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Natural Morality.

was born on October 28, 1851. 
teat of yT twenty hi3 health broke down. For 

! 48 Dior 8 sk°r  ̂ life—he died at th irty-three— 
1 the Mp3-ef or £eas aa invalid, residing on the shores 
t  earlv 0rr&nean‘ His wor*c wa3 written
j 6 ^caderi a“0 o£ Mneteen, and was “ orowned ” by 
\ 04refQi J  Moral and Political Science. I t  was 
» DtUs to m?'^ o£ U tilitarian moralists from 
r4̂ 8 exu^i 8?110°1 of Bentham, and was after- 

vertT8^ • *n^° ^wo 8eParat 0 treatises. His 
I?!Dk an<i ^ .f tiv e  daring the tim e allowed him to 
F . Were ^tnongst the several books he pub- 
tjn§lish. rp,i,ree _ which have been translated into 
a*6̂ ' '8 thn t pdnoiPal °f these, Gayau’s master- 
itaCoQ8ldem'K,r , 1̂ on ° f ^ e  Future. We reviewed it 
W' 8t aerif» 8 en8th» in the pages of Progress, on 
J 0°i ^hioh1' ^ 86- in ®’ren°i]l- The English trans- 

very J. 18 Udioulonslv expensive, was pablished 
,10nR ago. Education and Heredity.I »  bv“w  T 'r ,  Education and Heredity, 

Contort J- Greenstreet, was pnblished in 
Cna Soience S eries” in 1891. Then
a. vartma-1'~lon of Gavaa’s chief ethical treatiseGayau’s chief ethical treatise 

This remarkable writer is 
ler feia lead5'-310-' ° ^ nSbab readers who wish to

S Ü 5 " 4
.Qi

Kaptoyn

th ^ u  v?a'a‘7 lnS idpas. 
v0]n0t̂ aarv OCl0tfeing more than  a philosopher, in 
Poej e of vero9^ 13̂  of the wora- Mo wrote a little  
tty, ‘ This a, 08 ^bat proved him to bo a genuine 
6v6i 80 hi8 nJ100̂  o£. bia genius gives a delightful 
of J.P*ge djL880 Writings. The literary flavor cf 
<- US  0a »«goishes him from the oommon run 

.ate BP,, °s8ppfey. He is never a t a loss for
the

i P̂ rU„ an, r - , .
San148 not lbaa>inating imagery. And
M á0i 8 app6al i °n^  charming, but stimulating, 
-uqj* not Urin3 n°t merely to the intellect, which 
'Otei  ̂ the i 0r.va^ >  to the whole mind, in- 

4(.eCi> ana S ta tion , which gives wings to the
S b 5f ^ t e  annm B pl°adiag into soaring.
% kj aas j,e Uinstration, almost a t haphazard. 
iW.-^Bet a„ aP0aking of self-sacrifice as often 

0nn r j1ou °f b f0» while apparently its
638 ¿a Qd oobio^u01611̂  ° £ y °ur b£e may be 00

^  et0pty> tbat aN the rest may seem color-
. ̂ ro aj,̂  ,

«<*; p]a„0iir8 *u which the intensity of life is so 
years n iu balance with the whole possible 

4lps, ‘tree 111680 hours will turn tho scale. One
Hi-its 00e fiafi/ *i!n cbtabing to a high summit of the 
i.^ s uUtntoit j "it the short moment passed on the 
’tj ^ k te0 da-yn , ,  great calm of the sky, is worth 
8°&t. 611 We 8e fatigue. There are also moments in 

c°Uipate(j “° bo on tho mountain-top—when we
f. c0ri- 8 IbdiftfiinJr1. fbese moments everything else ®8, Creht."

UtH^Ua<̂ reda °f 8uob similes, may bo 
O t  hfif ''4h ana6 v°lUIn0. Guyah reasons like a

^ngliak ta rther let ns say a few words 
l|1l0 r<£ a bi* tran8lation. Here and there we

u °f slipshoa) but on tho whole tho

work is admirably well done. I t  m ight have been a 
little more idiomatic with advantage. Now and 
then the French phrase is transplanted rather than 
translated into English. But the author’s meaning 
always seems adequately conveyed; and, after all, 
th a t is the point of greatest importance.

One-third of Gnyau’s book consists of an elaborate 
Introduction, in which he discusses the current meta- 
physioa of morality. Optimism, he asserts, is really 
based upon religious ideas. God is looking after the 
affairs of the universe, and everything m ust be for 
the best. Even if they appear to be otherwise, there 
is the doctrine of imm ortality to supply the explana
tion. W hat is crooked now will be put straight here
after, what is confused will be made orderly, what is 
dark will be made clear. Death brings the solution 
of all mysteries. Yes, says Guyau, but is it not a 
fact, after ali, th a t God is iiitle mare than  the hypo
thetical guarantee of th is very immortality ?

“ In reality, humanity cares little enough about God ; 
not one martyr would have sacrificed himself for that 
recluse of the skies. What was looked for in him was 
the power to make us immortal. Man has always been 
wanting to scale the heavens, and he cannot do it quite 
alone. He has invented God in order that God may 
stretch out a hand to him ; next he attached himself in 
love to the divine Savior. But if to-morrow one were 
to say to the four hundred millions of Christians, ‘ Thcro 
is no God; there is only a paradise, a man-Christ, a 
virgin mother, and saints,’ they would very quickly bo 
consoled.”

The ethical vice of optimism is th a t it encourages 
supineness, content, and callousness. If everything 
is for tho best, the passion for reform is both blas
phemous and ridiculous. Pessimism is as false as 
optimism, for tho persistence of life proves th a t it 
contains a balance of satisfaction. Nevertheless, the 
pessimist may well be more moral than  the optimist. 
He rebels against the evil3 of life, and if he cannot 
hope to make it happy he may try  to make it less 
miserable. The tru th  lies in the third hypothesis of 
the indifference of nature. Man gives her an aim, 
conceived from his own wishes. But she has no aim. 
She is infinite and inexhaustible. Nothing is fixed, 
all is fluid. Man is but one of her productions. The 
time wa3 when he was not, and the time is coming 
when he will not be. She existed without him onoe, 
and she will exist without him again. I t  is useless 
to say “ Conform to nature.” We do not know what 
th is nature is. W hat we are sure of is her indiffer- 
enoe to man’s aims and aspirations. Yet there is 
such a thing as natnral morality, in the sense of an 
ethio based upon the laws and conditions of human 
life.

Gayau’s sketoh of th is natural morality—without 
religious obligation or metaphysical sanotion—is a 
fine performance. The reader may not find it con
vincing; he m ust find it suggestive. Guyau is a 
U tilitarian in the sense th a t he believes morality to 
be purely social in its origin and development. But 
ho denies th a t human aotivity is exercised for the sake 
of happiness. “ Life,” he says, “ unfolds and ex
presses itself in activity because it is life. In all 
creatures pleasure accompanies, muoh more than it 
provokes, the searoh after life. Before all we must 
liv e ; enjoyment comes after.” Life beoomes moral 
by an inevitable necessity as it intensifies and 
expands. I t  has a power of feoundity as well as of 
self-preservation. This finds its first outlet in genera-
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tion. Then follows a fecundity of intellect, of sensi
bility, of emotion, and of will; and all this is 
impossible except under the forms of sociability. 
Finally, ideas of ethical possibility arise, and these 
necessarily tend to realise themselves. They become 
psychological foroes. “ I ought, therefore I will,” is 
a less potent formula than “ I  can, therefore I m ust.” 
One is always impelled to fulfil the possibilities of 
one’s nature.

Guyau is rigorously logical. Dismissing the idea 
of duty, he discovers its equivalent in the forces of 
life. Not only is the most intense and energetic man 
in the main the moat sooiable man, but human 
beings love risk as well as enjoym ent; and this, we 
may remark in passing, is a t the root of a great deal 
of gambling, which is too generally supposed to spring 
merely from a desire to obtain other people’s money. 
There is a certain charm to strong natures in danger. 
I t  calls forth their energies and capacities. I t  makes 
them live intensely, and intense life is always a 
delight. Guyau observes th a t intrepidity and self- 
sacrifice, even in the face of the final risk of death, 
is “ not a mere negation of self and of personal life; 
it is th is life itself raised into sublimity.” Every
thing, in short, whioh unites the individual to his 
species, and makes him subserve its interests, has its 
root in nature, and is susceptible of a rational 
explanation.

Dealing with the penal side of morality, Guyau 
remarks th a t punishm ent sprang originally from the 
useful animal instinct of self-defence, which took the 
form of attack upon aggression. A caress elicits a 
caress. A bite provokes a bite. Retaliation is at 
bottom a sound instinct. W hen a boy says, “ He hit 
me first,” he gives w hat for him is an excellent 
reason. B ut when intelligence comes to the aid of 
instinct, we learn th a t retaliation is a useless expen
diture of force. We content ourselves with simple 
defence, and we even become capable of pitying the 
offender. Crime should therefore b8 dealt with in a 
social spirit. We should trea t it as we now trea t 
leprosy or insanity. “ Charity for all men,” Guyau 
says, “ whatever may be their moral, intellectual, or 
physical worth, should be the final aim to be pursued 
even by publio opinion.” Hum anity m ust not follow 
the bad example of Christianity, and set up a social 
doctrine of grace and election. God, if he exist, only 
damns himself in damning a sinner. From his height 
the outcasts should never be anything but unfor
tunates. The very heart of morality is pity or com
passion. Higher than  any W estern prayer (we may 
add) is the great Eastern  p ray e r: “ 0  God, be mer
ciful to the wicked. Thou hast already been meroiful 
to the good.” G. w . PooTE.

[Reprinted from an old number of the Freethinker and 
probably interesting to a new body of readers.]

Current Christianity.

One of the religious weeklies dealt recently with the 
reasons given by various people for the declining 
membership of the Churohes. I t  had no explanation 
of its own to offer, but it pointed out th a t the 
reaeons given neutralised each other. There is no 
denying the tru th  of this. One man says th a t the 
decline is due to a departure from the “ old Gospel ” ; 
another puts it down to the preaching being old- 
fashioned and out of date. On the one hand, we 
hear there is too little  of the social element in the 
p reach ing ; on the other, th a t there is too much. 
Others talk  vaguely about the general indifference to 
religion, or to the “ M aterialism ” of the ag e ; 
although, as the article referred to said, preachers 
in evory age have been busy with exactly the same 
complaint. The only clear and certain thing is th a t 
people are drifting away from Christianity.

And in all th is the vital point is quite overlooked. 
Beliefs—w hether social or religious—if they are to 
possess the note of vitality, m ust spring from current 
life, and in some way or other receive confirmation
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in daily experience. If we go back far ®n°“*’ulse: 
find th a t of all beliefs, religious beliefs are 
most firmly held. There is nothing that nia® fci 
stands more in fear of than his gods ; EOtl) 1 jc 
dreads more than  their displeasure. ®-e ,n6n bi® 
priests to teach him religion ; th a t is forced od ^  
by the general environment—the function ^ ^  
priest being th a t of interpreter of the wn ^  
gods. Under such conditions, religious bell ^  
not absurd ; they are simply untrue. One.D ^¡r 
laughs a t a tribe of savages trembling befor ^  
gods than  one laughs a t a child’s belief JI?, r̂e- 
Claus or fairyland. Absurdity attaches itse ^  
ligion when it no longer has any _supp°r rot 
the intellect. Then religious beliefs a 
merely untrue ; they are, in addition, ridicu fts 
one laughs a t them exactly a3 one would
adult who shared the child’s belief in 
fairyland.

Earlier about ^generations could be sincere auu“'0tbic? 
religious beliefs because there was little or ^  
in the intellectual environment with wh cefl.

Two or tbre.were in flagrant contradiction, tw o  
turies ago it was still possible for an e“uf0affi- wltbo“:
in telligen t man to profess Christian ben®1 [¡gc»' 

number of dishonoring reservations an'v3 0offeri.
tions. If the actual facts in support oi re s 8^  
not always so strong as they might be, still îcb 
not a t hand a mass of positive knowledgej^
it  was in positive antagonism . There 89có'
promising bigotry, torture for heresy, -  ,, r, ^
floe of much th a t might have made life b0 ,,„blij$[ 
there was a t least sincerity. Even the d0aa(;0g tk'j
of seventeenth century Puritanism  .  
quality. And one could hate the creed 
retaining one’s respeot for the man. 
opinions are held with sincerity, both

Wher0 oPP°|.
viot°r 

flict.

it*

vanquished are the better for their conn, ' ¡ Dg ^  
But to-day Christianity is rapidly be 0$i

;otual men
an,, oi

impossible creed for intellectual men
with honest inclinations. I am, of com

of to®, gueb-to Christianity proper, and not to any as
ethioo-socioiogical articles th a t do . “,7 f, doc- 
There is not one of the orthodox Christ1® a0d *
th a t c a n  now stand serious e x a m in a t j  »
• - -  i------ The whole mintelligent Christians know it. 
science is in direct contradiction to tb® 0$'i

q airecii concrauiuuiu^ u*
theory upon w hich historio Christianity j{s
Its  heaven has vanished into infinite Jj] ! i < 5 *
earth  has disappeared, its hell has eea 
and awakens nothing but disgust. If 
cites these things, he is told that
Christianity ; he is insulting Christian® vK0l
f .n n 'n r f  h o l i a f a  lin f i  fihSVo ^  k i

and

turing their beliefs. Well, but they, 
in miracles and in prayer, were all par“ W .jj
orthodox C hristian ity ; and if people d° . Qa to 
them, by what moral right do they con t
themselves Christians ? J

plaint both lEbjlity J ,
Am erica th at men of recogms® ^ c #  

worth w ill not enter the m inistry- A r tt>! 
expect them  to ? Consider their pos« 1 U>, ¡1 
man of position said the other day jo 0 
present crisis the country stood sa /  g0 cf* ¡j 
prayer. I do not believe th a t things .j. ¡8 c® jjy 
as th at would im ply ; but w hether or n > CJ 
th at prayers w ill not help. W hether ^  
men in th is country pray or curse will Wftr‘f»yiri 
sligh test difference to the course of ^

woo1“id b*
T dû öV
1 U t® m

i 41 ,
also tb0V o£ *

w ill, guns w ill, shells w ill, m oney 
w ill have as m uch influence as they  
th e  course of an earthquake. NoW, 
m erely th at the majority of the clergy 
th is  as w ell as I do ; I say deliberately 
m ajority do know it, and know a 
exhortation to  prayer is a p ieC0 {
mummery. . 0jf fot ¿eh .;

How does a clergyman excuse hno p(K ti* 
prayers for this, or tha t, or the otb ^g be 
will tell you, is not offered up now fl0 oj 
i t  will effect any alteration in the ® in£j ¡0»°. if ̂  
but in the belief th a t it has an elevf- g0OtbeS' 
tho mind. If one is in trouble, pray®1
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$3 VfiU a a Prayer comforts—if we believe in it. 
there j, ^uao^ medicine cure—if one believes in it. 
tliabntT0,11 v*r^u0 in the “ if.” And what is all 
eTer have11 ela^orat e self-deception? Would people 
Nation ̂ ra^0c* anless they had believed th a t some 
‘•tings bv i.y°.u^  tie brought to pass in the order of 
‘5ePonpr .lr P ayers?  And how long will people 
•tan a ¡jfn^ ln  ̂ 0nc0 they realise th a t it is no more 
^  inflae_ °* sPifitaal dram-drinking, and without 
Jot h 08 whatever on external nature ? This is 
“Oge, infnr co,nv*°tion th a t one has to fig h t; it is a 
Potent r " ‘conspiracy of humbug. 

c°nvicti0n “Triatranity makes but a small appeal to 
:ae class it ma*n appeal is to self-interest. To 
,‘?iP the “ l8 afPea  ̂ is to conserve class interests, to 
;J tê olnti °W6r c â8S0a ” in order, to act as a curb 
’"a38 it . °nary tendencies. To the shop-keeping 

tnpŝ a S-as 8 ^OB*ness investment. I t  offers 
:'e,8Dct  a l0Cr^y satisfaction of a position in 
311 w‘th n°k be 8aane^ in any other direo-

prop,-1 ar fiaahfications. And to yet another 
played n 1808 an alleviation of miseries, which it 

jj an<3 0 8rnall part in creating and perpetuating. 
;5>od a]j j80f are thus bribed into support; and 
^ 58 of c 1110 aPathy an^ conservatism of large 

' treated „ °?^e to whom everything established 
: 1 Matter .ft i? ev^ a^ e an(  ̂ immovable. I t  may
' ^^istian )• Pu^e whether we run our business 

61,1 hot fcVi lne.8> or cur Christianity on business 
!ot Christ^0 -*8 no ^onbfc th a t a great deal of 
8 8enten laf,^y was well summed up by Ruskin 

 ̂ ' Chti8tja°e' engineers could build a tunnel to

bat T t ^ne.8> or our Christianity on business
14- n i t 1R no rlnnVvf; 41̂  n f  n rfimnf dno 1 of

Pistil 
enoe,

6ton invest their money in it, and
‘»enjg.i, 1 ding churches for fear of lowering the

aljfSoe verv pbriBtianity as is kept alive owes its 
'A ltJtereRf largely to these two sets of foroes—
tiJ*' if 0n> one side, and indifference on the 
•V°®ght We bad sincere and reasoned convic- 
C fle°ided a wonld be easy, and the issue 
{¡vf* is pre‘ 'i711̂  of the two classes, the greater 

ail tn .fey the latter. I t  is the indiffer-

makes th is class so great
Mi« Bap6rHf. 8O01al issues involved in the fight 
in 3>et. Ther . n ^bat makes th is class so great 
i=Si bat tjj 0 18 really no such thing as neutrality 
■ -H ie  mavl? es ca{la the “ W ar of Thought.” 

Oee - active or passive, but everyone
S > » p 9 « t j 0 other. The man wl 
k ip̂ Qcb in if 0 floa *s helping it. His very i 
^inf 0 in on tavor• The great call is for dyoijuub 
^•he set 6 or an°ther. Religious beliefs 
%  H  are°D, 0n6 side as of no consequenoo. 

u* thaa th ^rea  ̂ vain0> and deserve far more 
¿bg e°oner fuy ge >̂ or they are a great danger, 

¡resent ey are swept on one side the better.
0 hiBtorv r,f°n ?-f Christianity offers nothing 

Ugf that Kq oi r0hgion. In  all probability it is 
?J4 *ater. r> 0,Ye!^aben all religious systems 

M, 'a convfini^0bgions commence in conviotion 
i?t0bgiona k °n' ^t is not without significance

who is not 
inactivity
everyone

\ ‘a? Phi

3 . u °‘igiona ù 18 noc wicnouc s
'^WL^.the n n o f^ .^ a c e d  the golden age in the

\

« * mj. ' vijg ^  c u u  u u iu u u  aigu iu  i/uo
> a  ,reiBthe S i 8 the S0lden age of the gods, as 
t'ta Aa?t, thev 10011 ag8 oi m aa* Religions belong 

i of i, te, ois , ar,e rooted in the past—in pastt r,K~ tnnnon 1.
8rse. This is not alone the reason

u6W s J,eaBon 8 ‘̂t 8 golden age in the past, it is 
to ty b° to 7<a ab OV0r the world religious 
it?s‘ hV.0ry Borb1;!, tn°des of speech, of dresB, and
^ ® All DIG m n n .n a  f-.r» n f l i - n o f n o f n  n lr l r*n a _

.
• Utr,*“ ah an m0ans to perpetuate old cus- 
t if k 0rganiglst>re88i°n of the general law th a t 

Ht'Veljofy are fn r ’ mnst have a suitable environ- 
"aanv118 beiiRflv.e’ That, in spite of all th a t is 

i ’ '^bilitv ®bea_dily weakens, is proof of the 
8qcj e cie QG|heQt 01 r0hgious ideas to a really oivi-

« « 8ion
as mvi

-p. fc>ion ie really an expression of 
115 W|t0 C > p 3. nimfyealIy, religion decays a£

aem 
icte 
dec

U l t i ^  an 3n0vitable fact. Nothing

kjL. O ® 8, or 'Qf ^his ia not a phenomenon of 
V i 0*1 ia S* and nffD0 reIigion. I t  is characteristic 

% Ba faot H ^°t8 a11 °reeds. The decay of 
Cltoif! nc* an inevitable fact. Nothing

la te ly , although tho rate of decay

may be hastened or retarded. Evolution proceeds 
consciously or unconsciously. Only it would be well 
for all Freethinkers to realise tha t the conscious 
direction of social forces may do in a few years what 
it may otherwise take generations to accomplish.

C. Co h e n .

A New View of the War ?

F oe supernaturalists the problem of the ages has 
been how to justify the ways of God with man, 
and it is no nearer solution to-day than it was 
four, six, or ten thousand years ago. Even the 
Bible declares th a t his ways are in the deep and 
past tracing out. There was a profound oonviction 
th a t they were righteous, but nobody could show 
wherein their righteousness consisted. The author 
of the Book of Job tried his ingenious hand upon 
this old problem, and had to confess th a t it was 
altogether beyond him. They who are known as 
the men of God are obliged to admit th a t the ques
tion of Providence is an insoluble mystery. In a 
sermon, published in the Christian Commonwealth for 
June 9, the Rev. R. J. Campbell is humble enough to 
speak th u s ;—

“ Probably those are right who say that in the last 
resort the problem of evil is insoluble; I have never 
yet met, and never expect to meet in this world, with 
a full and satisfactory explanation of the reason why 
sin and suffering are permitted in a Divinely ordered 
creation; but surely the words of my text [Isa. xlv. 7] 
might, without presumption or irreverence, be regarded 
as a finger-post pointing the way to a working faith on 
the subject. They are the explicit declaration that, 
apart from the will of God, we should never have 
known anything about the existence of evil under any 
of its aspects; he needed it or it would not be here.” 

L et us contrast th a t extract w ith  the tex t upon 
which it  is fou n d ed : “ I form the ligh t and create  
darkness; I make peace and create e v i l ; I, the Lord, 
do all th ese th in gs.” Carefully note the contradic
tion. God is made to say, “ I create ev il,” but Mr. 
Campbell im proves upon th at by saying, “ N o, he 
m erely perm its it, or only creates the conditions 
under w hich it becom es possib le.” Before proceeding  
any further, le t us give another quotation from th is  
serm on :—

“ And what is it all for ? Why has such a terrible 
experience had to become ours ? Once again let me 
say that there is something here which, as all the 
sages of old have taught us, is unfathomable to human 
wisdom. I can but show you that which lies along the 
foreshore of the boundless ocean of the life divine and 
eternal.”

Now the decks are cleared for action. The first 
noteworthy fact is th a t Mr. Campbell admits the 
insolubility of the problem of evil and suffering. 
This, he adds, has been taught by all the sages 
of old. If there be a God of infinite love and power, 
nothing can bo more incontestable than  th a t he 
“ moves in a mysterious way his wonders to per
form.” His movements are so mysterious th a t they 
cannot be traced at all. The initial blunder, then, 
is to assume, without the slightest evidence, the 
existence of such an incomprehensible performer. 
W hat proof is there th a t any event whatsoever, 
or any state  of things, is an expression of a super
natural will ? Mr. Campbell confesses his inability 
to show his hearers anything but “ th a t which lies 
along the foreshore of the boundless ocean of the 
life divine and e te rnal” ; but we positively deny 
his ability to do even tha t. He does not know, 
nobody else knows, th a t there exists a boundless 
ocean of divine and eternal life, and in his total 
ignorance of such an existence it is sheer folly, 
it is even overweening oonoeit, on his part to imagine 
th a t he can show anybody anything wbioh lies along 
the foreshore of such an imaginary ocean, because he 
has never seen anything himself. So far as tho 
present discourse is concerned, he utterly  fails to 
make the least revelation. W hat he gives us is 
Platonism pure and simple, or a metaphysical theory
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insusceptible of verification. Let us look at it for a 
moment with the eye of reason.

We readily recognise the theoretical fasoination of 
Platonism, as poetically stated by its author, but are 
by no means blind to its obvious inconsistencies. Mr. 
Campbell, ignoring the fountain-head of the theory, 
quotes from a modern book, the very title  of which 
he has forgotten, but whioh he ventures to call The 
Dual Pathway. According to th is work, two spirits, 
inhabiting a perfectly flawless heaven, conversed to 
gether concerning the nature of the life they were 
living there. Conscious of the lim itations under 
which they labored, they both yearned for an in 
definable something whioh was not then in their 
possession, save potentially. They had no idea w hat
ever what it was, but they were restless under the 
urge of some unknown desire. In  their ambitious 
uneasiness these two unique spirits eleoted to be 
born in the flesh on earth , and leave behind them  
the glories of the heavenly life. We much prefer 
P lato’s own statem ent of the theory, which materially 
differs from this of the half-forgotten Dual Pathway ; 
but the point of interest is th a t the two ambitious 
spirits became, by their own choice, incarnate on the 
earth, “and grew up remembering nothing of their former 
existence, and not recognising one another ” (the italics 
are ours). They found themselves, poor things, 
“ confined in bodies whioh hampered and repressed 
them at every turn , and at times developed desires 
and tendencies which warred successfully against 
their spiritual ideals.” Unfortunately, one of them  
chose, or had th ru s t upon him, a body in which there 
lurked a congenital craving for strong drink, to whioh 
he, unhappily, became a wretched victim. The other 
had a somewhat better luck, though he, too, had to 
struggle against manifold tem ptation, and was able 
eventually to be of service to his fallen brother.

We fear th a t Plato would be heartily ashamed of 
such a miserable caricature of his pet philosophy, 
were he to know of i t ; but the outcome is prac
tically the same whether we contemplate the hypo
thesis as delineated in the original picture or in this 
caricature. Man, as we know him, Mr. Campbell 
informs us, is a spiritual being, conscious of the con
flict of opposing elements in his own soul, and 
subject to the assaults of sorrow and affliction from 
outside. In  other words, dropping Platonism, man 
is a spirit encased in a material body, endowed with 
freedom of choice in thought and action, and, there
fore, capable, by the free exercise of his own will, to 
set the will of his Maker a t defianoe. Now, then, 
Mr. Campbell’s theory of man, half Platonio and half 
Biblical, comes to this, th a t “ we can and do ally 
ourselves with evil in such a way as to throw  our
selves into opposition to the will of God and mar his 
holy purposes. Then this oracle adds :—

“ And he lets ns do it, for to do any other would be to 
reduce us to automata, and to do away with the educa
tive value of the struggle with unideal conditions to 
which we find ourselves exposed.......The point of im
portance is that God is himself the originator of the 
conditions under which the misuse of the power he 
delegates is possible.”

Now, strangely enough, th is curiously self-contra- 
diotory doctrine of man has been invented in defence 
of the moral character of God. As a whole, it is not 
found in the Bible, nor in the orthodox Church of 
any age, but is an illogical mixture of Platonio 
Paganism and Christian Arminianism. That it re 
lieves God of all responsibility for the evil, sorrow, 
and suffering in the world ie the veriest of delusions. 
Take the W ar as an example. Mr. Campbell regards 
the W ar as an evil, for whioh man, setting himself 
up in rebellion against God, is responsible; but this 
is a fatal fallacy, because God, being responsible for 
man, m ust logically and ethically be held responsible 
for all man’s doings. Consequently, he is directly 
accountable for the War. Mr. Campbell admits th a t 
he perm its it, as he perm its all other ovils, and th a t 
he is the originator of the conditions under which 
it has come to pass ; “ he needed it or it would not 
be here.” I t  is one of the many ugly ways by which 
God fulfils himself in oreation. Like all other forms

June 20,
i— n—,,. . i - : j.Q V<J

of ohastening, war for the present seemeth ®0., ^  

who are being exercised thereby. How com

_ . uuo jJioaou« ---- i 1
joyous but grievous, nevertheless afterwar ; 
yield the peaceable fruit of righteousness n,j ,jC»i

doctrine, especially when we bear in mind t ^  
the end of May the British casualties nlona a ^  cl 
to the grand total of 258,069, upwards of 5 
whom were killed. Fancy anyone out 01,a. nfieiii 
asylum saying th a t a God of justice an^ ra c0o h- 
to inflict such a horribly bloody baptisp3̂ !  
wayward children, or he would not be doing

No, the ways of God with man are not ] ^ Jti: 
on any term s whatever. That is why tn y 
manufacturing Atheists a t such a high r 
cording to the Bishop of London, the P ^ f  tbs;: 
Front are turning to God and the fa“ a 
childhood; but another Bishop admits» 
sorrow, th a t a t home the W ar is turning ^  
away from God who formerly were on then  
Christendom, and a goodly slioe of Heathen ^ ti 
become a hell hotter far than  the one ds?:0Ct, f! 
the priests of the Middle Ages, with the ® j 
are told, of bringing the people to the 
Prince of Peaoe. Such a state  of th in g s ^ ^ «  
inexplicable on the assumption th a t Omni Pplatoni=r 
occupies the throne of the Universe- ,jscrediic'. 
breaks down, and Christianity is entirely ®  ̂
in the presence of this bloody contest. ntly 
m inisters of the Gospel of peace, appgnaday t  
vious to all these, devote most of their ^ flr, 
vioes to a delirious glorification of the ¡t 
Hugh Black, of New York, who is dr»' gaoi». 
enormous orowds to the City Tempi® ft3 m 
evenings, is described in the British ” c ^ei.” 
ing “ shown himself a great war p^ea . peaC,e? 
think of it, an ambassador of the G° ^ 
excelling himself as an advooate of popa^r. i- 
serving is now the path th a t leads *° jj Jes®3 
while fidelity to the teaching of the Go P ^
rewarded with persecution. J.

Â Jester’s Grave.

“ The witty and the tender Hood.
“ A most loyal, affectionate, and upright soul- lS,

“ Le rire c’est le propre de rhornme* >
“ The humanities are eternal.”—ChkistoiB

Am id  thousands of unloved and ob 
Kensal Green Cemetery, is one with . ¡g ta 
“ He sang the Song of the Shirt.’ pori00
resting place of Thomas Hood, who w ^  
seventy years ago, and whose oe^ ^ l QtefeSe 
been restored recently through the d1B jfi-
of an admirer. bcok

When Voltaire sat down to writ® « Vf1 W;:
Poetry, he dedicated his first chapter oilfr .j f;
of Taste in Nations.” A critic of o®1 
find it necessary to expatiate on^" ».0 &r0 (}f .
taste  in generations. Changes o*. ' 0Djlr 
taking place, and occasionally we a f';'
by their recurrence. One m o rn in g ^ ^
taking place, and occasionally we 1 ¿Vi;'

•rence. One morning "
find the gods of our youthful idola w ¡¡¡i-
contempt, and sometimes consign®^ -0 a J  ¡¡yconLem pii, a u u  uum ebiuius u u u a .e ,- ; ■> I0 -  - w.  
This week, for instanoe, we notic joufj!0 i:v.
newspaper tha t Thomas Hood wa* biob ^
We put down the periodical i°  '  cf 
opinion was printed and though“ ^
Corellis, the Hall Caines, and the G 
had dispossessed the kind-heartedL\ raXy f!id -h e a r io “  j ry &
once acciaimed as one of the h ¡¡fU,

ingland. . q ft
Thomas Hood was born in 1 '. ygflr0 y  

brave humor closed nearly forty-®1* 
larger part of it was a constant r /.e ss  io? y ?  
health, whioh was, however, P°we‘ ,:es ohe 0y f  
gaiety of his disposition. “ Here 
more blood and made more Paa je'hs 
living,” was the epitaph he P10^  
him Belt. B ut in th a t short life D gtjr01 
the heart of the publio, for he bad
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J i t t e r  and tears of humanity. The high-water ; 
him. hlB Praiae is in the  lines of one greater than  
^ selt> that “ nnsubduahle old Roman, W alter 
"Ta§a Lmdor

** Jealous, I  ow n  i t ,  I  w as once 
T hat w ick ed n ess I  h e re  r e n o u n c e .
I  tried a t  w it—i t  w o u ld  n o t  do  ;
A t te n d e rn e ss—t h a t  fa ile d  m e  to o  ,
Before m e  o n  e a c h  p a th  th e r e  s to o d  
T he w itty  a n d  th e  te n d e r  H o o d .”

J  Hood's earlier days but little  is known. His 
f c * " »  a minor novelist, whose works are now 
iifv >80 that his distinguished son was born, as 

“ Pressed it, “ with ink in his blood.” Hood was 
, 3 a lad into a counting-house in the City, was 

•3 tic Wn tro u g h  illness, and after some idle years 
fw  P°r®r air of Scotland, was apprenticed to an 
he h?„er‘ Sis literary career began in 1821, when 

assistant editor of the London Magazine,
< him into contact w ith a brilliant band
tLiu, amongst whom were Charles Lath >,
lahn “h Da Qaincey, and Barry Cornwall. Like
3m  f ^ n to n  Reynolds, whose sister ha married,
fw  under the influence of Keats. H is earlier

3 "'ere published in the London Magazine up to
< ! - . ^forwards in the various Annuals, “ Forget-

‘‘Keepsakes,” which were then P°Pa^ ^ -
%  i “rst appearance in motley was in I t ,
pities £ubliahed the first series of
*>¡1 st,i ‘ critics took offence a t _
Hay novel. His book was full of w itty word
*ddje. *“ is easy to conoeive, as Hood said in his 
m .aBto the -- -

Whims and 
his puns, for

°*evi
loti

^ 1
'e*V(

5 ,

'iUe second edition, “ How gentlemen with 
er Yfra Perplexed with a double meaning.” 
aQlj i i 0 Pnblic, like Oliver Twist, asked for 
•Uav ’> 6 . °k reached a fourth editiou. “ Come 

Hood, “ th is little book will now
^ P n n ts  behind it—and a hoise could do

tov 0ad ther, f,
î ?> and : u’ew °ff his motley, donned his singing
3

i u " 8 i “ The Plea of the Midsummer 
volume 
jester,

Bo T Janetl listen tc ’ ’
With a ■ .bad His living to make, and he 
la. S!8n and once more put on the

»anions v°18 Was destined to prove his only vt 
Ca!̂ e hah?-186’ *or Ho bad a reputation as a j 
tĵ oity. declined to listen to him in any other

cap

Ì Ì K ?  Tories of “ Comio Annuals lasted J 
jvars. They delighted and inspire- eve y 

aa ozoned breeze fresh from the  ocean. In  
provocation, Hoed seldom oi

5f*
s t * « *

^as aiQa^0d in his “ Ode to Rae Wilson.” 
Att° boot H°°fcch Presbyterian, the writer of 

h'OUa f travel, and in one of his volumes
ae0(jO the g:. . _on bHe ground of his flippant allu- 

Sod 6\ Hoed turned and rent him in
wit to serious

Q(. -* great ”** ulBKZQ iresn trom tne ocean. In
• y ^ b i t t  ____7 . ____

Stupiyr.^0rd, though th at he could wield the

' aQd his • — ___ _____
( ! GeVer fnn^H110 power of using 
Wen Happier expression :

 ̂ eni0̂ ‘fj?raceless lineaments contest

N othin th» r dote uPon a j^t 
v 0'emn Snr, ‘T 143 of becoming mirth ’ ; 
^ n iu t^ m o n io u s  face I pull, 

ri'- ,°r stuejy - m Pmus when I’m only bilious- 
r *atQe a sanctum supercilious

Perntor orn ^  ®'ll or forge a Bull.
Ans8’ Bit Uns°e rePent each sinful act— 
n,  ̂love m-n er?ea,th the rose, my bible : 

That’03,11 aadtw >vbor *ar to° weH> in fact>

6niov tv  ik eBS Imeaments contest !
13 bounteous, beauteous earth:

. 11

All h

* d'QCl ttur'f l • L tUU won, in
turn’ij v,,*“ “ im with a godly tract 
leart fP,Z  aPPHcatxon to a libel.
Srls t .ments nnt *1.« v,;,.«.’,. 1

8,

I via11161'43 not with the bigot’s leaven,
4 have a ho WUh toleration thorough, 

let j. ' rror °f regarding heaven
?0 Hues h AS anyHody’s rotten borough.”
‘a a8s0:~  ̂ ave Heoome a familiar quotation.

A ^ Ho r  . ________ __ _
Bot rer8, P'ety than other people 

aa«e it i!.koned a relisinm, bird

m°o?'Chu- h ! Church !’ at every word,j DlPr.xr +1-,_i
a t rech 
86' t  keek religious bird

8 Us fQj P' a'cawing from a steeple.”
O'thily1̂  Hood had much to contend 

^ant orUblea» ohronio ill-health, and 
'*'■ atAueQ. p P0nce ” harassed him to the 

9’ and th ,many literary men, he was 
00 failure of a firm in which he

was involved brought him to the verge of ruin. He 
refused, however, to become bankrupt, and retired to 
the Continent for economy. Unfortunately, the 
climate was against him, and too soon came—

‘ 1 The blind fury with the abhorred shears 
And slit the thin-spun life.”

Overwork, anxiety, and Ill-heaifch had broken a 
weak constitution, and heart disease declared itself. 
Hood was in harness almost to the end. Like Heine 
on his m attress grave, he jested about his disease. 
“ The doctor declares th a t anatomically my heart is 
lower hung than  usual—but what of th a t ? The 
more need to keep it up !” His illness made him 
woefully thin, and when his wife was applying a 
poultice to him he said, “ My dear ! There’s plenty 
of m ustard but precious little  m eat.”

He died courageously as he had lived, and his 
career was one of the minor tragedies of literature. 
His popularity as a hum orist prevented him from 
following his truest as well as his highest faculty— 
th a t of a poet.

The hulk of his work is simply excellent journalism,
but his puns were p e rfec t:—

“ The par3on told the sexton 
And the sexton tolled the bell."

Miss Kilmansegg and Her Precious Leg is as read
able as Byron’s Don Juan, and will always merit 
attention by its astonishing display of high spirits 
and fertility  of invention :—

“ Poor Peggy hawks nosegays from street to street 
Till—think of that, who find life so sweet!—

She hates the smell of the roses.”
Hood possessed the qualities of a real poet. When 
he laid aside his puns and pranks, and put off his 
cap and bells, and sang from his heart, all English- 
speaking men and women listened with tears and 
wonder. Lyrics such as The Song of the Shirt, 
The Bridge of Sighs, Eugene Aram, and the song 
beginning, “ I remember, I remember, the house 
where I was born,” axe assured of immortality. His 
finest poems have found their way into every 
anthology and every heart. W hat depth and ten 
derness there is in his Bridge of Sighs, telling of 
the death of a prostitute :—

“ Alas for the rarity 
Of Christian charity 

Under the sun!
Oh, it was pitiful!
Near a whole city full,

Home she had none.”
One recalls Thackeray’s touching tribute to Hood, 
“ A most loyal, affectionate, and upright soul,” The 
kind eyes were often filled with tears, and when the 
cap and bells ware thrown aside, Ariel turned 
Prospero, and showed in the transform ation how 
antic and irresponsible a spirit Ariel is. I t  is fitting 
th a t on the tomb of this most lovable of jesters 
should appear the inscription, “ He Sang the Song of
th0 SHirt.” M IM N E R M U S ,

The Fourth Gospel.

T h e  L o g o s .

In the days of Papias and his friend John the P res
byter (A,D. 130—150) there arose oertain heretical 
teaohers who, sad to relate, led many of the orthodox 
Christians astray by teaching th a t the Old Testam ent 
god, Yahweh, was neither the creator of the Universe, 
as stated in Genesis, nor the “ fa th e r” of Jesus 
C h rist; but th a t the real creator and father of Jesus 
was another god—one greater than Yahweh. This 
heretical doctrine was first taught by Cerinthus and 
Cerdo (A D . 135) and later on by M arcion; though 
some writers place Cerinthus a t the end of the 
first oentury. Against this pernicious doctrine John 
the Presbyter addressed the first paragraph of his 
Gospel—th a t “ according to J o h n ”—whioh he had 
piously w ritten himself, and presented to the church 
at Ephesus as the work of John the apostle. This
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paragraph comm ences:—
“ In the beginning was the Logos, and the Logos was 

with God, and the Logos was God. The same was in 
the beginning with God. All things were made by him ;
and without him was not anything made.......And the
Logos became flesh, and dwelt among ns, and we beheld 
his glory, glory as of the only begotten from the Father,” 
etc. (John i. 1—3, 14).

The word logos in the Greek signifies literally a word, 
and is so translated  in the foregoing passage; but it 
also denotes a saying, discourse, speech, reason, etc. 
The idea of Jesus being the logos or word of God was 
the result of reasoning on his alleged divinity, and 
was probably suggested by the account of the Creation 
in Genesis and by the statem ent in Proverbs viii. 
22—81. In  the la tte r paragraph “ Wisdom ” is repre
sented as speaking as a person, and saying:—

“ Yahweh possessed me in the beginning of his way, 
before his works of old. I was set up from everlasting,
from the beginning, before ever the earth was.......When
he established the heavens, I was there.......when he
made firm  the skies above.......when he marked out
the foundations of the earth; then I was by him as 
a master workman," etc.

Next, it was called to mind th a t  the Hebrew deity, 
in creating the world, merely spoke the word, and the 
thing immediately sprang into existence—“ And God 
said, Let there be lig h t: and there was light.” Then 
it was argued th a t it  was the words spoken th a t 
created the world ; for if they had not been uttered, 
nothing would have been created. Again, when God, 
in Genesis said “ Let us make man in our image, after 
our likeness,” it was said th a t the Almighty was 
speaking to his son Jesus, who was the Logos or 
Word, and th a t it was the la tte r who did all the 
work of creation. Thus we arrive a t the first para
graph in the “ Gospel of John.” Had the writer, 
however, turned to Job xxxviii. he would have seen 
th a t it was not Jesus Christ to whom the Creator 
was believed to be speaking. In the la tte r chapter 
the Almighty says to th a t much persecuted p a tri
arch :—

“ Where wast thou when I laid the foundations of
the earth?.......Whereupon were the foundations thereof
fastened ? Or who laid the corner-stone thereof, when 
the morning stars sang together, and all the sons of God 
shouted for joy ?” (4—7).

In  the Septuagint, which was used by the early 
Christians, the last sentence read s : “ when the stars 
were made, and all my angels praised me with a loud 
voice.” Thus, it was to his angels the Creator was 
supposed to be talking when he said, “ Let us make 
man in our image ”—the god and his angels being 
naturally conceived as man-shaped. Justin  M artyr 
(a.d . 150) makes the following sta tem en ts:—

“ Now the Logos of God is his Son, as I have before 
said ” (1 Apol. 63)—“ God begat before all his creatures 
a Beginning, a certain Rational Power out of himself, 
who is called by the Holy Spirit, now the Glory of 
the Lord, then the Son, again Wisdom, again an Angel, 
then God, and then Lord and Logos ” (Dialogue 61).

I t  is scarcely necessary to say th a t Justin  did not 
take his “ Logos ” from the Fourth Gospel: both 
he and the Presbyter John drew their absurd ideas 
from Philo, the Jewish P latonist (AD. 30—50), or 
from the exponents of his school. The last-named 
philosopher in one of his works says:—

“ For the Logos is the image of God by which the 
whole world was created.”

In  another place th is so-called Jewish philosopher 
says:—

“ Strive earnestly to be fashioned according to God’s 
first begotten Logos, the eldest Angel, who is the Arch
angel bearing many names; for he is called the Begin
ning, and Name of God, and Logos, and the Man accord
ing to his image, and the Seer of Israol.”

Both Justin  and the pseudo-John had some acquaint
ance with Philo’s ridioulous system of distortion, 
miscalled philosophy, whioh aocounts for the perfeot 
nonsense w ritten by the first and for the “ only be
gotten S on” and the “ Logos” of the Fourth Gospel 
—the la tte r being esteemed by unthinking Christians 
“ the inspired word of God."

JUNE 20,

T h e  Ch r ist ia n  D e it y .
The first followers of Jesus and the first 

of the gospel to the Gentiles were Jews' 
shiped the god of the Old Testament. Tb0 ^  
Christians converted by Paul and his oollenS^ ,̂ c; 
all the early Gentile Churohes became wore 
the same Hebrew deity, and took over tnfl ¡y 
scriptures, while holding, in accordance| 
Pauline teaching, th a t oiroumoision and the bei 
ritual were not binding upon them —both “a ji;
finally abolished by the destruction of the te
the dispersion of the Jews. Succeeding ge" „̂joi 
of Christians, th a t is to say, the entire ^  
Chnroh, received the same Hebrew serlP 3rjpt3!;! 
worshiped the same Jewish dei ty— »c' 
being regarded as the inspired word of 
the deity as the creator of the Universe 
“ F a th e r” of Jesus Christ. One of their mal be-:; 
for accepting the Hebrew scriptures waa ,öa „ tl{it
th a t those writings were full cf “ propbef3* ^ey ra
ring to their Lord and Savior, Jesus, a“”.:6Covet!- 
them  almost solely for the purpose of *cgCsi' 
cnnb nnaanrroa Later generations of C h r ^ ^ t i  *>'such passages.
to believe th a t the god of the Old Testa 
the only real deity, and rejected all otbe •; 
mythical. Hence, from the th ird  centnry ^  
the present time, the Hebrew scripture0 » 
regarded by all Christians as the inspire -0gg sc- 
Goa, the only difference between those wr j8te»:; 
the Gospels being th a t the Old Testamen je*iy
a more ancient and much longer VerW^ oriei  ̂
tribal god, Yahweh, being the deity a 
both.

This simple historical fact I  had 
known to everyone: but two years 1 v.
I  read an article in a weekly newapap j den'U 
shall be nameless) in whioh the writer 
it. This writer, after denouncing the g6“ ,, '
Testam ent as “ an unspeakable monst >

httboogj5 oti

°\

forth, then  went on to say :— j. Sof|
“ Imagine the effect of such words in a 6r0 s 

decent but not well informed Methodist 
say. He does not even guess what I me&p' jof ̂ '
I am talking about God—his God.....He do09
that Jahweh is not his God.” . ¡¡"1$

The “ decent but not well informed M ethod^ f(j $  
certainly think th a t the writer teas refer'1“®, ^  
God, and his opinion would ba endorsed by ,0 $  
Christian Church. The writer of the arl‘ 
tioned said by way of explanation :—■ ¡9 M*';

“ Tbere are two Gods in the Bible. jjjcl> t f  
or Jehovah, and the other is ‘ Our Father .

Here

heaven.’ Jehovah was the savage co0“ :,
tribe: the other was a poetical but il'°n , » tffy 
e our “ decent but not well inf0/ ^ ,  6o& lj f

in errer—hopelessly so. There is bu , by V £, 
Bible, though he is named and addr^L g^iu011«; i- 
titles. These in the Hebrew Old . ¡¡y °^e J \  
Yahweh (the proper nam e); El (*? f $[o»0 w  
Shaddai (God Almighty); Elah (g°dh .  A 
Elohim (gods, but applied to (lor'.

4

sir, master) ; Adonai (my lord). ^ T jC u t '00 ¿fit 
Testam ent the titles are: Theos ’., j :
r-* ; - / s_n--- \ ma-----  • _ _* T ifl u I ®Pater (father). There is no J ia .
quently there is no Jahweh. 
diculous mistranslation. , n0d i° “V

T hat the name “ Yahweh” is not i ^ e V, f/  
Testam ent is easily explained. Som jeg9.
the Christian era the Jews came aoàB̂ J'.  
name as too saored to be p r o n o u n c e  j ■’ V
reading their soriptures in the jd <<Adodjjgii1
uttering the saored name, they
the same reason, in the Greek tran0 rBoà^fu u c  n a im o  j u a a u u ,  t u  u u o  vatut-** — ï\
Septuagint, the name Yahweh w®8 ^  fc) ><
—the Greek equivalent of the 3 e   ̂ °s/he

red' 
re’#
W» 
ftS

, as ” — . h0 g“- v" >< 
Hence, wherever ^  be

—the Greek equivalent of cne »- . e rj
Greek version of the Old Testamen^ ^
the New Testam ent writers, as 
Christian Churoh. Hence, where*— * 
is referred to in the New Testae16' r>”
either “ the Lord,” or “ God," or fl__
stated. The following are examp'68' ^

Matt. xxii. 37.—“ Thou shalt l° v6 g0ol, flI) 
with all thy heart, and with afi 
thy mind.”

d. V

»31 .

>»y

\
0?
•d
*0
»I
th



1915 THB FREETHINKER 391

' l ' 11, ***•—“ Tho God of Abraham, and of Isaac,
.. ^Cob.......hath crìorififìiì hi?» «nn .Ta k t i k nt.r*Matt "“uu.......hath glorified his son Jesus,” etc.

Fan. ' v,‘ —“ Be yo therefore perfect, even as your
In ^ r which is in heaven is perfect.”
Lora” J ?  foregoing examples both “ the
Id the „ “ ®0^ ” aro Yahweh (sea Dant. vi. 5). 
b be tt,0Ĉ nî  example the “ God ” who is stated 
Etod, ¡¡¡0 *a^ e r  of Jesus Christ is Yahweh (sea 
*hich ¡„J I' ff10 th ird  passage tha “ Father 
Eev, i? heaven ” is Yahweh (see Gen. xvii. 1 ; 
CoP>ed (' ” ^ h 0 title  of “ Father ” was, in fact, 
t?the foij^L:^9 Old Testam ent, as may be seen

wowing extracts 
1 ^nron. : Blessed be thou, 0  Lord,the God nf TXX1X- 10- n -

0 Lord ' 1 ASrae1’ our Father, for ever and ever. Thine,
....ii,-' 8 , e greatness, and the poioer, and the glory

1 ]{:n le lsJJle kingdom, O Lord.”
êar thou vU’’ ^  ® Lord, the God of Israel

ln [leaven thy dwelling place ; and when thou
lie forgive.
> d  {rQ̂ 0 â^ oa is from a prayer by D avid; the 

havB if prayer by Salomon. The words itali- 
, Her in m i6-0a ntilised by the primitive Gospel 
images thn up ^be “ Lord’s Prayer.” In both 
■ eh. ivt Wor<f translated “ Lord ” is the Hebrew 

there oreoveL the journalist who has stated 
.¡■Nr to vnr0 " ^Wo Gods in the Bible ” does not 
t? Old, if ^bat the New Testam ent hangs on 
;f^°ard fk 0a Iatter, with its deity, were thrown 
\ pPort thfi„ 0n the four Gospels, deprived of the 
5;.°,? f°Uow. m8C9*V0 from the Old Testam ent, would 
;C aQd for ij~e Christian clergy know this perfectly 
1 °lder R„k at r0ason unite to defend attacks upon 

Ifu ^  the nt 6W. 80riPtnres.
C  atQeQt all °Clt.ies ascribed to Yahweh in the Old 
^¡aoiely’to .f at ‘onal critics know th a t these are 
Hes Bataran„ Hebrew writers themselves, who 
*er> 3 etnnl j ribated to their god the barbarous 
•u j^ e d  hi°^6a *n their own times. They have 
W ,§e Warff3 8,8 ?ommai:>ding all the brutalities 
\fi,3tio a~e . f0 'whioh victorious nations in a semi- 
Wi?of the 'T.Icie<3 on oonqa0red peoples. The 
Hu. °Wn fu ff1, , 0 to which I have referred must 
O jy  i t a a ^ t b e  Old Testam ent god Yahweh 
‘¿i"talQ0a? m,ary being. Whv. then, such vie

was
mi. « — “ b- Why, then, such violent 

»DCi.> c it:e3 . 8 °°Iy conclusion to be drawn from 
tiraea tl r  ^ow ŝb scriptures is th a t in 

as anv161 WS’ as a PecPl0> were quite as 
00'ty 8ta. u 0i, tb 0 surrounding nations. Their 

taada for nothing.
s  A b r a c a d a b r a .

there is—as Mr. Foote’s pamphlet shows—much in it in 
praise of strong drink. The Bishop would probably agree 
with us that the question of teetotalism is essentially a 
modern one. Our quarrel is, however, with those who seek 
to found everything that commends itself to the modern 
mind upon a volume which, in spite of all that may be said 
on its behalf, carries on its face indisputable evidence of the 
primitive state of society in which it originated.

The clergy are always bewailing that they have no hold 
on the working classes. A recent meeting of the National 
Council of Public Morals, which includes representatives of 
the Government and fancy religions, was held at the residence 
of the Duchess of Marlborough. Among the subjects dis
cussed was the morality of soldiers, but the one person who 
was absent was Thomas Atkins.

The Censorship has provoked caustic comment from 
journalists. One of the smartest is that in The Journal 
of the Institute of Journalists, which says “ under a certain 
bulletin of the Press Bureau, a journalist would be liable to 
prosecution for republishing the Sermon on the Mount, since 
it certainly contained arguments in favor of the making of 
peace 1” A decided h it !

Amongst other funds that have been started is “ A National 
Revival of Family Prayers” Fund, with offices at Russell- 
square, W.C. One would have thought that the proper 
way to work this Society would have been to simply pray 
for what is wanted. But to ask for subscriptions in order to 
get people to pray is likely enough to make some curse.

Field-Marshall Lord Grenfell says he is convinced that our 
soldiers are religious at heart. They utter ejaculatory prayers 
on the battlefield. We are quite willing to credit the latter 
part of this statement. “ Oh, Christ 1 ” is, we believe, quite 
common when a shell bursts near a body of men. Sometimes 
it is “Jesus Christ,” and at other times “ Good God,” or “ My 
God,” but these ejaculatory prayers are common, and, as 
Lord Grenfell says, shows how deeply religious our soldiers 
are. And not only our soldiers, but the home population also. 
For you need only tread on a man’s toe to bring one of these 
ejaculatory prayers to the surface. Even the common “ Gawd 
blimey ” is a rough and ready illustration of the English
man’s indestructible belief in the overruling providence of a 
Heavenly Father.

The Archbishop of Canterbury does not feel sure that 
there is more ungodliness and infidelity now than at any 
other time. He thinks we see less religion around us 
because “ there is an increased shyness cf utterance about 
our faith to-day compared with other days.” We congratu
late His Grace on finding a new argument wherewith to 
“ buck u p ” the faithful. vVe confess that we had quite 
failed to observe the “ shyness ” of the average Christian.

& o id  B y o p s .

J R| IrotQ v„-<,a ,VCTy courteous letter from the Bishop 
^t,}^ I thar*] 1C'J W°  th0 following :—  
n 1 your ifc was y°ur hind thought) for

^ 'shon P^Phlot on Bible and Beer ? I am a 
î^h y0 ?f looai vot ,an English citizen, and I am an ardent 
n.5f;t>0n » 0°e [ „ k , tlle will of the people. But I agree 
h 19#ive *eetotnr "’ V-lz' : ^Lat a Bible litcralist finds little
N  the^^'lty. 'r T  'n Scripture. But I believe in pro- 

vUs for con f » Ve n°  rnind to argue with you,ki n«"“ l°r com»» " — »u J'uu> xl'Ji
'»eJ «¿o . Send''i„t troversy ; but as you have done me the 

S0o-ug me your tract T ----- -------------—y°U. i tract of
I thought you might pos- 

Christian man who agrees
taitk?0ora.tic 8â ’ ?n_ one point, but is yet a teetotaler 

'vJPtteh. % , EmJ?rok’bitionist-—Believe me, dear Sir, 
tfif  « the ton “ LtNconN. ’ ’
so!?'13? the „a °f the Bishop's letter, but he is mis- 
) reader ^Pc^tcamo from us. It was probably 

° suht °i. Freethinker who desired the 
, \  . J ot treated from

W f c j t h e

a Fresthought point

” n, ""‘o Sannt- 0 can Î(f admission that a Bible 
K k atls her 10a ôr toototalism in tho Scripture, 
il bel; .Says, an  ̂0tle w^° takes the Bible to mean 

*t ! ®f in tkn /jnyono who does that is compelled 
k* thi. t̂h ikÛCe adrv,-Iill>le aa a teacher of teetotalism.

Bishon1 r8?’ ov®rything is admitted. We 
i S ^ e  h(’y anothe°f L‘Ucolu' in progressive morality ; 
'■'•hli °f ta.g " , Way of saying that we cannot 

f i n T i  ̂  the teachings of two or three
aa bo !  “ truth is, of course, that modern 

etion whatever in the Bible, and

If the Bishop of London keeps on as he is doing we feel 
inclined to devote a column to him with some such heading 
as “ The Bishop Day by Day.” His latest is to tell a 
congregation he thought “ they should thank God that they 
were allowed to have a bit of danger ” in the shape of 
Zeppelin bombs. We imagine if a Zeppelin were about the 
Bishop would “ duck ” pretty lively.

The Leeds City Council has decided to allow boating on 
Sundays in Roundhay Park, and also to permit donkey
riding. The proposal was strongly—although unsuccess
fully—opposed by some of the councillors, who thought the 
pastimes would keep the youth of the city from Sunday- 
schools. Perhaps their constituents will, in due course, 
remind them that their duty is to look after the welfare of 
tho city, not to act as a recruiting agent for the chapels.

The Ghurcli Times for June 4 rides an absurdly high horse. 
The last of its Summary Notes is an arrogant protest against 
a joint service recently held in the parish church of Ton- 
bridge, in commemoration of the anniversary of the late 
Queon Victoria’s birthday. In this service, the principal 
parts were taken by a Baptist minister and a Congregational 
minister, the honor of preaching the sermon falling to the 
lot of the former. According to our very ably conducted 
contemporary, the objoct of such services is “ so to accustom 
people to these occasional fraternisings that, in course of 
time, they may come to believe that there is no essential 
difference between a priest and a Dissenting preacher, be
tween the Church and the separated Beets." We beg to 
inform the Church Times that its protest is at once insolent 
and ludicrous, and that the overbearing, haughty attitude 
underlying it is largely responsible for the popular indiffer-
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ence to the Christian religion. Is not the editor aware that 
the Anglican Church is itself one of the “ separated sects” ? 
Will he tell us what is the “ essential difference ” between 
an Anglican clergyman and a Nonconformist minister ? Are 
they not both looked upon as interlopers, and their orders 
declared invalid, by the Church of Rome ? These ecclesi
astical rivalries are all very laughable, and prove conclusively 
that all religious bodies, Rome included, sail under utterly 
false colors, claiming to be Divine institutions, temples of the 
Holy Ghost, while, in reality, they are but ingeniously con
stituted, and more or less cleverly managed, and exceedingly 
fallible human organisations, without a single trace of divinity 
about them at all.

Although people are getting more religious, as the clergy 
constantly assure us, there are little rifts within the lute. 
The Church Congress is not likely to bo held as at first 
arranged. For this relief much thanks!

“ Conscription will lead the way to the higher life,” says 
the Dean of Exeter. If the conscript were killed it might 
land him in heaven—or the other place. Eh, Mr. Dean ?

According to Dean Henson, in a recent sermon at the 
Temple Church, Christianity is self-condemned as a colossal 
failure. It comes “ so badly out of the European crisis that 
its services to the highest interests of mankind may well be 
challenged.” We are in complete agreement with Dr. 
Henson, and have been making precisely the same state
ment for many years. Our contention is that Christianity 
has failed simply because it is not true. Will the Dean of 
Durham be consistent enough to subscribe this also ? On 
what other ground can he reasonably account for the failure ? 
Surely, had Christianity been true, it would have been a 
glorious success, and there would have been no European 
crisis.

It is but fair to Dr. Henson, however, to say that he was 
speaking of “ ecclesiastical ” Christianity; but does he 
really think that there is any other ? If so, will he be good 
enough to tell us where it is to be found ? We venture to 
affirm that there has never been any other Christianity than 
that which the Church advocates; hut the versions of it are 
as numerous as the sects, each one of which claims to be a 
Divine institution. The situation would be extremely 
amusing were it not so tragic. Some see only the comedy, 
and laugh; some the tragedy, and w eep; whilst a few 
realise that comedy and tragedy intermingle in it in about 
equal quantities, and make it thair aim to discredit and 
annihilate 30 mischievous a religion.

“ God must be patient,” says Father Bernard Vaughan, or 
“ he would sweep us all off the earth and set this planet on 
fire.” We quite fail to see what on earth, or in heaven, he 
need be patient about. The world is his job, not man’s. 
He made it, and said it was very good; and if he now finds 
that it is not as good as he would have liked it to be, it is as 
good as he left it—on the whole, perhaps better. Really, it 
is man who is patient—to an almost asinine degree. God 
has only to put up with the fruits of his own creation, but 
man has to be content with it, also with a God who is 
believed to possess the power to put things straight—and 
does nothing.

The Evening News writes of “ God’s patience, whilst 
Father Bernard Vaughan marvels that he doesn't set the 
world on fire.” The yellow pressman ought to be satisfied, 
Europe is pretty well alight.

Speaking in the House of Commons on the pooling of 
salaries by the Cabinet, Mr. Pringle, M.P., said the Govern
ment “ had adopted one of the precepts of the early Chris
tians.” He hoped that they might emulate their example in 
another direction, and that it might be said of them, "By 
this ye may know that they love one another.” Of course, 
there is always the risk that politicians might emulate 
another early Christian, and sell one another for pieces of 
silver.

The new play, “ Marie Odile,” has aroused some outcry in 
certain religions circles, principally on account of the chief 
character, a nun named after the patron-saint of Alsace, 
having a baby at a convent. Apparently, without the baby 
all would be well. “ Thou shalt not bo found out ” is still 
the greatest commandment—for Christians.

June 13 was Hospital Sunday in London, and the Times 
reminded its readers that “ contributions given in Church are 
a mode of expressing thanks to God for blessings vouchsafed 
to us.” Apparently the Times thinks it is not enough to give

to a hospital collection for the sake of relieving hum-13 
ing, but it considers that in the Church the dominant mj;. 
should be to make the contribution “ a mode of eX?te . ;: 
thanks to God for blessings vouchsafed to us.” On this P  ̂
Colonel Ingersoll’s views are an enlightening conitneE \  

“ Nothing can be more absurd than the idea that w® 
something to please, or displease, an infinite ®ein?‘0pi;̂  
thoughts and actions can lessen, or increase, the .¡.(io' 
of God, then, to that extent, God is the slave anamman...... Ministers say they teach charity. Tbi“!
They live on alms. All beggars teach that others -

The Rev. T. Rhondda Williams is convinced tka ^  ̂  
is a terrible crime against God and humanity; J30 ¡̂nis!s-,: 
tains that when the horrors of it are fully faced, tb ^ £5:1? 
of religion “ can still turn to the sorrowing hearj3 
with a message of special consolation.” No ina-te th> 
circumstances may be, the men of God always 
claim. Mr. Williams, however, being a_ New 9.^  

>uches that message with the hue of originality* ^
“ Even the very worst that happens does not> t 

the spirit, does not defeat the soul of man, or 
purposes of God.” u 9 sb’c

The reverend gentleman has no right to make bu 
ment, because spirit and soul are purely j9f a®*’
concerning which no knowledge is possible- 99d 'J 
know, when a man dies, the whole of him u
Williams has absolutely no evidence to the c 
even “ a hint, a whisper, breathing low.”

Ltor*;

___
Mr. Williams cannot endure the "thought of tb® b0 91>-‘ 

the slain falling victims to the destroyer; bus> to, 
that they do, how on earth can he help it ? . ¡f0 ev°\
from the religious point of view, “ this world is 
of an enigma, at best,” nay, more, “ » not eC ^
snrdity” ; but how the belief that death doe ^  
can minister comfort to anybody is beyond geCond . 
hension. On the assumption that there ' 8 8 %,
there is nothing to show that it is an impE°̂

- would not e
w o r ld . *I r ’

0 ...............  cStaa-.
the first; and most certainly it would no^
rationality of the order of this world. «**■• . ;rfai‘ 
a sentimentalist, pure and simple, a dreamer 01 
dreams. -----  0̂1

Tue Moderator of the Welsh Calvanisiic Body  ̂ $
wonderful discovery, namely, that the British pe°P . siif< 
Germans and love sin. He characterised it as 
suggestive. Is hating the Germans a sin ? The sa® ¡cll u-• - - ■«-..linraeii®»personage is profoundly ashamed of Parliament 
sentiment shared by many non-religions peopl0.

in a o e s  n o t  a p p e a r  10 u a v u  «  0oot.llif ”0u Sj
T h e  G o v e rn o r  o f  C a y lo n  r e p o r t s  ̂ t b a ^  j

jtf'

Religion does not appear to have a 
where.

rbirthday (May 28), Moslem shops in Eauuj fb® .¡„i 
Buddhists, and there were numerous dea" ' g0vet* 
had to be used to quiet the rival religion' 3 ’̂ 6m' 
being killed. “ By their fruits ya shall Uno

----- . Bry®0.1̂The resignation of Mr. William Jenning8 ¡jticis . cj' 
voked some caustic criticism of a very Pl0U p0gs®33 ¡5  ̂
Pittsburgh Gazette says, “ he was a ŵa^|jite
yellow streak; he has now developed 
hour of his chief’s gravest trial.”

&We wonder what the Australians will ,
F. C. Spurr, who latoly returned from t h e n0obt- 
unsuccessful attempt to stamp out Freet j0s«'a
tleman told the Yorkshire Congregational * ^in
that “ tho Australian blood tended to rnn 
virile British characteristics, and there ougn ,‘ 1 *»Hl * T s i:country perpetually a stream of good, P ¡guisb 
blood, and from onr Churches too, to r gootbei 9ll 
that went thin, and to ensure under 
succession of great and godly men. -a AaS{0rfi<< 
means is: (1) Mr. Spurr was a faimr ĝ gaiHJ m, y  
Australia, like every other country, 19 uatcb ?'\ \  
Christianity; and (3) That whenever c rjjgcia 
here and get into a new environment, tb 9{i»c‘
kept them attached to tho Churches ar a0’g “ 1 
seldom create new ones. So much f°r ( (t*
religion.”

Mr. Israel Zangwill’s play,In je c t of a debate'̂ .' ‘ ̂ he Next f
Is this t o Z  ?  Wesleyan Church 

Movement ? yarded as part of the iVeeM

lorSet i‘» reader, I '
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N O T I C E .
“f w  The business of the  

!orneri ^IiIKER” and of T h e  P io n e e e  P r e s s ,
6j p 8  ̂N ew eastle-st., has been transferred to  

b i n g d o n  S t r e e t , L o n d o n , E . C .

To Correspondents.

5reiiou8ly !̂uSA1(ICM Fund, 1915.—Received from March 15 : 
PinW ®owledged, £51 9s. 7d. Received sinoe :—

k ' ‘ ay’ £I ' w -------- R. A. A.,
10a, ;

IfL' '“'cond ar,v r~r "=• > "• ■l.uvy.co, »a., u. Pendle- 
; ■ ,  Ptlonl’ £ 2 t S. Y. Brock, £3 ; F. Akroyd, 

o /'Bowe irA y  5s‘ ’ Little, 3s.; S. E. Noakes, 5s.

Ha.
°5llj Per Miss Vance.—W. D. Cookes, £5.10s. 6d.

m '̂ 3 thê p!*11̂ ,*0 ^fr. Foote and enclosing a subscription 
f ?{obeaHoweSi dent’s Honorarium Fund, says, “ If I were 
.i^wter,” one paper a week, my choice would be the 

5 who contriK ,orî y have I you to thank, but the whole of 
a*i so Willi«1 ."e bo oolomns. The marvel to me is that
H  heartar

Many thanks.

H»h°
i .? * H h S gly work for so small a pittance ; but it shows 
:" Qoor>FE ar® fired for “ the greatest of all causes.”
^ A o„ 0W'~-Received• hti B®*t,_Thm. •
k care anj .“ere 18 no cauae f°r alarm, only occasion for
¿'irsc>&tion 0f fl*?tethought. We are pleased to have your 

" whici, • 13 PaP6r—after thirty years’ experience— 
as vo 6S- tbe r*8ht healthy tone to the situation.”

¿ H ck__ U wlR Bee> aa making satisfactory progress.
'■Ia/ !"egret nr/? °ne A es one’s best, there is no need what- 

X j ® fight sort~S ":ability to do more. And many helpers—
■ils« mabe any burden bearable.

• received. Will appear shortly., g  ri ----  * »^JLÎOOIJL OUWJ. W J t

A s— ,e bo° late for insertion in this week’s issue,f jjj., •̂ 'VYe f|V( liiocniiuu hi uino wcca n ioout.
8absoribe;]  ̂ on'y too pleased to see the Honorarium 

But t i l  cl“9ed- as you suggest, within a brief 
ebest of ■'? reaRy 'n the hands of the subscribers, 
their sirs' -*'?ns’ some people are dilatory in for

est. 11 °Pen l o ® « * « « » .  and this causes the Fund to 
ta J’oijc °er than wnnldthan would otherwise be necessary. Per- 

'?([; 0 he mol *on Axing a time limit may encourage 
C  H e pu Prompt.

» S 0Ŝ S*o
L imitud, ofiioe is at 62 Farringdon-street,

A / ’ B.C. CLAa Sonwrx’s offioe is at 62 Farringdon-street, ‘Hr
'AvA* Burial̂ R6 .̂a^ona' Seoular Sooiety in connection 

*• lonB a.ddresngd t'617*089 are required, all communications- «<uaj0B ,  I u CTi,a FBy[uirou, a n  uum m um ua&iuns
'•rd , °̂ co aa rinc, 6 secretary, Miss E. M. Vance, giving’•Ip *oi p «;oasiblQ.

 ̂ the Freethinker should be addressed to
> > - c r Sm/ af '  L°n<Jon- E.C.
rlsa Fuesdn rea°l1 fit Farringdon-street, London, E.C., 

1&y> or thev will ™t.V n Uetature at, ,\  y W1U not b0 inserted.
\  'Biiuts°a> Cl Fa °. oe 0ent to the Shop Manager of tne 
.Jrtiu *arringdon-street, London, E.C., and not to

v6ai /  8Qy part !?rward°d direct from the publishing
Ha :—,q_ IB0 world, post free, at the following

8i.
-Ona' wona, post tree, at the following 

year, lQa. 6d. ; half year, 5s. 3d. ; three

Personal.

; 6tt v' pained, at the new s of the
Z? O o o t h  S lend> Mr- J- W. De Caux, of

■■ h'^en '  «-Uin„ was or a greac age, ana naa 
C i0tt v e^er 1  0r  Wr°t0 him a friendly, even a
l - J i /  51 Qh,whntTfc/ ime ag0> believing ifc wonld 

, ePlv h ; ^ ’  ̂ êared, was his last bad. As 
b |S  hied th ^  bat someone wrote for him,

It) »  ̂ (or '?n̂ .4ears wore jastifled. He died on 
'w N ’le f4. 1 have ?rd/ y “ orning, as a local paper 

l^0hd3 r loati one of the most brave and 
^  d and !7er ^ ad> while the world has lost 
tnA  deat H um anitarian. For he
i*1/ 3’ he ^hile ^,8 ira^e .on the Great Yarmouth 
AkAtea H s ain,.0** nnjust to his fellow-magis- 
c0thtey Cqm^’ Thrf^9 a r̂*end to the poor and 
ct A t  . «  nofc y Went to him for pro tection ; 
S H i d Vlnii®4. tha t. they went to him for 

i  C S - f 10n* He was once a member 
V A t L, distri0t .a° d the leader of Radical poli- 

ihtf/Qfiaider a .he left polities on account 
° *he ed its hopeless corruption, he 

v aiblon of a relatively poor man,

hut he retained every honest man’s respect. His 
latter years were mostly spent in promoting Free- 
thought as he understood it, th a t is to say according 
to the Freethinker, which he considered in every way 
the finest paper in England, or rather the English- 
speaking world. I t  is well, not only to mention this, 
but to give it emphasis, as it is not the part of his 
career which is likely to be paraded in the newspaper 
obituaries. I am glad to see it remarked in the 
Eastern Evening News th a t “ he would never take 
an oath, but always affirmed.” These are the facts 
th a t mark men out from the ruck of their fellows. 
He did not belong to the common herd. There i3 
something in “ blood ” after all. He came of an 
Huguenot family—men who defied tyranny in Franca 
and found safety in more liberal-minded England. He 
had the blood of these men in him, he never diagraoed 
or betrayed i t ; he did it honor all his life.

My friend D e Caux is dead, but I see th a t another, 
though less intim ate friend, Mr. H erbert Barrows 
has just celebrated his seventieth year, with a pros- 
psot of being called upon to celebrate many more. 
Interviewed by a representative of Reynolds, he 
stated some interesting facts in his career, but they 
are mostly well known. I wish to say a few words 
about what is likely to escape the attention of the 
common-garden journalists. Mr. Barrows has been 
known to me ever since my prosecutions for “ blas
phem y” in 1882-8-4, and I have always found him an 
unhesitating friend of Freedom of Thought. The test 
oomes, finally, in relation to religions m atters. It is 
there th a t yon find whether a man really Iove3 
liberty; he risks something in defending her. He 
draws his sword with a certain passion and deter
mination when he sees her insulted—much more 
when attacked. Something of this must have been in 
George M eredith’s mind when he spoke of the cause 
tha t was championed in th is journal as “ the best of 
causes.” Mr. Burrows stood to lose a public appoint
ment, but he always delivered his full and honest 
opinion on the Blasphemy Laws, and became a 
member of nearly, if not quite, every committee 
established for their abolition. He was a member 
of the committee formed by Mr. Sharman when I 
was in prison, and he took the chair for me at the 
last lecture I delivered a t the Queen’s (Minor) Hall 
against the Blasphemy proseoutions which were dis
gracing a Liberal Government before it found out a 
still more popular and profitable polioy. The chair
man’s speech on th a t oocasion was worthy of the 
applause it received. Mr. Burrows is still, I believe, 
a member of one of the most im portant committees 
in England—I mean the Executive Committee of the 
Secular Education League. I  have belonged to it 
myself ever since its formation, and I  know what I 
am talking about when I say th a t there is no more 
faithful Secular Educationalist than  he is amongst 
the members. I could write more in this vein, but I 
have said enough to show what might be added to 
the Reynolds' panegyrio of one whom I venture to 
oall an old friend. * *

Another old friend of mine, unhappily just deoeased, 
was the late Mr. Hans Lion Braekstad, to whom the 
age of seventy was fatal. He had done a great deal 
to familiarise Englishmen with Scandinavian litera
ture, and about a year before his death he retired 
from the post of Norwegian Consul in London. I 
see nothing in the newspapers about his Freethought, 
of course! of course! of co arse ! and more of 
oourses if you like. I became intim ate with Braekstad 
about the time of my proseoution. He helped me in 
every way he oould. I had officiated at his wife’s 
funeral, and I was glad to know that it was her wish 
th a t I should do so. This seemed to bring me nearer 
to Braekstad than other oiroumstances could do. 
Years afterwards, when we were less intim ate, and 
Braekstad associated more with the “ respeotable ” 
Freethinkers, he still took the secretaryship of 
Holyoake’s “ Liberty of Bequest ” Bill Committee, 
but nothing ever came of th a t Bill, as I told Holyoake,
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and I turned my own attention to another way of 
breaking down the financial penalisation of Free
thinkers under the Blasphemy Laws. Braekstad 
was a clever man, and a lover of Freethought, but 
there was nothing of the heroic in him, for the 
causes he helped, with the one exception of Free- 
thought, were never in danger. Still, I rather liked 
him as a friend ; but it  was as a Freethinker, not as 
a politician, th a t he first won my respect.

Some people wonder th a t my nervous breakdown 
has entailed such a long illness. I t  is the way of 
these things, th a t is how you recognise them. I met 
a friend the other day whom I  had lost sight of. He 
expressed surprise a t finding I had made so much 
progress in recovery. A somewhat similar break
down had cost him a full seven m onths’ illness. I 
noticed, too, a report th a t a consultation of medical 
specialists had been hqld upon Mr. Keir Hardie, who 
m ust imperatively retire for at least six months from 
all work, if he is to take his place again in public 
life. How about a poor Freethought President and 
Editor after th a t ? I  think I  have as much right to 
consideration as Mr. Keir Hardie. I  wish him well, 
but I wish myself well, too, and the best way, 
perhaps, of making th is evident is to call the a tte n 
tion of many of my readers, who have overlooked it, 
to the President’s Honorarium Fund. I t  is more 
than  ever required ; I hope it is not less than  ever 
deserved. G. W . F oo te .

Science and the Bible.—III.

(Continued from p. 380.)
“ In this nineteenth century, as at the dawn of modern 

physical science, the cosmogony of the semi-barbarous 
Hebrew is the incubus of the philosopher and the opprobrium 
of the orthodox. Who shall number the patient and earnest 
seekers after truth, from the days of Galileo until now, 
whose lives have been embittered and their good name
blasted by the mistaken zeal of Bibliolators ? Who shall 
count the licit of weaker men whose sense of truth has been
destroyed in the effort to harmonise impossibilities—whose 
life has been wasted in the attempt to force the generous new 
wine of Science into the old bottles of Judaism, compelled 
by the outcry of the same strong party ? It is true that if 
philosophers have suffered, their cause has been amply 
avenged. Extinguished theologians lie about the cradle of 
every science as the strangled snakes besides that of 
Hercules, and history records that whenever Science and 
Orthodoxy have been fairly opposed, the latter has been 
forced to retire from the lists, bleeding and crushed, if not 
annihilated ; scotched, if not slain. But orthodoxy is the 
Bourbon of the world of thought. It learns not, neither can 
it forget; and though at present bewildered and afraid to 
move, it is willing as ever to insist that the first chapter of 
Genesis contains the beginning and the end of sound science, 
and to visit with such petty thunderbolts as its half-paralysed 
hands can hurl, those who refuse to degrade Nature to the 
level of primitive Judaism,”—PitOi'ESSOR T. H. Huxley, Lay 
Sermon» (1874), p. 277.

the windows. And after the Deluge,
attem pted to build the Tower of Babsl, 
heaven, so th a t when the next flood came t JThewalk up into heaven out of the way. ^  
however—who does not seem to have b0en s!.;; 
th a t the thing would collapse by its owa 
when i t  had reached a certain height— 
scheme in the bud by confusing their la2gfl9»L 
which the Jews thought, in their vanity»
was only one at th a t tim e—namely,----- j l-----  --------- l _ rt j*_ j_v _ q£ the u -vway they accounted for the origin
languages. But we know now that Hebrew» COOwith some of the ancient languages» 18 
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the State until the revival of science jers-
teenth  and fifteenth centuries, the t!!’;
rtannoio TTTnrn Vtcl/1 f.A nnnf a the mclw l . vGenesis were held to contain the
on the m atters of which they

treat !
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was condemned and placed on the^ *-«>0 A

Th e  w riters of the Creation story in the Book of 
Genesis wrote of things as they appeared. The sun 
appeared to move, and the earth  appeared to be firm, 
flat, and stationary ; therefore it was so. They did 
not know th a t  the sun first draws the w ater up in 
the form of vapor before it can come down in the 
form of rain. Therefore they thought there m ust 
bo a great store of w ater up above the  sky, from 
which the rain came ; consequently, the sky m ust be 
solid, or it would not hold the water up. I t  followed, 
therefore, th a t  there m ust be windows in th is solid 
—or “ firmament,” as they called i t—which could be 
opened to let out the water as it was required ; for 
a t the Flood, we read, “ the windows of heaven were 
opened. And the rain was upon the earth  forty days 
and forty n ig h ts” (Gen. vii. 11-12).

W hile the “ firmament ” formed a blue vault, or 
ceiling, over us, the other side formed the floor of 
heaven, where God and the angels lived ; the water 
evidently being kept in reservoirs. Jacob, in his 
dream a t Padanaram , saw “ a ladder set up on the 
earth , and the top of it reaohod to heaven : and I 
behold the  angels of God ascending and descending ] 
on i t ” (Gen. xxviii. 12)—evidently through one of

rsoaies was condemned ana pmucu. —  ̂ 0 ^
prohibited books, where it  remained i°r ¡¡¡j <>(•,; 
years. Copernicus was beyond the [eceif‘ 
Church, he having died immediately a .
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°g eaoh of those revolutions, or catas- 
itoJC'T1 ft,H life was destroyed, and afterwards re- 
Th , '£b other speoies of plants and animals. 

u l  ‘̂ aiformitarians,” on the other hand, held 
te dia nothing by leaps and bounds; th a t 

in..!3 and animals did not suddenly die out, and new 
es appeart They held th a t the  pro

'»toldof Natore were slow and uniform requiring
u »ges to accomplish her result . w0re a t
causes which we see a t 'work y Scotch 

■if3 ln the unfathomable past. H u  > great 
g'oBopher, a man of genius and one of *he greau
;.°Be.et8 of Evolution, upheld the  „h ism ”
„pwianism” as opposed to  the  “ Catas 1 p
» 6 Sixon Professor Werner. . « j

¿ / 'H n ifo rm ita r ia n s ’’ u tterly  failed to  AM 
^^acceptanoe for their views. Even idea9
kti gnnlnS o£ the last century, evolutmna y d e ^
]5jj ^ o s t  universally discredited. A

Smarts:— . . . .
bel'i'10 0ail3e8 of the neglect and ?PP^b7 l|'qiâ 0ver.

a'l evolutionary ideas are not diffic ,.oaaon to 
tW,u°d Greek philosophers saw no m V  ^y 
SttheposBibility of creation by evolution than ny 
u c£ mechanical means. But, on t ronted by 
|v„nm8 in Europe, evolution was at once ‘ which
 ̂ cosmogonies of Jewish and Arabian > woro

‘lJ'-,mcotPQrated in sacred books ; a“d .“n-tiou^f the 
of the sudden making and destru-tmii

Hoik penod8 o£ time necessary for ®v0! o( ? in2 of 
kfit6 admitted by those who believed the , ^ jn| nt. 
TW °t d t° have been recent, and its end 
S;Catastrophic' ideas came to be regarded as 
taa ¿0x' and evolutionary ones as utterly °^  Enable.’’*

saya the same w riter,— 
only did Hutton, unlike the writers of 0 

si01169 of the earth, omit any statement that h 9te based nr, ~
Mvi

•uvi •* , 1 /lurried fliW&ybased on the Scriptures, but^c be
beauty of the system o£,,co?tfUB result of this t^ated, he wrote enthusiastically, be°inning

%>cal inquiry is that we find no vestige of a heD 
\  °PtoBpeot of an end’ ” (p- 25h .  piven
i,C ; i «¡atarftotlou to the acoow a

5 C 5 ;m ^ ' ^ X h Z ^ o  o i  « a g io »

«3 ®  throe great leaders—the enthusiastic
'"SpfCC'U,6nt Sedgwick, and the indefatig j j enslow,

as were also convincedV ^ V ere all honestly, if mistakenly, co
C aLHu£tooian teaching was opposed to the P

p\ m^ical to religion and morality, a samv.i- ------ auu UJO“klgjignoe had to

«  lb 8  8a“ 6‘ He declares:— ,  nr eXtended
of all the lately discovered ^  tbua J 99-which the enemy of God and manr 1 tohisdest— ;

xj U

two pam phlets on the  same

v?hlch\b^ !-He lately discovered or extended 
-a a -0 his dPo(. ° ®nemy of God and man has thus 
ôsaipt°Priato t0r? l̂ng ends- no one been found 

f'ishJ aild indm.1 • 8 Purposes, nor has been so insi- 
ai of his, *-10usly driven forward to the accom- 

lIa3i as the popular 1 new science ’ ofTo 0aoine
ti8 !&emy 0{ 0 aH the infernal artillery which tho 

t6kai01a99ala, tn „• and man has put into tho hands 
^Usr^ath, -wr,,!?! a*- *b ‘8 everlasting monument of 

0a'iedto„r  ̂ require his own unspent breath 
•'1'>tl6kLeoloPiaus >1 Q0‘ Suffioe it to say, that sophisti- 

f c S S - t o  enlist Vf i been allured, by his implacable 
~ Ûrr, 0̂ ‘cy,"* 8 themselves in the service of his

8el°0!o8ist ^ ° nt3 of Satan th a t in future
;Qsth,08a

1 t  ̂ WÎ  ______ ______
e? 1 a ‘yQ0r a n t y 1 f-6ad tho8° Pa80S wiu. bonco

' Who

°f bi8
iS :

war against Omnipotence 
, tin, anilitv :{ alia we again sacredly dofy all 

gp8: fo provu 80Phi8ticated goologians, to tho

p08itions
„ . \ iehtiflnhu Word of God does not satisfy

----------------by a. ̂ *«3 Of e 9 °J Evolution (1911), pp. 21-22.
' ctnitu “°*ution, pp. 27-28.

i>cnP(“re and Geology (1839), pp. 173-4

°U8 true,
ord of (____________
othesis w i l l" ;  th a t people

ith,

who deny the Bible are “ not worthy with whom to 
argue on any subject which involves its sanction. 
Lat such be turned out of the field of sacred argu
ment, as they have often nobly been turned from a 
court of justice, as not worthy of being heard.”

The same reverend gentleman also observes :—
“ I cannot describe the gratitude of spirit and union 

with the holy Luther which I found, when in turning 
to his Exposition of the Book of Genesis, I found that 
his faith and understanding respecting some particulars 
of the creation-work (in addition to his fixed faith 
regarding the main point at issue) exactly and sweetly 
accorded with my own.”

When, after much searching, I a t last found a 
copy of “ the holy L uther’s " Commentary on the First 
Five Chapters of the Book of Genesis, I was Dot much 
surprised to find th a t it had been translated  by the 
Rev. Henry Cole.

The distinguished geologist, Sir Charles Lyell, says 
th a t during the la tte r half of the seventeenth 
oentury—

“ The theologians who now entered the field in Italy, 
Germany, France, and England were innumerable, and 
henceforward they who refused to subscribe to the 
position that all marine organic remains were proofs of 
the Mosaic deluge were exposed to the imputation of 
disbelieving the whole of the sacred writings.”

And ho further declares : —
“ More than a hundred years having been lost in 

writing down the dogma that organised fossils were 
mere sports of nature, an additional period of a century 
and a half was now destined to be consumed in ex
ploding the hypothesis that organised fossils had all 
been buried in the solid strata of Noah’s flood. Never 
did a theoretical fallacy in any branch of science inter
fere more seriously with accurate observation and the
systematic classification of facts....... In short, a sketch
of the progress of geology from the close of the seven
teenth to the end of the eighteenth century ¡3 the 
history of a constant and violent struggle of new 
opinions against doctrines sanctioned by the implicit 
faith of many generations and supposed to rest on 
Scriptural authority.”*

(To be continued.) W. Mann.

The Genesis of Art.—II,

(Concluded from p. 374.)
Now to the rude mind of the primitive savage, con
tends Della Seta, there is nothing better available as 
a means for m aterialising his desires than  an image 
made in the likeness of the plant, animal, or natural 
phenomenon which is to be influenced in the in terest 
of the tribe or clan. Armed with th is image of the 
organic or inorganic entity  he desires to mollify, or 
spur on to beneficent aotion, the savage is provided 
with an instrum ent of immense utility. The eco
nomic problem is ever with ns, even in these civilised 
times. And the ways and means of obtaining the 
neoessaries of life were of the supremest moment 
to the most primitive of human kind. W hat more 
im portant than  to cast one’s spells successfully over 
the animals so essential to the oravings of the 
stomaoh ? Aooording to the anim istic theory man 
was able, by figuring the creatures he was longing 
to possess, to wield a potent power over them. Or 
in default of this, he m ust persuade or compel the 
gods who rule over the animals to drive them  to him. 
Living savages afford proof of th is :—

“ Some peoples therefore draw figures of fish upon the 
sand of the shore, or carve figures of wild animals upon 
the trunks of trees in the place where they are going to 
hunt, whilo others take with them into the field images 
of tho gods of hunting and fishing, to induce them at an 
opportune moment to send them a good supply.”

But the eoonomio aspect of existence, although of 
extreme conoern, does not constitute the snm total 
either of savage or semi-oivilised life. And if we may 
judge from the present state  of Europe, few of us are 
muoh more than  semi-oivilised. After he has obtained 
food through his magio arts, the savage must pay

* Sir Charles Lyell, Principles of Geology (eleventh edition), 
vol. i., p. 57,
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some attention to the diseases, both of body and 
mind, which afflict him. As various anthropologists 
have shown, savages mould figures to represent dis
eased persons, and these figures are subjected to 
remedial treatm ent, so th a t the patients may benefit 
through means of sympathetic magic. Other un
civilised peoples of a more combative or subtle 
character will make a likeness of the demons re
sponsible for human maladies and coerce them into 
better conduct. Or they will endeavor to outwit the 
baleful spirits by preparing images of the beneficent 
spirits, who then drive the sinister disease-generating 
goblins away.

Magical formulae designed to overpower the demons 
of disease are by no means uncommon even among 
the superstitious in W estern Europe. Among savages 
and barbarians such practices are ubiquitous. Sha
manism, th a t world-wide mode of medical treatm ent, 
is built on magic. And although the witch-doctors 
are not too foolish to employ laxatives and herbal 
remedies for human ailments, they more often utilise 
images for curative purposes:—

“ From the woman who is pregnant or in labor and 
the new-born child who cries too loudly, through all the 
varieties of disease, slight or serious, which affect hu
manity, even to epilepsy and madness, plastic art may 
be called on for help.”

Magic incantations are also utilised for the purpose 
of disarming and defeating social enemies and foreign 
foes. Like Susan Nonsuch in Hardy’s Return of the 
Native, who made a waxen image of the detested 
Eustachia Vye, which she stabbed spitefully with 
pins, so th a t her hated enemy should suffer and 
die, so does the noble savage most conscientiously 
elaborate a rude image of his public or private foe 
and inflict on the figure all the injury he would 
delight in wreaking on his living enemy. The savage 
will stab, burn, or carve to fragm ents the effigy of 
his adversary, who is certain, in consequence, to 
endure the pangs of suffering and death. At a far 
higher stage of evolution, we pray to the war gods— 
and even the Prince of Peace may become a war god 
when required—to help us to vanquish the foreign 
nation we are anxious to overpower. And they, true 
to the old savage instinct, cry out, “ Gott strafe 
England." Thus we witness savage philosophy in 
full working order among the most up-to-date dis
ciples of Kultnr.

Della Seta very cogently argues th a t the once 
universal belief in another state  of existence after 
death is responsible for several forms of early art. 
The future state is almost invariably pictured as 
a continuation, in a somewhat different sphere, of 
the life previously lod. And savages unhesitatingly 
assume th a t the foemen who attacked them  on earth 
will continue to molest them in the spirit world. 
Magical means m ust therefore be provided to enable 
the departed to w ithstand the malevolenoe of their 
enemies. Moreover, the dead “ m ust eat, drink, and 
sleep, and the survivors m ust help them  in this, as 
in their tu rn  they hope and expect the same help 
from those who survive them .” All things essential 
to the spirit land are therefore represented by images, 
many of whioh are buried in the graves.

Like modern uncivilised peoples, early man appears 
to have employed perishable m aterials when fabri
cating his funerary furniture. We are therefore 
dependent for our direct knowledge of prehistoric 
a rt upon the discovery of those a rt products which 
were elaborated on bone and stone, or in the form of 
pottery. Various remarkable examples of ancient 
carving and engraving have oome down to us from 
the reindeer period. Wonderful figures of the mam
moth, horse, bison, stag, reindeer, and fish were exe
cuted by some gifted prehistoric race on the horns 
and bones of the reindeer. Few representations of 
fish have, so far, been discovered, but many paintings 
of animals have come to light in the oaves inhabited 
by these early savages. In one of the Spanish oaves 
of th is prehistoric period a stone lamp was discovered, 
ornamented with a splendid representation of an ibex.

Now the caves whose walls were so lavishly painted 
are profoundly dark, even in full daylight. This is a

most astonishing discovery. As Salomon 
remarks in his beautiful book, Apollo:— ve!i 

“ These paintings, consisting sometimss of 0 j;: 
hundred animals, could only have been exeCii., '¡■■¡i- -- - ■ nTl,« aid .were only visible by artificial light. Why s
authors take the trouble to execute the®^ %Srtutuun? biiivu uiia wuuiDio vu
only to please the eye of the reindeer ba“. 
retiring to his cavern at nightfall, ho made “!S i 
meal on the spoils of the chase, by tho d‘?’ j« 
smoking lamps filled with oil from the fat of (¡, 

Carving, painting, and engraving were taer 
in evidence even in th is remote age. ™ (.,aifl!e=s
artists were a t first credited with a re9*?
aesthetic passion, but Reinaoh, Della Seta,aa |i;;i

“ makes hyperbolic use of the expression, 
of art.’ The primitives actually believed 1 ^  jt 
is indeed surprising th a t if those artists ¡¡jr; 
spired by assthetic emotion, th a t they s. j 3r 
so seldom figured the human form. 0f

. o '  ------------- o ------------- ,
itself in their crude creations of those 
whioh awaken their untutored interestaVYHlhOU U.UCK UUUUVUIOU Re»-«'-- , &

“ It not only causes the little artists  ̂ f0t ' p  
figures to certain others, but is respond ^ ese ^  p 
pggerated proportions of certain part* ¡g 
This explains why tho figure of a s9 , \ . of 5 %'-■ 
favorite subjects of a small boy, who0 aBj .«• 
full dross is preferred by his little s‘ , ’e are v 
in the former figure tho sword and plu ,,oBs s ^  
ated out of all proportion, while the sec ¡[)i 
pipe are not forgotten, and why in ,  aod 
tha feathers in tho hat aro exaggsra
and parasol arc not forgotten." , ofjfl8; f **

Mechanical toys, however cleverly io
seldom retain their novelty with o b i l <
length of time. They really prefer , ^
battered, doll or animal toy to a x0m tbi3 
contrivance. Della Seta argues tto Qver * mu
child looks upon its toy as Kïcib K
wishes to exercise its powers. The P r gg0 tf2 # 
of the civilised child serves the Pa fj0j  bo 
image and the native offering v7‘ L  l* ^
civilised forbears. T h e  imaginative
ing with its m iniature houses, »nl® , yS a9 
in a twilight world of fancy. ®B0&„orie‘ 
made to m inister to their owner’s c‘̂ , 3’3 n f
But with the autom atic toy, the 
authority is striotly limited. The 
in its own way and in no other.  ̂ jfg p .j*8 
instrum ent retains its
whereas the ordinary plaything rem 
obedient slave.
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probable th a t the animals portrayed—a .e[[je3': 
useful as provender—were drawn 'faitb %  
and represented on walls in the ^xe^ 0y tbe!

Ï 89

‘Juio

im nelled^h1“ number of images, m 
mffltifflv inhe animais themselves to ;;no Gv®r greater abundanoe. That .jf

o more speculation is proved bv the Barf 3.; 
fishina nenn.8t0mr amone  contemporary bantM 

I t  h l l  I ^  ° u°f arresfced civilisation. [
m m l g ,ng been r °alised th a t tha children J
S 2 l eV0i° n d baaaa  «took« retainfeatures wh.ch characterised their adalb V*»#
in3tf-noXOPa7fce- days’ D0lla S3fca disoerDn ^ 'instinctive dewres of tb 0 vonng Earo^** i
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¡¡¡e foregoj1“ 18 a C0n9*derable amount of tru th  in 
Iberg ¡“ nS contentions may be readily granted. 

io .T. °.8r!jain sense of mystery in all sentient
upie tfiji 7  w® sffi more cr less feel. Thousands of 

? Qonkev 8t<J? *n a crowded thoroughfare to gaze at 
b̂erest in .TT0*33 of children show thein . — children show the in ten sest  

ili8o Dlr“al life by congregating in front of 
, the p8 window. The eagerness w ith
Zool0„; v.e^*Se child gazes on the exhibits in 

:,;3i0ary » . Gardens far transoenda th a t of the
>8 °w03rsh'C1SQ̂ °  And, unquestionably,
.teciatefl ‘̂ , ° ^ . aa anim al’s im age is the m ost 
jPfto&l itself80 * f ° r the possession  of the
i!8! *n oornn' ^ n<? ^ e r e  caD f*0 little  doubt that 
;5|‘0ct in i any wiiib the dim ly awakened m aternal 
t, kioninw ¿,feiaale child, has m aterially assisted  
:“JaS' But an f 6 PlaythiQgs m ost acceptable to the  
^t^iformitv f • aa autom atic toy is concerned, 

that it 1 “8 ac^ on gradually makes it  appear 
a3 t h s +• iS-°0Q ^ooomes as dreary and monot- 

'■r̂ 3 in ar,! ° , S ° f a clock. Again, the in terest 
5 *>,is Z * f ls> even by children of a larger 
i , ■oical ily *ar koeuer than th a t aroused by
>ioa —^contrivances. This appears to point to 

a str • 0 and moving organism
'gea. °aS faaoination over human animals

;isea

\

<*

£
Ciia8ic caj^no10 ancesi'Ors’ firm faith in the efficacy 
"kfkitectu,.« arC0iy have influenced the evolution 
C  PritnitiL ^ any srea t extent. The
:i5 i f vt i l i t a r ia a dW T h e Q S' P la e e 3  W 6r8  PU b
X  esdtifi00 were

n f ; an^ ibe power to rosist wind, 
shaping of man’s tools and 

governed by the purposes they 
serve. In  the case of funerary

Ut

uses to 
were se-

struetural arrangements of 
determined by the laws that

rain. Tijg'
S ^ w is e  

to

;0i»?Qed ecn l‘-Cilsxous “ otive had j 
Incised if, lIons dwellings, th s magio fancy 

V 3e rea l 68 SW ay*
PiCĥ onglv Otters, again m an’s magical delu- 
E;°Lof aocientSer themselves. The master- 
¡̂ij, frorn m ana modern literature have been 

Sre chanfo P ^ y 018! invocations, and hymns 
Jb ,7Qii after „IC by the people and handed down, 
, \ > o  and b , neration, from memory. 
f8aj3' Both anoiQg the same magio element 
,53 and n- Bre or*glrJalIy intended to mimic 
;% uCa of thorrVemen 8 ° t surrounding Nature. 
N  i 0tt«toai88en,MJ iB »PPea^  if we may judge 

'teia„ 8> to h8vn°0̂  emt)orary 8a^ g 0 aud bar-
«¡ai's °f th"e "-VQ been utilised to further the

«?*> ah!.6.1, activif0°mmunity» or to arrest or nullify
! ; C > a Qf f ei80f the spirits. *

S o 0V Srire®cG,

spirits,

both by what happened in

0 m  n w  • thQ spirits. 
reiuforc,^¿“ t 1. ai't tha foregoing conaider-

^  K or  aB ia later European times!
wQ>, Penod of ancient Greek art, 

■’j^Sh hutna^ ê re.80nt 0d in majestic shapes

o 0 > y . i l an d  th e n  m o ck 6 d .
tuman iot-Tvf ?^re loveIy than its own,ffJiftDg y fKd jY,„ ttl, till marble grew divine; ”

i-tif îve15 ths dq«0? 8tm  placed their rude votive 
h j, PQWera f̂ °N'r sanotuaries to secure the 

_eha s Q<„ ®he g03a 0f health and pros-

genius

S S
S e ta

? ait, V/bn„V' '10'° period of the development of 
al h ftety of f SculPtom and painters with most 

^  ita»„ evers Perpetuated pious legends, the
¡̂a 1i6ito-68holilbv+ IC-lr.most devout worship to the 

3ob hoRilges Was ,u ra,,dit‘ou io ho miraculous, because 
SciS3i„ ‘a ^ributed a magio power the others

P alm eb .

‘1 ¡^ 6̂  let,.

Pra°tically from the battle front, 
■' ^  onpri words—words that would bleed

tk̂ der a fi t lQ sufferings of the soldiers in 
lilat Sftck tQ tliat robs hell of its horrors, the 

scenes as he had witnessed, and

such cries as he had heard, would cause even “ a wooden god 
to weep.”

What a splendid chance the world’s religions have, each to 
prove that its own god is not wooden! We read in the Bible 
that Elijah gave a practical demonstration to the heathen to 
show that while their gods were asleep, his own was wide
awake. The priests of Baal met around an altar with Elijah 
and cried their lungs out, shouting at their god to prove his 
ability to save. But there was no response. Elijah prayed 
for fire, and immediately the flames descended as water 
a-down a hill, and licked up the offering on the altar. 
Ah, that’s the kind of God to own! But why do not 
the sects of to-day give their gods an opportunity for a 
public demonstration of their interest in human affairs ? 
Instead of the god who answers by fire, let the test be 
the god who can make his warm tears fall like the gentle 
rain from heaven upon bleeding fields and hearts with heal
ing effect. O, ye gods! which of you has the gift of tears ?

Of course, it is of no use to weep, if that is all a god can 
do; but a god that can see all that is going on in Europe—in 
Galacia, Eastern Prussia, Poland, Belgium, Serbia as well as 
in wayward and unhappy Mexico and massacred Armenia, 
and hear the murmur of anguish from a million tortured 
souls the world over and not care, must have a stone 
or wood for a heart 1

“ Our Father which art in heaven ”—Indeed 1 Have we, 
then, a father in heaven ? And is he blind ? Is he deaf ? 
Is he asleep ? Is he away from his universe on some foreign 
business ? Has he fallen into the hands of robbers, who 
have tied him hand and foot, so that ho cannot act ? 
Clergymen I explain the silence of 11 our father in heaven ” ! 
Is it a wooden father we have up there, in the skies ?

I am going to quote again Buchanan’s wonderful lines, 
which will be found in one of onr publications called Pearls, 
Brave Thoughts from Brave Minds (page 56). I wish some
body would set to music this poetic gem. I would like to 
hear it played on every instrument,—the piano, the violin, 
the harp, the flute 1 I would like to hear it sung on the 
concert stage by artists, in the school by children, in the 
home and the fields, by everybody 1 I would give a fortune, 
if I had on8, to hear the whole world humming Buchanan's 
challenge to the gods :—
“ If I were a God like you, and you were a man like me,

And in the dark you prayed and wept, and I could hear and see— 
The sorrow of your broken heart would darken all my day, 
And never peace or pride were mine till it was smiled away,— 
I ’d clear my heaven above your head till all was bright and blue, 
If you were a man like me, and I were a God like you.”
— The Rationalist (Chicago). M. M. Mangasarian.

Obituary.

On Saturday, June 12, a gathering of Secularists from all 
parts of London, including a large number of the officials of 
the National Secular Society, assembled at the Golders 
Green Crematorium to say farewell to that highly esteemed 
and sturdy old apostle of Secularism, James Rowney, whose 
death was recorded in these columns last week. In 
accordance with the last wishes of the deceased, a Secular 
Burial Service was read, most impressively, by Mr. J. T. 
Lloyd. Born in Ireland and educated in Scotland, James 
Rowney became in turn a Presbyterian, a Baptist Sunday- 
school teacher, and finally, through diligent study of the 
Bible, for the last forty years of his life a confirmed Atheist. 
By his energy and ability, he at one time became the owner 
of a highly successful business and a comparatively wealthy 
man ; but his advocacy of Freethought, in and out of season, 
subjected him to the usual persecution, and through the 
dishonesty of Christian clients, ha suffered ruinous financial 
losses. For many years he was probably the best-known 
figure in all the London parks, where, in spite of increasing 
years, he lectured as a free-lance, both winter and summer. 
He was a man of wide reading and sound argument, and, 
though tenacious in his opposition, was never discourteous 
to his opponents. In his last hours of consciousness he re
affirmed his belief in the principles of Secularism which he 
had so nobly and ungrudgingly upheld. He gave of his best 
to the cause of Freethought, which was the richer by his 
advocaoy and will be the poorer by his loss.—E. M, Vance.

Another of the old guard has fallen in the person of Mr. 
John Hocking, of 122 Belsize-road, Kilburn, who died on 
Monday, June 7, in the sixty-first year of his age. Mr, 
Hocking joined tho N. S. S, in the year 1885, and for many 
years did much to promote tho interests of Freethought by 
open-air speaking in Kilburn and by debates at his own 
house. He was held in high esteem by all who knew him 
as a man of sterling character and high aims. He was 
buried on June 10 in the West Hampstead Cemetery, and a 
Secular Service was conducted at the graveside. We tender 
our profound sympathy to his mourning relatives.—J. T. L.
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SUN D A Y  LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.
Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday 

and be marked “ Lecture Notice ” if not sent on postcard. 
LONDON.

OUTDOOB.
B ethnal G reen B ranch N . 8 . S . (Victoria Park, near the 

Bandstand) : 3.15 and 6.15, E. Burke, Lectures.
Camberwell B ranch N. S. S. (Brockwell Park) : 6, Miss

Kough, a Lecture.
K inosland B ranch N. S. S. (corner of Kidley-road): 7.30, 

F. Schaller, “ A Plea for Atheism.”
N orth L ondon B ranch N . S. 8 . (Finsbury Park): 11.15, W . 

Davidson, a Lecture. Parliament Hill: 3.15, A. D. Howell- 
Smitb, B.A., “ The Truth About the Soul.” Regent’s Park: 
3.15, L. B. Gallagher, a Lecture.

W est H am B ranch N . 8 . 8 . (outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford, E.) : 7, A. D. Howell-Smith, B.A., a Lecture.

America’s Freethought

T H E  T R U T H S  E

LATEST N. S. S. BADGE.—A single Pansy 
flower, size as shown ; artistic and neat design 
in enamel and silver ; permanent in color; has 
been the means of making many pleasant 
introductions. Brooch, Stud fastening, or 
Scarf-pin, post free in Great Britain, 9d. each. 
Exceptional value. Only limited number in 
stock.—From Miss E. M. Vance, General 

Secretary, N. 8 . S., 62 .Farringdon-street, London, E.C. 
N.B.—Note compulsory slight advance in prices.

PROPAGANDIST LEAFLETS. New Issue. 1 . Christianity a 
Stupendous Failure, J, T. Lloyd; 2. Bible and Teetotalism, J. M. 
Wheeler j 3. Principles of Secularism, C. Watts ; 4. Where Are 
Your Hospitals! R. Ingersoll. 5. Because the Bible Tells Me 
So, W. P. Ball; 6. Why Be Goodi by G. W. Foote. The 
Parson's Creed. Often the means of arresting attention and 
making new members. Price 6d. per hundred, post free 7d. 
Special rates for larger quantities. Samples on receipt of 
stamped addressed envelope.—Miss E, M. V ance, N. S. S. 
Secretary, 62 Farringdon-street, London, E.O.

CHARLES
THE LATE

RRÄDLÄUGH, M.P.
A S tatuette  Bust,

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

colleagues. Size, 6J ins. by 8J ins. by 4£ ins.
Piaster (Ivory Finish) ... ... 3/-

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

CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD:
G. E. MACDONALD ~
L. K. WASHBURN ™ — — EdUOBIAI

S ubscription R ates.
Single subscription in advance — ***
Two new subscribers ... —
One subscription two years in advance

6 .0®

{.00
une suDSoripiion two years in Bavanoa 00^  •'

To all foreign countries, except Mexioo, 50 cents 
Subscriptions for any length of time under a year’ jĵ je. u 

25 oents per month, may be begun at ê ii\ &  
Freethinkers everywhere are invited to send for r

D e t e r m i n i s m  o r  F r e e
By C. COHEN.

Issued by the Secular Society>

A clear and able exposition of the ^ 
the only adequate light—the light of 6

CONTENTS.
I. The Question 3tated.—II. “ Freedom
Consciousness, Deliberation, and ChoioJ

.. and " " fp v
v— IV .

Consequences of Determinism.—V. Professo* 
Dilemma of Determinism.”—VI. The Nature .

T h e  P io n e e r  P r ess  61 Farringdon-street. London, E.C. j or, 
Miss E. M. V a nce , Secretary, N. S. S.

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

P R I C E  O N E  S H I L L I N G  11
(POSTAGE 2d.)

T he P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon-street, frolli00'
A

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

Company Limited by Guarantee,

Registered Office— 62 FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C, 

Chairman of Board of Dvreotors—Mr. G. W. FOOTE,

Becreiary—Miss E. M. VANCE,

An AnnualThis Society was ormsd in 1898 to afford legal seourity to the 
acquisition and application of funds for Secular purposes,

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

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

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

The Society has a considorablo^numbor 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 such, shall derive any sort of profit from 
the Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
any way whatever.

The Society's affairs aro managed by an elected Board of 
Directors, consisting of not less than five and not more than 
twelvs members, one-third of whom retire (by ballot) each year,

but aro capable of re-elcotion. An Annuo tb® \.9y 
members must be held in London, to r0. a tb&)

new’ nT.new Directors, and transact any other bus B°c\eJe ££V  
Being a duly registered body, the Sec . sb6°\,ei ^

oan receive donations and bequests rr i^yof V .
Those who are in a position to do s o 0;ety'BAuvou n u u  mjlö iu  lm oiijuu --- pjDrJ
donations, or to insert a boquest in tbe B ..gktei'JTj 
otîIIh. On thin nnint there need not bo tnO 1wills. On this point thero need not bo ‘h® ‘ 0te. V f  V  j 
It is quite impossible to set aside such beq ot“'0£i) '
have no option but to pay them over ® ^  t1 a /option but to pay 
administration. No objoction of any 
oonneotion with any of the wills by 
already been benefited.

The Society's solicitors are M essrs
Rood-lane, Fenchuroh-street, London,

is aA Form of Bequest,—The following 
bequest for insertion in the wills of

kind *T'tj¡e
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, Principles and Objects.
M Juches that conduct should be base on reason 
' t̂en 8.6, I<; knowa nothing of divine guidance or
W V *  excludes supernatural hopes arm fears, it 

^ ¡^ lûeBs as man’s proper aim, and utility as his

* S ?  affirms that Progress is only possible through 
^VoI“ Ch ia at °nee a right and a duty ; and therefore 
Wfci 8a}07a every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of 
« S S ® , « a  speech.

'  w j®  declares that theology is condemned by reason 
as I T ’ aild ky exporience aa mischievous, and 

historic enemy of Progress.
v̂l accordingly seeks to dispel superstition ; to 

to disestablish religion; to rationalise 
J^al peace ; to dignify labor; to extend
% le, “6lng J and realise the self-government of

Ja
redeclaration81010 as a memkel on signing the

¡’¿ .“'Isetf0 :|oin, tba National Sooular Sooiety: and I 
,,:tlg its °3 a member, to co-operate in
S,»>«.... ' E‘ ’
^îd.

> « 0 »  . >Hit,
day df..,. ........ 190.

’C^ecription 8̂ on^  **e transmitted to the Secretary 
^ heî°M
w a minimum ol Two Shillings per y°ar’ °v0erZ  

to fix his own subscription accor j 
end interest in the cause

'n J®®Billat8 Practical Oblccta.
n* ---- ’ ‘ ~_  . . H U I 1 V U I

Socu ?tion of Bequests to Secular or other Free 
' >'d oninf3’ *or the maintenance and propagation o 
' aa oils on matters of religion, on the sami 
^ 0 a Si t'Ply to Christian or Theistio churches o:

^LIl>tiaj'vo the Blasphemy Laws, in order tha 
.V »i fine 0an7assed as freely as other subjects, with 

.»mprisonrn^t
■‘'■¿t*? and Disendowment of the Stat

of .n | 0°tland, and Wales.
As Su 01 othn ^ ‘gious Teaching and Bible Readin 

..'-e OiT . " * ennoational establishments supporte'

youth!!,°U,d°WGd educational institutions to th 
an'1,0!“ 868 alik0-

too. US(
thi

-jo* mo Dn.v^ “*ws »»torfering with the free t 
q.iiffig of st^°S° oi ou t̂nre and recreation ; and t*. 

4  • °ht(0lio8‘ ' 16 aud ^nnioipal Museums, Librarieo

l.^itv8 i°* Rrriaee Raws, especially to securi
V^q^^ffivctog Jd ar,d wife, and a reasonable libert;

hi lo8a: status of men and women, b< 
&X0:0 of i^^Pendent ol sexual distinctions.

■ %N  Uk 01 thono , a ,rom a11 forms of violence, am
" 'vko would make a profit out of theii

^irit^oreditary distinctions and privileges 
I P*ove (aaOnist)Q to justice and humai

aijiy li. * e l o s t  and wise moans of tho con 
S s’ 8M0it*es, wv,° ma8ses of the people, especially 

Want'0 insanitary and incommodioui
■ ■?l lt.,Not;3lSB!4sa, ari;n °f open spaces, cause physica

tnl,lts tn0Q of the 5  deterioration of family life. 
' i - S h ta' aad and dnty of Labor to organise

iu >tit̂ ?t0cti economical advancement, and of it* 
Ol ¿ ‘“ ««eh combinations.

. daa of Reform for that of Punish 
oi c5iminals, so that gaols may nc

nl?’cal, iI,tSutlon’ cr oven °f mere detention 
vW^ioJ l°ted to;n! ec D̂a*, and moral elevation foi 

s'.§> I S b ^ t h e S S  a«ti-social tendencies. 
hi',5 fjl . o ,  aw to animals, so as to socurc

N f l J j C P o a c n i  °igal Protection against cruelty, 
at4tc» ' f o *  ^ bot?oen nations, and tho substn 

a* in the settlement of inter-

FREETHOUGHT PUBLICATIONS.

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

Th e  Mortality  of t h e  Sohl . By David Hume. 
With an Introduction by G. W. Foote. 16 pages, price Id.,
postage ^d.

An  E ssay  on Su ic id e . B y David H um e. W ith  
an Historical and Critical Introduction by G. W. Foote, 
price Id., postage id.

F rom Ch r ist ia n  P u l p it  to Secular  P latform .
By J. T. Lloyd. A History of his Mental Development. 
60 pages, price Id., postage Id.

Th e  Martyrdom  of H y pa tia . B y M. M. Manga- 
sarian (Chicago). 16 pages, price Id., postage id.

Th e  W isdo m  of t h e  An c ie n t s . By Lord Bacon. 
A beautiful and suggestive composition. 86 pages, reduced 
from Is. to 3d., postage Id.

A Re fu t a t io n  op D e is m . By Percy Bysshe 
Shelley. With an Introduction by G. W. Foote. 32 pages, 
price Id., postage id.

L if e , D e a t h , a n d  Im m ortality . By Percy Bysshe 
Shelley. 16 pages, price Id., postage id .

W h y  Am I an  Agnostic  ? By Col. R. G. Ingersoll. 
24 pages, price Id., postage id.

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

U t il it a r ia n ism . By Jeremy Bentham. An Im por
tant Work. 32 pages, price Id., postage id,

Th e  M ist a k e s  of Mo s e s . By Col. R. G. Ingersoll. 
Only Complete Edition. Beautifully printed on fine 
paper. 136 pages. Reduced to 6d., postage 2id.

Th e  E sse n c e  of Re l ig io n . By Ludwig Feuerbach. 
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