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poet's verse slides into the current of our blood. 
e 'read them when young; we remember them when old.

—W illiam Hazlitt.

The War of Wars.

“  What fools these mortals be.”
— Shakespeare.

The

11 And all onr yesterday’s have lighted fools 
The way to dusty death.” —Shakespeare.

first common characteristic of men is their 
Totality. A genins like Shakespeare’s coold not 
“Usb this fact. But one could imagine even the 
faster hesitating about the next attribute that 

arks them all. With his usual felicity he hit upon 
6 absolutely right word. It was their folly. They 
er0 fools. The exceptions were not numerous 
Oough to justify any qualifications. And even the 
isest men have some folly in them. Most men are 

ar from being wise, but the wisest men are to a 
®rtain extent fools. So the one description that 
"fed all men was “  fools."

of j *S ^nman /oWÿ that keeps war going at this time 
l day. Carlyle said all sorts of things in his later 

“ears, but he saw the faots clearly enough in the 
,,t8t flash of his young genius, when he
art°r llesartus : —

in
wrote

“  What, speaking in quite unofficial language, is the 
het purport and upshot of war ? To my own knowlodge, 
for example, there dwell and toil, in the British village 
of Dumdrudge, usually some five hundred souls. From 
these, by certain ‘ Natural Enemies ’ of the French there 
ere successively selected, during the French war, say 
thirty able-bodied men. Dumdrudge, at her o wn expense, 
has suckled and nursed them ; she has, not without 
difficulty and sorrow, fed them up to manhood, and even 
trained them to crafts, so that one can weave, another 
build, another hammer, and the weakest can stand under 
thirty stone avoirdupois. Nevertheless, amid much 
Weeping and swearing, they are selected; all dressed 
*n red ; and shipped away, at the public charges, some 
two thousand miles, or say only to the South of Spain ; 
aud fed there till wanted. And now to that same spot 
*U the South of Spain are thirty similar French artisans, 
from a French Dumdrudge, in like manner wending ; 
till at length, after infinite effort, the two parties come 
into actual juxtaposition; and Thirty stands fronting 
Thirty, each with a gun in his hand. Straightway the 
Word 1 F ire! ’ is given, and they blow the souls out of 
°ue another ; and in place of sixty brisk useful crafts
men, the world has sixty dead carcases, which it must 
bury, and anew shed tears for. Had these men any 
flUarrel ? Busy aB the Devil is, not the smallest; nay, 
Jn so wide a Universe, there was even, unconsciously, 
by commerce, some mutual helpfulness between them. 
How then ? Simpleton 1 their Governors had fallen out; 
aud instead of shooting one another, had the cunning to 
make these poor blockheads shoot.”

^ h e r e  there are plenty of flats, of oonrse, there 
h t k0 a numerous supply of sharpers. Man’s 
oni a* t’8'8*16 f°r fighting has been fostered, not 
gj y by his governors, but by his “  spiritual ” 
beVf8er8‘ Priests have been among the loudest 
hirers of the war-drum. Even poets, (a muoh 
hav F sPecie8)> when under the influence of religion, 

6 been known to utter the most blatant nonsense, 
urdsworth (but not in his youth) dared to address 
1,725

“ God ” in this fashion :—
“ But thy most dreaded instrument 

In working out a pure intent 
Is man—arrayed for mutual slaughter ;
Yea, Carnage is thy daughter.”

This was splendidly answered by Shelley in “  Peter 
Bell the Third,” but the pithiest oomment was made 
by Byron :—

“ Carnage—so Wordsworth tells us, is God’s daughter ;
If he speak truth, she is Christ’s sister.”

[By the way, we suspect the accuracy of this 
quotation, but we have not a Byron by us at the 
moment, and cannot check it—though we are sure it 
does not misrepresent the original.]

Christianity has governed Europe for ever so 
many centuries; governed it by something stronger 
than physical force,—by moulding the child’s mind, 
and practising upon the future hopes and fears of 
adults. And this is what it has brought us to 1 The 
great Christian nations are flying at each other’s 
throats. It is something like the prophesied Arma
geddon. And their “ God,” if he answers their 
mutually antagonistic prayers at all, may act upon 
one of the promises in his own book, which they 
appear to have forgotten :—

111 also will laugh at your calamity; I will mock 
when your fear cometh ; when your fear cometh as 
desolation, and your destruction cometh as a whirl
wind.......then shall they call upon me, but I will not
answer ” (Proverbs i. 26-28).

Anyhow, here we are, after nearly two thousand 
years of “  peace on earth, and good will towards 
men,” with nearly all the foremost nations Chris
tian, and most of them hating each other, and 
rushing into a ghastly war of suoh colossal propor
tions as the world has never hitherto seen.

Meanwhile the “ unspeakable ” Turk drinks his 
coffee and smokes his cigarette or hookah, and smiles 
at the Christians who were always reading him 
lessons or interfering more practically with his busi
ness. He looked forward to this. He knew them 
better than they knew themselves. He understood 
the worth of their fine maxims and the value of 
their noble professions. They W9re always putting 
his house in order. Now it will take them all their 
time to look after their own.

“  There’s to be war ” shouted a orowd of fools 
gleefully at the bandstand on the front of a popular 
seaside town on Monday evening as the strains of 
“ Rule, Britannia!” the “ Marseillaise” and “ God 
Save the King ” streamed on the summer air. They 
rejoiced! But those who know what war is, and 
were shooked at the prospeot of all Europe being 
engaged in it, felt almost inclined to cry with 
Shakespeare’s Northumberland:—

“ Let heaven kiss earth ! Now let not Nature’s hand 
Keep the wild flood confined ! Let order die 1 
And let this world no longer he a stage 
To feed Contention in a lingering act;
But let one spirit of the first-born Cain 
Beign in all bosoms, that, each heart being set 
On bloody courses, the rude scene may end,
And darkness be the burier of the dead! "

Christianity is at once too good, so to speak, and 
too bad for mankind. Its evil teaching has filled the 
world with humiliation and misery. Its good teach
ing is of the impossible kind. It aims at too muoh 
and hits nothing. “ Love your enemies ’ ’ is an im- 
praotioable maxim. Confucius taught the better 
plan of giving them justice. G. W. Foote.
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Liverpool and the Slave Trade,

The stock claim that Christianity abolished slavery 
is still urged by all classes of Christian apologists, 
and in other directions many writers in the course 
of their historical or sociological studies repeat the 
claim, obviously without ever having troubled to test 
its accuracy. The mere persistence of slavery in 
Christian countries until a very modern date should 
alone be enough to show the falsity of such a state
ment. True, vague generalisations concerning the 
equality of mankind may be oited from Christian 
writers, but as the same may be cited from non- 
Christian writers and pre-Christian writers, the honors 
are here equal. True, also, that slavery existed in 
pre-Christian times contemporary with teachings 
that, apparently, made for the destruction of slavery, 
but it also continued to exist in Christian times— 
and under worse conditions—so that the claim that 
Christianity either abolished slavery or bettered the 
condition of the slave is again negatived. Moreover, 
wherever Christian people went they carried slavery 
with them, as, for example, the early North American 
settlers, who established slavery in a land where it 
was previously non-existent. And, finally, it has to 
be always borne in mind that the modern African 
slave trade, which most people have in mind when 
they talk about slavery, was of Christian creation. 
It was begun by Christians, carried on by Christians, 
and if some Christians at last worked for its abolition, 
it was the opposition of other Christians that made 
their work necessary and difficult.

Some years ago I wrote a couple of articles in the 
Freethinker dealing exclusively with the relations of 
the Methodist Church to slavery, in which I showed 
that its members were among its most enthusiastic 
supporters. On the present occasion I purpose 
dealing exclusively with the Christian City of 
Liverpool, one of the strongest centres of the 
British slave trade. This has been suggested by a 
recent article in the Syren—a journal devoted to the 
shipping interests. The anonymous writer of the 
article appears to have derived his information— 
although he fails to make due acknowledgment— 
from a work on The Liverpool Slave Trade, by a writer 
who veils himself under the pen-name of “ Dicky 
Sam.” But both writers leave much unsaid that 
deserves to be said, and it is partly to make these 
necessary additions that I am now writing.

It must, of course, be borne in mind that the 
English slave trade did not originate with either 
Liverpool or the other slave port, Bristol. The 
buying and selling of slaves has existed in all stages 
of English history. Green, in spite of his obvious 
Christian bias, is compelled to record that the 
Church promoted emancipation on all estates but 
its own, and there was a very obvious policy in the 
Church advising other landowners to liberate their 
slaves. So also he points out that in the time of 
Henry the Second, Ireland was filled with English
men that had been kidnapped and sold into slavery, 
while more than one great English noble during the 
Middle Ages added to his wealth by breeding slaves 
for the market. No one felt that in so doing he was 
outraging either the spirit or the letter of Christian 
teaching, and whatever the Church may have 
advised as a matter of policy in particular cases, it 
never denounced slavery as un-Christian or anti- 
Christian.

The English participation in the Black Slave 
Trade—inaugurated after the discovery of North and 
South America—dates from the time of Elizabeth. 
A monopoly of the slave traffic had originally been 
granted to the Belgians ; but it was afterwards 
acquired by the Genoese, who shared it with other 
nations. All this was with the direct sanction of 
the Christian Church. “  She,” says Lecky, “ re
organised the accursed institution of slavery on a 
gigantic scale, and in a form that was, in some 
respects, worse than any that had before existed.” 
Sir John Hawkins was the first Englishman to 
engage in the traffic. One of his ships was supplied
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by Queen Elizabeth, who eagerly pocketed her shai 
of the profits, while salving her conscience wit 
advioe concerning the traffio which she perfect y 
well knew was unheeded. ,

The next important step in the history of the 
English slave trade oame with the revocation of the 
monopoly of Assiento Company in 1698, which thre 
open the African trade. Prom that date the traffic 
advanced by leaps and bounds, and it was evident y 
considered of great importance, as it was special y 
stipulated in the treaty of Utrecht (1713) that Englac 
should be allowed to supply her own oolonies w* 
slaves, and also the Spanish-American colonies, i  °r 
some years the two ports engaged in the slave_ trad 
were London and Bristol. Gradually, Bristol--' 
always a very piou3 oity—took the lead over to 
metropolis. At the commencement of the eighteen 
century, London had over a hundred vessels in tb 
African slave trade. About five years later on y 
fifty, and a little later only thirty. On the othe 
hand, from 1701 to 1782, the number of ships tba 
left Bristol for the slave coast, annually average 
about sixty.

The first slave vessel that left the Mersey was i 
1709, and carried only fifteen slaves from Afrioa 
the West Indies. But the profits—judging from t 
rapid increase in th8 traffio—must have been very 
great, for by 1714, only five years later, more tba 
half the vessels engaged in the trade belonged 
Liverpool, and it was calculated that Liverpool ship 
imported three-sevenths of all the slaves carrier& J 
Europeans. The following figures were soon aj  
officially laid before the House of Commons, detai 
ing the number of slaves imported from Afrioa j 
the subjects of various European States—urea 
Britain 88,000, Holland 4,000, Portugal 10,000 
mark 2,000, France 20,000—thus giving slightly100 
than half to Christian England. Later in ' 
century, the figures appear to have undergone 
increase. Thus, in 1795, one-fourth of the 00 jĵ  
belonging to the port of Liverpool were engaged 
the slave trade, the actual increase being ic° 
16 ships in 1780, to 186 in 1792. The traffic a?.g0, 
went a still greater increase prior to its aboli"1  ̂
Prom January, 1806, to May, 1807, no less than fl 
Liverpool owned slave vessels left Africa wit 
slave-oarrying capacity of nearly 50,000. 8

I have said above that the traffio yielded en°r̂ flBt 
profits. The actual oost of a slave on the ^ 
Coast of Africa—the cost, that is, to secure; be00.^  
a very large part of the business was pure kidnapp  ̂
—ranged from £15 to £35. The selling price wo 
be anything from £50 to £100, depending upon „ 
age, health, and general condition of the “ &0°h„̂ e 
The net gain on the slave traffio appears to b 
been upward of 60 per cent. From a contemp0* -0 
calculation, oited by “ Dicky Sam,” we learn tba  ̂
1786, “ The own of Liverpool returned a net proti 
£298,462 sterling, and that during eleven year0̂ Oo

an average, two hundred and fourteen 
six hundred and

gains on 808,787 slaves was £2,861,455 6a. Id., °r’ ',
~ ' :fceen seventy - seven pounds,. ftH 

shillings, and one penny per annum.” It i0 ® - a 
wonder that G. P. Cooke, the tragedian, on b0̂  
hissed by a Liverpool audienoe, retorted “  I b0V0 0f 
come here to be insulted by a set of wretches, 
which every briok in your infernal town has 
cemented by an African’s blood.”

At the commencement of the British slave 
there does not appear to have been any re 
concerning the carrying of slaves. It was, 
face of it, to the owner's interest to lose 
slaves as possible by death, and to get them to 
journey’s end in as good a condition as possible. ^ 0g 
the obviously sensible oourse in such matters 
not appear to have been always—perhaps not g fl< 
ally—followed, and legislation on the subject a p p 0g) 
A ship of 800 tons was allowed to oarry 500 0 
with a crew of 50. But these regulations 80ffi,jJiOb 
have been only nominal. Thus the work r̂OII1jonS of 
I have already quoted gives the actual ^ mea8 ô0oS  
a famous slave ship, the Brooks, with a large jjj@ 
plate illustrating the stowing of the slave

has
trad0

as f0* 
tb01f
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esaol was of 297 tons, and was allowed to carry 450 
Persons. Ao a matter of fact, Bhe had carried 351 
Goqn’ ^  womenJ 00 boys, and 41 girls—a total of 

y- The length of the lower deck on whioh the 
aves were carried was only 100 f t , and in this 

Paco the slaves were paoked without regard for 
ealth or decency. It was customary, says the 
nter in the Syren, to allow 6 ft. by 1 ft. 4 in. for a 

j,lan> 5 it. by 1 ft. 4 in. for a woman, 5 ft. by 1 ft. 2 in. 
or a boy, and 4 ft. 6 in. by 1 ft. for a girl. Had they 

measured for coffins, not much less space could 
ave been allowed; and coffins these ships often 

, ,8re- In fact, in some oases it wa3 only possible for 
e slaves to lie down to sleep by arranging them

alternately head to feet.
“ So close were they, you could not walk without 

treading on them; but they were only Blaves. One 
kind-hearted sailor, when passing over them, would 
Remove his shoes, so as not to hurt them. So close and 
foal was the stench arising from the negroes, they have 
boon known to be put down the hold strong and healthy 
a-< night, and have been dead in the morning. A trader 
stated that, after remaining ten minutes in the hold, 
nis shirt was as wet as if it had been in a bucket of 
Water.”

In the oase of one Liverpool ship, the Thomas, 
arrying 630 slaves, 100 died on the voyage; but as 

ramaining 580 sold at Jamaica at £60 per head, 
t , owners were doubtless well satisfied with the 
CIIP- In some cases, however, the mortality was 

ueh greater—running to fifty out of every hundred.
the slaves were not sold abroad; some were 

'sposed of in Liverpool. Thus, an old Liverpool 
lr°nicle advertises :—

“  A fine negro boy, to be sold by auction. He is 
eleven years of age ; the auction will take place at the 
Merchant’s Coffee House, Old Church Yard. By order 
of Mr. Thomas Yates, who hath imported him from 
Bonney.”

The Liverpool Advertiser (of 1765) also announces :—
“ To be sold by auction, at George’s Coffee House, 

betwixt the hours of six and eight o’clock, a very fine 
negro girl, about 8 years of age; very hoalthy."

Also, under date of September 8, 1766 :—
“  To be sold, at the Exchange Coffee House, Water- 

street, at one o ’clock precisely, eleven negroes, imported 
per the Angola.”

In the colonial papers long lists of runaway slaves 
®fe advertised, most of them branded like so many 
kttle. The following will serve as specimens: 

y Robert, R.P. on each cheek, and Kingston, marked 
, 0r&e on each shoulder and breast.” Another is 

bnded with “ a cattle mark.” “ An old woman 
v ltjh her two sons and two daughters, one of them 
eiY big child.” One man is to be recognised by his 

i, p 1Qg had “ both ears oropt” ; another by having had 
r his nose and ears cut off.” Another advertisement 
0 h®, “ Escaped on Sunday last with a ohain and 

lar round his neck a negro man, marked T.Y.” 
other, after carefully describing a runaway slave 
b concludes by saying, “  Whoever will apprehend 
6 8aid wenoh, alive or dead, receive two moidores 
Ward from Joseph Charles Howard.” ^ COHEN

Tutiorism.

Range terms, expressive of strange opinions, 
a °Un<l in Christian theology. Tutiorism, for ex- 

is by no means a pretty and attractive word, 
rpp *s the doctrine for which it stands morally 
of Tk ’ and Tutiorism has the official sanction 
the See. The word is formed from tutior,
A m CotnP#rative of tutus, whioh means safe, sure, 
rj , an may believe that a certain action is morally 
Con ■ and yet may refrain from committing it if 
brj v/ n°ed that the commission will lead him to the 
thaf °f daDS0r or disaster, or he may be of opinion 
that -R sPecifio line of conduot is in itself bad, but 
out -lQ Some circumstances he may pursue it with- 
iQ,j ,ncarring any real guilt. Equivocation is never 

U1ged in except for the purpose of deceit, but

Liguori taught “ that it is lawful for a just cause to 
use equivocation, and to confirm it with an oath.” 
If a lie will serve the good cause better than the 
truth, then it is permissible to lie. If the motive is 
noble, almost any deed that springs from it is justi
fiable. A criminal makes a full confession to a priest, 
who may deny on oath that he possesses any knowledge 
whatever of the crime. An accused or a witness, if 
irregularly questioned by the judge in court, may 
swear that he knows nothing of a crime of which in 
truth he has intimate knowledge. If a man is needy, 
he may make away with property due to his creditors, 
and assure the judge that he has nothing. We are 
informed that “  men and women servants may 
seoretly pilfer from their employers to compensate 
themselves for their work, whioh they acoount as of 
more value than the wages they receive.” This pro
position was censured by the Pope, but the casuists 
managed to safeguard in varions ways the principle 
therein enunciated. A promise is binding only when 
confirmed with an oath or a formal document, in the 
absence of whioh it may be considered a mistake or 
a jest.

The above are a few of the casuistioal cases dis
cussed in Liguori’s Moral Theology. This divine 
flourished in a period (1696-1787) when multitudes of 
people were alienated from the Church, and main
tained an attitude of utter indifference and ooldness 
towards religion itself. It was Liguori’s belief that 
the teachings of the rigorists were calculated to 
drive the laity farther away still from what he 
regarded as the truth of God. He wanted to win 
them back by means of gentleness and leniency. As 
Mr. Littledale puts i t :—

“ He professed to steer a middle course between 
errors of laxity and severity in moral teaching, and 
fully believed himself to have done so, yet in fact such 
a treatment was impossible to one who viewed the 
question as he did. For, while he regarded errors on 
the side of laxity as pardonable mistakes committed 
through excess of zeal in winning over penitents, con
trariwise he looked on the stricter method of the 
rigorists, who upheld a loftier morality, as not merely 
inexpedient, but as positively and intentionally evil, as 
designed to make religion odious by making it impos
sible, and so to prepare the way for the triumph of 
unbelief. He identified all teaching of the sort with 
Jansenism, and Jansenism, from its resistance to various 
pontifical decrees, seemed to him all but equivalent to 
Atheism ” (Encyclopedia Britannica, vol. xiv., pp. 
635-6).

It follows from the above extract, as Mr. Littledale 
himself points out, that the line Liguori “  draws is 
not, what he probably thought it, an intermediate 
one between rigorism and laxity, but between a 
greater and a lesser degree of laxity.” What, then, 
is Tutiorism ? In the same gentleman’s words, 
th is:—

“  When a doubt arises as to the binding force of some 
divine or human precept in any given case, it is per
missible to abandon the opinion in favor of obedience 
to the law—technically known as the ‘ safe ’ (tuta) 
opinion, for that which favors non-compliance, provided 
this laxer opinion be 1 probable.’ ”

Thus we see that Tutiorism was a device to make 
the confessional a oentre of attraction, and so draw 
the people baok into the Catholic Church, which had 
been so seriously weakened by the Protestant Re
formation. It was an attempt to accommodate the 
moral law, as conceived by the ecclesiastical autho
rities, to the requirements of the new times with 
their altered conditions. The Jesuits felt that no 
stone should be left unturned in the endeavor to 
recover the ground already lost. Opinions were, of 
course, most important, but it was given out that a 
layman could not be disciplined for following any 
opinion that had the sanction of even one doctor of 
divinity. Indeed, the confessor was instructed to 
assure him that he was guiltless, and would receive 
the heartiest welcome on his return to the Holy 
Mother Church. It is a well-known fact that Chris
tianity is the most accommodating of all religions. 
Her rites and ceremonies, as well as dogmas, are 
amazingly adaptable. She makes herself all things to 
all men in the hope of securing their allegiance.
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Reconstruction is a process that she is perpetually 
undergoing. The interpretations of the so-called 
sayings of Jesus are countless, and scarcely any 
two of them agree. If Jesus were to return to life 
he would be completely astounded at the extraor
dinary statements made in his name by those who 
call themselves his servants. Her champions are not 
aware, however, that Christianity, like everything 
else, is subjeot to the law of evolution. For many 
centuries she kept slowly asoending towards the zenith 
of her power, where she remained for a long period, 
ruling with a rod of iron over every department of 
human life, and then, with the revival of letters and 
the birth of modern science, she began, very slowly at 
first, to descend towards death and the grave. She is 
now in a state of senile decay, tottering to her end, a 
faot which her professional defenders are exceedingly 
loath to recognise.

In the Church Times a series of articles has recently 
appeared on the validity of clerical orders, or holy 
orders as Anglicans oall them. Among the writers 
are the Revs. T. A. Lacey and Dr. Wotherspoon, the 
former representing Anglioanism and the latter 
Presbyterianism. Dr. Wotherspoon has “ no hesi
tation in assenting to the validity of Anglican 
Orders,” while Mr. Lacey has the hardihood to deolare 
that “  there is no sufficient oertainty that Presby
terian ministers are validly ordained.” But what 
connection is there between the validity of ordination 
and Tutiorism? Here is Mr. Lacey's answer: —

“ Tutiorism is the judgment that some things of 
doubtful necessity must be done for the sake of assur
ance.......There are two reasons for the judgment. In
the first place, the thing in doubt may be required by 
Divine appointment. In the second place, a sacrament 
being a pledge of assurance, the thing in doubt must 
be provided because some will not be assured without 
i t ; we must do what seems to be necessary. So only 
can we have that certainty of the bestowal of grace 
which a sacrament is intended to convey. It follows 
that a thing which theologians know to be not strictly 
necessary may rightly be required by the practical 
judgment of the Church for the sake of the less 
instructed.”

Now, what is the thing of doubtful necessity which 
must be required to have the oertainty of the bestowal 
of graoe through a sacrament ? The celebration of 
the sacrament by a validly ordained minister. Mr. 
Lacey fails to find “ sufficient certainty that Presby
terian ministers are validly ordained." That is to 
say, they lack episcopal ordination, with the result 
that if Mr. Lacey were to receive the communion 
from one of them no Divine graoe would flow into 
his heart. This is the reason why there can never be 
intercommunion between the Anglican and Scottish 
Churches. Well, is there sufficient certainty that 
Mr. Lacey is validly ordained ? We challenge him 
to produce it. Was St. Paul validly ordained ? It 
is not on record that he was ordained at all. There 
is ample certainty that he was not episoopally 
ordained. Furthermore, the largest Church in the 
world is fully convinced that there is no sufficient 
oertainty of the validity of the ordination of Anglican 
ministers. The controversy is irresistibly laughable, 
the fact being that all religious ordinations are alike 
faroioal, and the bestowal of grace through a sacra
ment a figment of the fancy. The reverend gentlemen 
are engaged in a vain controversy over mere shadows. 
The Pope denies the validity of all non-Catholio 
ordinations, the Archbishop of Canterbury admits 
the validity of Catholic orders, but repudiates that 
of the ordination of Nonconformist ministers, while 
we regard all ordinations as deceitful ceremonies. 
Such is our position, and neither the Pope of Rome 
□or the Archbishop of Canterbury is in possession of 
a single fact that discredits it. All religious rites 
and ceremonies are nothing but vain shows, doing 
nobody any good whatever.

Tutiorism is a theological ahsurdity whioh has 
never been of service to any Church. Whether we 
take the word in Mr. Lacey’s sense, or whether we 
apply it to the moral teaching of Liguori, it has no 
use at all for us. As Mr. Lacey admits, it would be 
difficult to invent an uglier word, or one formed

etymologically on a worse model, and without a 
moment’s hesitation wo dismiss both it and wba 
it stands for. j  q» Lloyd.

The Origin of Supernatural Ideas.—IH.

(Continued from p. 486)
“ Not only ia Fetish or Shamanism the real religion of 

criminals, bat of vast numbers who are not suspected of d- 
There is not a town in England or in Europe in which 
witchcraft is not extensively practised. The piehistoric 
man exists, he is still to be found everywhere by millions, 
he will cling to the old witchcraft of his ancestors, the only 
form in which he can realise supernatnralism will be by 
means of superstition. Research and reflection have taugh 
us that this sorcery is far more widely extended than any 
person dreams. It would seem as if by some strange 
process, while advanced scientists are occupied in eliminating 
magic from religion, the coarser mind is actually busy in 
reducing it to religion only."—C. G. L eland, Gipsy Sorcery 
(1891), p. 13.

11 In civilised society most educated people are not even 
aware of the extent to which these relics of savage ignorance 
survive at their doors.”

“  If we examine the superstitious beliefs which are tacitly 
held by many of our fellow-countrymen, we shall fin * 
perhaps to our surprise, that it is precisely the oldest an“ 
crudest superstitions which are most tenacious of life. 'v11 . 
views which, though also erroneous, are more modern an 
refined, soon fade from the popular memory."—RaoFfiS80 
J. G. F razer, Psyche’s Task, pp. 109-170.

As Professor Lsuba remarks : —
11 It is well known that long before a child as ŝ 

1 how ? ’ he wearies his guardians with the question' 
1 what for ? ’ He wants to know what things are g°° 
for, and, in particular, what he can do with the 
before he cares for an understanding of their origiu a°a 
of their mechanism.” *

In like manner, primitive man was more ooonp1®̂ 
in finding ont what things wore good for, than W
origin of them. We picture primitive man, 
Gnyan as “ perpetually endeavoring to sa*’9.fQSt 
restless curiosity. Unhappily, if we are to 
our experience of the lower races of man, it apP® a8 
that the sentiment of curiosity decreases direct y 
one approaches the savage state.” ! ble

As Mr. Edward Clodd remarks, in his . aDd 
little book on Animism, “  We are beset behind .Q 
before with the impossibility of putting ourself0 
man’s place at the period when, of necessity» 
looked on nature with other eyes than ours.” ! .^j.

There waR no natural, or supernatural, for Pr ŷ 
tive man. We know that things do not bappeD.g a 
chanoe or haphazard. We know that there ^  
natural explanation of a storm, or an earthqn® ’ 
an eclipse of the moon, and so forth. But prG” 
man, like the animal, knew nothing of this, -.obi 
no idea of natural causation. Anything 
happen, and he would accept it just as the a° ^0 
does. If it was alarming, he would fear it»10 ,jDg 
same manner. To cite Mr. Clodd again, who, aea 
with the “  barbario intelligence,” observes :—  ̂ ^0

“ A Zulu well expressed its limitations to one 0 tb® 
most sympathetic and discerning of missionari 0 
late Bishop Callaway, in these words : ‘ Our kno ^  ^  
does not urge us to search out the roots of it> we g00u 
try to see them ; if anyone thinks ever so little, jjjs 
gives it up, and passes on to what he sees ŵ  
eyes, and he does not understand the real state 0 
what he sees.’ ”§ gee„,

Although the animal, like man, as we have ^0 
has a sense of the uncanny, and the fear 0 aj( 
unknown, which is the germ of the superna ^0 
yet the limitations of its reasoning powers anoepts, 
absenoe of language to express abstract coD , aral 
prevents it from evolving any definite supern w0 
ideas. As Mr. King justly remarks, “ As far ^  ¡p. 
can judge, no animal has any idea of ^ n o a V  
luck, as abstract conceptions ; certainly, do ^  
utilises amulets.” ¡1 Tf ,a ibot, man begIt is here that man

* J. H. Deuba, The Psychological Origin and the 
Religion, p. 59.

t Guyau, The Non-Religion of the Future, p. 61- 
1 Clodd, Animism, p. 48.
§ Clodd, Animism, p. 29.
|| J. H. King, The Supernatural, vol. i., p. 89-
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iverge from the animal, and tabes the first step 
j?Wart̂ a the evolution of those supernatural ideas 

at have been, and are now, a curse and a hindrance 
0 his progress. We believe that Mr. King is right 
vhen he contends that the idea of luck was the first 
^ rm *n which primitive man arrived at the idea of

supernatural. He speaks of it as “ an inherent 
organic, or if we will, mental attribute,” and declares 
, A Inan, as ordinarily formulated, can no more with- 

0ld the Bentiment of luck from an object than he 
furth** * * * §16 *ma®e vfsaaf presentation.” * And,

“ Forms of luck, therefore, are the earliest germs of 
religion ; they are the basis of all religions.”

“ Baal had his thousands and Yahveh his ten thou
sands, but luck reigns triumphant in the souls of 
Myriads. It was so in the past, it is so in the present, 
«.ia denoted in the attire, it is indirectly indicated in 
trifles, in amulets, in objects for seeming use, but really 
retained as bringing good luck.”

“ The concept of luck might have existed had no 
ghost presentation ever occurred, no spirit sentiment 
been ever evolved, or the capacity to conceive the 
ghost theory been ever dormant in the human mind.
; ..... It is the only form of faith that is essentially
individual; it knows no church or priest, its only 
temple the mind of its presenter, to which all things 
and all thoughts may be ministering powers ”  (pp. 91, 
99, 97).

In opposition to Dr. Tylor, the same writer points out;_
“ No one ever prays to an amulet, no one treats the 

lucky stone as having a will, no one supposes that the 
curative material, whether a medicine or a charm, has 
any choice in the matter. Yet all these impersonal 
Powers or attributes are classed by Dr. Tylor with, and 
as> ghost manifestations.”

Lubbock and Spencer, as the same writer com- 
P ains, also ignore the priority of look. For them, 

•0 beginning of religion is the birth of the ghost, 
here is no indwelling spirit in a charm, amulet, or 

a°ky stone; as Mr. King points cut, “ like a piece 
f coal it might lie inert in the earth to no end of 
'hie and only exhibit its aotive or presumed virtue 
hen man utilised it.” But when man had 
Solved the idea of luck, his feet were on the road 
®ading to fetishes, idols, and gods. To cite Mr. 
lng again,<! Luok never needs the help of medieine- 
an or priest, it is only a self-influence; it was so 
hen the savage had no spiritual concepts ; it is so 
ovv. uho man wjj0 turns the peak of his oap, 
hanges his seat, or calls for a new pack of cards, 

^Peoting thereby to change his luck, is his own 
7*§h priest in the oldest faith in the world. Such 

®fl rarely conceive of ghosts, never see apparitions, 
hfl have no knowledge of the interposition of Provi
nce .” And he cites St. Chrysostom as saying :—

11 This or that man was the first to meet me when I 
Walked out, consequently innumerable ills will cer
tainly befall m e ; that confounded servant of mine in 
g*ving me my shoes handed me the loft shoe first; this 
indicates dire calamity and insults. As I stepped out, 
I started the left foot foremost; this, too, was a sign 
°f misfortune; my right eye twitched upwards as I 
Went out, this portends tears.”

. And, again, “ Equally pregnant sentiments of luok 
Afluenoe all savage people.” Dorman, in his Primi- 
Ve Superstitions, writes: —

“ Among hunting tribes, the cawing of a crow at 
night would cause a large party of warriors to run for 
home and give up an expedition. The Comauches said 
the wolf warned them of danger : if one sprang up 
before them in their journeys and barked or hooted, 
they would turn aside and travel no more in that 
direction that day.” f

^ Among the northern tribes,” says the same 
ao Sr’. “ the march is regulated by a sorcerer, 
fo r d in g  to good or bad omens.” The savage, 
«rough his ignorance of the uniformity of law, is 

8ei ¡«ually making wrong inferences. Among our- 
v®8> as our education proceeds, we get to know,

more or less, “  what sort of things may be inferred 
and what may not,” says Professor Clifford :—

“ An observer of scientific mind takes note of just 
those things from which inferences may be drawn, and 
passes by the rest. If an astronomer, observing the 
sun, were to record the fact that at the moment when 
a sun spot began to shrink there was a rap at the front 
door, we should know that he was not up to his 
work.” *

These are the kind of errors primitive man is 
always falling into. And not only primitive man, 
bat ordinary common sense, praotieal, level-headed 
men make the same errors to-day.

I remember hearing, in a branch of the Amal
gamated Society of Engineers, a society which con
tains the flower of the skilled workers in this 
country, and reckons a Cabinet Minister! among its 
members, a member telling us that his son was 
being taken by the local football team, who were 
paying his expenses, as a mascot, to see them play 
their next match, because he had never seen them 
beaten—the inference being that as he had never, 
through some accident or another, been a witness of 
their defeat, therefore the team would always be 
victorious while he remained a spectator. And not 
a member present asked in what manner that could 
possibly affeot the result!

I have just finished reading an article in this 
evening’s paper, entitled “ Is Superstition Reviving ?” 
in which the writer mentions the story “ of a famous 
American lacrosse team, who for many years main
tained the orphan ohild of a deceased player under 
the belief that his presence ensured them victory.” 
And, again, “ One would think that motorists of all 
men would rise superior to such ideas. Yet the 
chassis is as often as not surmounted by a ‘ golli
wog,’ a ‘ bilikins,’ or a ‘ teddy-bear.’ ” The same 
writer also mentions the fact that he knew a miner 
“ who, if he met a oross-eyed woman on his way to 
work, would return home.” The belief in the 
influence of the “ evil eye ” still flourishes. Dr. 
Haddon—Cambridge Leoturer in Ethnology—ob
serves:—

“  ‘ Eat not the bread of him that hath an evil eye ’ is 
just as much a maxim to-day as it was in the time of 
Solomon, and Mr. Elworthy saysj in Naples, at the 
appearance of a person having this reputation, a cry of 
‘ Jettatore ! ’ is passed, and even in a crowded street it 
causes an instantaneous vanishing of everybody—a 
rush up entries, into shops, or elsewhere. Ever since 
the establishment of the religious orders, monks have 
had the special reputation of possessing the fatal 
influence. The last Pope but one, Pius the Ninth, was 
firmly believed to have had the evil eye. A Roman 
would candidly say : ‘ Nothing succeeds with anybody 
or anything when he wishes well to it.' When he went 
to St. Agnese to hold a great festival, down went the 
floor, and the people were all smashed together. Then 
he visited the column to the Madonna in the Piazza di 
Spagna, and blessed it and the workmen; of course, 
one fell from the scaffold the same day and killed 
himself.” §

His Holiness appears to have been in the painful 
position of those unfortunate human typhoid germ- 
carriers who bring the disease to others without 
experiencing any ill-effects themselves. As Dr. 
Haddon remarks, “ The belief in the evil eye is not 
only widely spread, but extremely anoient ” (p. 88). 
Along with luek and magio, it existed long before 
any of the now dominant religions were evolved, or 
thought o f ; and will survive, among the ignorant 
and uneducated, long after the reigning religions are 
as dead as the myths of Egypt and Babylon. As 
the microscopic foraminifera, whos8 tiny shells 
formed the vast accumulations of chalk, uncounted 
ages ago, still exist, active as ever, in spite of all the 
changes of evolution, so do these deeply rooted forms 
of the supernatural survive, in spite of the progress 
of civilisation and science. Therefore, in reply to 
the journalist’s question, “  Is superstition reviving?” 
we should reply “ No, it has never been dead yet.”

* W. K. Clifford, Lectures and Essays, p. 310.
f Mr. John Burns.
j E. J. Elworthy, The Evil Eye (1895), pp. 18, 107, 23, 25.
§ A. C. Haddon, Magic and Fetishism, pp. 34, 35.

* J. H. King, The Supernatural, vol. i., p. 90.
t J. H. King, The Supernatural, pp. 97-98.
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Nor will it ever receive its death-blow from religion, 
for the same ideas flourish together in the minds of 
millions without the slightest contradiction.

Science is the real and only antidote to supersti
tion. There is no foothold for superstition where 
science reigns, in spite of the fact that some 
scientists profess a belief in the supernatural. For 
instance, an analytical chemist may be a religious 
man, but not through any knowledge he has gained 
by chemical analysis. His belief is as purely a 
matter of faith as that of the lowliest Salvation 
Army tamborino player. When the chemist enters 
his laboratory and closes the door, he leaves all idea 
of the supernatural, of luck, and magic behind him. 
He knows that none of these things will affeot the 
trembling balance weighing, in vacuum, to fractions 
of a grain. In like manner, the astronomer who tells 
us to a second, years in advance, when there will be 
an eclipse of the sun, knows that the most fervent 
prayer, or the most piteous supplication will have no 
effeot on the issue. It is this knowledge of the 
inevitable reign of law which kills the spirit of 
superstition. It sterilises the soil from which the 
weeds of superstition spring. w> Mann_

(To be continued.)

Renan the Rebel.

Fragments Intimes et Romanesques. Par Ernest Kenan.
(Paris : Calmann-Levy ; 1914.)

At that magnificent collection of French art which 
was shown at the Franco-British Exhibition, there 
was one portrait which left an ineffaceable impres
sion upon the memories of the onlookers. It was 
Bonnat’s portrait of Ernest Renan, a masterpiece 
whioh presented the man with absolute sincerity. 
The picture was a triumph of genius, for the great 
Freethinker lived once more upon the artist’s canvas. 
Renan was seated, clad in the black broadcloth of the 
scholar, unrelieved save for the red button of dis
tinction, and the long, unkempt, grey hair. The 
heavy face, the pendulous cheeks, the glassy eyes of 
the dreamer of dreams, the long finger-nails, all 
formed a perfect portrait of a rare genius.

Renan never oared for the applause of the world ; 
but he would have smiled his kindly smile if he had 
known that he was the subjeot of a great artist’s 
finest masterpiece. And it is pleasant to think 
that we have a perfect presentation of the most 
accomplished author and scholar of his time.

Renan’s influence has been continuous since the 
publication of his world-famous “ Vie de Jesus,” in 
whioh he attempted to write the life of the young 
Jew whom he had served in his childhood. What a 
tempest the book provoked! For years it rained 
pamphlets. Fifteen hundred replies were published 
within a few months of its appearance. Whether 
men applauded or oritioised, none could deny its 
power. Priests might rail and the pious might sigh, 
but they both have had to reokon with it. Not even 
the most hidebound of the oommentators on the 
Gospel legends have written as they would have 
written had Renan’s book never been published. It 
was a famous victory, for Renan’s method is as fatal 
to religion as Strauss’s analytical thoroughness. 
Airily and daintily the sohclarly Frenchman explained 
away the wonder and the glamor of the Christian 
fables. The result was as deadly as the frontal 
attack of the German scholar, although Renan does 
with a kindly smile what Strauss does grimly. 
Always under the velvet glove was the gauntlet of 
steel. The result wa3 decisive, for it sapped the 
faith of tens of thousands :—

“  While we believed on earth he went 
And open stood his grave,

Men called from chamber, church, and tent,
And Christ was by to save.

Now he is dead. Par hence he lies 
In the lorn Syrian town,

And on his grave, with shining eyes,
The Syrian stars look down.”

The man who could alter the faith of thousands 
was a great writer as well as a complete scholar. In 
many hundreds of pages Renan showed the saroastio 
power of the French language in hands that can 
evoke its subtleties and wield its trenchant blade.
In his hands it was as effective a weapon as that
jLJUI U l b  M U i U U S  1 U  YY a i a  C U O U I U I U  Ml , ,  -  .

handled by Gibbon, although many tracts In 
thousand years of history seem as if they had 00 
made to suit the great historian who wrote amid 
acacias of Lausanne. With his scientific ^3D,  ̂
the one side, and his clerical training on the o j  
Renan was still at heart Voltairean. He even 80» 
gest3 that Jesus in Gethsemane may have 1°° 
back with a sigh to the young maidens of Gall 
who, under happier circumstances, might have ma 
his bliss. The sentiment was popular, for many 
sympathetic lady readers of the Gospels haV 
lamented that the hero was not a marrying man.

Renan’s own pilgrimage from Rome to Reason ■ 
told in his own incomparable language in the volu 
before us. “ Ernest and Beatrice” is a mere ou 
line; but in it he tells the story of the suffering n 
endured as he shook off his beliefs; and the aer'?f 
letters addressed to his young friend, the A 
Liart, show step by step how he lost hold of■ 
faith. In the final struggle, he is driven to the 
and to Pascal. In Pascal he finds that ^  
greatest brain that ever existed hardly dared 
affirm anything.” How Renan’s heartstrings w 
tugged, for his mother was looking forward to1 
ordination in happy security. As he afterwards 0 
us in the “ Souvenirs,” this was the most difh0^  
knot to unravel. “  I exerted all my ingenuity j 
says, “ in inventing ways of proving to her to a 
was still the good boy as in the past. Little 
little the wound healed. When she saw m0 8 ^  
good and kind to her, as I had always been< n 
owned that there were several ways of b0l^py 
priest, and that nothing was altered in me but 
dress, whioh was indeed the truth.” . Let

Renan was helped, too, by his brave ®[yj0 
Henrietta, and the touching dedication of tha ' ̂  
de Jesus ” expresses in a few sentences what be° 
to her. The story of his mental developmsn' 
afterwards retold in “ Souvenirs,” but tLat^1S 
memory of a man looking baok upon the past. N 
the sadness and fragrance of the days that ar3 c 
more. Even in that book the most imp°r 
episodes are those referred to in the present volu ^  
For one thing emerges from all his writings* 
that is his stern honesty. Truthful in his 0 
despite, it was this quality that laid the founds- 
of his maturer influence and universal understa 
ing. The real importance of such a man as R3U , 
will be found not so much in what he discovor > 
but in the processes of his quest. , ^

In all the little ironies of litoraturo there are ..Q 
things more interesting than that Renan’s 
subjeots are chosen from a race of men, as he hi 
self remarked, as different as possible from him00 ' 
But where his theme is one of the heroes of P“ 1 
sophy, Marcus Aurelius or Spinoza, his eye bin 
and his smile is graver. For Renan was i®E'.j_ 
turbable. Through all the charlatanisms and doy 
ries of superstitions he went his way Lamnoi 
softly to himself. Far off, the murmur of the gl 
world sounded but dimly; but the scholar wrote ^  
books and brought his dreams within the rea rn. 0£j 
realities well content, for he knew that he woi 
at the looms of the future. MuiNEBMUS.

Th n  A. 9 ANDID CLERICAL CRITIC. ,
, ® C¡lurch is at best a schoolmaster—and a snobbisu 

schoolmaster at that, for it only whips those who ate 
found out. It has no bearing on life ; is in no sort of touch 
with man’s inward joys. The Church of England is exces
sively worldly ; it is birdlimed by the world, awfully social, 
very respectable, without an ounce of blood—only a certain 
amount of rod ink for its parchments. In this inhuman 
condition it is hopeless for it to appeal to man, who, afte* 
all, is a combination of mud and angel.—Rtyo. Hugh Chap»“0 
to the “  Standard."
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Acid Drops

When the Tsar called the first Peace Congress at the 
«ague we said that it reminded us of a Congressof Burglars 
considering how to diminish the costs and risks of the 
profession. Our view was soon justified by the Tsar’s 
going to war with Japan. There was to have been a Peace 
Conference in Vienna in September, and the Emperor of 
■̂ ustria has anticipated it by declaring war against Servia.

nd they are all Christians; all Christians the lu rk  
being out of it this time; and, as a matter of fact, the 
lurk was the one moderating influence in the late Balkan

,^ ru s t  in Austria-Hungary’s brave and devoted forces, 
Tb * r̂us  ̂ m Hie Almighty to give the victory to my arms,” 
p Us 0nded Emperor Francis Joseph’s manifesto “ To My 

cople.” rpp,e Tsar of Russia on the same day, looking 
iward to being on the opposite side in the same war, 

and ifSing 8oma k*s Army officers, said ; “ Trust in God 
„ '  faith in the glory and greatness of our mighty
otfi ry-” ^ h at bunkum on both sides ! They fight each 

er and God fights for all of them. And whichever wins
give God some of the credit, and whichever loses will

Say nothing about his share in it

jj ^he Kaisor made a similar pious appeal to the Almighty, 
ft ,i,e w®ro forced to draw the sword he would win “ with 
k, 8 help,”  He asked his people to “ go to church, and 
Witl (?own before God and ask him for help.”  Poor God 1 
„ !i, . kie impossible task, The old man and his ass was 
bothing to it.

The Archbishops of Canterbury and York have made an 
a' for “ suitable prayers ”  during “  this European crisis.” 

We are snre>>> they add, “ that in this grave hour all 
p, Ustian citizens will be at one in the fellowship of prayer.” 

boy aro an at one iu the fellowship of fighting. If the 
itistians didn’t fight there would be no peace to pray for.

^bhn Clifford says that “ the tiger and the ape are 
>U strong within men and women.”  Maybe that is why 
lustians aro fond of the hymn, “  There is a fountain filled 

blood.” ____

Tbe Daily Chronicle, in its war notes, says that the 
c Usfrian National Anthem is “ the only national anthem 
°b?P°sed by a great musician. The words, too, of national 

« '«n s  are as a rule written by mediocrities, the one out
riding exception being the Norwegian.” Where does the 
ir°nicle scribe expect to spend eternity ?

more deserted every year. The Rev. Mr. Rees, Principal of 
Bangor Congregational College, preached a sermon the other 
day, in which he enumerated five notes in the life of to-day 
which are making for the kingdom of God, though we regard 
them as making for the kingdom of Man. They are these ; 
the present unrest, expressing itself in strikes and revolu
tions, as well as in the overthrow of creeds and traditions ; 
the spirit of inquiry ; the contents of the thought of the 
age; the philosophical attitude of mind to the world as a 
whole; and the effort for social betterment. In reality, 
these are notes in the life of to-day which make for the 
complete disintegration of supernatural religion, and which 
account for the growing abandonment of places of worship.

“  Blessed be ye poor 1 ” Here are a few of them—culled 
from three days’ issue of the Times: Venerable Edwin Price, 
Rectory, Sedgfield, Ferryhill, Durham, left £3,397. Rev. 
Canon Peter Halhed Moore, Chadkirk Parsonage, Romley, 
Stockport, left £17,383. Rev. Henry James Fase, of Canfield, 
Upper Tooting, left £1,000. Rev. William Harpley, of 
Clayhanger, Devon, left £2,102. Rev. W. J. Tollemache, 
Grosvenor-road, London, S.W., left £6,281. Rev. John 
Wallace, of Tilford, Surrey, left £21,883. “ Follow me ! ”

Rev. William Bryant, vicar of Stoke Lyne, has been found 
guiity of an aggravated assault on his wife and fined £10 or 
two months’ imprisonment. He has also been bound over 
in £100 to keep the peace for six months, and a separation 
order has been granted to Mrs. Bryant.

“  G. B. S.” was once the idol of Socialist-Freethinkers. 
They worshiped him blindly. He had even brought in a 
new kind of Freethought; other kinds of Freethought 
belonged to the past and were thoroughly played out. 
Nobody would stand up to him on any subject; the fear of 
him—for all worshipers fear their idols—was overwhelming. 
Shaw was then at the top of his influence and reputation. 
He was nearly infallible. He was too big and clever 
for criticism. But there was one paper, edited by a real 
Atheist, who acknowledged no gods in heaven or on earth, 
that just criticised Mr. Shaw as it would anybody else; 
criticised him with respect and politeness, but with tho
roughness and firmness. That journal was the Freethinker, 
We did our work when it was wanted, and we have not felt 
called upon to do it over and over again since. But Socialist- 
Freethinkers, who did not see where Shaw was driving, or 
were too afraid to say so, are now falling upon him tooth 
and naii on the question of religion, which is the only one, 
of course, that we felt called upon to touch in our pages. 
If looks as though falling upon him is the actual object of 
this attack, and that his religious errors—which are by no 
means new— are rather the pretext than the reason.

w ? »  journal has persistently condemned foreign missions, 
f i l i n g  that they are productive of many injurious results. 
j Partial travellers have been almost unanimous in their 

lu xa tion  0f them. We are exceedingly delighted to be 
si k- *° s*;a ê that Sir Henry Norman has spoken on the 

eject with no uncertain voice. In a book of travels, just 
he says :—

“  I believe it to be strictly within the limits of truth to say 
that foreign missionary effort in China has been productive 
«  more harm than good. Instead of serving as a link 
between Chinese and foreigners, the missionaries formed a 
growing obstacle.”

jjj^lgh himself a Protestant, Sir Henry does not think 
of the Protestant missionary in China. Unlike the 

^itholic missionary, “ he has, in most cases, his comfortable 
f imo, his wife, his children, his servants, and his foreign 

and ^is stipend increases with each addition to his

Rev. Usher Greer is a bright star in the Protestant 
' He advocates temperance with great zeal, and recom- 

®les boycotting as a religious exercise of high merit. He 
q ®iched an “ Orange Sermon ” at the Seapatrick Protestant 
in ft!0*3’ *n which he is reported to have warned his hearers 
Qa *1® following eminently Christian fashion : “  There was 
tkn Pi^hc-house owned by a person who did not belong to 
1»h i aD^ wky should they spend their Protestant money to 
lov l ^ e  people of the opposite Faith ? If they were 
the they would keep away ; and if they were disloyal, 
ln»^ w°ild  go into it.” After all, how these Christians do 
°Ve H e another 1

, uifathomable is the ingenuity displayed by men of God 
when confronted with disagreeable facts. Nothing is mor - 
fioitrovortible than that religion is slowly losing its hoi 
P°1 the multitudes, churches and chapels being more and

We do not propose to join in the present attack on Mr. 
Shaw. We prefer humor to savagery in criticism—espe
cially in criticising one who is himself a humorist. And 
ours is not the courage which depends on something else 
than the call of sense and honor.

By Socialist-Freethinkers we mean those who pnt Social
ism first and Freethought afterwards. We do not discuss 
Socialism at all in the Freethinker—we do not put it any
where—we have no concern with it at all. We put Free- 
thought first— and second— and last. Nothing is any good 
without it—not even Socialism—and not even its opposite— 
nor anything in between. You cannot make up a wise 
society of fools, you cannot make a sane society of super
stitionists, you cannot make a self-respecting society of 
intellectual dupes, you cannot make a happy and prosperous 
society out of people who are taught cowardice and thought
lessness from their very cradles. Swinburne was well- 
inspired in coupling “ the blood on the hands of the king ” 
with “  the lie at the lips of the priest.”

We fully expected that Mme. Caillaux would be acquitted. 
Women do not take part in politics in France and they 
should not he dragged into it. What can be worse than 
striking a man through his wife ? To publish her private 
letters to him is infamous. They are first stolen, and then 
printed in defiance of her clearest moral rights. And if the 
law gives h6r practically no protection, who can wonder if 
she seeks redress in the only way that is open to her ? 
The real criminal is the one who gives the unbearable 
provocation. ____

“ All-Round Insurance ”  is a new scheme to cover all 
risks. The promoters had better keep clear of the clergy, 
who have long specialised in next-world fire insurance.
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“  We came into the world with nothing,” the sentimental 
song informs us, but does not add that the dear clergy start 
the rolling of the financial ball with a small charge for 
christening, and that they stay with us until we turn up our 
toes to the daisies, with funeral fees as per tariff.

The heroine of modern fiction has “  no isms, no retro
spections, no introspections,” says a writer in T. P .’s Weekly. 
Just so ; but the fair damsel always takes a whole chapter 
to kiss the curate.

“  The mystic makes no pretensions,”  says the Rev. H. E. 
Sampson. Sometimes it happens that the billposters do it 
for them—for a consideration.

The Daily Mirror has been discussing the brainy subject 
“ Is a Man or Woman ever too old for Romance ? ” 
Remembering the number of Christians who like plenty of 
“  romance ”  in their religion, we should respond in the 
negative.

The Rev. Edward Shillito tells us that “ Christ has come 
in his own meekness and humility and love to turn the 
world upside down.” All we can say is that he is taking a 
tremendously long time to do it. Mr. Shillito himself 
admits that what we have now, after nineteen hundred 
years of his meek, humble, and loving reign, is “ a welter ” ; 
and common sense assures us that, after so long a period of 
commotion, confusion, and turmoil under Christ, it is per
fectly idiotic to predict that out of “ the present welter,” 
the ideal order is soon to emerge. Christ has had more 
than a fair innings, and “ total failure ”  must be written 
across his record, and we ask, why not judge his future by 
his past, as we do in every other case ?

Methodism has lost its “  pristine glory,” and the President 
of the Conference indicated how it can be brought back. 
To achieve that result, Mr. Young said, every minister must 
make this resolve : “  Whatever else I preach, I will preach 
the atonement.” Well, if Methodism will prosper by putting 
all possible emphasis on the doctrine of the atonement, 
which is the most immoral doctrine in the world, we shall 
lose faith in the progress of the world. To return to the 
eighteenth century, or even to the first half of the nine
teenth, however, is naturally impossible, and in consequence 
Methodism, as well as every other religious “ ism,” is 
doomed. At the recent Conference decreases were reported 
in almost every department, and one speaker stated that 
11 all their meetings that were distinctive of Methodism 
showed signs of shrinking.”  In fact, the Nature of Things 
has given every religious sect notice to quit, which notice is 
being gradually put into execution.

The necessity for a strong chairman at meetings, open-air 
and otherwise, is often shown; but a reoent example at a 
seaside resort, when a debate on “ The Existence of God ” 
degenerated into a wrangle on the price of beer at Gibraltar, 
is surely a record.

“  Lost, stolen, or strayed a good old English motto,
‘ Fear God and honor the King.’ ”  Thus the Referee. If 
true, Atheists are concerned with the earlier part, but the 
King’s honor lies at his own door.

Mr. Keir Hardie once published a pamphlet, Gan a Man 
be a Christian on a Pound a Week ? We give it up, frankly ; 
but the Archbishops and Bishops do not appear to succeed 
on much larger salaries.

The Rev. Bob Jones, a Southern evangelist, agrees with 
another hot-gospeller, the Rev. Billy Sunday, that New York 
is 11 past saving.”  Bob, indeed, told the reporters that New 
York is “ dancing on the brink of hell.” Fortunately for 
the New Yorkers, their town is entirely surrounded by 
water.

Writing in the Optimist, Mr. St. John Ervine says “ The 
Christian religion died in England on the day that Arkwright 
invented the spinning-jenny.” It seems appropriate that a 
religion brought in by Mary should go out with Jenny.

The Rev. Stanley Parker asserts that “  Christ was the 
greatest revolutionist that ever lived.” Marvellous beyond 
description are the achievements of Christianity, he informs 
ns. His words are : “  Christianity had turned the world 
upside down. Think how it had undermined Paganism and 
idolatry and slavery.”  It is true that Christianity under 
mined Paganism, but how ? Not by winning the hearts of 
the Pagans, but by making their profession of Paganism a

crime against the State; not by preaching the love of God, 
but by the execution of what was declared to be the Divine 
wrath. Pagans could hold no offices in the State; both 
their secret and their public sacrifices were forbidden and 
suppressed; under Theodosius the Great all their temples 
were razed to the ground, and all forms of their worship 
absolutely prohibited. Yes, Christianity undermined Pagan
ism by physical force, by passing the sentence of death upon 
anyone who dared to celebrate its rites, a sentence which, 
whenever passed, “  was universally applauded in the 
Christian Church.”  Does Mr. Parker approve of that 
brutal method of undermining Paganism ?

Every student of history is aware that Christianity did 
not condemn slavery until the twelfth century. During the 
first nine centuries not a single Christian writer ever said a 
word against the institution. The idea of abolishing it did 
not enter any Christian head. Indeed, the Church did not 
abolish slavery, but merely transformed it into serfdom of 
the most contemptible type, which Lord Bryce, in his Eoty 
Roman Empire, thus describes: “  There is no more appalling 
feature in the whole Christian world than the serfdom of 
mediaeval Europe.” Men of God seem to have a perfect 
genius for ignoring facts.

Billy Sunday’s Gems.

[Billy Sunday was once a pugilist, but you can t k P 
that game for ever, so he has turned revivalist, ana ^  
piles of money by his classic eloquence. The New 
Truthseeker gives the following samples.] ..

“ I w ish  I had been in heaven last night to hear the.h®^.g 
lujahs over the great manifestation of the spirit here 1U B 
tabernacle, and I wish I could have gloated over the gr 
and mutterings in hell.” ¿j^t

“  God knew the first time your mother kissed y°n 
you were going to hell.” . . g0gB

“  I can see him [the Devil] begin to wrap his »
about a soul and drag them shrieking to hell.......,n ¡¡¡g
nethermost recess of the dark abyss of hell, and oeIess 
inferno below will belch the sulphur fumes and the n°P ¡n 
wail, ‘ L ostl’ We have no advocate with the jam 
hell. ‘ Lost 1’ Oh, you can walk tbe streets and sa^jj6n ? 
crude. When the last day comes what will you do 
O Infidel, I ’ve got you beat 1” -¡| go

A Unitarian has never been born again, and be w 
to hell whoever he is.”

“ To hell with that kind of a minister.”
“ To hell with personal liberty.”
“ I say to hell with the Unitarian idea that strips 

Christ of his divinity.” They
To perdition with such fools [envious ministers] • 

make me sick 1” a 0p
“ Stand up there, you bastard evolutionist. Sta j

with the Atheists and Infidels and w ----- mongors
adulterers and go to hell.”

11 Aaron Burr is in hell to-night.”
“  There goes old Darwin. He is in hell sure.” uible 
“  If Boh Ingersoll isn’t in hell, God is a liar and the 

isn't worth the paper it is printed on.” a0 ;
11 Talk about Ralph Waldo Emerson being a g00 . , eji

or Oliver Wendell Holmes; or Bill Taft. They are W u 
or are on the road to it.”

“  If you want to go to hell, go to hell.” . j.0,”
“ I ’m going to heaven, you can go to hell if you wan ,a;0 
“  The Bible puts up religion without attempting to e/^jjoVe 

it. If you want to believe it you can. If you don t 
it, you can go to hell.”  v0u

“  God says faith in the blood of My Begotten Son o 
go to hell.” . T{ y0u

“ If you want to be a progressive, be a Christian. * 
want to be a mossback, go to hell.”  _ ,,

“ Any person who says there isn’t a hell is a liar. . .0fg 
“ Some one says: 1 Don’t you know the scholarly min„h0ut 

have given up their belief in hell ? ’ What do I care 
those old lobsters ? ” , . BOt

11 To me the world replies: ‘ I  want your truth o 
your Christ.’ I say to the world, ‘ Then go to bell. (

“ Away with your hellish, damnable UnitarianiS

“ Thly gay a^elbw6 I ,acc®pt y°nr doctrine.” nation is a liberal nr ^O08n̂  believe in eternal dam*
“ Hell is just as ̂ ®a<?her’ 1 say he is an old fool: "  

as is heaven.” a manifcstation of the love of

they try to^at'nn^11̂ ^ '8,11 “° *° hell if he wants to. Ob,
“ A ¿an Tavs lo 7 ......They're big fools 1 ”

literal hell ? ’ 7v„ ’ _ ^hen you believe in an eterna
down as to have th8**’ I  lj.a v e  “ ever got so damnably 1?  ̂
reason up bv the »716 an<3aoity to  put my mediocre asmin 

P by the mde of an infinite God’s word.”
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To Correspondents.
leader would be “  the end of all things 
bitterness of mortality,

” —and the last

President's Honorarium F und, 1914.—Previously acknowledged, 
£180 2s. 6d.
_Haxter.—Glad to hear the police case against you for selling 
Preethought literature on the Jail-square has been dropped. 
I'D doubt your bold front had something to do with that. 
With regard to the Bible Handbook, it is impossible for the 
Pioneer Press to supply the trade at a lower price than at 
Present. We say this for the information of all concerned. 
The book is only sold by the Pioneer Press on terms of 
commission which leave a very narrow margin of “  profit,”  
Rud no charge is made to the Secular Society, Ltd., for housing 
stock or for the lavish advertisements it gets in the Freethinker, 
neither is any royalty paid to Mr. Foote on the sales of the 
Present edition of 5,000 copies. The issue of the book under 
these conditions is a propagandist effort, and we have done our 
share in it.

A- B. Moss.—Pleased to know you are enjoying a few weeks' 
nest and recreation at Ramsgate, where yon get some of the 
very best air in England, and a sky that Ruskin called the 
finest in Europe. As for water, one might talk of that ad 
infinitum and still be as fresh as itself.

n • Hertz.—Money spent on advertising a thing likely to be in 
general demand may be a good investment; otherwise it is 
very problematical. We have dealt with this question before. 
The sale of the Freethinker cannot be forced like the sale of 
(8ay) spirits or tobacco. A million pounds would not make a 
successful appeal for it to the mob. The best advertising can 
he done by our readers, and by them only,—introducing it to 
¡¡he attention of friends and acquaintances who might take an 
■nterest in such a paper if they only knew of its existence. As 
f?r getting paid advertisements in the Freethinker, it is impos
sible. We speak from experience. Thanks, all the same, for 
your advioe.

Admirer.—June cuttings are of no use in August.
H— Thanks for useful cuttings.

H. W. T hurlow.—Under consideration. Its length is rather 
Rgainst it. The “  opposition ” you refer to is childish and not 
too well-intentioned.

T. Ball.—Y our cuttings are always useful.
• W. Arnette.—Cuttings are always welcome if they are up to 
date and solid enough to serve as a peg for a paragraph.

v ' Penlington.—For years we have notified that Tuesday morning 
18 too late for paragraphs in the new Freethinker, but we seem 
!» have made not the slightest impression on those concerned. 
We strain a point for the lecturer’s sake this time. It is hard 
that she should suffer for the fault of others.
Rennolls.—What you have to say, then, is that “ the future 

°f Freethought lies with the young folks.” Very well, then; 
hut the future of everything lies with them ; so what is the 
height of your discovery ? We hold the field while the 
younger generation is arriving : what more can we do ? It is 
i° he hoped that the new-comers will respect English. “ Folks ” 
18 bad English. “  Folk ”  is itself plural.

'‘■A® Secular Society, L imited, office is at 2 Newcastle-street, 
vRrringdon-street, E.C.

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

v8en the services of the National Secular Society in connection 
with Secular Burial Services are required, all communications 
should be addressed to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance.

h’ETTERs for the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to 
2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon-street, E.C.

Lecture Notices must reach 2 Newcastle-street, Farringdon- 
?treet, E.C., by first post Tuesday, or they will not be 
mserted.
« ends who send us newspapers would enhance the favor bylYlnul̂ ;--. at------ .---.— a--- ai------------’ i --  -■ . . . . . .  J

OriMarking the passages to which they wish us to call attention.
Rderb for literature should be sent to the Shop Manager of the 
Pioneer Press, 2 Newcastle-street Farringdon-street, E.C., 
and not to the Editor.

The Freethinker will be forwarded direot from the publishing 
°ffloe to any part of the world, post free, at the following 
rates, prepaid :—One year, 10s. 6d .; half year, 5s. 3d. ; three 
hionths 2s. 8d.

Sugar Plums.

The August Humanitarian contains a delightful article on 
“  The Humanities of Virgil,”  and a powerful satire entitled 
“ Sixty Years Among Savages ” -—both, we take it, from the 
pen of the editor, Mr. H. S. Salt. The satire is at the 
expense of our noble selves, the people of England.

Miss K, B. Kough lectures to-day (Aug. 9) in connection 
with Two Services at the Secular Sunday School, Failsworth 
— at 2.45 on “  Playtime Poets,” and at 6.30 on “ The Origin 
of the Belief in Gods.”  A collection for the School Funds 
to be made at the end of each Service.

Perhaps the most interesting thing in the August number 
of the Positivist Review is Mr. Frederic Harrison’s article 
on the fifth month, devoted to “ Military Civilisation,”  in 
the Positivist Calendar. This is followed by Mr. J. F. 
Green’s “  Closing Words at the National Peaoe Congress.” 
There is a satirical sound (now) in the statement that the 
Congress had been “  very successful and useful.” Mr. 
Green would have been less jubilant if he had known that 
Armageddon was coming.

A Mild Rebuke.

I mpertinent 1 you call me Atheist,
What is it, then, oh hasty one, you wist 
So well, that you can misbeliever call 
Your fellow insect on the hither wall ?
Have not I eyes to see as well as you ?
Organs, dimensions,—ponder Shakespeare’s Jew. 
That sun, these clouds, yon lakes of azure spread 
Breathe equal benediction on my head.
What, then, the great artificer of all 
Thee and narrow sect alone must call 
His chosen ones, the sole repository 
Of truth divine, heirs of eternal glory.
Impertinent, presumptuous little elf,
The god you worship is your little self,
Or some such being, puny in the vast—
Some meagre shadow on the Outward cast.
Your god, my friend, is man, a human form :
God is a man, and ‘ ‘ man is but a worm.”
Thus god, and man, and worm, have chances even, 
Since heaven is earth and earth the only heaven. 
Or if such doctrine suit you not too well,
Seek hell on earth, or make the earth a hell.

A ndrew  M illar .

A SONNET,
Here swords are wrought from cups of sacrament, 

The holy blood of Christ is given for gold,
For lance and buckler, cross and thorns are sold: 

The patience of the very Christ is spent 1 
Let him within our borders come no more,

Since Rome, who in her Savior’s blood doth trade, 
Will sell His flesh for any price that’s paid ;

And hath to every virtue closed the door.
If by my work, the offspring of my mind,

I  too with treasure would my coffers fill,
I see in Peter’s chair Medusa throned.

Though poverty in Heaven do favor find,
What recompense shall be of earthly ill,

If earth’s defeat undo the life beyond ?
—Michel Angelo,

One of our oldest and best readers, who has been trying 
. give us good advice about the possible cause of our 
‘nsotnnia—which, by the way, has abated somewhat lately— 
8lves a plain reason for his “  great interest ”  in the state of 
QQt health. It is “ my sincere conviction,” he says, “  that 
?,°Ur personality is indispensable to the vigorous progress of 

teethought.”  There may be some truth in this just at 
Posent, but there is another truth, we think, that ought not 
° be overlooked. Great ideas find their instruments or 

,,.?be them ; or, as Burke expressed it in a different way, 
^When the heart is sound it finds a way or makes one.” 

ben the hour strikes the man generally appears. That is 
0e of the consolations of loss. Otherwise the death of a

The Ramsey Testimonial.

(F ourth L ist of Subscriptions.)
[The first two subscriptions in this list were the last two 

in the previous list. This bears out our former complaint. 
The reader can judge for himself now.—E d.]

J. Richards (Eleusis Club), 10s. 6d .; Neil Corbet, 5s.; 
W. H. Harrop, 2s. 6d .; Political Council Paddington Radical 
Club, 10s. 6d .; W. McMillan, 2 s .; A Few Members (per 
A. J. Barnes), 2s.

B. T. H all (Treasurer), Club Union Buildings, 
Clerkenwell-road, London, E.C.
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Ferrer’s Monument in Brussels—The 
New Crusade.

Less than five years ago the Clericals in Spain 
murdered Ferrer, the Rationalist founder of the 
Escuela Moderna, in the sombre trenches of Mont- 
juioh, but they have not yet succeeded in burying 
him. The blood of Ferrer chokes the gloomy and 
morose Maura, and his name, with that of the odious 
hyena, La Cierva, his accomplice in the crime, is to
day, and has been ever since the fateful October 18, 
1909, pursued with infamy not only in Spain but 
throughout the civilised world. The Spanish de
mocracy is prepared to go to any extremes—from 
assassination to revolution — rather than see the 
return to power of Maura and La Cierva, with all the 
mediaeval tyranny and judicial murder which their 
advent to power would imply, and even King 
Alphonso has had to recognise the sentence of Spain 
and civilisation upon the assassins of Ferrer by 
refusing to entrust the reins of political power into 
their hands at the recent formation of the present 
Moderate-Conservative ministry with Senor Data as 
its head. In a word, the blood of Ferrer cries out 
for vengeance upon the Cains that slew him.

The monument in Brussels, erected to the memory 
of Ferrer, is more than a tribute in stone and bronze 
to a brave man; it is also reminiscent of the martyr
dom whioh Freethought and its heroes, teachers, 
and apostles have had to suffer throughout the ages 
at the hands of bigots, and a reminder of the martyr
dom whioh may in future be inflicted upon Free
thinkers if and whenever reaction raises its head as 
of yore. To the bigots this memorial is an eyesore; 
and standing as it does in face of the church of St. 
Catherine, it is a perpetual reminder to the world of 
the natural ferocity of religion in any country and 
under any regime in whioh, as in Spain during the 
Clericalist reign of terror in 1909, it may have the 
power to act with impunity in repression of Free- 
thought. It is because Ferrer symbolised in his 
death not only the meanness and cruelty of Christi
anity, but the dignity and fortitude of the Rationalist 
ideal, that he so powerfully gripped the imagination 
and sympathy of the whole civilised world; and 
thus his name became the more hated by the obscu
rantists of all creeds precisely because the world
wide manifestations of sympathy which his assassi
nation evoked revealed to the astonished soul of the 
priests and the priestly minded the depth and unan
imity of the world’s repugnance for their chosen 
methods of brutal repression.

Just now, the partisans of Senor Maura are 
anxious to reverse the verdict of civilisation and to 
destroy the Brussels monument erected in honor of 
the Founder of the Modern School. A movement is 
actually on foot in Spain to urge the Belgian 
Government to remove the peocant monument. The 
present Belgian ministry is a Conservative one, and 
Clericalist at that, but it is too anxious to save its 
political soul—especially in view of the narrowness of 
its majority—to attempt to affront the dignity and 
self-respect of the Belgian democracy by listening 
favorably to such an extravagant appeal, compliance 
with which would imply the abdication of the Belgian 
Government in slavish deference to the solicitations 
of the Vatican.

In order to put pressure in anti-Ferrer sense upon 
the Belgian Government, an excursion has been 
organised from Madrid of parliamentarians, profes
sors, journalists, etc., who propose to journey to 
Brussels in order to shout “  Long live Maura! ” 
and “ Down with the Ferrer monument! ” in the 
streets of Brussels. The fantastic proposal is due 
to the initiative of a Spanish senator, Senor 
Luca de Tena, the proprietor of the Madrilene 
paper, A B C ,  which distinguished itself from the 
first by the violence of its diatribes against 
Ferrer. On the other hand, the Madrid radioal 
organ, España Nueva, will organise a counter demon
stration, also to taka place in Brussels. I am not 
sure whether it is wise on the part of España Nueva

to interfere with the festive excursion of the self- 
appointed glorifierB of assassination. The exporte 
Maurists may, I think, be safely left to the tender 
mercies of the Brussels Freethinkers and Socialists, 
who are constitutionally incapable of turning the 
other cheek to the idolisers of Ferrer’s murderer. A 
nobler revenge may more profitably be taken by 
rallying later on at Paris, where it is proposed o 
erect another monument to the memory of Ferrer. 
Be that as it may, another journal, El MenUdsro, 
approves the idea of A B C ,  and suggests that 0 
Manrist demonstration in Brussels should be heralds 
by a deluge of postcards upon the Belgian Prime 
Minister, imploring him to order the demolition o 
the monument. As El Pais very pertinently re
marks, unless Spain is prepared to renew her ol 
wars in Flanders the monument will remain for th0 
glory of human solidarity and as an imperishable 
record of the triumphs of internationalism. _ _

El Pais approves and endorses the proposition o 
España Nueva to organise the counter demonstration 
in Brussels. It wants to see the Freemason Lodg0S> 
the Socialist Party, the Rationalist and Freethinkmg 
Schools and Centres represented by hundreds o 
delegates, in order that their presence may be ac0®P" 
ted as the offering of Spain’s love in homage to t 
memory of the much-hated and feared Í crier. 
Perhaps while the spectacle of oourage thrills tn 
human heart with its transports of love and devotio , 
enthusiasm will continue to build its monumen 
and undertake distant pilgrimages to the shrines o 
heroes. Certainly, not too much faith is required 
believe, with El Pais, that in the process of time 
monument to Ferrer will ba erected at Montjm0 > 
and that the name of Maura will be as universa 
execrated as is the name of the vile torturer 
Maura’s Jewish ancestors, Torquemada, who, by-““ 
bye, was himself of Jewish race. .p

The monument erected to Ferrer’s memory 
Brussels is not intended as an insult to Spain, 0^ 
for the opprobrium of her evil genius—the sP*rJ.eBfc 
fanaticism as incarnated in Maura. It is the pr0. , 
of International Freethought against the P° . 
murder of a hated Rationalist whose crime cons*8 
in endeavoring to raise the educational level of 
Spanish nation and to impart to the democracy 80 ^ 
generous ideals of civic duty and social morality- , 
Spain is ever to renew her former greatness am00»  ̂
the nations it must breed more men like Ferrer a 
fewer bigots of the Maura stamp.

W il l ia m  H e a f o b d -

Christian Apologetics.

XII.—T h o m as  Co o p e r  (N o . 4).
T h e  self-styled “ lecturer on Christianity,” Thorny 
Cooper, having set aside, as he imagined, every M 
of “ infidel objection ” to the Gospel miracles, 
mences in his ninth ohapter to demonstrate 
verity” of those ascribed to Jesus Christ, ana o ^  
tinues to deal with them to the end of the book. j  
there is nothing to be learnt from any of these;' 
take but one example of Mr. Cooper’s methods. 
Mark viii. 22—26 we have the following acoonn 
Jesus healing a blind man: “ And they come n 
Bethsaida. And they bring to him a blind man---' 
And Jesus took hold of the blind man by the ha  ̂
and brought him out of the village; and 
had spit on his eyes, and laid his hands upon n ’
he asked him, Saest thou aught ?...... Then agam
laid his hands upon his eyes; and the man m0 
steadfastly, and was restored, and saw all tn:ib 
clearly.” After quoting,this narrative, Mr. Coop 
s a y s . til0 

“ The disciples could not fail to be convinced 
miracle. There was no ostentation or display- ?0 
miracle was performed slowly, that they might o
it completely.......There could be no imposture i
case. Was tho man bought or hired ? blow ^
Jesus hire the man out of his poverty ?.......bc', ¡$
only relates this miracle, and he had the accoun
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from Peter’s own mouth—being Peter’s interpreter, and 
writing down the substance of Peter’s preaching. Peter 
had a strong memory for facts; and he was sure to 
remember theBe facts clearly.”

" *8 by arguments of this childish character that 
Sreat Christian Evidence lecturer has attempted 

o prove “ the verity ” of the miracles attributed to 
esos Christ. The miracle “ was performed slowly,” 

so that all the onlookers might observe it carefully— 
hat is to say, it is so represented in the Gospel 

story. There was “ no ostentation or display ”— 
acc°rding to the Gospel story. Jesus certainly did 
something which appeared to restore the sight of the 

md man—in the Gospel story. We thus arrive at 
he very remarkable faot that if the Gospel story is 

“ there could be no imposture in the case ”— 
oich everyone not a resident in Bedlam will admit.

• 0noe, the only thing now left for Mr. Cooper to do 
« to prove the truth of the Gospel story. When 

>8 has been done, no rational person oan deny that 
q?0 0V0nt is really historical. But our “ lecturer on 

hristianity ” has not attempted to do so. He seems 
0 have thought that repeating and emphasising 

,. ain portions of the story would make the narra- 
Ive as a whole appear more credible. But it has 

>, the story remains, as at first, manifestly in
edib le. Our lecturer has assumed, without rhyme 

reason, the narrative to be historical without a 
®°i’ap of corroborative evidence. Mr. Cooper appears 
® “ ave been under the impression that unbelievers 
0re bound to admit that Jesus went about profes- 

jng to heal, as narrated in the Gospels; and that 
e only element of doubt that could be raised was, 

s8 to whether the man had been bribed. This is not 
the rational contention is that the story is 

erely one 0f a jarg0 number of fictitious narratives 
at were fabricated by the credulous, primitive 

hnstians several deoades after the death of Jesus. 
, 010 to this question that his arguments should have 
00n chiefly addressed.
«Ir. Cooper says “ St. Mark only relates this 
•facie ”—whioh is true, the healiDg of the blind 
an being, perhaps, the only event in Mark’s Gospel 
hich is not recorded in the other three. Bat the 
atement that the miracle was wrought at a village 

jflled “ Bethsaida ” proves the story to be a fabrioa- 
for the little fishing village of that name had 

00n enlarged to the dignity of a oity—and its name 
anged to “ Julian"—twenty years before Jesus is 

j , I(f to have commenced his ministry in Galilee. 
, V0ry adult inhabitant of Galilee would, of course, 
f e aware of this fact, and, within a year or so of it3 

naming, would have got accustomed to speaking of 
d® place as “ the oity of Julian ”—as does Josephus.
Mr. Cooper says again that Mark had the account 

p Mi0 miracle “ from Peter’s own mouth, being 
of nr'8 •n*i0rpr0t0ri and writing down the substance 
, Peter’s preaching.” This statement is repeated 

Christian apologists of the present day, who 
. dcavor to make it appear that the Second Gospel 

praotically the Gospel of an eye-witness—the 
Postla Peter. Their authority for doing so is drawn 
orn Cooper’s favorite authors—Ireneeus and 

j Dsebius. Irenmus (A.d. 185) repeats, as an historical 
j ,0". a statement he had read in a book written by 
 ̂apias (a  d. 140), but without naming his authority, 

j . ° 0gh he quotes Papias on another subjeot. Euse- 
p U8 (a,d. 880), who had the books of Irenrons and 
jupias before him, quotes what the latter said about 
^ ara> apparently beoause it was the earliest men- 

he had seen of Mark’s Gospel. And how did 
jupias come to know this story ? It was told to him, 
j  ,Says, by a presbyter of his acquaintance named 
*-D.  \ye jjave no evidence

informed of its exist- 
written. Now, in the

ly. ——*• We have no evidence that Papias ever saw 
Mark’s Gospel; he was merely 
°ce and of how it came to be

of Acts, the apostles (including Peter) are re
l e n t e d  as receiving the Holy Ghost, which, it is 
Btated, gave them power to speak all known lan- 
SDages. Had Peter reoeived this power, he would 
Dot have needed an “ interpreter’’ to explain to his 
??D-Jewish listeners what he had said to them in 

8 native Aramaio. Clearly, then, the “ Aots of the

Apostles ” was not known to Papias or John the 
Presbyter—a faot which lends confirmation to the 
theory that Luke wrote later than A,D. 140. The 
story of Mark and Peter, as related by Papias, is 
pure nonsense. The apologetic contention that 
Mark’s Gospel was derived from the preaching of 
Peter can be seen to be baseless by merely comparing 
some of its narratives with those in one of the other 
two Synoptic Gospels, as in the following para
graphs :—

M ark xiii. 14—18.
“  But when ye see the Abo

mination of desolation, Bpoken 
of by Daniel the prophet, stand
ing where it ought not (let him 
that readeth understand), then 
let them that are in Judfea flee 
unto the mountains: and let 
him that is on the house top 
not go down, nor enter in, to 
take any thing out of his house : 
and let him that is in the field 
not return back to take his 
cloak. But woe unto them that 
are with child and to them that 
give suck in those days ! And 
pray ye that it be not in the 
winter.”

Matt. xxiv. 15—20.
“ When therefore ye see the 

Abomination of desolation, 
which was spoken of by Daniel 
the prophet, standing in the 
holy place (let him that readeth 
understand), then let them that 
are in Judaea flee unto the 
mountains: let him that is on 
the house top not go down to 
take out the things that are in 
his house : and let him that is 
in the field not return back to 
take his cloak. But woe unto 
them that are with child and to 
them that give suck in those 
days ! And pray ye that your 
flight be not in the winter.

The foregoing paragraphs are taken from a long 
discourse, placed in the mouth of Jesus, which fills 
three columns in the Gospel of. Mark, and a few lines 
more in that of Matthew. They are selected from 
near the middle of the oration, chiefly beoause they 
contain a parenthesis. Now, according to the 
Gospels, this discourse was uttered but onoe ; Mat
thew and Peter heard it spoken but once: it was not 
written down at the time. We are asked to believe:
(1) that many years afterwards Matthew committed 
to writing what he remembered of the discourse;
(2) that Peter in his preaching recited to the multi
tude what he could remember of i t ; (8) that Mark, 
who accompanied Peter, having heard it reoited 
several times, also committed it to memory; (4) that 
in Matt. xxiv. and Mark xiii. we have these two 
versions of this grand oration.

Now, anyone acquainted with writing or composi
tion will know that, under the foregoing conditions, 
there would not have been two sentences in the 
whole speech that were in exact verbal agreement. 
After hearing it but onoe, neither Matthew nor Peter 
could have had anything more than a confnsed re
membrance of some of the matters mentioned—and 
these would be set down in different words, as well 
as in a different order, as they happened to think of 
them. In the Gospel aocounts, the verbal agree
ment is continuous throughout, varied only here and 
there by a few words added or omitted by each 
editor; while the various subjects spoken of are 
recorded in the same order in both. The nature of 
these subjeots will bo seen by the following detached
phrases :—“ As he sat upon the mount of Olives.......
Tell us when shall these things be.......Jesus an
swered...... Take heed that no man deceive you.......
Many shall come in my name.......the end is not yet
.......Nation shall rise against nation.......These are
the beginning of sorrows.......They shall deliver you
up...... the gospel must be preached to all nations
.......ye shall be hated of all men for my sake.......the
Abomination of desolation...... flee unto the moun
tains...... him that is on the house top.......him that
is in the field...... Woe unto them that are with ohild
.......that it be not in the winter.......tribulation such
as was not from the creation.......except those days
had been shortened...... Many will say unto you, Lo,
here is Christ...... after the tribulation of those days
.......then shall they see the Son of man coming.......
Now learn a parable of the fig tree...... This genera
tion shall not pass away till all these things be
accomplished...... but of that day or hour knoweth
no man.......Watch therefore, for ye know not when
the Lord oometh.”

When it is stated that both Matthew and Mark 
give the whole of the Savior’s long discourse, as in
dicated by the foregoing catch-phrases, in the same 
order, and often in the very same words—then we 
know beyond the smallest possibility of doubt that
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they simply copied from a pre-existing account. 
Moreover, the first primitive account could not have 
been composed until after the destruction of Jeru
salem ; for its unknown writer, whoever he may have 
been, had no foreknowledge of what was about to 
happen, and the destruction of Jerusalem and of the 
temple is recorded as an undoubted historical fact. 
In the two paragraphs from Matthew and Mark, 
notice should be taken of the parenthesis in both— 
“  Let him that readeth understand.” This denotes 
that the primitive writer believed that the “ abomina
tion of desolation ” in the book of Daniel was written 
as a prediction of the Roman army desecrating the 
Jewish temple—which, of course, was not the case.

Returning to Mr. Cooper, that Christian Evidsneer 
tells us that “ Peter had a strong memory for facts, 
and was sure to remember these facts clearly ”—that 
is, the alleged healing of the blind man. As a simple 
matter of fact, we know nothing whatever about 
Peter’s memory—or whether he had any worth men
tioning. This is one of our lecturer’s tarradiddles.

Looking back at the Gospel account of the miracle, 
I really cannot see where the “ moral perfection, 
beauty, and dignity ” of the Savior come in—unless 
these qualities are indicated by spitting on the eyes 
of the blind man. Rather, I think, the latter act 
would denote Job g practice in spitting at a mark. 
Probably the early Christians were good hands at 
this interesting pastime, and thought it in no way 
derogatory to the sacred character of their Lord to 
represent him as practising it. It has even been 
stated that they imagined human saliva to be good 
for sore eyes, and so described their Savior as 
employing it, either by spitting direct on the eyes, or 
by spitting on the ground and smearing the moist 
dirt on the eyes. But this filthy practice could not, 
of course, affeet in any way the actual healing, and 
was not always employed. It was inserted, probably, 
merely to make the cure appear more dramatic.

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

The Partnerships of Plants and Animals.—II.
(Continued from p. 476.)

Into the hollows of these trees the female ant 
deposits her eggs, and in a short time the entire 
interior of the tree swarms with an ant population, 
which rushes forth to do battle whenever its 
tree is disturbed. This in itself, however, would not 
save the tree’s leaves from the devastating ants. 
But a carious contrivance has been evolved which 
supplies this want. The resident ants wander over 
the outer surface of the tree, precisely in that part 
where its insect enemies wouid prove most dan
gerous—at the stalks of the tender leaves. At the 
bases of these leaves grow soft hair cushions, from 
which arise egg-shaped corpuscles, upon which the 
friendly ants not only feed themselves, but also 
nourish their larvae. In this instance, writes Weis- 
mann, “ a particular organ offering special attrac
tions to ants has been developed by the plant at the 
places more especially threatened ; while as regards 
the ants, it is probable that only the instinct of 
feeding and habitat require to be modified, since 
courage and thirst for battle are present in all ants.”

Only one species of candelabra tree has set np 
this partnership with ants. Schimper describes 
various other species of Gecropia in whose hollow 
stems ants are never seen. But these latter speeies, 
although hollow-stemmed, are all unprovided with 
the hair cushions which play such an important role 
in the partnership whieh has been so successfully 
established in the speeies we have dealt with. The 
origin of these cushions is as yet unknown, but, 
given the simplest beginnings, their evolution would 
follow from the ascertained laws of life.

An aspect of Symbiosis which is presented by the 
partnership of single-celled algae and simple animals 
has given rise to an animated scientific discussion, 
but the leading facts of this amazing union have now 
passed beyond the pale of controversy.

Hydra viridis is a green freshwater polyp, and its

verdant color is caused by the presence of chlorophyll) 
a substance whioh was looked upon as essentially 
vegetable in nature. That an animal organism 
should evolve a material whioh gives to plants their 
characteristic green color was regarded as utterly 
anomalous. But wonder was transformed into 
astonishment when Braun and Entz demonstrated 
that the green substance was no animal product at 
all, but was due to the presence of those unieellular 
plants, the algts, in the endoderm cells of the hydra 
polyps. Further study showed that the alga ceils 
liberate oxygen, and thus render a useful service to 
the polyps. This much is certain, and that the 
plants also furnish food to their polyp partners 
appears probable. In any ease, the polyps have been 
kept in pure water for several months at a time, and 
despite the absence of animal food, the polyps have 
flourished exceedingly. In the light of this experiment, 
it appears practically proved that their algae inmates 
supply the polyps with all the nourishment they need.

So far as the green algae are concerned, they seem 
ao be comfortably and securely housed within their 
animal dwellings, and their association is so olose 
that through all the stages of their joint lives they 
are coupled and inseparable. These algae (Zooch- 
loreilffi) do not pass from the water into the hydra s 
interior, but—

‘‘are carried over as as a heritable possession of the 
polyps from one generation to another, and in a very 
interesting manner, namely, by means of the eggs,u-- r/ancb'by these alone, As Hamann has shown, the
lorellse migrate at the time when an egg is form0 oC 
the outer layer of the body of the polyp, from the 1 
layer outwards, piercing through the supporting 0y 
between them and penetrating into the egg, . 
make their way only into the egg, not into the e£fl,
cells, which in any case are too small to include ^  
Thus they are absent from no young polyp 0 vBti- 
species, and it is easy to understand why earlier e V B 
mental attempts to rear colorless polyps fro*0 
could never succeed even in the purest water.” .^ 0 

Similar unicellular green algae have entered  ̂
union with single-celled animals such as 0,03 0f 
viridis, and one of the infusoria. To the kindn0 fti 
Professor Wilder, of Chicago, the Freiburg ^°° °0Odo- 
Institute is indebted for its colonies of the two 
pound organisms. Their place of origin was sta0- 
water in Massachusetts. Researches conduct6 , 
Gruber demonstrate that the zoochlorellte-— 
green algae—confer invaluable benefits uP °fo0U8 
animal organisms they inhabit. The p}a33 -'¡is- 
supply their amceba and infusorian hosts with . jgi 
pensable oxygen, as well as with food 
Gruber cultivated the two species—fine green a ar 
and the verdant infusorian—for seven years in , ̂  
water that contained no particle of animal ITia 
upon which they could feed, but they flourish6 
the green bay-tree. The experiments prove tna

“ They only die away when they are kept 111 ̂ eB 
dark, where the algm are unable to assimila’'0, ^
one green cell after another wanes and disapp08,1̂ ^ ^  
in consequence, their hosts also die from the 
lack of oxygen and the lack of food.” th600

Marked modifications have resulted from 
organic associations. The algae have evolve | 
power to resist the absorbing influences of 3,11 
secretions. They are apparently entirely imma 9 
the dissolving energies of the digestive j al0 ’ĵ 0 
quality which is quite foreign to ordinary ¿be
visible change has occurred, however, w“ ”' ajike 
animal partners. Infusorian, amoeba, and polyp 
remain unmodified. Their general conditions o y 
show no signs of transformation, and althoug 
are able to live and multiply in the presence 0 rSj 
oxygen and food supplied by their plant Par 
they continue to feed on other substances gg 
these are accessible, so that in natural snrronn jy 
they are not absolutely dependent upon the 311 ̂ ¡00 
succors of the algae. But they have no more 0 ep, 
in the selection of their associates than a s 
whose woolly covering provides a permanen 
denee for loathsome ticks, despite the deci 
labors of the insect-loving starling. , jjjcb

Plant-cells similar to those of the algae, hnc , a
depart from the customary green color to

g
that m
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distinct yellow, people the endoderm of several sea- 
anemones and occupy the soft substance of various 
radiolarians. These yellow plant-cells are capable 

breaking up carbon dioxide and releasing the 
0xygen, an office very acceptable to the anemones 
and the radiolarians alike. These yellow  ̂ cells are 
0nly known in the symbiotic state, and their remark
able color is probably the consequence of the pro
n ged  period through which their partnership with 
animal organisms has existed.

We will now survey an association of two dis- 
tinct classes of plants which provides a very instruc
tive illustration of symbiosis. Until some thirty 
years ago, the lichens, which in innumerable forms 
Srow on rocks, stones, and the trunks and branohes of 
trees, were regarded as lowly plants related to the 
terns and mosses. Some thousand or so of species 
were classified by lichenologists as simple green flora 
without any botanist suspecting what their micro
scopic study held in store. Then Schwendener and 

Bary staggered the biological world with their 
discovery that lichens were not single organisms, but 
tbe blended products of two dissimilar plants, algae 
and fungi, which were so intimately interwoven, and 
80 mutually dependent, that their union invariably 
compelled them to assume the same specific state. 
The framework of the supposed single organism, 
wbich decides a lichen’s structure, is formed by the 
ângus. Dull-colored fungus-threads arrange them- 

8®lves in various ways, according to their particular 
8Pecies, and on the network formed by the fungal 
growth the green alga cells are embedded singly, in 
hues, or in crowds. The fungus may reproduce itself 
°y means of multitudes of miorosoopio spores whioh 
are scattered by the bursting of the sporangia, and 
are driven away on the breeze-like clouds of dust; 
“oe alga, on the other hand, may procreate its kind 
by simple cell di îainn Vinf. in nnmmr. n wifi-.
fangal division, but in common with its 

companion, the alga can resist desiccation 
Qu propagate itself by means of invisible spores.
Although this partnership is one of mutual advan- 

the fungus derives the greater profit from the 
mon. In this curious association, the fungus, like 
!* other fungi, is incapable of elaborating chloro- 

Pbyll, and is, therefore, unable to decompose carbon
a d o  or manufacture its own nutrient material, 
neso necessaries of its life it receives ready made 

r°m its partner, and the entire dependence of the 
ongpg on jj.a companion is demonstrated by the fact

i t  riR riftbon n.rmrf. f m m  i fa  a.lnfo. o o a n n ia fn  B u t ,uuat it perishes apart from its alga associate 
although the alga not only gets its own living, and 
aviates its surplus wealth on its fungal partner, it 

^°ss unquestionably derive valuable compensatory 
^vantages in return :—

“ The alga has in the network of the fungus a safe 
shelter and basis of attachment, for the fungus is able 
to bore into the bark of trees and even into stones; 
besides which it absorbs water and salts, and supplies 
these to the partner alga. We see here the mutual
advantage derived from the partnership.......Fungus
spores, sown by themselves, spring up and develop 
some branohes of fungoid hyphae, a Bo-called mycelium, 
but without the requisite partner alga these remain 
Weak and soon die away. The alga can, in some eases, 
though not in all, survive without the fungus if the 
necessary conditions of life be supplied to it, but it 
grows differently and more luxuriantly in association 
with the fungus.”

The double plants whioh form lichens are not 
Necessarily compounded of any two specific species 
j alga and fungus. One species of alga may enter 
nt° combination with many different fungi, with the 

c°nsequence that the resulting liohens are very 
Unbke in appearance, and are classified as of separate 
8Peoieai st^hi brought into being new species by 

'̂oifioially uniting the spores of the lichen fungus 
the cells of algrn. This biologist was a real 

eator, inasmuch that his creations have never been 
lscovered in a natural state.
A very striking feature of these fungal and algal 

Partnerships is the evolution of joint prooreative 
kj° q 8’ which is a modification of a very remarkable 

hd. At certain periods, reproductive oorpuecles 
l8e in the lichen’s substance, the soredia, which

consist of a single, or possibly several alga cells, 
encircled and bound together by fungus threads. 
When these are plentifully produced, they “  form a 
floury dust over the maternal lichen, which ‘ breaks 
up ’ and leaves them, like the spores of the fungus, 
to be carried away by the wind.” If these corpuscles 
reach a suitable resting-place and the other require
ments of ordinary vegetable growth, they soon 
develop a new colony. This compound procreative 
process is of immense advantage to the lichen in 
perpetuating its species, for in the normal produc
tion of fungus spores, even when these secure suit
able soil they cannot develop unless they happen— 
and there are a thousand and one chances against 
this—to meet their alga partners. The belief, there
fore, is amply justified that the mutual benefits 
bound up with the associations of fungi and algse, 
extend even to the common advantages derived from 
their composite methods of reproduction.

Numerous other plant partnerships between widely 
separated floral species are now known, and a com
paratively large number of these are formed by fungi 
with other vegetation. Fangi are always partly 
parasitic, and usually entirely so to the higher 
organisms on whioh they prey. But in several well- 
determined eases fungi furnish their hosts with an 
equivalent, or something approaching an equivalent, 
in return for what they receive, and when this 
occurs true symbiosis, as in the instances afforded 
by lichens, may be said to take place.

Taken as a whole, the fungi are possessed of a 
property which enables them to absorb the tiniest 
trace of moisture in the earth, and with this water 
they absorb those salts that are so important to 
higher plant life, and therein resides the service 
they supply even to the monarehs of th9 forest. The 
roots of many of our noblest trees, the oak, beech, 
silver poplar, and many others; and those of heaths 
and rhododendrons among bushes, are entwined with a 
network of symbiotic fongoid filaments. In these 
instances a system of reciprocity has been set up. 
The fungi feed on the superfluous foodstuffs of the 
trees and shrubs, to which they in return render 
tribute in the form of water and salts, which are of 
priceless value to leaf-bearing vegetation, more 
especially in the season of sunshine and drought.

With one other example of symbiosis we will con
clude. There exists a highly interesting union between 
algce of the family Nostoeaceas and the aquatic fern, 
Azalia. This water fern bears some resemblance to 
duckweed as it floats on the surface of the mere. 
The under-surfaces of its leaves are provided with 
small openings whioh lead into a larger hair-lined 
cavity, which invariably houses a blue-green single- 
celled alga, surrounded by a jelly-like substance. 
“  The cavity is present in every leaf, and the alga is 
present in every cavity, making its way in from a 
deposit of alga-cells, which is found in the incurved 
tip of every young shoot.”

No sooner does the young frond of the fern unfold 
than it becomes the habitation of the invading cells. 
No part of the azolla foliage appears to be free from 
the presence of algae, but the advantage derived 
by the fern from its algae associates has so far 
escaped detection. Some mutaal benefit in all 
probability exists, as the plant partnership is of 
extreme antiquity, and that a purely vestigial organ 
should persist through immense periods without 
bestowing some advantage on the organism possess
ing it, is entirely out of the question.

Four species of azolla exist, and their geographical 
distribution is very remarkable. Two of these 
species are extensively distributed in America; a 
third is found in Asia, Africa, and Australia ; while 
the fourth has its habitat in the distriot of the Nile. 
All of these four species carry cavities in their 
leaves, and each species of azolla is tenanted by the 
same species of alga. We are, therefore, forced to 
conclude that the partnership is of very old standing, 
and are fully justified in the anticipation that future 
inquiry will clear up the difficulty whioh at present 
surrounds its symbiotic arrangements.

T. F. P a l m e r .
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So, W. P. Ball; 6. Why Be Good? by G. W. Foote. The 
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Determinism or Free Will?
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the purposes of the Society.

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

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

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

The Society's affairs are managed by an eleoted Board of 
DireotorB, consisting of not less than five and not more than 
twelve members, one-third of whom retire by ballot) eaoli year,

but are capable of re-election. An Annual General Meo ^got 
members must bo held in London, to receive the RepoT 1.^. 
new Directors, and transact any other business that may¡mited.

Being a duly registered body, the Secular Society, aoorjty. 
can receivo donations and bequests with absolute s tas3& 
Those who are in a position to do so are invited • tjl0ir 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s *avor. Bj0n. 
wills. On this point there need not be the slightest appre Qtorg 
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequests. The e 0e 0f 
have no option but to pay them over in the ordinary ® jo
administration. No objection of any kind has been r jjas
connection with any of the wills by which the Boo . 
already been benefited. 23

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Harper and Bat® 
Rood-lane, Fenohuroh-street, London, E.O.

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators:—“ 1 8, —
“  bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum ?  ̂ by
“  free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a receipt etary
“  two members of the Board of the said Society and the o jjje 
“  thereof shall be a good discharge to my Exeoutors 
“  said legacy-” ¡t wius,

FriendB of the Society who have remembered it in t tary of 
or who intend to do so, should formally notify the sa° wjl0 will 
the fact, or send a private intimation to the Chairman, 8gflry, 
(if desired) treat it as striotly confidential. This is not . anJ 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes get lost or mtjin0ny. 
their contents have to be established by competent tes
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President: G. W. FOOTE.

varetary;  Miss E M, V ance, 2 Newcastle-st. London, E.C.

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

nc* knowledge. It knows nothing of divine guidance or 
nterference; it excludes supernatural hopes and fears; it 
®gards happiness as man’s proper aim, and utility as his 

“ ■oral guide.
Secularism affirms that Progress is only possible through 

lb®rty. which is at once a right and a duty; and therefore 
fci, 8 reinove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of 

°ught, action, and speech.
¡secularism declares that theology is condemned by reason 

RupcrstitiouH, and by experience as mischievous, and 
sails it as the historic enemy of Progress.
Secularism accordingly seeks to dispel superstition; to 

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

tkep a\  W6H-being ! and to realise the self-government of

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

following declaration
Dl a dos‘ re ‘ ° i 0*11 the National Secular Society, and I 
P edge myself, if admitted as a member, to oo-operate in
P'omoting its objeots.”

Name'"U lM M H M M I Iim i aig iM H IM M M M M M tM M H M I H I M t M I H I M I M

A ddrest. •••••••••••••••»••••a
OCCUpCIl/IOn
Dated this....................day of ................................................. 190............

wuu1*8 declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary 
p a subscription.

■"—Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every 
¡Bomber is left to fix his own subscription according to 
his moans and interest in the cause.

Immediate Practical Objects.
th legitimation of Bequests to Secular or other Free
ly ought Societies, for the maintenance and propagation of 
oterodox opinions on matters of religion, on the same 
Editions as apply to Christian or Theistio churches or 

égalisations.
¡¡he Abolition of the Blasphemy Laws, in order that 

2 lfo n  may be oanvaBsed as freely as other subjects, with- 
rVear °‘  hn6 or imprisonment. 

c ,xhe Disestablishment and Disendowment of the State 
¡hi'ches in England, Scotland, and Wales, 

j q 6 Abolition of all Keligious Teaching and Bible Reading 
o Schools, or other educational establishments supported 
hy ‘he State.
ch’iu 8 Opening of all endowed educational institutions to the 

“dron and youth of all classes alike, 
cf Abrogation of all laws interfering with the free use 
g Sunday for the purpose of culture and recreation ; and the 
at?day opening of State and Municipal Museums, Libraries, 

d Art Galleries.
6qu ,Pc‘01;m oi ‘ he Marriage Laws, especially to secure 
a,,̂ a iua‘ i°e for husband and wife, and a reasonable liberty 

facility of divorce.
th f 6 ®9uahsation of the legal status of men and women, so 

®|t all rights may bo independent of sexual distinctions.
. ‘-he Protection of ohildren from all forms of violence, and 

q,b the greed of those who would make a profit out of their 
R a tu re  labor.
f0 7 . Abolition of all hereditary distinctions and privileges, 
Ijroth'h'h a spirit antagonistic to justice and human
jmTha Improvement by all just and wise means of the con- 
in daily h‘ e ‘ or the masses of the people, especially
dw , y ns and cities, where insanitary and incommodious 
Vy ejhngs, and the want of open spaces, cause physical 

sakness and disease, and the deterioration of family life, 
its if Promo‘ ion °‘  ‘ he right and duty of Labor to organise 
cj .* ‘ or its moral and economical advancement, and of its 

to legal protection in such combinations.
(jj he Substitution of the idea of Reform for that of Punish- 
lon *n ‘ h° treatment of criminals, so that gaols may no 
hut’6? k® places of brutalisation, or even of mere detention, 
‘ho P aces °‘  physical, intellectual, and moral elevation for 

se who are afflicted with anti-social tendencies.
‘he n Extenai°n of the moral law to animals, so as to seoure 

J? humane treatment and legal protection against cruelty, 
‘uti Pr°motion of Peace between nations, and the substi- 
n.l; °f Arbitration for War in the settlement of inter- 

0üal disputes.

FREETHOUGHT PUBLICATIONS.

Liberty and Necessity. An argument against 
Free Will and in favor of Moral Causation. By David 
Hume. 82 pages, price 2d., postage Id.

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

An Essay on Suicide. By David Hume. With 
an Historical and Critical Introduction by G. W. 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. By M. M. Manga- 
sarian (Chicago). 16 pages, price Id., postage id .

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

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

Life , Death, and Immortality. By Percy Bysshe 
Shelley. 16 pages, price Id., postage id .

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

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

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

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 Feuerbaoh. 
“  All theology is anthropology.”  Büchner said that “ no 
one has demonstrated and explained the purely human 
origin of the idea of God better than Ludwig Feuerbaoh.” 
78 pages, price 6d, postage Id.

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

Letters of a Chinaman on the Mischief of
M issionaries. 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 
L iberty . By Anthony Collins. With Preface and Anno
tations by G. W. Foote and Biographical Introduction by 
J. M. Wheeler. One of the strongest defences of Deter
minism ever written. Cloth, Is. ; paper, 6d., post Id.

PAMPHLETS BY C. COHEN.

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

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

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

Pain and Providence. Price Id., postage £d.
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THE BIBLE HANDBOOK
FOR FREETHINKERS AND ENQUIRING CHRISTIANS.

BY

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

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

WELL PRINTED ON GOOD PAPER AND WELL BOUND.

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

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

ONE OF THE MOST USEFUL BOOKS EVER PUBLISHED.
INVALUABLE TO FREETHINKERS ANSWERING CHRISTIAN®'

THE PIONEER PRESS, 2 NEWCASTLE STREET, FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E °'

P I O N E E R  P A M P H L E T S .

Now being issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.

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

Postage: single copy, £d.; 6 copies, l|d.; 18 copies, 3d.; 26 copies, 4d paroel post). 

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

THIRTY-TWO PAGES—ONE PENNY.
Postage: Single copy, |d.; 6 copies, l£d .; 18 copies, 2|d.; 26 copies, 4d. (paroel post).

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

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

IN PREPARATION.

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

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

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