substance ” (Luke viii. 2, 3; Mark
tQ u,41). Apart from the last-named contributions

-ds his support, this Savior and his disciples
Weip dePOndent for food and lodging upon the few
a RK °'d0 POoPIO *n the places he visited. When, for

* * time, he sent his disoiples out to preach, he
0j ”~anded them to take neither money nor changes

raiment with them, and promised to punish the

abL 6 every Oity who did nob receive them favor-
(Matt. x. 5—15). Where, | ask, does the “ ele-
ioh cilaraoter ” or the “ moral perfection” come

libs 819 * JO ~he doing no work and living on the

~rality of others a sign of elevation of character ?
°Oe ~ree Synoptics it is recorded that, upon
desi Occa8i°n, the mother and brethren of Jesus
bjlDred to speak with him, but oould not come near
f0j? °n acoount of the press. Did Jesus, when in-
of .,ed °f their presence, make his way to the edge
bis f crowd and welcome them ? Certainly not;
pér Oiaracter was of far too elevated a nature to
Iw 18 birn to desoend to such a commonplace action.
tuarOad °f which, he looked round upon the multi-
‘eee vr?dsa,M: “ Who is my mother and my brethren ?
*®y b h°S06ver sbalf do the will of God, the same is
8g) rOther, and sister, and mother” (Mark iii. 81—
atha 20QIment upon the “ moral perfection ” of such

°bO0r is unnecessary.
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3. In Luke ix. 59— 62 it is recorded :—
“ And Jesus said unto another, Follow me. But he

said, Lord, suffer me first to go and bury my father.
But Jesus said unto him, Leave the dead to bury their
own dead....... And another said unto him, I will follow
thee, Lord; but first suffer me to bid farewell to them
that are at my house. But Jesus said unto him, No
man, having put his hand to the plough, and looking
back, is fit for the kingdom of God.”

Here the *“ elevation ” of character ascribed to the
Savior lacks simple oomraon sense; a more suitable
word to describe his action would be “ stupidity ” or
“wrong-headedness.”

4. Upon one occasion, when Jesus was asked to
dine in the house of a Pharisee, that Savior took
advantage of the invitation to inveigh against the
Pharisees as a sect, and then launched out in a style
peculiarly his own in condemning their alleged short-
comings— “Woe unto you Pharisees,” etc. (Luke Xi.
37—44). If this kind of conduct towards a host by
one treated as an honored guest be a mark of “ ele-
vation of character,” then no one can deny that the

Gospel Jesus possessed it in abundance. The same
“ moral perfection ” is still more beautifully shown
in Matt, xxiii.—the whole chapter being one long

denunciation of the alleged hypocrisy of the “ scribes
and Pharisees.” In this chapter the “ elevated char-
acter of the Savior” caa be plainly peroeived by
exalted expressions like the following: “ Woe unto
you, soribes and Pharisees, hypocrites "—*“ Ye ser-
pents, ye offspring of vipers, how shall ye escape the
judgment of hell ?” Christian advocates tell us that
the evil doings ascribed to the “ soribes and Pha-
risees ” in this chapter were true; but this state-
ment is a slander unsupported by evidence of any
kind. As a fair specimen of the Pharisees of the
apostolic age we may take the historian Josephus.

5. In two of the Gospels Jesus is represented as
saying to men skilled in the interpretation of the
Jewish Law :—

“ Woe unto you lawyers ! for ye build the tombs of
the prophets, and your fathers killed them. So ye are
witnesses and consent unto the works of your fathers.
....... Therefore also said the wisdom of God....... the
blood of all the prophets, which was shed from the
foundation of the world may be required of this gene-
ration....... Yea, it shall be required of this generation”
(Luke xi. 47—51).

This is truly a most edifying example of the “ moral
perfection” of the Savior, as well as of his high sense
of justice.

Here | must pause, though I have not noticed half
the passages | had selected as clearly proving the
arbitrary, capricious, or irrational character of the
Christian Savior, who, furthermore, reposed implicit
faith in all the stories recorded in the Old Testament
—Jonah and the whale—the Genesis account of
creation— Cain and Abel—the Deluge— the destruc-
tion of Sodom and Gomorrah by fire from heaven—
Lot’s wife a pillar of salt—-Moses the author of the
Pentateuch, and David of the Psalms— the historicity
of the book of Daniel, etc. This Savior, like the
evangelists, believed in demoniacal possession, and
though he had no knowledge of the cause of any
disease, essayed to cure every kind by merely speaking
the word. He also believed that the god Yahweh
fed the ravens, took care of the sparrows, oounted
the hairs of people’s heads, and appointed guardian
angels for little children. He taught that it was a
blessing to be poor or meek, but a great calamity to
be rioh ; that no rioh man oould go to heaven unless
he gave all his goods to the poor, and left himself
penniless ; that one should allow oneself to be robbed
or plundered rather than resist or prosecute the
despoiler ; and so on, and so forth.

We are asked to believe that the amazing ignor-
ance, wrong-headedness, and credulity whioh charac-
terise both the sayings and doings of the Christian
Savior, are of such an elevated nature, and exhibit
such moral perfection, that no one of the present
day can ever hope to equal, much less to surpass.

The rest of Mr. Cooper’s book | leave to the next.

Abracadabra.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc,

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

LONDON.
| ndoob.
Kingsland Branch N.S.S. (Mr. Miller's, 8 Mathias-road,
Stoke Newington) : Monday, July 27, at 8.30, Business Meeting
—Nomination of Chairmen, etc.

Outdoob.
Bkthnal Green Branch N.sS.s. (Victoria Park, near the
Bandstand) : 3.15 and 6.15, Mr. Hope, Leetares.
Camberwell Bbanch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park): 6, Mr.
Davidson, a Lecture.
E dmonson Branch N. S. S. (Edmonton Green) : 7.30, Mrs.

Rosetti,
Brewers”):
Lecture.

Kingsdand Bbanch N. S.S. (corner of Ridley-road) : J. W.
Marshall, 11.30, * Who Made God?” 7.30, “ The Free Pardon.”

North London Bbanoh N.S. 8. (Finsbury Park) : 11.30, Mr.
Hecht, aLecture. Parliament Hill : 3.30, Mr. Ratcliffe, a Lecture.
Regent’'s Park (near the Fountain) : 3.30, Miss Rough, a Lecture,

West Ham Bbanch N. 8. 8. (outside Maryland Point Station,
Stratford, E.) : 7, Miss Rough, a Lecture.

a Lecture.
Wednesday, July 29, at 7.30,

Derby-road, Ponders End (opposite “ Two
W. Davidson, a

LATEST N. S. S. BADGE.—A single Pansy
flower, size as shown ; artistic and neat design
in enamel and silver ; permanent in color ; has
been the means of making many pleasant
introductions. Brooch or Stud fastening, 6d.
Scarf-pin, 8d. Postage in Great Britain Id.
Small reduction on not less than one dozen.
Exceptional value.—From Miss E. M. Vance,

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

THE LATE

CHARLES BRIDLAUGH, MP.

A Statuette Bust,

Modelled by Burvill in 1881. An excellent likeness of the great
Freethinker. Highly approved of by his daughter and intimate
colleagues. Size, 6J ins. by 8&f ins. by 4£ ins.

Plaster (lvory Finish) .. 3/-
Extra by post (British Isles): One Bust, 1/- two, 1/6.
The Pioneer Press 2 Newcastle-street. E.C.; or,

Miss E. M. Vance, Secretary, N. S. S.
All Profits to he devoted to the N. 8. S. Benevolent Fund.
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Determinism or Free Will?
By C. COHEM.

Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

A clear and able exposition of the subject in
the only adequate light—the light of evolution.

CONTENTS.

. The Question Stated.—II. “ Freedom and “ Will."-
Oonscmusness Deliberation, and Choioj.—IVv. Some Aﬂf}ﬁiﬁb
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The Memorandum of Association sets torih that the Society's
Objects are :(—To promote the principle that human conduct
should be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon super-
natural belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper
end of all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry.
To promote universal Secular Education. To promote the com-

lete secularisation of the State, etc., etc. And to do all such
lawful things as are conducive to suoh objects. Also to have,
hold, reoeive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised,
or bequeathed by any person, and to employ the same for any of
the purposes of the Society.

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

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

The Society has a considerable number of members, but amuch
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tt participate in the control of its business and the trusteeship of
its resources. It is expressly provided in the Articles of Associa-
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The Society's affairs are managed by an elected Board of
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but are oapable of re-election. An Annual General e,
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The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Bat
Rood-lane, Eenohuroh-atreet, London, E.O. of

A Form of Bequest—The following is a Sufficient
bequest for insertion in the wills of testatersr s 1 ® .g—
“ bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the Bi®_:aned W

“ free from Legacy Duty, and | direct that a receipt ~ retar5
“ two members of the Board of the said Society and the
“ thereof shall be a good discharge to my Exeoutor
“ Bd4 Legaoy.” willa-

Friends of the Society who have remembered it "~ tary jj?
or who intend to do bo, should formally notify the o wjlO v
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See President: G. W. FOOTE.
rotary: Miss E M. Vanch, 2 Newcastle-st. London, K.L.

secular

Principles and Obijects.

s»auLABi3M toaohos that conduct should bo based on reason
and knowledge. It knows nothing of divine guidanco or
'‘Qterferenco; it exciudos supernatural hopes and foars; it
|egards happiness as man’s proper aun, and utility as his
‘»oral guide.

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

Secularism declares that theology is condemned by reason
as superstitious, and by experience as mischievous, and
sssaila it as the historic enemy of Progress.

Secularism accordingly seeks to dispel superstitioni to
spread education ; to disestablish religion; to rationalise
“lorality ; to promote peaco; to dignify labor; to extend

Material W0|| -boing : and to realise the self-government of
people

Membership.
= y person is eligible as a member on signing the
,°'ng declaration :— T
I desire to join the National Secular Society, and |
edge myself, if admitted as a member, to oo-operato in
INits objects.”

LT o Ny o SR .
Occupation

Dated this.............. of. 190.

W?,his Declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary
pJ a subscription.
' ~~Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every
ember is left to fix his own subscription according to
Is means and interest in the cause.

T Immediate Practical Objects.
‘ho vlegitimation of Bequests to Secular or other Froe-
het, h' Societies, foe the maintenance and propagation of
- “dox opinions on matters of religion, on the same
Q" °us as apply to Christian or Theistio churches or
irisations.
Abolition of the Blasphemy Laws, in order that

outt 'QQ mafy he canvassed as freely as other subjects, with-
mgar of fine or impPrisonment.

WY i disedvAiuRiihbh UL DMERAHBNYNNt of the State
Tli aB*n England, Scotland, and Wales,
ia g6 Abolition of all Religious Teaching and Bible Reading

by the St*"t °r °”~ er e”uoational establishments supported

child6 dponing of all endowed educational institutions to the
en aud youth of all classes alike,

of g 6 Abrogation of all laws interfering with the free use

for the purpose of oulture and recreation ; and the

»Ud °Pening of State and Municipal Museums, Libraries,

A j~.dalleries.
BUal oi

aud f ~

‘he Marriage Laws, especially to sooure

‘ice for husband and wife, and a reasonable liberty
T hiirty of divorce-

‘hat 6, Tualisation of the legal status of men and women, so
Th pP*8hts may be independent of sexual distinctions.

trOlQ®Protection of children from all forms of violence, and

ptl,, ‘ f® greed of those who would make a profit out of their
~ a'ure labor.

loBor® Abolition of all hereditary distinctions and privileges,

AN°“herh sP'r* antagonistic to justice and human

diyi® improvement by all just and wise means of the con-
iU (Q8°f daily life for the masses of the people, especially
dWelij 8 and oRies, where insanitary and incommodious
Wea)j aSs, and the want of open spaces, cause physical
The°pSand diseas j, and the deterioration of family life,
itself f Kmotion of the right and duty of Labor to organise

cla”™ t°r.'* s moral and economical advancement, and of its
The « protection in such combinations.

*heut - ““stitution of the idea of Reform for that of Punish-

lo“ger h tae ‘rea'ment of criminals, so that gaolB may no

but .jia 6 Peaces of brutalisation, or even of mere detention,

those w?S °* Physical, intellectual, and moral elevation for
An t.a° are afflicted with anti-social tendencies.

lion of the moral law to animals, so as to secure

ThQIpnane treatment and legal protection against cruelty.

tutio® y°motion of Poace between nations, and tho substi-

“*tion,. Arbitration for War in the settlement of inter-

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

The Mortality of the Soul.
With an introduction by G. W. Foote.
postage id.

By David Hume.
16 pages, price Id.,

AN Essay on suicide. By David Hume. With
an Historical and Critical Introduction by Q. W. Foote,
price Id., postage id.

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

The Martyrdom of Hypatia.
sarian (Chicago).

By M. M. Manga-
16 pages, price Id., postage £d.

The Wisdom of the Ancients.
A beautiful and suggestive composition.
from Is. to 3d., postage Id.

By Lord Bacon.
86 pages, reduced

A Refutation of Deism. By Peroy Bysshe
Shelley. With an Introduction by G. W. Foote. 32 pages,
price Id., postage |d.

Life, Death, and Immortality.
Shelley.

By Peroy Byeshe
16 pages, price 1d., postage id.

Footsteps of the Past.
Evolution. By J. M. Wheeler.
192 pages, price Is., postage 2]d.

Essays on Human
A Very Valuable Work.

Bible Studies and Phallic Worship.
Wheeler. 136 pages, price Is. 6d., postage 2d.

By J. M.

Utilitarianism.

tant Work.

By Jeremy Bentham.
32 pages, price Id., postage id.

An Impor-

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

The Essence of Religion. By Ludwig Feuerbach.
“ All theology is anthropology.” Biuchner 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.

The Code of Nature. Power-

ful and eloquent.

By Denis Diderot.
16 pages, price Id., postage id.

Letters of a Chinaman on the Mischief of
Missionaries. 16 pages, price Id., postage id.

Biographical Dictionary of Freethinkers—
Of All Ages and Nations. By Joseph Mazzini Wheeler,
355 pages, price (reduced from 7s. 6d.) 3s., postage 4d.

A Philosophical Inquiry Concerning Human
Liberty. By Anthony Collins. With Preface and Anno-
tations by G. W. Foote and Biographical Introduction by
J. M. Wheeler. One of the strongest defences of Deter-
minism ever written. Cloth, Is. ; paper, 6d., post Id.

PAMPHLETS BY C. COHEN.

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

Socialism, Atheism, and Christianity. Prioe id.,
postage jd.

Christianity and Social Ethics. Price 1Id.,

postage Jd.

Pain and Providence.

Price Id., postage £d.
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THE BIBLE HANDBOOK

FOR FREETHINKERS AND ENQUIRING CHRISTIANS.

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

N EW AN D CHEAPER EDITION
Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.
WELL PRINTED ON GOOD PAPER AND WELL BOUND.

In Paper Covers, SIXPENCE-Net.

(Postage ljd.)
{The Above Edition is Reprinting.)

In Cloth Covers, ONE SHILLING—Net.

(Postage 2d.)

ONE OF THE MOST USEFUL BOOKS EVER PUBLISHED.
INVALUABLE TO FREETHINKERS ANSWERING CHRISTI™?®

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON,

PIONEER PAMPHLETS.

Now being issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

No. |__BIBLE AND BEER. By G. W. Foote.

FORTY PAGES—ONE PENNY
Postage: single oopy, $d.; 6 oopies, 1Jd.; 18 copies, 3.; 26 copies, 4d. paroel pest).
No. II.—DEITY AND DESIGN. By C. Cohen.
(A Reply to Dr. Alfred Russel Wallace.)

THIRTY-TWO PAGES—ONE PENNY.
Postage: Single oopy, Jd.; 6 oopies, 1Jd.; 18 oopies, 2Jd.; 26 oopies, 4d. paroel ost).

No. M—MISTAKES OF MOSES. By Colonel Ingersoll.
THIRTY-TWO PAGES—ONE PENNY.
Postage: Single oopy, J.; 6 oopies, 1]d.; 18 oopies, 2Jd.; 26 oopies, 4d. (paroel post).

IN PREPARATION.

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

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

J
Special Terms for Quantities for Free Distribution or to Adya.nce

Societies.
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