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^ hed r* ^  y.rew UP amon0 healthy men and 
Hjitf fby practice of comradeship. It has never 
lniaLi^L^lantc,ms and falsehoods, and it never can
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Christianity and Toleration.

observes that Calvinistio dogmatism has 
1 hke a nightmare and hideous dream ” ;’tab a uiguumare anu diubous uream ;

rt°tasta°f ba borne in mind that Calvinism is a 
f0tHn]B f *ierm applied to the body ot doctrines 

ky a distinguished Protestant divine. 
•?Hq ^ 110 Protestant world, however, Calvinism is 
?0̂ 'fledeans dead, though it is being considerably 

tti0(3e’ 0r, reoor>etruoted, to meet the requirements 
n̂o.'viedge. It may be true, indeed, that 

J?4ttera Iaf  *8 steadily gaining ground, even in 
Jiistio, ^ are ^he creeds held are avowedly Cal-dii en ’*’^ere are Presbyterian and Reformed 

iahi °’ even doctrinally, are not easily dis-
a ^ Dle from many of their Wesleyan brethren. 

j fifr5 now being tolerated in all communions 
N d a * ,7®1* 8 ago would have been utterly oon- 
>  this fLSeverely panished. We are not to infer 
8(0 tolero ^  Pr°testantism, as snob, is one whit

5  than L S r a n d C ^ i n

« O » 1* that Protestants tend moro and mo 
ff 8 t0tnrn to the bosom of the C h o l ic  Chnrcn, 
con,,?OIlnce religion altogether. T ‘ 

of l?a'0Q is irresistible that the gvo nnmj8. 
S l e deration among Protestants 10 a .
S i ,  lgn of the decadence of J h '  , yt
W .7 orthodox believers are of necessity intoleranall * -s; K . NJ n il n --- '  V i o  U/LO KJM. U O  WWUU* WJ i l i i /u i v j l  IVUU

W^eth if forms of heterodoxy. Under Queen
i Vfn.a 41—  j_____  . p a.i__n . i i .  _ i î ____  ̂_ i

S ed.,,a and v,Wf 8 tarn of the Catholios to be 
V  t1 An»kUt, i 0 death in company with Presby- 

pow .^ f^t8» and Arians. The Anglioans 
%etn8 ooQj , > aad Bishop Bilson maintained that 

5ia i be 0101:6 sinful than to tolerate any 
lQg extrn n,gnage was terribly southing, as the 

cotQ ° . addressed to Catholios, shows :— 
thJ* 18 so secret, no prison so close, but your 

âij00*1®1̂  ° suffered doth offend God, infect others, 
m3  ^hy c.i,yo0r ° wu frowardness. If your religion is 

i W  BboU)(j 0ald it lack churches ? If it be naught, 
r'  fj./ *rot pa . a  have chambors ? A Christian prince 
'W  . ^Rara i 0?  01 w*nk at your falsehood."

ed on a*er the Irish Protestant Bishops 
3  injured |u,1'P08e to proclaim that intolerance 
¡N ^fity i n n ‘ ®hat is to say, the Church of 

%  4hd that troubled land, being in power, 
s Jt(ii g raain-l0rib8d the Church of the over- 
Utoi8gia,tlon rifcy» declaring that to give Papists 

tkeif °r to consent that they might freely 
i Sw’. ônla v !g*on> and profess their faith and 

be a grievous sin.«„ 13 the p „.7 ö‘ *dyuuo diu.
■\h ever atboHo Churoh is as intolerant to- 

" i3 a8, ïts creeds have grown and

3  the
i

it6*1tNgradu1(?iT0lnent towards freedom has taken 
>tyj ^*0 than n 8e.0Qlarised State, or in a Chnroh 

n Christian. A thoroughly Christian

L ■*■««3 U1UUUO UUUJ 5*.UIIU UIUU
4uy ùave undergone no other material

State or Churoh would be untrue to itself if it 
afforded hospitality to what it regarded as heresy or 
error. An Australian Catholic Archbishop, Dr. Carr, 
tells us that the greatest of all persecutors is God. 
As reported in the Age, of Melbourne, for June 28, 
he asserts that, Godless education being responsible 
for the War, God is now expressing his displeasure 
with the nations of Europe by humbling them at the 
point of the sword, and that “  when their infliction 
has wiped out their errors, and the Almighty is 
satisfied, then will the War end.” In other words, 
God will keep the War going, with all its unspeak
able horrors, until all the nations engaged in it have 
repented of their respective sins and errors, and 
beoome lovers and servants of his Christ. Imme
diately after making that strange statement, Dr, 
Carr proceeds thus :—

“ When I think of the frightful carnage, dreadful 
cruelty, and immense loss of li fe ; when I see the 
papers and see the photographs of the number of young 
men, boys— merely boys— with their splendid counte
nances, and read of their heroic deeds, my heart bleeds 
for the condition of the young men of this country who 
have gone forth to fight their country’s battles, meeting 
superior numbers. For the sake of the good, honest, 
Australian lives that are being sacrificed, I  urge you to 
pray for a speedy end of the War.”

Do you notice the fundamental inconsistency in the 
Archbishop’s teaching ? In one breath he assures 
us that the War is a Divine judgment, visitation, or 
infliction, and will oontinue until it has cleansed the 
peoples concerned from all their transgressions, and 
then urges his flock to pray for a speedy termination 
to it. If, in any case, God is sure to 6nd the War as 
soon as its designed mission has been fulfilled, why 
insult him by asking him to end it sooner ?

His Grace prooeeds thus :—
“  I have always hoped that this fair land of Australia 

would remain a Christian land, but lately I  have some 
fears that there is a small section of the community 
upon which the Christian doctrine has no influence, and 
which may, perchance, have a bad effect upon those 
who come in contact with them, unless they are on 
their guard. I  must ask the great body of Christ’s fol
lowers that if they at any time or anywhere hear any 
men denying the existence of the Supreme God, or the 
Christian moralities, if they cannot refute and disprove 
them, to at least have no culpabilities in it. I  have a 
spocial reason for making this appeal; I  do not wish to 
mention any publication, but there are some people in 
our land who are trying to spread those devastating 
principles which have done so much to place Europe in 
its present chaotic state.”

How laughably impotent the priest is now that the 
State is no longer at his beck and call. The old 
spirit is still alive, but laeks the arm to put its 
behests into execution. Servetus was burnt to death 
at the stake for much less heresy than that of whioh 
the Freethinkers of Australia are guilty to-day. The 
Arohbishop hates them with perfeot hatred, and 
denounces them in the strongest language, but is 
powerless to harm them. What the devastating 
principles are whioh have contributed on such a 
soale to Europe’s present chaotic state we are not 
informed; but we venture to affirm that Christi
anity has had its share in the production of the 
confusion. At the head of the German Empire 
is a man who holds that “  no words of man 
have ever been uttered worthy of comparison 
with the words of Christ,” who eulogises “  that



530 THE FRBEITHIHKEB AUGUST

loye for one’s neighbor which grows in the soil 
of Christianity,” and who believes that “ the noblest 
duty of a Government is to protect the weaker 
classes of society and to assist them to attain to a 
higher economic and moral condition.” France is 
the only country that can be suspected of Atheism, 
on any extensive scale, and in which the bugbear of 
Secular Education is to be found. Belgium was a 
loyal daughter of the Church, and yet she is im
measurably more terribly stricken than any of the 
other lands. What “  devastating principles ” have 
brought about her shocking downfall ? Under the 
Divine rule, do the innocent suffer with the guilty, 
without any discrimination ? The Archbishop’s 
reasoning is as fallacious as it can be. What he 
decries as containing and spreading “  devastating 
principles” is Freethought, and this,if he only could, 
he would exterminate by force. His ancestors both 
had and used the power to rid the world of Free
thinkers, but even they were powerless against Free- 
thought, which had the knack of spreading in the 
dark underground. His Grace, Archbishop Carr, can
not touch either Freethought or Freethinkers except 
with his tongue, which, after all, is comparatively 
harmless. But we can clearly read between the 
lines how he would deal with both, if the State were 
only as spiritual as the Church. Intolerance is still 
a duty which every true Christian cherishes in his 
heart, though he can no longer discharge it in deed 
as well as in thought.

Incidentally, the Archbishop betrays an astonish
ing lack of confidence in the power of the Gospel. 
Australia is well supplied with ministers and 
churches of all denominations, and the work of 
evangelisation is incessantly going o n ; and yet his 
Grace has fears that “  a small section of the com
munity ” may succeed in preventing that fair land 
from remaining Christian. A few years ago a Mel
bourne Baptist minister, who is now in London, in 
an article in the Christian World, spoke most slight
ingly and insultingly of the opponents of the Chris
tian faith in that city, as if they were an entirely 
negligible quantity. The Arohblshop differs from 
that gentleman to th8 extent of fearing that those 
same despised people may, unless cheeked in some 
way, convert the whole country to “  the devastating 
principles ” of Atheism, and we inollne to the opinion 
that the Catholic’s fears are better founded than the 
Protestant’s hopes. The wonder is that his Grace 
does not see that by entertaining such fears he is 
dealing Christianity the deadliest blow possible. If 
the religion of which ho is a chief minister is so 
feeble that it cannot successfully repulse the attacks 
of so insignificant a foe, the question reasonably 
arises, What has become of the omnipotent God of 
all grace, of the all-conquering Christ, and of the 
Holy Ghost with his all-quickening powers, the 
praises of whom all pulpits are so fond of singing at 
the top of their voices ? Do not the Three-in-One 
stand completely and finally discredited as worthless 
myths ?

For the most part, Protestantism is becoming 
more and more tolerant because it is slowly growing 
more human and correspondingly less Christian. In 
theory, Catholicism is as intolerant as ever, but it 
has lost the support of its ancient coadjutor, the 
civil government, and can no longer put its theory 
into praotice. We are enthusiastic advocates of uni
versal toleration, even the toleration of the Churches, 
though we do not expeot to be ourselves tolerated by 
the Churches, as long as they remain loyal to their 
apostolic traditions. The saved by the only saving 
name under heaven are under a solemn obliga
tion to persecute all revilers of that, to them, 
infinitely precious name, and that for their own 
good. Our ambition, however, is to convince as 
many of our fellow-beings as we can that faith in 
that name is the vainest of delusions, human salva
tion being possible alone, not by supernatural belief, 
but through the dissemination of natural knowledge, 
and the socialising of all our faculties.

J. T . L l o y d .

Atheism and the Law.—II»

( Concluded from p. 514.) . 3.
T h e  whole history of the laws dealing whoeroeIy 
phemy is, as Mr. Justice Stephen says, an 
curious one ; and it may be added, that so f*r ctej 
Western World is concerned, it is a history con 
with Christianity. In the old Roman Wor* g5.
existed no law against criticism of the £°d 1 c0re. 
lxgious observances were associated with Sea ^  
monials and some of the duties of citizens 
nothing approaching laws against blasphemy, 
as obtained under Christianity existed, and aU 
of the old Roman literature remains to p*0 
criticism was very free and often very drastic- ^  

Laws against blasphemy appear to have orig ^  
in the Western World owing primarily to j. ¡jjJ 
that Christianity began as the religion of 0 g’̂ te, 
not of a State or nation. As a sect within t .jjn. 
the Christian Church thus created its own c

certain rights of exPiil8,.„„tio n , and exercised  oertain  rig h ts of tb{
d iscip lin e tow ard s its  ow n  m em bers. 
rulers o f th e  S ta te  b ecam e C h ristian s, and '* 
u n derw en t a process o f C h ristian isation , tb® ^  jts 
claim ed th e su pp ort o f th e  S ta te  in onvry113̂ . ; evers. 
ed icts in  relation  to  h eretics , and later, to  un ‘ j.8 of 
T h u s th ere w ere tw o  grounds on w hich th® ] .o0 0t 

m ed th e  righ t to order
to inflict punishment. In the first p!aoe, lj of
the right to discipline its own members m jh*
heretical teaching or irreligious practice- ^¡¡ï 
aeoond, to protect itself against attack—ad ̂  
was made to cover all cases where oriticis® 
ing was hostile to orthodoxy. This, it is 010 j. 0Ÿery- 
most comprehensive olaim. It covered a j ^ n b ^  
thing, and its influence can be seen in all 
laws and persecutions even to our own day. . 0Bjy 

But there was no attempt to make ^ jg "1h$be
or heresy an offence against the secular P°?rl',‘ Icb, 
two institutions were quite distinct. The Com tf 
the Church Courts, judged the offence,

ot

i ^ and tb6!

The6 two* n SaCniar P°W9r to enforce its deci3i°j}s 
6 tW0 P?w®rs secular and religious-wer® g s,

State ° f ? r!  fc.° Popular belief, thenot technically a religions Stats. )3secular matters  ̂̂

?p-«». SW Sifc:
feudal barn ^  “ Shts of jurisdiction possess®'3 (!
ovefLnn, °r dnke’ and ««oisfld the 
sum m oned to0as o id ir  88tatG- W hen ? 6 ^■o send representatives toi.
th is  w as n ot beoause th e  C h u r c h qo#  
organ isation , b u t becau se it w as aoigaiutuuiviwuj uuv wuuuuuw
nity, making its own rules, and possess*8  ̂ e%stre

T h is  "la st" fact wJ8f ° o à ^ #?

&

levy  its  ow n  ta x e s . _______
im p o rtan ce to  a mediaeval m onarch . it8
C h u rch  lo st no o p p o rtu n ity  of advan to 
in terest in b oth  w ays, b u t it is .  
th is  d istin ction  in m in d . . « ,er0 fAofl*

A n d  I  repeat, a lth o u gh  th e  P00^ ,.a0d 0° ° % ^  
su p erstitio u s, a lth o u gh  th e  Churoh exrl.r a h ^  
pow er, a lth ou gh  th e  m on arch  o ften  j0ed—
its  th u n d ers, th e  mediaeval S ta te  re n,hg h t ci 
cally  and lega lly — a seoular State- 
C h u rch  n ever ad m itted  itse lf to  be a 
th e S ta te , it h as n ever done th a t y®"- 
n ever ad m itted  itse lf  to  be a uep 
Church

W aa:
itslaw8«

d its ° w"  A resy u‘ s i1' 
what was ^  en£°rag^ 

phemy, asking the seonlar power giv®*’' ^  , 
decrees. This assistance was Sen. n a t  'f,e. Ŝ J

The Church had its oWB/“ ' ^  otf ft 
courts, and they deolared what - — ^  eu*-

cost. 13 at 
antestablish»^ 

w hich the
was

° ; . f f .

kiuS e3 e»- M

heretio nsually found to his 
Protestantism the legal 
religion, a State, that is, in 
a particular form of religion 
holding public office, from the 
Amongst the many retrogressive i°r3
by Protestantism this is certainly n . g fy y 

There is no need here to deal W1 , ^jtb 
the powor of the Chnroh to ^ealajariy 
blasphemy became vested in re&

te°{
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Kisjj Courts, and finally passed within the 
■:ijeej .0n tho common law. That phaaa of the 
ŵillK fa‘rly we^ understood, but what has been 

':®ot of °ne reoogaise the almost anoonsoious 
;!4iD , oe Church Times' remark about the Judges 
Sight Recking the “ the law of the Ages.” They 
■ He V1 c°utrary, claim to be restoring the law 
^ J p ^ —but of the ages before Protestantism 
it ¡¡tag 1U ^ entifying a particular religion with
M  ,8‘
;:jfch r
%

under either form — that in which tho 
, distinct from the State, with Church 

Hieh °ffenoes against religion, or that in
, f 0 People are ordered by lasv to accept a 

''%ib!°r£n ef religion—“ blasphemy ” is a more 
'iijtaig hi °®ence than under conditions which 
3 cbooa aŝ emy Laws while allowing a citizen 

¡̂thont ^iS own reff8*on> or> if be pleases, 
' t; °ne altogether. Except in the case 

of1Dg’ and> * think, the Lsrd Chancellor 
r'̂ ch-—tl 00u.ree> appointments in the State 
;bioB Qj re, ia no legal compulsion for a pro

digious belief. Every judge on theoener. mvery judge on 
.‘aH of fu 06 a freethinker. Some, I believe,
! tail,- 0eia wight be. They are not called upon 

a Profession of religion us a condition of
■ *' As B y Lord Chief Justice is himself a
■'itiai deni08 aü that is fundamental and
■ °ught /^kti& nity. To say, therefore, that the
*"&!, 0 declare attacks on Christianity to be
J,is ¡Q 0 ‘ i* appoints judges who believe that it is 

?iV8iint 11 degree absurd. The modern
0Qe l^etuaHy, too composite for laws against
f i " " " " '

Urĉ  Times complains that the decision

are ;

;Me,

rt'L,ai of r®l^*0n to suggest anything but a 
^ C7i7, tQ®<d*dva,F barbarism and bigotry.
ä Athisists-
11 tie

f  ^ E n gr 'u  a better position than Catholics, whether 
i5t*t his  ̂*rf ot. ftoman obedience. Let a man disin- 
idstg tv,0 ,PriQg an<d give his estate to promote 
a for iln 8 aw uPbolds the gift. Let a widow leave 

8868 for her own or her husband’s soul, andI on grounds of public policy, cancels the

0g6°'n<̂ nS bis article, the writer saysG vUß

V**at g^°.r® Word’ The large legacy given to th< 
isano woant the disinheritance of tho testa

the

tiil|)ö8. Tr. fha legacy was the greater part of his 
i •öotalit.̂  ^ e*r fruits ye shall know them.’ Chris- 
1 aa been so strong in England that astrong in Englandnotary f- -, —  ““ ““s vuo.u o,

iunnjJ rreeaom allowed in few other lauds has uc* Safo ______i. ______ I. c.___i'^ i0isi~ ;  8ate" The present example of
?  kt tho'*«̂ ’68*'8 ere long it may be fc________ _

A 281:13 of ti in the public interest, to deprive its
^  POWP.V fin r U o in l io v î f  îf.a n ffa n v in r r  11

Secularist 
found neces-citi?'ur the

0l>8 of ti
>t̂ O te Cq 10 Power to disinherit its offspring.

It°lVardIy paragraph than this was never 
■tyw-ecl, bJ1^ 08*13 more than it says : and it is 
¡‘ike .its fa?^80 have said it, would have 
Achi îbg h’81̂ '-  l^°fnre °f Bowman 

l8t faJ8,.".*88130»” aQd, under pressure of 
’StT ®0°tQh’n r ̂ 8rn’” having his money to the

is well calculated to oause
their hands in horror and forget\  VUD»r uanua m liorrur auu lurget

tQariy a]?l01'y. and triokery that pave3 the 
Ii. °f thi ° f legacies which enrich the 

8 a n d  °tber countries. But what are 
**>8 wii]9 âe*ia are> that Mr. Bowman, in 

Mtiik êf 0{ > Was nut influenced in anyway by 
WPootan 0 Secular Sooiety, Limited. It was 

L StQg 0 0008 a0t °f bis own. The will w as
of j ‘ the ground of undue infiuonoe or on 

¡/■Ik® ib eith8aQlty* Had there been tho ghost of 
lef ^^0ctlon it would have been tried.

% r, 00 issue- 
tie left

-if by issue is meant sons
ana'And v, . fc a widow—an elderly lady at 

IP L 8 futniy °v*ded ber with £1,000 in cash, a
k! r̂J,deCeanQ̂ re, and the proceeds of the estate elat Ba- T<- —  ■ -  • . . . . . .Son’ , ^  was only after her death that oiety,cm a, Jjimited, was to reoeive its 

LVet of \-tbe estate was to be paid legacies 
71 • 8 relatives. What becomes, then, 

\ > l d  f0%es’ appeal to the sympathy of the 
8 '? n,5 these poor victims of “  Secular'E*1 

a°y simply do not exist. If
Secularist 

Mr.

Bowman had been a Christian and left his money to 
a church or a missionary society, he would have been 
landed for his piety. As it was left to a Seoular 
Society, he is a glaring example of “ Secularist fana
ticism ” —so glaring, that to prevent its recurrence 
the laws of primogeniture may have to be altered. 
There seems greater need for a law that would 
compel the editors of religions papers to print only 
the truth.

Just a word about the Catholic widow leaving 
money for masses for her husband’s soul. I believe 
that,, as the law stands, this would be an illegal gift. 
Bat that is not a law which owes its being to 
“  Secularist fanaticism.” It is of Christian origin. 
It is doe to the faot that when a Christian finds 
himself in power he has an almost irresistible ten
dency to play the part of persecutor. When Catho
lics were in power they persecuted Protestants. 
When Protestants gained the upper hand they made 
the practice of Roman Catholicism illegal. More 
than that, they made the teaohing of opinions con
trary to their own illegal, and the Church Times, in 
spite of a half-hearted disclaimer, now laments that 
this practice is breaking down. The Church Times, 
which leans to the practice of the Mass, is simply 
tasting the medicine it wishes to be served out to 
others. By all means let the Catholic widow leave 
money for Masses, if she pleases. Freethinkers are 
the last to wish to deprive her of that right. More, 
they would, I hope, be the first to give her that right 
had they the power. It is not the Freethinker who 
calls in the policeman and the gaoler to hinder the 
spread of this opinion, or to aid the spread of that 
one. That is a role that belongs of historic right to 
Christianity. In that direction it occupies the 
highest position, and Fr6ethought has no intention 
or desire of contesting its supremacy, q  Co h e n

The Bible as Literature.

The Literary Man’s Bible, by W. L. Courtney. Chapman it
Eall.

The Bible and Anglo-Saxon People, by William Canton.
Dent & Co.

Me. W. L. Couetney’s The Literary Man’s Bible has 
attracted considerable and deserved attention. The 
press, religious and seoular alike, has given it con
spicuous and laudatory consideration. Nor is this 
to be wondered at, for Mr. Courtney, a well-known 
Fleet-street journalist, has prepared a novel edition 
of the Bible. He makes it perfeotly clear that his 
sole objeot is to treat the Scriptures as literature. 
And he rightly insists that, if the Old and New 
Testaments are to be judged as literature, identically 
the same canons of criticism must be applied to them 
which are applied to any other books. There can be 
no question of verbal inspiration. “ To me,” says Mr. 
Courtney, “ Isaiah is as inspired as Shakespeare, but 
not more so. Plato is as inspired as Job, but not 
more so.” The world moves indeed. A popular 
writer, mark you, oan say this to-day amid applause, 
but years ago Buoh a remark would have cost Mr. 
Courtney his liberty.

Mr. Courtney gives us the beBt passages he can 
find in the Bible, selected, we repeat, purely as 
literature. The Bible itself, as it at length escapes 
from the blue penoil of the distinguished literary 
critic of the Daily Telegraph, wears a ourious but 
not unfamiliar shape. It reoalls those editions of 
the saered volume intended to spare the blushes 
of the young. This most unauthorised version of 
the Bible is divided into an “ historical” section, 
which comprises 223 pages out of some 400; a 
“  prophetical ”  section of 61 pages ; a “  poetical ”  
section of 80 pages; and a so-oalled “ wisdom” 
division of 40 pages. It will be noticed that tho 
entire priestly contribution to the Bible is treated 
with what Carlyle calls “  high-sniffing contempt.” 
In tho “  historical ”  seotion the plan has been to 
take the separate legends and episodes out of their 
respective books, and introduce them with brief
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explanatory and critical comments» strongly sug
gestive of the newest of new theologians.

An impression as of “ the horns of Elflaud faintly 
blowing ” is produced by reading Mr. Canton’s boob, 
The Bible and Anglo Saxon People, for it is as remote 
from Mr. Courtney’s method as the North is from the 
South Pole. The book is quite out of touch with 
modern knowledge. Mr. Canton is hypnotised by 
the Bible, and for him the other sacred books of 
the world have little or no meaning. He makes 
it quite clear that his sole object is to hold a brief 
for the Christian Bible, and he has wasted a good 
deal of ink for that purpose.

Mr. Courtney is far more up-to-date. In his intro
duction to The Literary Man's Bible he boldly throws 
overboard the old-fashioned ideas, but he protests too 
much in speaking of the “ unparalleled ” literary value 
of the Bible. He even points to his carefully selected 
pages of Oriental fact and fiction, poetry and pietism, 
and challenges comparison with the greatest writers 
of all time. “ Angels and ministers of grace defend 
u s !” While preachers and proselytes were content 
to point to the Bible as the Church’s “ one founda
tion,” they could claim at least attention. But when 
a sentimental journalist insists that the Bible is the 
greatest piece of literature in the whole world, and 
assigns a place to it above Shakespeare, above Dante, 
above Homer, then indeed it is high time to enter a 
strenuous and, if possible, a serious protest.

When one studies the Bible purely as literature, 
one sees that though it occupies a special place 
on account of its religious character, it has no claim 
to unchallenged supremacy. Its literary character
istics are not, in reality, different from other similar 
works. It is the work of Orientals, and, further, it is 
not a single boob, but a collection of books. It is 
a very far cry from the simple, artless stories of a 
savage people to the passionate romance of the 
“ Song of Songs.” There is an immense gulf between 
the plain, unvarnished, and often indelioate, stories 
of the patriarchs, and the involved, artful, trans
cendental romances of the Gospels. The books of 
the Hebrew Old Testament cover a period of cen
turies, and are filled with stolen Assyrian, Baby
lonian, and Egyptian ideas. In the New Testament 
one finds books written in a comparatively modern 
language, when Rom8 held the sceptre of the world. 
Thus, in point of time, the work ranges from 1000 B C. 
to at least as late as a .d . 200. In material there is a 
corresponding variety. There are scraps of folk-songs 
of war, early legends, mythioal history, fragments of 
laws, collections of proverbs, psalms of meditation, 
chronologies, the euphemistic ingenuities of the 
Apocalypse, the elaborate romances of the Gospels, 
and the'dialectics of Paul.

The whole atmosphere is Oriental, and springs 
from the same fertile Bource as The Arabia?i Nights. 
In the New Testament, side by side with the riotous 
Eastern imagination, there is a new element in the 
attempt to graft philosophy on the elementary fic
tions of the Old Testament. If one remembers that 
the only other work with which English-speaking 
peoples are familiar, which comes from the same 
Eastern background as the Bible, is The Arabian 
Nights, one will realise better the enormous distance 
from us of this Biblical literature. Stevenson has 
pointed out that the characters of The Arabian Nights 
are mere puppets, and their stories are a more suc
cession of incident and event, unbroken by any at
tempt to characterise the people.

This is as true of the Bible as of The Arabian 
Nights. Compared to the great masters of speeoh, 
Shakespeare, Dante, Homer, to say nothing of 
¿EschyluB, Lucretius, or Milton, the anonymous 
authors of the Bible are poor of resouroe, limited 
of range, timid in execution. These Orientals mostly 
pour out floods of anger and pietism; largely utter 
hoarse cries of fear, revenge, and worship. Wit and 
humor were closed books to them. From the first 
error in Genesis to the final absurdity in Revelation 
there is not a spark of humor. Much of their best 
work is only so much mellifluous prurience, presented 
in exotic forms of verse. At other times their verse

is filled with the turmoil of battle, the Q„]yoo 
horses, the flashing and bickering of spears. 
rare occasions does the still, sad voioe of hD 
make itself heard. The austere simplicity, "jj 
attention is so often drawn, is easily paralle*® ^  
Vedas, the Koran, and other sacred books of 
Thus, in the last analysis, the Bible simply ® ¡^1 
the ordinary stock-in-trade of almost a" ^¡j 
writers. Compare Isaiah with the Divin*1 ~°ah&t-wrirors. uompare rsaian wicn cne , ĝ se-
of Dante; contrast the Song of SoDgs w , „«siJ* 
speare’s Othello. Place the story of Jonah a ? tbe 
Goethe’s Faust. Confronted with the works $0 
masters of human speech, the books of * 
are merely the work of minor writers. . ¿Yer- 

E v e n  the vigorous English of the Author! 
sion of the Bible is but a happy aeoident 0 .jj 
lation. Hebrew is, admittedly, a poor langQ » ôri: 
the Greek of the New Testament is perhaps 
ever written. The obvious reply to Mr-  ̂ Oot- 
suggestion is that one writer alone more tryi» 
weighs the Bible. The finest attempts » P  ̂tW 
the Soriptures, comprising, be it remem  ̂jb- 
work of many minds in many centuries, Bid3 
dead level of inferiority when put sid9 by __ fli 
the sky-soaring grandeurs of
magnificent works cover the whole gamat of_____________ _________ ____  „  only1
emotion, but the writers of the Bible kn0 ĵj.er 
simpler passions. Shakespeare is the one ^ ; ceri°: 
the highest gift of lauguage that the gr0a.'- j,e9t, i1!’ 
poetry has ever known. When ho is at m ngj0oft!; 
well-nigh impossible to do justice to the ®j0g0̂ D°' 
language. It is a3 various as it is / at? 
caressingly tender, now lulling, lingering 8 lo'-,’ 
now resonant as silver trumpets. Ho  ̂ ro°!j{ 
too, of a solemn, peouliar music, boo ^  ti
the tense like the sea round a l°nC/ . , 0iysyHâ

tb3

of a
vrau f 01180 Aiau uuu uvjui — „
delighted in the ample swell and roll of P 
words. With these he would fill 
reverberating sentences that have in . e\\ 
how, the echo of immensity, as “ aa

boi\H

the murmu f tbe wayes_ Hjs 
fell fr^rS’ »f-n<* c^,ef of the impressive h° ¡¡¡¡el 
u i f  1118 Pfn ar® rooted in the speech ot
artist* th .Siia^ei)Poare is supreme, the .-̂ fl
in to ’ j 6 lnoomparab]e craftsman, the fi-
n words who has enriched beyond »eas^3 e(.

c6 ra°th9r-tongue ever used by the Hp3 bar!-’- — a the e £¡¡,1«
Compared with his deathless dreamS: 
and elemental fairy tales and lyri03 
are merely the work of minor write ■

the
of tb0.

If “ j
, J  ... eolo*Ìheavily hs'-had not been associated with a n0“ . ' ' '  ag3; iAt 

system of religion, they would, °?n 0jjole0S 
been oonsnmed to nothingness in the e ^5.
of Universal Silence. $5.1$*

Tha World’s Prem ier plant.

518-)

.111’

dise®
tb3;

(Continued from p u,„.
A n o t h e r  fungus produces root ro . irnp c! 
proves fatal to  fru it trees, and °_„flifce jjv̂ tproves ratal to truit trees, 
plants, including cotton. Thi3 para6’ 0fc'fl 
the nourishment contained in the 
substance 
die. This
of the food-materials and waterterials and water *»
its roots from the earth, and the' 0 adv00,0
perishes. Various remedies have lit1 fie :r. .. - . c____ hut .. fnja* .d-

LUIOULUCUU UUUUtUUUu " O i .
co, and caases the roots , g 
iis exasperating m alady th a . tV

the d estru ction  o f the fungusUUU UGOV&UUU1UU UV UUU . « . ‘O . Vfilltly
tical result. Cereal crops are aPPa bee0 3 v ... 
tbe attacks of the parasite, and it jjfceiy 
that the only plan available that  ̂0rop 
the evil is the adoption of a syst0 jo » t& ;
which will limit the growth of 00 ¡0ar- 0(Pet[f
area to one year in every three_ ^  foe ^ ¡¡ô i 
circumstances the cotton will ga*D tiu-
advantages derived from rotatio ' gr® >« 
quence, the plant’s more vig0 $
materially assist it in surviving 1
tions of the fungus.

Leaf-blight is a common 
although it gives the older

cottoo PjO
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ootton. The parasites already men-

l(1p . . and adds n oth in g  to  th e valu e of th e  
Dili's ¡l8 no*i regarded as a very  serious a ilm en t.
: far k'8 a'8D ooca8ioned by a fu n g n s-g ro w th  w hich , 
“ier f aS ie^ dam age. T h ere are various

vja“S°id diseases, all o f w h ich  serve to  show  us 
■'as f P0r m its , and  even  en cou rages, low ly  
:;te0 ^ e> devoid of eith er b ea u ty  or u tility , to  
.;c 0{e ?D(i m u ltip ly  to  th e  d etrim en t or destru c- 
:lln ^ b l y  evolved flow ering p la n ts , w h ich  not 
; f p t j  aa orn am en t to  th e  lan dscap e, b u t are 
Froai practical benefit to h u m an  kind.

W ,  8 fungoid en em ies w e w ill now  tu rn  to  the
Cdfoes o£

ar0 innocent and h arm less organ ism s in 
istj aon with th 9 h ardy and aggressive a n tago- 
■ 4 v £o be n oted . T h e  M exican  boll w eevil 
^ i n !r  *6 £ e m ,r  th e  cu ltiv a to r  o f cotton . 
,thi9„ ,laruayed by th e  m an y a ttem p ts  to extirpate  
J-ODj'81“01'3 creature su ccessfu lly  en tren ch es itse lf  
fading ° 8e.n h a b ita t, from  w h ich  it  d esp a tch es its  

^ s armies in all d irection s. I t  h as b ecom e a 
' %  the 6eriously con ten d ed  w ith  in v a st  areas  
, la t^ 6 SrGat c o tto n  cou n try .
%oloVa ! aDSuinary ’ sixties o f A m erican  h istory  

Hie a ’rlQ M exico, presen ted  th e  c o tto n  p lanters  
’ ^Pted r?.UD<£lng c ou n try  w ith  th e  boll w eevil, 

i ations stead ily  w orsen ed and u ltim a te ly  
farmers to forsake th eir co tto n  fields in 

¿¡e ££or w eary years o f w a itin g , th e  plan ters  
[ e.d to  resu m e th e  cu ltu re o f ootto n , but  

w hich had som ew h ere secreted  itse lf  
l> im m ed ia te ly  reappeared and ruined  

a t M ~  8core o f years la te r  th e  w eevil had  
*tiee. M ^m oras, and w as preparing for a fu rth er  

ton ;_ealiy  Ml th e  im m e n se  territory  devoted

?  th8

l* boll'

<«»>
Saw-. ^y

'•CottoQ- ^ y  Ml the immense territory 
5 S ;  tv!» Texas is now at the mercy of the 
J  W Ba ® 6nMroning States have been entered, 
*6 Cqh 3t Pr°miaes to ultimately penetrate the 

■ kH oii°n area‘
Weevil is a small inseot whose appearance 

^ Z, Su8gS8ts its desperate character. It is a 
Jjtk, beetle, hardly a quarter of an inoh in 
. vtiQc, ,e£ If® presence, particularly in a previously 
,'foac etritory, arouses fear and trembling in the 
X n ^ M t y .  Under last autumn’s fallen leaves, 
'^ith v frDm fctie cold oi winter under sticks and 
ibis ien0., eble sleeps until spring, to be reawakened 
\ tth%  deeds when the vernal sun rejuvenates

A

1  ̂ early visit to the shrub he loves so
< > «  f. *> rr,

and epŴ en £i£)e °°l'li0n plant rejoices in the 
light of the unfolding year, the weevil

W l e "Ul , soon becomes attentive to the
ava^Pu0^00^ 00» an(* pla0GS a single egg , able cotton “ unnn.ro ”  Aa t.tn oononr,

■ Uk- 'ma the i„ roe oottoiTbollBdevelops^be|pioroes its

? ■ f r » « m ,E,? „ o eo‘ morc »88» i “ ?h , la“ a
V t V ayB the eggfiSf io  i a n t  becomesu S o l at the expense of the P ant> ° e g into 

¡5*11$ 0ae& into a pnpa, and finally ' ^orrnlete
^ elG of development being now o-mpiet

N > "  cashes matority so 8» "“ S ‘ 1 ^  S  
i A  im,year the original populatio ,veevils 
N  J °te*Bea. The newly developed "eevu
N * 2 ?  their retreats and mingle with the^ 
ht.v Owq s grandparents. They boo ana
V * A l l ^ y batters ; they multiply aPa°«. a 
f  C o n t a i n  their rapacious lives at the

V*1!  antrP9rsecQted ootton plant. : t inW>8 .s-utam- * g) whea th08O oocur, assist m
broods of the pestilent weevil,

frostsW i
^eta stin ----- — —  ..v.u...,

y !flyM°aPablp,, await the disoovery of remedial 
VNin nj utilisation on a large soale. One 

Gd that *8 o£ 00036 Httle interest. It 
! a ae«a8„ai? an£i existing in Gautemala was

fiiUtg R̂ rty of 0 Inveterate enemy of the boll wee- 
Hbit ^D*rers 80t °nt for the purpose of 

hCc\   ̂C(?bntrva an* an  ̂ introducing it into 
' (̂¡ijpive j y’ Accustomed to a warm climate 

1,5 8Qtyjn few of these welcome inseots 
VlQg the colder conditions of the

cotton States. But some of these Southern ants 
appear to be adapting themselves to their new en
vironment, so that it may become possible to evolve 
a variety which will prove of inestimable value in the 
weevil smitten area.

The “ eotton-worm,”  as it is popularly called, is 
another pest. This so-oalled “  worm ” is really the 
caterpillar of a migrant moth. In common with all 
caterpillars, it is an unending eater, and from one to 
four weeks, according to the weather, the inseot is 
occupied in passing through the larval phase of its 
development. Naturally, the amount of ruin wrought 
becomes enormous. The female moth deposits about 
five hundred eggs, and these she usually places on 
the under side of the ootton leaf. Unless delayed 
by inclement weather, the eggs soon hatch out, and 
the newly emerged larva begins to devour the leaves 
or even attack the bolls of the plant. The caterpillar 
grows rapidly, and when the larval or oaterpillar 
phase oomes to a close, the insect make3 an incom
plete cocoon, very commonly within a folded leaf. In 
this retreat the larva, now transformed into a pupa, 
passes a period of rest. This phase of the inseot’s 
metamorphosis covers a period which varies from a 
week to a month. Daring this resting stage the pupa 
develops into a winged moth, which issues from ths 
cocoon, and soon afterwards seeks food, and in the 
case of the female, a place for her eggs. Half a dozen 
or even more generations may thus bg produced in 
the course of a summer, and, needless to state, a 
single female oao populate an area of considerable 
size.

A serious menace to the cotton grower is the boll- 
worm. This inseot enjoys a wide geographical range, 
but only attacks cotton when it happens to serve as 
its most convenient feediDg-plant. This parasite’s 
life-cycle is similar to that of the cotton-worm, but 
its favorite food is the cotton boll. Nor is it satisfied 
with one boll, for when it tires of one, it proceeds to 
destroy another. Each worm is capable of seriously 
injuring several bolls, and the insect is in oonse- 
quenoe highly detrimental to the crop. Nor is this 
the fall measure of its iniquity, as the boll-worm 
constantly attacks the immature flowers and pre
vents their farther development.

The oaterpillar spends two or three weeks of its 
wasteful existence in destroying bolls and blooms, 
and then, satisfied with its lengthy meal, it descends 
to the earth for a few weeks’ rest. It shapes itself 
an oval cell in the soil, and in this state of voluntary 
immurement it remains for a week or so in repose. 
Daring this time its metamorphosis takes place, and 
it returns to the world in the form of a brightly- 
colored moth. As may have been observed, the 
time spent in the evolution of the insect varies 
within considerable limits. This laok of uniformity 
is mainly traceable to the nature of the weather. 
But in any normal season the average period oooupied 
in the various changes from the egg to the imago or 
adult inseot is from thirty-five to forty days, so that 
five or six generations appear eaoh year. The evil 
inseot is equally in its element among the growing 
corn or in the tomato patch, so that three important 
crops are subject to its ravages. Trap crops, moth 
traps, inseotieides, and other weapons have been 
opposed to the boll-worm. Experience appears to 
prove that insect poisons and moth traps are open 
to serious objection, but the plan of preparing decoy 
crops for the moths to nest in, and then burning the 
plants with their contained eggs has shown itself 
fairly successful in minimising the pest. Again, 
wise farmers are not unmindful of the value of 
insectivorous birds, and would rather encourage 
these winged friends in their plantations than scare 
them away with their guns.

Much as we endure the blaok blight on the nastur
tium and elder bush, the cotton onltivator suffers 
from the invasion of the ootton-aphis. The aphides 
emerge from their winter shelter among the weeds 
and alight on the tender cotton leaves of spring. 
The aphides are very harmful, as they absorb the 
juioes from the delicate leaves and, like all ether 
inseot pests, they possess the power to multiply
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at a stupendous rate. In the eotton ground, as 
in our own gardens, the moat convenient plan for 
reducing the number of aphides is to clear away 
the weeds and rubbish from the soil throughout 
the winter months.

In addition to the enemies already dealt with, the 
cotton planter has to contend with several species of 
cut-worms. These vermin derive their name from 
the fact that, in early spring, when the young plants 
have risen out of the soil, the farmer frequently 
notices, when he surveys his plantation in the morn
ing, that large numbers of his shrubs have been 
beheaded during the night. This phenomenon is 
so familiar to the farmer that he at onoe realises 
that the cut-worms have been engaged in their noc
turnal malpraotioe3. These cut-worms are really 
caterpillars—voracious caterpillars which, when full 
grown, are sometimes nearly two inches long. They 
shun the light of day, but steal forth after dark and 
devour the heads of the young plants so completely 
that the latter look as if some ill-conditioned person 
had deliberately destroyed their tops. The presence 
of these caterpillars is frequently unsuspected until 
the damage has been done, as the insects remain 
hidden during the day. The discoveries of science 
are now rendering assistance, and a completer con
trol of these direful caterpillars may confidently be 
looked for in the immediate future.

The garden web-worm and the cotton-square borer 
are likewise responsible for much misohief, but suf
ficient has been put forward to prove that the ootton 
grower is unceasingly threatened by the immensely 
destructive and, in some cases, nearly ruinous inroads 
of parasitic fungoid and insect foes.

From grey antiquity ootton has been cultivated 
and manufactured in India. The first record of 
cotton production in China occurs in the eleventh 
century of our era, but there is every probability 
that it was grown in that country many centuries 
before, as cotton fabrics were common in China 
prior to the alleged birth of Christ. Egypt and 
nearly all the African continent were familiar with 
it from very early times. Herodotus mentions “ the 
thorax or cuirass sent by Amasis, King of Egypt, to 
Sparta ”  in 550 B C. And the Father of History pro
ceeds to explain that trees grew in India, “ the fruit 
of which is a wool, exceeding in beauty and goodness 
that of a sheep.” From these trees, bo tells ns, were 
derived the fleeces which adorned the cuirass which 
Amasis presented to Sparta. For hundreds of years 
cotton has been cultivated in Asia Minor, in various 
Mediterranean Islands, in Greeoe, and in the South 
of Italy. For the introduction into mediaeval Europe 
of this invaluable staple we must thank the Moors, 
who reared the plant in Spain a thousand years ago. 
For centuries the Catholio Spaniards looked with cold 
disdain on this Mohammedan industry, but it was 
accepted in more enlightened Italy, and from that 
Southern land it spread to France and Greece.

(To be concluded.) T. F. PALMER.

S le e p .

Oh, dreamless Sleep ! thou gift, of all gifts greatest! 
That leadeth us awhile to perfect rest:
That soothest all the heart break and the sorrow 
That in our waking hours keeps us oppressed:
Thou takest from ns morbid care and brooding;
Our fevered souls forget, and cease to pine;
And all the fretted nerves that twinge with anguish, 
Thou calmest with thine own pure anodyne.
Oh, wondrous boon! when Death at long last cometh, 
And I must yield, all life doth round me tw ine:
I shall not fear the dark-robed haunting Btranger 
Who cometh, bringing gifts like unto thine.
To Mother Nature he takes all her children ;
Close to her heart he lays them on her breast;
To dreamless sleep— their joys and tears forgotten; 
Their burdens gone; for evermore at rest.

W. J, K ing.

Acid Drops.
------•------ ftp

Some religious folk may have been pleased 
Smith, the hero of the “  Brides and the Bath ”

in quite a religious spirit. His last letter ti ^  iSS 
was written to Miss Pegler, whom he assured tb», 
spending his time in “ deep and solemn meditation-
nature of that meditation he left no room for dou ■1 return ■“ I am preparing my soul for Him to receive. j  fca'= 

the teaching which I received from my mottie nce 
gone to God with all my sins with true re? jrniytel  ̂
asked his forgiveness and mercy on my soul, i ,0 bee- 
and feel that my faithful and sincere prayer ^  perW'
answered...... I shall have an extraordinary P
peace.” _ aIs0

Quite a touching letter, and so pious 1 Smith wa0 
that God had “  ordained ”  the coming together o 0  
Miss Pegler. Who “ ordained ” his mooting wi 
ladies is left to our imagination.

nIptisfi
Some weeks ago we said that we should not be ^ ¡ ,

if presently some witnesses were found for the 1 
t_ ___u -------- — - i ________ to be £°rl“ ,b£¿1

to r  

¡ilr<at PreS
Daily T  %

In such cases evidence is almost certain to be ( 
and we are, therefore, not surprised that a
unearthed. Lance-Corporal------ (he is f°r01 t
his name, although it is difficult to see why) 13 
hospital (hospital unnamed), and he told a { __
sentative that during the retreat from ^ 0DŜ  tbs11 Ci 
tiring day, he saw a strange light in mid-air, a ¡„g * , 
distinctly “ three shapes, one in the c®c ^ ° aaito d‘s*!L

e saw tl 
ild us t

the same thing.”  So there it is ! We are

looked like outspread wings,” the other tw°^ (1 ando£“L 
but not so large. “ All the men with me saw “ ' bad fp
men came up from other groups, and told us ,v pnz^“ 
the same thing.”  So there it is I We are 9t
account for the silence of this Lance-Corpora ^  p« 
other men who saw the vision—a silence la® * V .
year. That was a question the Daily i  caiB0IS 
thought of asking this wounded soldier, who 
conveniently withheld. ____  ^,1

Writing on the Mons logend, Mr. Arthur 
angels are more popular than saints in Ln0 
rarer than honest journalists.

___— ^ ejy
A writer in a pious journal refers to “ t*1® 0j." ^¡¡ci 

siasm of the religion of the man in the 31  ̂ fb® b‘ 
educated theologian sometimes imagines ,jerS, a® 
word “  publicans ” refers to licensed vi°
1 divers diseases ”  means water on the brai

------  - b cleric»1
There is a humorous sequel to the“  ' ' due „„„¡¡gb ,i itsation that the Germans are Atheists. jpg.

7 „ r. " D m i  finn ftilVS tD®" . * f, e\$

The death of Sir James Murray, the
id-K

Zeitung, a Protestant publication, says Atb®1'
tians are supported by the “  wildest j>n“a jibe 
their denunciation of Germany. R  
version of the old story of the pot and th

IUU UUiALU UL OUT «JttUlUB JXLUiit»Jf---  . £0
of the Oxford English Dictionary, to wbf teu^e #0̂  t 
life, reminds ub of a good story. A fri013̂  of f*1® -  ̂
tulations on the publication of Section ge0 y 
Bending him a note worded, “ I rejoice ,
escaped from L .”  _____ . 0  ^

Mr. Arnold White thinks that “ the si^ar ar® 
ossified the heart of England before th e g o le m 11 
We hope ho is a true prophet, for the m 
know is Christianity. ___ _

In a leading article, the Churchy 
declares that “ the simplest, as it is 4 failure 1 ,, " v  
to those who pronounce Christianity ¡.r
Alice mado to the infuriated queen 0 oQJ. c®B s* ..¡v 
sense” ; but we beg to submit tin* * by fb»* J 
treatment of the subject is characte %avapw 0 C> it*

-old, tor tbe°%r0 V

:i if';/

of sheer nonsense. We are told 
Christian religion satisfies the educ. g > 
but the statement is almost totally^ an6ia<>‘
among both the educated and the - 
accept Christianity, but the overwbe 0f 6" ¡¡o'f .r 
classes are unbelievers. How many gid®’ aî b®'O 
many lawyers and doctors, on the' ° “tber, 
among the working classes, on tne u rpjj0 11 r b,irc'.;si 
believers in and followers of Christ ‘ ^  fb0 (¡vSj
main support of religion come from plates»6 
satirically calls the bourgeois class- W®1 
bourgeois is middle class, and is B
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t̂tfihM°"Câ led m' ddl0 c 'ass is composed almost exclusively 
“ dehound slaves of convention and religion ?

>ttoti00atlCOIltetaporary ’s own siJ0Wing> Chritianity flourishes 
; ,e bourgeois class which it insultingly dubs 11 the 

;'>ttj lvat°d.” The writer of the article poses as a 
 ̂ «person, as a sort of super-prig, who pretends to 

tf Ch/  .ter. than all who differ from him. The rejectors 
lave I8?la“ ity are not even worthy of a hearing. They 
8nc[, 6l®er modesty nor knowledge of their limitations. 
:.i;,, PP°nents of the faith may rise out of the bourgeois 

aro n°t ° f it- The worshipers of the past, the 
it6 ta °f tradition, and the champions of superstition 
it6tl ia ■ ad admoa£ exclusively in the middle class; but 
AttestttUS ?'ass there is now a decided decline of religious 
*0aono ’,1'vb*eh shows that Christianity is a signal failure 

s 8,11 classes.

N Times complains that irresponsible journalists
"8olelv i®86 dons declare that Christianity is a failure, 

¿t ®oaaso they are out of touch with the parochial 
■loii Wo .W„CCluntry.” But why aro they out of touch with 

because the Christian work of the 
]iHnljQ0 aa not succeeded in reorganising its life. The work 
*!ale. Q n nccause it does not bear fruit on any noticeable 
-tn 6jj a* contemporary avers that the Church has not 
®*>th Bag ■ *n intercessory prayer. True; but what on 
■wthiot, v, De&n the practical use of intercessory prayer ? 
1,1'‘hing nJjS„ ev?r come of appeals to the supernatural, and

It

b evor wiUi 
5 ttlQ The making of them is as fruitless as

C f^ c t l
eilg08r to y true that it is “  impossible for any regular 

at n^oid being continually reminded of the fact

*Et(

Sh

Chu k“  iS at war.” True, again; but is it creditable 
tQ £bo Prince of Peace that it is under the 

truth ; reiaind *fs members that the nation is at war ?
Jta >8 that the Prince of Peace has been supplanted 
ancient God 0f battles, and it ia to this Deity that the 

;W i..a loow forwarding its petitions. If the Prince of 
baea alive, and seated on his throne, there could 

 ̂the r r 110 War- Therefore the War is a direct negation
tol‘gion of the God of love and peace.

.It
'a§ npon the judgment of the Appeal Court in the 

li^ablv Ti®’ Catholic Herald for August 14 says that 
A "  out 116 decision was inevitable.”  “  In times like 

it v?a®°n̂ emporary adds, “  when scepticism is ram-

Va
„ '"3 impossible for judges to resist the trend of 

an Ca .y properly the principle observed in the 
lCt? fhat8«* 8 aPPliod to masses for the dead. It is 
htr,v otnBt- t 0 frond of religious opinion is away from 

of v,„ conception of ‘ the future state. A growing 
^iU^olic V7*ff,in the Anglican Communion accept 

" apn do°trine of Purgatory, while a far larger per
il, 1 °^e of some sort of prayers for the departed. 
attiel °rSe tbo concin^ing paragraph in the Catholic

“If °le:~
“nt thLthea. t:tk* sam ’ ^le p ourt3 of the country are ready to measure 
^ or ̂  Justice to the Catholic as to the Atheist, it is for 
tk8 >s taj8e next occasion when the question of superstitious 

\  Aovaj f 0 aPPly the principle of the Bowman case to 
5̂, advo 0t a seri°ns Catholic grievance.’’

6tlcea °f equal justice to all alike, irrespective of 
( creed, color, or race.

b«t
o to f^ M u n

°ne Heaven and one God,” says Mr. Horatio 
ortunately, popular Christian prejudice is 

H Sods and a dovil.

—
\ S t J S aa Smyth; _____
,. e°*°gicaiare *‘° °  busy fighting each other to trouble

*iiS -> Matters.

°f Christianity is to come after the War,” 
5 th“ ’.“ n̂s At f he Present time, presumably,

V I S  n
iis not in love with the idea of the

,^oview. ^ ’ fbe Yankee baseball evangelist, to this 
’ittly a “ Life ” of Sunday, the Daily News 

! Ic'd 5g af “  the publication might conceivably 
jh^Poasibig 8toP designed to render any such enter-

fvN i

i s 1* !-ofr iC Proves how remote are hia ways and 
itj.-J beU01 *lbe world of popular religion in England.”  

at H tbe level o£ the Salvation Army, wo are 
, oo anxiety of the Cocoa Press.

K'%i
'V .

' » .  3̂°y Mi- su ^ od so°uer ° r £af°r a£i sei£-
£ot 6Ve° trust in the Lord, while kneeling in 

calling themselves ugly names, such

as worms, miserable sinners, nothing, and less than nothing, 
prodigal sons, and they seem to take inordinate pride in such 
dishonoring cognomens. They crawl in the dust, they cringe 
in self-abasement, they beat their breasts in self-contempt, 
so long as they continue in prayer; but the moment they rise 
to their feet and face their fellow-beings, their humility 
vanishes, and they become notorious egoists, the haughtiest 
of the proud, forgetting that “  the pride that dines on vanity 
sups on contempt.”

Evidently Watford is not a living which imposes a severe 
strain upon its incumbents. The Rev. Lee James, who has 
just resigned the benefice, held that office for over sixty 
years. His predecessor held the benefice for fifty-six years.

The Bishop of Worcester thinks that, in view of the severe 
strain placed upon the clergy by the War, holidays are more 
necessary to the clergy this year than ever. Rather than 
the clergy should forgo their holidays, he would be prepared 
to allow fewer services in his diocese, and he thinks the laity 
would cheerfully make that sacrifice. We think so, too. 
Soma might oven suggest a longthy extension of the holidays 
— on these terms.

There is some discussion going on in Coventry on the 
subject of Sunday bands. Canon Baillie, in the August 
issue of the Parish Magazine, says that the question 
turns on whether the Corporation is to regard itself as 
the Corporation of a Christian community or not ? Quite 
so ; and if the Corporation decides that it is, we have 
no doubt that it will taboo Sunday bands. The 
deeper question is, however, Whether the Corporation is 
justified in taking that view ? The people of Coventry are 
no more wholly Christian than are the people of any other 
town or city. The population is made up of people of all 
sorts of religious belief, and of no religious belief whatever. 
The members of the Corporation are not—legally, at least 
— elected because of their religious belief, and their election 
involves no profession of religion. Legally and morally, 
therefore, the Corporation is not the Corporation of a Chris
tian community ; it is a purely civic body, with purely civic 
functions, and its duties towards the community are of a 
quite non-religious character. If Sunday bands are provided, 
no religious person will be compelled to attend their per
formances. And a band playing on Sunday can surely 
offend none but the most bigoted.

We quite agree with Canon Baillie that enjoyment of art 
and music is consistent with degradation of character, 
although we should prefer to phrase it so that it may co-exist 
with degradation of character. But for that matter, so may 
almost anything else. Religion itself is consistent— or may 
eo-exist—with degradation of character. We may remind 
Canon Baillie that the notorious Charles Peace found the 
most intense enjoyment in religions services of an evange
listic character. The argumant for giving the public every 
access to art and music does not rest on the assumption that 
the person who enjoys a picture or a piece of music must be 
pure in life and action, but that, so far as they are operative, 
they represent refining influences. No one is made worse by 
them, and many are made better. Even the inhabitants of 
Coventry might be benefited by these means.

The great difficulty in all these questions is to get Chris
tians to realise that there aro others in the world beside 
themselves. Thoy are so used to talking about the Christian 
conscience, the Christian claims, the Christian community, 
etc., that they never fully realise the existence of others who 
are not Christians, and of claims that are not Christian. In 
the modern world Christianity is only one religion among 
m any; and in a modern community a Christian is only 
a member of one of numerous sects. Consequently, his 
only valid claim against the State or against a corporation 
is to be loft alone so long as he discharges his duties as a 
citizen. Ho has no more right to demand legislation in the 
name and in favor of his religions opinions than the Atheist 
or the Jew has to demand special legislation in favor of his 
special opinions. No one asks for Sunday bands because 
they aid their religious or non-religious opinions, they ask 
for them on the broad ground of citizenship and social health. 
If they can be opposed on that ground, well and good. But 
to oppose them on religious grounds is utterly indefensible. 
It is nothing but Sabbatarian bigotry, no matter how 
disguised.

Christians aro very insistent in demanding respect for their 
own religion, but thoy have very little respect for other 
creeds. A cigar is named after Gotama Bhudda, the per
sonage whom Kipling politely refers to as “  Bloomin’ idol 
made o’ mud, wot they called the Great Gawd Budd.”
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Some “  gods,”  worshiped in the West, look like ending 
in smoke, too.

A minister atBenfleet, Essex, has joined the British Army, 
and the fact is so remarkable that the pressmen are busy 
making headlines about it. Some fifty thousand other min
isters are remaining behind, and, presumably, a few will 
pray for their brother in the Lord.

Speaking on the subject of air-craft risks at the meeting of 
the Metropolitan Asylums Board, the Reverend Father Hig'.ey 
said “  he trusted in Providence for the protection of his four 
schools in the neighborhood of London.” Presumably, the 
clergy of Rheims Cathedral did the same.

“  God bless England ” is the new German cry, according 
to the Evening News. This looks as if the Germans are 
being converted from their Atheism.

Editors of newspapers find out everything in time. Com
menting on the national religion, the Evening News says 
11 People travel miles by omnibus and tram on Sundays— 
people who are such strict Sabbatarians that to read a 
Sunday newspaper is a sin—merely to hear a popular 
preacher.

A Sunday paper has a picture of Trafalgar-street, LondoD, 
S.E., which it calls “ the most wonderful street in the world.” 
A Sunday editor ought to have remembered “ the street 
which is called straight,” mentioned in the Bible, which 
an American traveller said was “ straighter than a rainbow, 
but not quite so straight as a corkscrew.”

Rev. R. J. Campbell says that in some cases of religious 
conversion the “ moral upheaval ” is “  almost incredible in 
its thoroughness.” “ The very same person who used to be 
vile-mouthed, coarse-minded, immodest, will become as 
delicate in feeling, as instinctively pure and guileless, as a 
child.” And that is the kind of thing that passes for philo
sophy at the City Temple ! A vile-mouthed, coarse-minded, 
immodest person suddenly becomes as delicate in feeling 
and as pure as a child. The thing is a sheer impossibility. 
We have seen more than one of these miraculously changed 
individuals— and have read of many more— and have found 
their last state as objectionable as the first. There has been 
no real change ; there has only been a new pose. The frank 
brutality and coarseness of the unconverted man was bad 
enough ; but the disguised coarseness, the constant harping 
upon unsavory subjects by way of an affected reprobation 
of them, is infinitely more disgusting. There is no change 
of character; there is only an alteration of the direction in 
which the same qualities show themselves. Every sane 
student of human character knows this to be so ; only it 
suits men like Mr. Campbell to ignore a truth that everyday 
experience illustrates.

The Sunday Pictorial suggests that the Kaiser's name be 
erased from the roll of Oxford University, of which he holds 
an honorary degree. Oxford University can boast that she 
expelled Shelley and that she showered honors on the late 
“  General ” Booth.

The Rev, Dr. Gwynne, Bishop of Khartoum, has been 
appointed Army Chapiain-in-Chief, and will be in charge of 
the Church of England chaplains at the Front. This is un
likely to make any difference in the military situation, for it 
is improbable that the chaplains will do other than talk. It 
is a pity that they cannot be marched against the German 
Army chaplains.

A whale measuring thirty feet has been washed up on 
Rhossilly Sands, near Swansea, and the matter was dealt 
with in a three-line paragraph in the papers. Evidently, it 
was not the “  fish " that afforded Jonah “  board and lodging ” 
for three days and nights.

The Rev. Professor J. M. Thompson, of Oxford, seems 
powerless to resist tho temptation to treat the War in 
its relation to religion. He has written numerous articles 
on the subject, every one of which betrayed a serious 
lack of common sense. In the Christian Commonwealth 
for August 11, the editorial, entitled “ The Effect of the 
War upon Theology,”  is from his pen. The very title 
suggests that theology needs reconstruction, and the con
tention is that tho “  deeper experiences of the War ”  must, 
of necessity, eventuate in very real benefit to those under 
whom the reconstructive process will be carried on. But 
in this article of twq columns and a quarter, Professor

A u g u st 22, I81“

subject at 
by tbeologï

arg°;
Thompson doesn’t come to grips with his 
Indeed, we fail to discover what he means 
He admits that the problem can never be solved J 
ment, well knowing, doubtless, that all true a r g u m e n  ^  ̂
against the position he tries to defend. He there 
back upon the divine’s extremely vulnerable city o£ 
assumption, whose characteristic is that it affords 
at all.

The Professor does ask one really very serious q ^  
namely, “ Can we go on believing, as we did be:lo ' 0ol
power of God, when he seems to raise no hand m ^  jn0o- 
broken treaties, ruined churches, women outraged,
cent people massacred? Or, if we admit his po'ye ’ ^rde5* 
go on believing his love ? ”  “  Theology has here tbp  ̂
questions of all to answer ”  is the ready admissio 
these are the questions which cannot be answered 
ment. It is impossible to got hold of facts which wi patber 
the reason that there is an all-powerful and a l l t b s *  
in heaven who rules the world, but we must 
there is, in defiance of all existing facts. Professor^^ ¡¿e 
son assumes his existence, contending that be is a3 
world, and no longer works in the world through re ^  pa? 
instruments. Consequently, it is not God whom t ® ^  
discredited, but man who works independently o 
has made such a mess of things.

fii>id 
„Tie's

d

«0

The Rev. F. B. Meyer has been writing to the 
concerning drinking, and he says " i t  breaks 

eart ”  to consider the state of Britain when ih f8]' M  
France “ have rid themselves of a similar curse.” l£ *".jCsl 
Meyer means what he says, why does he not protest 
the use of » communion port ” in places of worship <

arks asefl
Giving evidence at Acton in regard to tho rem,  ̂ ^  j0t 8 

a defondant, a witness said “  the language was ^  t the 
dog to hear.” It looks as if it were high time t 
Billy Sunday crmo to improve our speech and m°

T h e  M odern  P a rson ’s Creed*

I  preach unto a dying world ,- gCb
Of a great Love divine ; r(j

And as I thus preach, my thoughts up 
To matters more sublime.

I  think of the glittering gold 
That shortly will be mino,

And the ease it will bring, as I softly °
“  Good Spirit, I  am thine 1 ’

I  love the most holy Church
With a zeal that is steadfast ana tr ^  ^  

Because— don't you see ?— it has give 
A fat living, with nothing to do.

My God, who made lords and slavos,
And many strange things that be,

He know my worth from tho hour —■
Hence my exalted degree.

Thus devoutly I render thanks 
For the wisdom by him shown,

Knowing full well that poverty’s h® '
Makes thousands disconsolate gr0‘

’Tis true I  pity the poor
Who dwell in my country’s slum 

But pity is cheap so long as I keep oB.
For myself all the pleasure that

As I think of my princely robes, jj0g.
And the rags which round them ¡^,

’Tis then that I  feel my relig:°n 1 
Indeed, ’tis a priceless thing- ^

Sincerely such thoughts make mo P & 
For rich blessings to be g 'v°“ ’ , ;0at°c^

Not to them, but to me, that life 
Paved with gold from earth to

0  1 the Gospel I  love is sublime,
’Tis tho mightiest on earth ; ,, ¡„g for 

And I ’m sure it will be the boat 
Till another life has birth.

Of that life I nothing can tell, ^
But I  truly hope there will be ^ve 8 ,

A chance of the gold for which ¡¿I-”'1"'
My soul, being given to me. _ J.
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To Correspondents.

^osobabium Fund, 1915.—Received from March 15 : 
!, g J  ^knowledged. ¿134 6a. 4d. Received since :— 
'¡O'),' p ’ L. Rowe, 10s. Per Miss Vance: J. Herbert 
S’H p '
'W , ! - — Tho h'nes yon send contain ideas, but their form 

' Coon/ freethinker standard.
,:' . i ^  y°n are summoned on a jury and wish to affirm, 
'■’•■Dent ma'ie request in a respectful manner and avoid 
''astro*' do not anticipate that many judges orale3 will nl.o, —  1.:—• _in_bJ1'on, place obstacles to your making affir-
'iJiosl it- Woul|3 not, after all, bo fair to take either Judge 

Justice Ridley as representative of the English 
, 8 Matter. The Oaths Amendment Act of 1887i ir11><U„a

'■ I.Liviĵ  t^at y°u W'H Set what you want.

■"ts you » .
'citej authority for demanding to affirm, and if this 

respectfully insisted on—if any difficulty should 
I'tvr ttlInk y°u will get what you want.

‘ *G8Tot,E -̂ -ttUEBsoN.—Thanks for congratulations. Some
‘!'t>th tVPâ er rePort3 were, as you say, tantalising'y brief, 
-loll; So S week’s issue we commence giving the judgments 
lhat he q et̂ n êr readers will have no cause for complaint

»tote v4KN would be glad if Mr. 0. M. Marshall, who recently 
sisfnii “I care of this office, would be good enough to send him 
"’tiiefl '̂•ess' A letter written him by Mr. Mann has been 
Ela as insufficiently addressed.
Hie.,1? 8—’The only annoyance we suffer from such Christian 

y°urs is that we are sometimes led into wasting time 
S ly S  Otherwise, we are too well seasoned to be
* yjaby abuse of bigots.
■J,

Nf'itl^iST-~Very glad that our note concerning supply of 
iers has produced such gratifying results. 

tlttetV,lTB }Ca'cutta).— We do not Eee that the Archbishop of 
,S, nry.’a appeal for prayer shows any sign of mental weak- 

18 airnnlv --- *------ ’ ----*-

^  I'banka for cuttings.

'“iBg,
Ihani,8 SImPly studying his professional interests, 

r  f°r referencev •¡Oji., _
u th *s no^a one’  ̂ îas êen so widely 
.jj^tecl witĥ 't cer*a'n m08  ̂ our reaĉ ers are already

We all
fVSiaW hi^med by circumstances ; but there are scores of

-Th,

6 det ~ Ouoht to help in some way. How we help
•®jInlued by circumstances ; but there are scores of

;“isl3 J.3“ a cause like that of Freethought may be served.
* 76 returned MS., as desired. Ideas are quite as u" to nnot—. .

%
u oO Hoof ------ ’ xuvuio uau
! a silk i ry as f° prose. Some people appear to use 
8 »hbstrtute for them.‘«a fo, ' " ““«tute fo

the Freethinker should be addressed to
N r ° n-8‘ ree‘ - London, e ’c .
4 t̂at Posterxauat reach 61 Farringdon-street, London, E.C., 
s Who aBaday> or they will not be inserted.

®g Ua “ cwspapers would enhance the favor by
ijj. Passages to which they wish us to call attention. 

Preamp f6 Bbonld be sent to the Shop Manager of the 
\  1 Farringdon-streot, London, E.C., and not to

to W‘H be forwarded direct from the publishing 
Viv^Paid f*0,14 °f the world, post free, at the following 

“a 2a, fjj— One year, 10s. 6d. ; half year, 5s. 3d.; three

Personal.
« S s *  »  . -----------
1(1 % ’ ^ho JÏVlCW Polishes a story by Mr. T. H. S. 
;-V h q, 8,8 °nce considered veracious enough 
C itent rthly revi 
Sott !0t iy p ected

n,

review wherein the truth was to 
its As to the story itself, I will
1 jQ ®eWness; but as to its truth, Mr. 

at that himself. I was living my
H pre ®> and I knew Bradiaugh personally,

t.v ePared to swear any Du“ ber Cr,,3nd'on tJ hlckeat-headed and most bigoted London 
VI'Ub. consider sufficient that t 10 ,

here in the original Benee.of the 
la-Htij . rta historicity, not like so r. * ^ i 

a o, ?^eB  which are made up in ch«rob̂ D l

Bradiaugh at a famous, place of! n « ; 
" i  ’ l £ i Uo debate called Cogers Hall, off FI ' 
^ i l V v n’ Thia ^  said

*6

^1. *qlh ^ u Ctl nt 18 8aid t0 show the great 
tJu'fSu8 8nb; °* r°yai blood took in the welfare 
V  Ct» * dec 8°*8' ^  meroiful, instructive, and

.le,s nr° ^ tive Providence, had secured the 
,̂0h, and an®h aa the principal orator of 

, 6te (¡u d it appears that Bradlaugh and 
lor prepared for their parts ;

^hioh Nature had fitted him ; one

S"

to listen with as good a grace. Both cared for the 
poor, but in what sense we are too busy to relate. 
All Bradiaugh got out of the poor ceased with him ; 
King George is still, what the Americans call, 
“ drawing.” * * *

This young prinoe was there to hear Bradiaugh. 
Any other prince might be there on a similar occasion 
to hear your humble servant, but what I am going to 
say is that if the King, then Prince George, went to 
hear Bradiaugh at the Cogers’ Hall, there must be 
something wrong with the story which calls the 
orator “ a certain Charles Bradlaugh,” as if Brad- 
laugh was just beginning to be known, and people 
hardly knew whether he was six feet two, or five 
feet six. This is said to have occurred in the “ early 
’eighties.”  Bradlaugh was a well-known personage at 
that time. He had fought for and won the seat for 
Northampton again and again then. The consti
tutional struggle between Bradlaugh and the House 
of Commons had begun. These are facts of history, 
and whether they are so or not is important.

* * *
What on earth is there important in the fact that 

King George, as a boy, heard Bradlaugh speak? Did 
Bradlaugh ever take the trouble to hear Prince George 
or any of his elders speak? I never heard him express 
admiration for any Bpecies of royal oratory, except, 
perhaps, in a flattering, friendly way in the case of 
Prinoe Jerome. * ’ * *

Certainly the chronology of this story is absurd. 
I can vouch for the fact that Bradlaugh in earlier 
days did speak at Gogers’ Hall. All sorts of politicians 
spoke there to gain practice, and fire off as many 
political or other epigrams as they could in ten 
minutes, all warranted original when not borrowed 
from the English classics, or the literature—perfectly 
familiar to the speaker—of Greece and Rome. One 
may call it the apprentice-house of political repu
tations. * * *

I do not say there is no truth at all in Mr. 
Escott’s story. That is a matter of much indiffer
ence. If the story as told is not quite true, there is 
not enough value or vim in it to hand it down to 
what is called “ the future.” After all, the story 
is not one about Bradlangh, who was not conscious 
of Prince George’s presence. It is a story about 
Prince George himself, who played the innocent part 
of a listener and a spectator.

* 1« *
As to Bradlaugh’s speaking now and then at the 

Cogers’ Hall in the “  early ’eighties,”  as well as in 
the “  early ’seventies,” I should be inolined to think 
there might be some occasional truth in this. Great 
men have often returned to the scenes of their early 
conflicts with politicians—budding politicians—just 
for the sake of auld-lang-syne, and a fow oheerful 
reminiscences, which they might exchange with 
other auld-laDg-syners in the House of Commons.

* * *
With regard to the statement that Bradlaugh’s 

speech about Queen Victoria being physically and 
mentally incapacitated from performing her duties 
was delivered at Cogers’ Hall, I can assure every
body that be did nothing of the kind. He delivered 
it at the Hall of Science. I was there myself and 
heard him, and it is not fair to Bradlaugh to repre
sent him as merely declaring that the Queen was 
weak and demented. He accepted something of the 
slyness of Disraeli’s flattery as not at all reflecting on 
the Queen. It was enough for Bradlaugh, as a known 
Republican, to accept as probably a matter of fact 
that neither Queen Victoria nor any other royal per
sonage was capable of performing all the political 
duties that devolve upon a modern sovereign. It is 
far too much even for the men now. Look at the 
Kaiser! * * *

An odd little story happened outside my house on 
Sunday evening. My wife ran into the front room,
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where I was writing. Looking through the window, 
I saw a lady had besn speaking to her there. She 
was leaning forward in expectation. “  A lady wants 
change for sixpence,” my wife exclaimed, and having 
just the amount, I handed it over. When she 
returned my wife said to me, “  She's going to church, 
and wants to change sixpence into coppers.” She 
did not know she had called at the house of an 
Atheist to help make up a churoh collection.

G. W. F o o t e .

Sugar Flams.

We print this week the judgments of the Master of the 
Rolls and Lord Justice Pickford in the Bowman Appeal case. 
That of Lord Justice Warrington will appear in our next 
issue. We are glad to learn from our shop manager that 
our suggestions as to the suitability of these issues for 
propaganda is being acted on. One reader has ordered 
three dozen copies of each issue, and other smaller orders 
are to hand. It would be well if those who require extra 
copies would make their wants known in advance; otherwise 
it may not be possible for us to meet them.

A Durham correspondent writes us that he is pleased to 
say that all judges, in their treatment of Freethinkers, are 
not like Judge Rentoul, and all counsel not like Mr. Muir. 
In his own case when asking to affirm, as a juror at the 
Durham Assizes, on the Clerk of Arraigns saying, “  He 
wishes to affirm, your lordship,”  the judge replied, “  Cer
tainly he may affirm if he wishes to. Why not ?” We are 
not surprised at thiB. As we have said in answer to another 
correspondent, most judges are prepared to administer the 
Oaths Act with fairness. This does not, of course, relieve 
Mr. Muir and Judge Rentoul from blame for acting as they 
did, nor doe3 it relieve Freethinkers from the duty of vigil
ance in such matters. But it deserves to be noted, if only 
to the credit of the English judicature.

Last week we announced for sale a limited number of 
copies of the Debate between Mr. G. W. Foote and Rev. Dr. 
McCann, on Christianity and Secularism, cloth bound, at 
the reduced price of ninepence, and of the Debate between 
Mr. Foote and Rev. W. T. Lee, on Theism or Atheism ? at 
the reduced price of sixpence. Our shop manager now 
complains that we omitted to give the price of postage. We 
hasten to correct this omission by observing that the postage 
for the first named is twopence, and the last named three- 
halfpenco. Intending purchasers will please note.

Mr. James Stephen has just published a new volume of 
poems, entitled Songs from  the Clay, which 11 E. L .”  reviews 
in the Christian Commonwealth for August 11. In “  E. L.'s ” 
estimation, the chief fault of these songs is that they are 
non-Christian, or that they deal with the lighter, gayer side 
of life, or that they run on the old Pagan lines. Of their 
kind, they are admitted to be exceedingly fine, but their level 
is far too low. “ E. L .,”  we are glad to learn, is utterly out 
of touch with the Church, which, he says, lies to us on many 
points; but he wants something ineffably superior to any
thing Mr. Stephen has, as yet, given us. In other words, 
“  E. L .”  wishes Mr, Stephen to become the poet and prophet 
of the New Theology, which, for all we know, may be as 
objectionable to the young genius as the Old Theology. As 
a matter of fact, Songs from the Clay is not a glorification 
of Paganism, old or new, but of Nature untouched by the 
hand of tho supernaturalist. The book closes, aB it opens, 
on a thoroughly natural note :—

“  The bee sped home, the beetle’s wing of horn 
Went booming by, the darkness every side 
Gathered around,
On air and sky and ground.
The pliant tree sang gently, far and wide,
In cadenced lift of leaves, a tale of morn ;
And then the moon’s white circle, faint and thin,
Looked steady on tho earth—there is no sin.”

The third Demonstration ariangod by tho N, S. S. Execu
tive was held in Brockwell Park on Sunday evening last, the 
clerk of the weather having kindly suspended the heavy 
thunderstorm which had successfully prevented most other 
meetings during the day. Our generous friend, Mr. Wilson, 
again supplied the brake used as a platform, and Messrs. 
Hooper, Rosetti, Davidson, and Miss Rough addressed an 
appreciative audience, considering tho threatening weather. 
The interest was further increased by a pathetic, though 
humorous, account of his conversion to Freethought at the 
early age of ten from a Secularist who was pressnt.

T h e  B ow m a n  A p p ea l Case.

Supreme Court of J udicature. Court of
¿PPiii»

Before the Master o f  the Bolls, Lord Justice 
Lord Justice Warrington.

J udgment.

pickj°ri'
tr.i

by k
T he Master of the Rolls: Mr. Charles 
will left his residuary estate upon trust f°r “ $#1 $  
Society, Limited. Mr. Justice Joyce has declare ^  jt- 
gift of the residuary estate is valid. From this 
heir-at-law and next of kin appeal. 0j rid̂

There are two points which may at onco be 8 J5;;i 
This is not claimed to be a charity. Tho 1«
their right to the residuary estate as their own P* 
the next place no question of perpetuity arises, \y 
Plaintiff is a Limited Company, and, in the view ^  ¡p 
a person competent to dispose of what is given. 
argued on behalf of the Appellants that _ fl0Djsti.'!; 
Society is illegal inasmuch as its objects are an | ¡B r= 
all religion and therefore no Court ought to a  ̂by !| 
covering the legacy. A Limited Company is D oajside 
Memorandum of Association. It cannot 
limits. I decline to look at anything but tho * *
and in particular I have no right to consider ^  y(- 
Chairman or any of the Directors of the CoMP& ■ 
been guilty of what the law would undonb-ci y .-■

.etfthe publication of blasphemous libels, wne“  * Ug 
Memorandum I see that it is one of those Comps, 
ted by law, the objects of which are not pecunia y ” r 0f it- 
dividend or income can be received by any 1X16 flip 
Company. It is a Company Limited by guara:m »
I look at the objects for which the Company 
find that the principal object is 

(<i) To promote in such ways as may from time to ^5*
determined the principle that human

nnnn natural knowledge and no ,3 :based upon natural knowledge and non utj“ jg jbe P 
belief and that human welfare in this wor 
end of all thought and action. feftr

And the other objects, so far as it is necessary 
them, are as follows :— ^  fie PJ

itC

W

(C)

(d)

w

(/)

(9)

( f t )

U)

( f t )

(l)

(m)

To promote the utmost freedom of inquiry 
cation of its discoveries. tb»& ijj!*
To promote the secularisation of the State ^  
tests and observances may be banished j
ture the Executive and the Judiciary. ,,o0age
To promote the abolition of all support P* • 0f ¡eW' >;r 
by the State of any particular form or f°r [̂tb '̂, fj.‘ 
To promote universal Secular Education^ 
religious teaching in public schools mam ...
by Municipal rates or imperial taxation. erning 
To promote an alteration in the laWS 50tlga®e 
so that all forms of opinion may have t. e i
of propaganda and endowment. , ®afr‘ ,o
To promote the recognition by the State sanct'°Di 
purely civil contract leaving its religion citiz0°3' * 
judgment and determination of mdividu ^
To promote the recognition of Sunday peop'.e. 
purely civil institution for the benefit 0 0Pera rife 
repeal of all Sabbatarian laws devised a aDCes°r , 
interest of religious sects, religious obse j.
ideas. 0th®r s
To employ lecturers writers organisers 
for the same end. , .
To publish books pamphlets or periodica 
To assist by votes of money or otherwise ¡, 

individuals who are
■“ÜSSr^

associated persons or 
ting any of the above objects.
To have hold receive and retain any 

anyo iictvo liuici me
omplo’J the devis®t* or bequeathed by any p„- 

I am „ 7 !  ame f0r °f the purposes of ^  y
of £ ? * * “ >*' * » r  » “ » » '  «■“ » 

the communitv ° b}? 0*8 ara supported by a [arf at8ie 
we here to 1 think «w o u ld  be a-the Company ° r ihat there is necessarily ®y r'>;: 
is not s u f f i c L / / ay “  necessarily ”
tors L ^  e  t L  °f  BaI tbat Society  aT n iS  ^
for a blasphlmn fnnds which theIr iece the PiC?J \
corned mav ^n^UHu^Ur̂ 09e, *a which c.aS0 nt ent tha* st y  be exposod to an indicting ’ e 1:°^■

Memoranrhn, y ’ dt| howover, any one of „Ke&P e, L<"'
■ aUd.Um wer® necessarily unlawful, ^  f  y  

J ~ — 4 that the a f
"niU  --J - ttia --

immoral purpose, I do not think that pauy 
innocent objects would entitle the iIJnasJ y
money, but in my view tho facts do n° 8tte°a 0 
in that principle. It has, however, b°_ ,fl|, ev, ®
that blasphemy at common law is on ' ■9 Do
may not be a criminal offence, and ^
body of ancient authority, and sona0 b0 
support of this view. In my opimoB
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^bich ought to be followed, is that which was ex- 
0|e _y Lord Coleridge in The Queen v, Ramsey and 
!;p, ’ Cox’s Cases, chap. 231, and not that which was 
loij'c , V  Mr. Justice Stephen. In substance the view of 
f r i d g e  was that publications intended in good faith 
»ho °Pi“ i°ns on religious subjects which the persons 
'JJe in 1Ŝ  *bem regard as true are not blasphemy if it is 
tihets a decent way and with regard to the feelings of 
iisti'n Justice Phillimore in a subsequent case has 
!d°pt-,y. a(lopted this view and I  think it ought to be 
*HthIn Court. This is one of those subjects in 

l!ere Lave undoubtedly been great changes of opinion 
talf Ce j® 'ast hundred years, and I think within the last 
iJiies fr nt^'. It is really a question of public policy, which 
¡o ho);) *'*rne to time. It is to my mind, almost shocking 
f°8itiVf ,In bbo twentieth century that the publications of 
ilttiif a 3’ an(A other schools of philosophers, who do not 
:tse8l  Probably even deny, the existence of a God, are 

ly “ ‘asphemous. I think the older view must now 
t# longer t as obsolete and any decision to that effect ought 
%r ju,, t° be followed. I  do not propose to go through the 
i t̂atnu c£i“®s wLich are numerous. I  think the law is 

by Mr. Justice Erskine in advising the 
in Shore v. Wilson, 9 Clark and Finnelly, 

says, after referring to various

, stated 
524°- - 38

^ ‘¡oSacÏ ’-T 11816 h6
scoffi* ’? ladeed still blasphemy punishable at Common Law 
of tt,e ?r irreverently to ridicule or impugn the doctrines 
to c>ap “ “nstUui Faith and no one would be allowed to give or 
any m auy Pecuniary encouragement for such purpose, yet 
Hoea an may without subjecting himself to any penal conse- 
trutjj of s°berly and reverently examine and question the 
tial to -.these doctrines which have been assumed as essen- 
appliCap"' I am n°t aware of any impediment to the
SUcb ¡'n’°? .°t any charitable fund for the encouragement of

toak ¡t •ioo, . *» is
motto, o -. — -- --------- — --------------- j—  —

i l effect , °°oiety, as described in clause (a), cannot be
>P||aiûtiffS ’ ^Possible to contend that the main object of«.“‘AlS ji.----- : 1_• „1____ / __ ' 1 _

without incurring liability to indictment for 
a" Common Law. It is, however, contendedIt 1 Ï 1 -- i-ictWi XU 1«, JL

bH w ati0n o£ £be principles is limited to crimi
and that it is sufficient for the present 

say that the object though not illegal, either?>$o “
'< S,eetDs t°r,Uïb not aid the Plaintiffs to get the legacy."0 mo 11 -, , , 13 . . .  s. J
ti? 'be Conit- Law, is yet unlawful in the sense

0_ - --------O -J '
p me that the undoubted relaxationsi t 1'-0 views 

t u r n o n  Law Blasphemy must extend to matte

^ t ? S 5 ? £ S i  with the case
Comparatively modern authorities which undoubted y 
C ‘  difficulties: Briggs t,. Hartley, decided by Vice

6 Qt Shadwell in 1850, was simply this .
»■' ^ lagacy for the best essay on Natural Theology trea e 

nee n.r»̂  -" CC1 y  -—*
V êraJT ? trua

religi0QJ’
„ j “ ancellor said

iitntQ p sufficient when so treated and taught to 
perfect and philosophical system of

i5

N  
».%

i’ s-t alK?0*' ?onceive that the bequest in the Testator’s will 
°nsistent with Christianity and therefore it must

view tv, l
uat ia a Jeciaion which ought not to be

Mill.
Vvhigi. ~°arn, 2 Law Reports, Exchequer, p. 230, is 

I feel great difficulty in following. The 
t0 a8r6ed to let rooms to the Plaintiff, who was 

s0oVe Le Liverpool Secular Society. The Defen- 
of ka . bb,at the rooms were to be used for the 

°f the Inctares delivered there in advance of the 
S a s h e d  iety’ The titles o£ tho ProPosed lectures \  'p(.„ , .^Le most material ones were “  The Char-

*n®s of Christ: the former defective, the 
% tha,Q „ 8‘” “ The Bible shewn to be no more
'* beat ®0cula •y otber Book.” “ Catholicism, Protestant- 
L*\fl CalcnHt IS1ta ’ which contains more truth and which 
» 'tfift 0 oa»tv 6a bo benefit humanity.”  The Defendants 
c'w*! °ht their contract and it was held that the

n°t recover on the ground that the lectures 
1 4m bis blasPbemous and illegal. Chief Baron 

Parcel 3lfC*"rucn*1 on the ground that Christianity is 
6 i„ - the Common Law of the land and thatJtyiL 8unJ‘ ,1‘uu common Law of the land and tt

tlioel01'' an<I maintain propositions indicated in 
x ’ Vo!,0£ *a\v n°^0Sei£ le°tures was a violation of the first 
ttt*- thiu tamwBn conld not be done without blasphemy.

lav, 1 •8a'<£ that an act may be illegal in the 
 ̂r°th, at®lv r, n°t *t, and yet that the law will 

V^Vf-v^ to ¡a ?.tln*iib it. It will be observed that there 
^  in n Ica,te that the proposed lectures would not 

IL, Ioll8 tbis C6l*t aud inoffensive lo.nguage. So far as I 
aaq ° ’ wbich was decided in 1867, has never 

'H J 1 Jad„ ’ n°twithstandiug my profound respect for 
bot t^vî0 <£eci(Ie|I it, I am bound to say that I 

t0 be followed. If Cowan v. Milbourn is

still good law, the Plaintiffs cannot claim the legacy, but as 
I do not consider it is good law, I  think Mr. Justice Joyce 
was right in the view which he took and that the appeal 
must be dismissed.

L ord Justice Pickford : The testator in this case left his 
estate, after providing for certain annuities and legacies, in 
trust for the Secular Society, Limited, and the question is 
whether that bequest is valid. Two objections were taken 
to its validity : (1) That it is a bequest for purposes which 
are illegal, or if not illegal in the sense that they are 
criminal, at any rats contrary to public policy ; and (2) 
That it tends to a perpetuity.

The Secular Society, Limited, is a Company registered 
under the Companies Acts, limited by guarantee. Its objects 
are stated in the Memorandum of Association. That Memo
randum has already been read, and I do not think it neces
sary to read it again. The Articles contain the following 
provisions as to the application of funds, and dissolution or 
winding-up in Articles 54 to 57. The first question whether 
this is a bequest for purposes illegal or contrary to public 
policy depends, in my opinion, upon the question whether 
the objects of the Society as expressed in the Memorandum 
are illegal or contrary to public policy, It was contended on 
behalf of the heir-at-law and next of kin that the Court 
ought to look behind the purposes stated in the Memoran
dum, and that in that case it would be found that the 
Society was formed for the purpose of enabling an unregis
tered body called the Secular Society, and its members to 
hold money bequeathed for their purposes, which it would 
be difficult for them to hold if bequeathed directly to them. 
It was also contended that if the actions and the writings of 
the members of that Society were examined it would be 
found that their purposes included that of subverting the 
Christian religion and of doing so by means which are 
illegal within any interpretation that has been put upon the 
law of blasphemy. I do not think we are at liberty to go 
behind the purposes stated in the Memorandum. This is a 
bequest to the Limited Company, and not to its members, 
and if the objects of the Company are legal I do not think a 
bequest to it is invalid because its members apply the money 
to an illegal purpose, though they may by doing so subject 
themselves to punishments. It is therefore necessary only 
to consider the objects of the Company, and in substance 
only (a). I  do not see anything illegal or contrary to public 
policy in the other objects, except so far as some of them 
may be ancillary to (a). If («) be not illegal or contrary 
to public policy, then there is no legal objection to 
any of the objects. It is contended that a part of 
the object (a) is the denial and subversion of the 
Christian religion, and that to pursue that object is 
illegal in the strict sense of being a punishable offence. I 
do not think the pursuit of that object by a Limited 
Company is within the words of the Statute 9 William III., 
chap. 35, which applies only to a certain class of persons, 
and therefore, if illegal, it must be so at Common Law.

The law of blasphemy has changed very much in the 
course of time, and much religious controversy is now con
sidered perfectly unobjectionable which would have been 
punishable by the law in former years. I adopt tho law as 
laid down by Lord Chief Justice Coleridge in Reg. v. Brad- 
laugh, and Reg v. Ramsey and Foote, in 15 Cox’s Criminal 
Cases, po. 217 and 231, and followed by Mr. Justice Philli
more in Rex v. Boulter, 72 Justice of the Peace, p. 488 ; and 
adopting that interpretation of tho law, I consider there is 
nothing in the objects stated at (a) that is punishable by the 
law.

A much more difficult question is whether this object, 
though not illegal in the sense of being punishable, is illegal 
in the sense that the law will not recognise it as being the 
foundation of legal right and will do nothing to aid it. The 
denial of religion is not in terms the object of the Company 
as set out in (a), but I think that it is involved in it, and 
that it is not possible to promote the principle that human 
conduct should be based upon natural knowledge and that 
human welfare is the proper end of all thought and action, 
without at any rate inferentiallv denying the Divine govern
ment of the world and the principles of religion. I think 
there is no doubt that in former times such an object would 
have beon held to be contrary to public policy, but the 
question is whether it is right to hold so now. I think that 
the doctrine of public policy cannot bo considered aB being 
always the same and that many things would be, and have 
been, held contrary to public policy which aro not so held 
now. I agree with what was said by Lord Justice Coleridge 
in Reg v. Ramsoy and Footo at p. 235. It is true that he 
was speaking only of criminal law in that passage, but I 
think his words are equally applicable to civil rights. It 
must not bo assumed that the objects of the Company will 
be promoted by what has been called licentious and con
tumelious abuse applied by discussion of a perfectly orderly 
and decent character, and that being so tho object does not 
necessarily involve anything more than such discussion. I
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think that at the present day such discussion though it does 
involve a denial of religion ought not to be held contrary to 
public policy, and that the doctrine should be confined to 
denials of religion of the nature described by Lord 
Coleridge.

I  do not propose to discuss the authorities cited to us at 
any length as they are fully dealt with by the other 
members of the Court, but it is perhaps necessary to mention 
two of them, i.e., Briggs v. Hartley, 19 Law Journal, 
Chancery, p. 416, and Cowan v. Milbourn, Law Reports, 
2 Exchequer, p. 230. In the former Vice-Chancellor Shad- 
well held a bequest for the best essay on Natural Theology 
treated as a science and sufficient when so treated and 
taught to constitute a true, perfect and philosophical sys
tem of universal religion invalid because inconsistent with 
Christianity; and in the latter the Court of Exchequer, 
Chief Baron Kelly, Baron Martin and Baron Bramwell, held 
a contract for the letting of rooms for lectures contrary to 
the Christian religion not binding. The nature of the lectures 
is only to be gathered from the titles, and the title most 
referred to is, “ The Character and Teachings of Christ; the 
former defective, the latter misleading.” Whatever may 
have been the doctrine as to public policy prevailing in 1850, 
when the former case was decided, I do not think that it 
ought now to be followed. If the latter decision means 
that no consideration will support a contract which involves 
any questioning of the truth of religion, I also think that 
should not be followed, but the Court may have inferred 
from the title to which I referred that the lectures attacked 
religion in a reviling and contumelious manner, and if that 
was the case, the decision was, I think right.

For these reasons I  do not think that the objects of the 
Company were illegal in either of the senses in which that 
word was used.

On the question of perpetuities I do not think it neces
sary to add anything to what has been said by the Master of 
the Rolls.

(To be concluded.)

The Latest Champion of the Faith.

AN article appears in the August number of the 
Nineteenth Century and ■ After, under the title of 
“  Teutons and the New Testament,” by Mr. H. B. 
Simpson, C.B., which may be taken as a fair sample 
of the way in which Christian apologists in this 
country are seeking to exploit anti-German feeling in 
the interests of religious orthodoxy. Unscrupulous 
attempts of this sort to tar modern Freethought 
with the common brush of Teutonism might, on their 
merits, be passed over with silent contempt. As, 
however, such libels are only too likely, in the exist
ing state of public feeling, to gain a measure of 
success, thanks to prejudice rather than to reason, it 
behoves lovers of freedom and truth to be ready to 
denounce them as soon as they appear.

Mr. Simpson sets out to establish a parallel 
between the German falsification of facts in connec
tion with the present War and what he considers to 
have been the German falsification of facts in con
nection with New Testament criticism. He, of 
course, ignores all advanced criticism of the New 
Testament other than German. To judge by Mr. 
Simpson’s aocount, no such writers as Renan, Cheyne, 
or J. M. Robertson ever existed. It is necessary to 
his thesis to pretend that only wioked Huns ever 
dreamt of denying the trustworthiness of the Chris
tian canon. In spite of this, Mr. Simpson is himself 
very ready to appeal to German critics when it suits 
his object. Much of his argument is based on the 
fact of Harnack having in recent years receded from 
his old position as regards the date of the Third 
Gospel and the Acts. In spite of the fact that 
Harnack has, as a matter of fact, taken as chauvin
istic a line in connection with the present War as 
any German professor, it appears that his conclusions 
on the authenticity of the New Testament bocks, 
when they happen to coincide with Mr. Simpson’s, 
are worthy of all acceptation.

Mr. Simpson is hardly well equipped, from the 
point of view of historical knowledge, for the task 
he undertakes. For instance, in arguing for the 
identity of the Third Evangelist with “ Luke the 
physician,” he says, “ Throughout the Gospel and

August 22, 1915

Acts the writer’s peculiar use of words shows 
acquaintance with the works of Hippocrates, ^ 
and Dioscorides.” Now, it is possible, thong ^
not profess to judge the question, that the  ̂# 
Evangelist had in fact read Galen ; but if so,1 ,,
most unfortunate circumstance for Mr. 
contention as to his date; for Galen lived an  ̂
in the reign of the Antonines (a  d . 188 to l8Ov 0Slir- 

Mr. Simpson further commits himself to L„, 
prising view that “  a 
among educated people
____  belief in the miraonlons
rather a onnnô T, of the Western world be®“a consequence of Christianity than one oftb*

• and tbatcauses of its acceptance as a religion,1 pioo3
find no trace ” of “ religions oharlatanism V ^  
absurdity ” in the Greek and Latin writer9 
Gospel period, or prior to it. The inferenoe n 0f 
have us draw from this is that the abun ^  
miracles in the New Testament cannot be aC arjel 
for by the beliefs of the period, and must be r age 
accordingly as having really occurred. No 
with the average scholar’s knowledge of xi flS. 
Livy, Tacitus, Pliny, Plutarch, and Apul0108 ‘ mifi- 
sibly credit the statement that belief in ,n0gteJ 
colons wa3 foreign to the minds of ordinary  ̂ to 
Greeks and Romans. The miracles 
Vespasian are a striking parallel to those a g(j [¥ 
to Christ. The prodigies said to have atte ^
death of Julius Caesar are as extravaga*3 pi
recorded to have followed the orueiG î • rfl3e 
fabulous story of the phconix, which perio 
to life from its own ashes, was not on ŷ aS, 
scientific fact by educated Greeks and R° tb9' 
is appealed to by Clement of Rome as Pr° ¿jog  ̂
the resurreotion from the dead was, a0 iaC 
current ideas, no very improbable thing ■ ĝo08 irb 
is that, except for a small number of P6j egre9, % 
were influenced by Epicurean or, to a l085 t 
Stoic philosophy, superstition was ramp

0 ,M ^ r ‘ “ i”  ?“ ocSon n f(° r :  " ,  tl,Mr. Simpson builds much of his argument on "
whoLV wm-k°h Sh’ WilJiam Ra” aay, ^ e  arob*oM$ 
the hifif-n • -f16 reSai,ds as having entirely vind ^ 
Acts N ? lty and authenticity of “ Luke” « ¿ V  
readinc £U°*w-n°fc havinS had the opportoffjto 
take for ^'r Ramsay’s works, I am ffI 0if
chfm  In Sh ted a11 that Sir William■ • to have established in the field of arch®0 y"  of w sa[:

ti°aBJ  tilE g., I am willing to accept, in default 01 * g fJ 
study them, Sir William Ramsay’s conte  ̂or
J-U - li —  Ji. f  a .  _ T->---------------------- „ ' . r . r . a  nf u 91"  , _ s jj I

ifthe limits of the Roman province of jfl6 
two periods of office of Quirinius in ^  fiis c

ry- ¡c!
see

when all is said and done, I fa'1 t°  ̂
amount of archaeological discovery, 8 flVe °r 0

aocept without question the conclnsions^^y 
brated namesake in matters of obe

reference in au inscription, can either P >
------- 4-1------------1„ __i „ J r, i-n nf a ri-n

Of
prove the early or late date 
authenticity of the accounts 
say, of the resurreotion, or 
Paul. All that arohæology can

if«81J0 of awhich the writer ^
the conversion of .

■ -o convie’'
doUlUi,

a0qu it th e  w riter  —f palpable inaccnraoy a®
Let ne see how far, V

''"an accom plitevents of the period, 
to Mr. Simpson, this has beenUU AJjL A • UlUiJJQUU) «JJU.AU UOIO wuv- , .'fit''
case of the Third Gospel and the A °J ^  ^

Let us take first the qaesi,°“ ia in {VJ 
Quirinius was Roman governor 01 rhe pop0' 
a .d . 6, when a census was taken of fls0° ¡¡¡if' 
the province. This has generally „ jj9d 10
have been the census which “ Ln  ̂
when writing his second chapter. th'8. ¡rtb , 
that “ Luke” has blundered in rna < ¿fio
taken in A D. 6 , contemporaneous vf o00otteB i K
Jesus, commonly supposed to bav° , 00 J
- - -  -  took P" b®fV "stated t° v0r° tb

ousiy
the death of Herod, which 
Reoently, however, evidenoe is . _
to light that Quirinius was Pr0Vl°.v0ll, e*° te 
Syria between 10 and G B.C. Very ^0r ■ V  
apologists, there you have your a Q^aO  
have been another census unu 
governorship; or else the census .. or 
the first, and finished under the se0
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not Beem to occur to them that what we 
,1 have established is, not that Qairinins was 
¡^governor of Syria; or that a census might have 
. “ taken in both his terms of offioe; or that a 
¡¡B jj8 wight have been taken in the tributary 
;[e “P1 of Herod, as well as in the Roman province 

that there was such a census taken in 
j "ai'n the reign of Herod, by the authority of the 
l,”an governor of the adjaoent province of Syria.

----- - Mil in m o m  m am onj, ui o u j
V  aP°togist, has brought forward any evidence of 
(¡(’,0c ?iven any reason for supposing that the words 
tj(i6 tioepel refer to such a hypothetical census, 

than to that which we know to have been 
“y Qairinius in his second term of office (A.D. 6). 

liitL̂ n'ogists, if they like, in the interests of the 
W > g ln e a census, of which no record exists, to 
'¡iCe 8ea taken by Quirinius, net in his own pro-

Dot aware that Sir William Ramsay, or any

i hut :them*■ln a neighboring tributary kingdom; and 
-ato ,ltnagine “ Luke's” reference, if they like, to 
W ifu ^ it t o u s  census, and not to the one of-I1JQ ^ ----UUUOUDj CtIUU UUU bU UUO ULiVJ Ui.
!‘etenj i i / ;ave historical record. Bat let them not
gi 8UOh «.nnlnnrofina oro nrnrf.Viw rtf f; Vs a ñama•story. each apologetics are worthy of the name

Parsues exactly the same method in 
.Ihet,,} °n,,wjth the next classic difficulty, that of 
'keQ(ja a in Acts v. 3G. The only historical 
Jteoh n°i fhom we know rebelled in A.D. 44. The 

moutt1 °f Gamaliel, in which 
•ereij a>!a Mentioned, is supposed to have been 

)*Je '8 an A D‘ Gommon sense concludes that 
he a ®lstorical slip on the part of the narrator.

^pologists can say to this, apparently, is that 
'6re ° aVe ^een another Theudas. There may, 

-8 to *“ »7 not. We have only Josephus and the

He,

k - -«• |i u UNTO UUiJ OUDĈ JliUO tILIU UUC
TW ihat f aQd until we have some further evi- 

Soet v Jews of this name, within a generation 
■5t% 0g ,°“n rebelled against the Romans, we shall 
Nth “ “0ii°ve that the same man is referred to 

and that the writer of the Acts has 
Jo tnuch f3 in8nrre°tion.

for the actual bearing of the results ofl -̂ uioSv —»« nuiiuni uearing oi me results oi
p  to brgf0n New Testament. I will now pro- 
Ä8qq (.a,0r to some arguments, of which Mr.
S  ’

son fafer to some arguments, of 
iQtjgj ,®8 no account, but which have an im- 

nu.! . °n to the question whether the writer
,li

Gospel and the Acts was a companion

,J( ferto»'̂ .0 tins question, it is not necessary to look
Ntj 0 ,n the narrative on the subjeob of public
Sutg 11 conditions of the time. It is sufficient to
As aa(I contrast the accounts of Raul s aoti-

ci- ^e find respectively in the Acts and in
■er fk,tles‘ W e  eha11 Be0> w hen  w e C0C? 0 ,to

8’ that the evidence of the epistles
V  eitho accounts of the Acts so untrustworthy
i n i »  the latter must be assigned to a later
“S  of o0 narrator must be oonvicted of a deliberate Burm—- •
^ I ’a o^0lO831ng truth and suggesting falsehood, 
wu '8 give .account of his earlier apostolio acti- 
;-Cnt- to th Qr,0 first and second chapters of the 
Si 0 of aiatians. After referring to his per- 

^ioo khe early Churoh and 
tStnr.v 8ays (chapter i. 6):

WeotteTiy 1 conferred not iin l- - ^
0 „ Hnt T conferred not with flesh and blood : 

Sih tefor t° Jerusalem to them which were 
t tetn. 1X16: hut I wont away into Arabia; and 

^ h i.W e n t^ ^  nnt° Damascus. Then after three 
%  ^ ra fift ^ Jerusalem to visit Cephas, and tarried 
• • l i , , ' J(aJs' But other of the apostles saw I  
lie k.^hic}. nf s the Lord's brother. Now touching the 
V  Then iVr**ie unfo you, behold, before God, I 

y camo into the regions of Syria and 
V u ’ 1'  of  j  , Was still unknown by face unto the 
W j fjQ +,ta which were in Christ: but they only 

l^ifiM °f tela-t ,uuce Persecuted us now preacheth 
v, 0 God ,v ho once made havoc; and they 08 >n toe.”  J

hig pQrn ^he ,acconnt in the Acts. 
• i*eaoh °?versi°n and baptism, we are told 

^ l8 hiade 6 f or som0 time at Damascus (no 
\  Jê 8BU°f ^he visit to Arabia), and that on

^^Jed t o ^ T
lorn himself to the disciples ; and they

were ail afraid of him, not believing that he was a 
disciple. But Barnabas took him, and brought him to 
the apostles, and declared unto them how he had seen
the Lord in the way....... And he was with them going in
and out at Jerusalem, preaching boldly in the name 
of the L ord : and he spake and disputed against the 
Grecian Jew s; but they went about to kill him. And 
when the brethren knew it, they brought him down to 
Caesarea, and sent him forth  to Tarsus ”  (Acts ix. 26 30).

There is another account in the Acts of this visit 
to Jerusalem, which the writer puts into the mouth 
of Paul himself (chapter xxii. 17-21):—

“  And it came to pass, that, when I had returned to 
Jerusalem, and while I  prayed in the temple, I  fell into 
a trance, and saw him [Jesus] saying unto me, Make 
haste, and get thee quickly out of Jerusalem : because 
they will not receive o f thee testimony concerning me. 
And I said, Lord, they themselves know that I im
prisoned and beat in every synagogue them that believed 
on thee: and when the blood of Stephen thy witness 
was shed, 1 also was standing by, and consenting, and 
keeping the garments of them that slew him. And he 
said unto me, Depart: for I will send thee forth far 
hence unto the Gentiles.”

Here we have three accounts of this visit. Ac
cording to Paul himself (whose account we are 
justified in treating as the true one) this private visit 
was paid at the termination of a long stay at 
Damascus, in order to make the acquaintance of 
Peter, and after a fortnight, during which ha saw 
Peter and James alone of the apostles, he left Jeru
salem without becoming known to the other Chris
tians. According to Acts ix., Paul on this occasion 
was introduced to “ the apostles,”  and preached 
publicly in Jerusalem during his stay. The plain 
meaning of “  the apostleB ” here is all, or at any rate 
a majority, of the twelve apostles ; for it would have 
been a misuse of language to speak of Paul as intro
duced to “  the apostles ” if, as he tells us himself, he 
only saw two of them. The account in the Acts is 
therefore, striotly speaking, inconsistent with the 
account in Galatians. Moreover, even the two ver
sions in the Acts hardly square with one another. In 
chapter ix., Paul is hurried away from Jerusalem by 
“  the brethren,” who have heard of a plot against 
his life ; according to chapter xxii., he leaves in 
obedience to a vision. Rokert Arch.

(To be continued.)

Correspondence.

THE OATHS QUESTION.
TO THH EDITOR OF “  THH FREETHINKER.”

Sir ,—I, like Mr. Foote, am “  cut to the quick ”  by his 
remarks concerning myself in the “ Personal”  in the last 
issue.

Mr. Foote has based his remarks npon hearsay. If he will 
refer to the Jewish Chronicle, July 30, page 14, column 1, he 
will find that the editor was later called before the judge for 
Contempt of Court in relation to this matter. He will also 
find that the judge is reported to have said that my want of 
religious belief was not the reason of Mr. Muir’s challenge. 
My hearing is not good, and I was not aware of the reason I 
was discharged until reading it in the papers next day.

Two day3 afterwards I was on another jury, before another 
judge, and the same counsel, Mr. Muir, prepared to do, and 
was allowed to do, my duty.

I am sorry Mr. Foote should feel it necessary to mako any 
insulting remarks as to my cowardice and my inferior 
position in the party, since he is President and I am Vice- 
President of the N. S. S., and he is Director and I am also 
Diroctor of the Secular Society, Limited. Ho appears to 
have either a very exalted opinion of his own position, 
or a very low one of his colleagues. Also I have to say 
that my services to tho cause have always been given 
gratuitously. Hy< Coy, ^

WHAT CHRISTIANS BELIEVE.
God is always, and the son is always; the same time the 

father, the same time the son. The son co-exists with God 
unbegottenly, being ever begotten, being unbegottenly be
gotten. For which piece of practical information, the Lord 
in his mercy bo praised— Oracle o f  Reason. 1842,
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S U N D A Y  LE C TU R E  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.
OUTDOOR.

B ethnal G reen B ranch N . B. B. (Victoria Park, near the 
Bandstand) : 3.15 and 6.15, C. Cohen lectures.

C amberwell B ranch N.S.S. (Brockwell Park) : 6, a Lecture.
K ingsland B ranch N. S. 8 . (corner of Bidley-road): 7.30, 

W. Davidson, “ A Legacy of Rubbish.”
N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Finsbury Park) : 11.15, a 

Lecture. Regent’s Park: 3.15, a Lecture. Parliament H ill: 
3.15, a Lecture.

W est H am B ranch N. 8 . S . (outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford, E.) : 7, Miss Kougb, a Lecture.

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, Btud fastening, or 
8carf-pin, post free in Great Britain, 9d. each. 
Exceptional value. Only limited number in 
stock.—From Miss E. M. V ance, General 

S. 8 ., 62 Farringdon-street, London, E.C.Secretary,
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; 3. Principles of Secularism, G. Watts ; 4. Where Are 
Your Hospitals ? R. Ingersoll. 5. Because the Bible Tells Me 
So, W. P. Ball; 6. Why Be Good ? by G. W. Foote. The 
Parson’s Greed. Often the means of arresting attention and 
making new memberB. Price 6d. per hundred, post free 7d. 
Special rates for larger quantities. Samples on receipt cf 
stamped addressed envelope.—Miss E, M. V ance, N. S. B. 
Secretary, 62 Farringdon-street, London, E.G.

C H AR LE S
THE LATE

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

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

colleagues. Size, 6J ins. by 8| ins. by 4J ina.
Plaster (Ivory Finish) ... ... 8/-

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

T hh Pioneer Peess 61 Farringdon-street, London, E .C .; or, 
Miss E. M. Vance, Secretary, N. S. S.

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

Amopica’s Freethought Newsp&Pe|,‘ 
T H E  T R Ü t¥  S E E K E R

FOUNDED BY D. M. BENNETT, 1873
E. M. MACDONALD, l 883’l9v.Er**0*'

CoSWlJit»1'
CONTINUED BY 

G. E. MACDONALD .
L. K. WASHBURN ......................... Editobuh 1

Subscription R ates. 3.0O
Single subscription in advanoo — — 5,00
Two new subscribers — — 5 0O
One subscription two years In advance — nBBJ 0$* 

To all foreign countries, except Mexioo, 50 cents per # ratê  
Subscriptions for any length of time under a year>

35 cents per month, may be began at any t> ‘ e0fIth 
Freethinkers everywhere are invited to tend for *tec 

which are free.
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY, . .

Publishers, Dealers in Freethought Book , fl,6.J
62 V i s «  Sxbsbii, N** 1

Determinism or Free
By c.  COHEN.

Issued by the Secular Society¡ Ltd«

tAh6C'r  a" d ab,e exPosition of the subject
° n,y adecfuate light-the light of evolut̂ '

CONTENTS.
I. The Question Stated.—II. «  Freedom ”  and “  Wil1' , ^  
Consciousness, Deliberation, and Choioj.—IV. S0100 nfV.̂ 1

Dete™ ™ . - V .  Profeaaor jam- _
of ReononsihTf erî Ui8“ -”~ Vi’ The Mature aud IfflPv ll iP p  VII. Determinism and Character.—'

roblem in Determinism.—IX. Environment.

PRICE ONE SHILLING
(P o stag e  2d.)

E.C-
T he P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon-street, London.

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

Company L im ited by Guarantee,

Registered Office— 62 FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C, 
Chairman o f Board of Directors—Ms. G. W. FOOTS,

Secretary— Mis3 E. M. VANCE.

Tina Society was ormed in 1898 to afford legal Beonrlty to the 
acquisition and application of funds for Sectflar purposes.

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s 
Objects are :—To promote the principle that human oonduct 
should be baaed 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 promoto the com
plete secularisation of the State, etc,, etc. And to do all Buch 
lawful things as are conducive to such objects, ¿vise to have, 
hold, receive, and retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, 
or bequeathed by any porson, and to employ the same for any of 
the purposes of the Society.

The liability of members is limited to £1, in oase the Society 
ahcu).d ever he wound np and the assets were insufficient to cover 
liabilities—a most unlikely contingency.

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

The Society has a considerable ¡number of members, but 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 oontrol 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 
sh- Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, or interest, or in 
any way whatever.

The Society's affairs are raanagod by an elected Board of 
Di;ecitors, consisting of not leas than five and not more than 
twelve members, one-third of s tem  retire (by ballot) eaoh year,

-------- erd ^ ,* 7but are capable of re-eleotion. An Annual Ge“ 0fl pep0̂ ; ,  
m em hers m nat he held in London, to T6C61V , nifi).membors must be held in London, to 
now Directors, and 

Being a dnly registered 
can receive donations and bequests 
Those who are in a position to do 
donations, or to insert a

hold  in London, to receive — - gy . „
transact an y  oth er  business that ^  . 

'istered  b o d y , the Secular S o0101/ ,  se«*^ 
ono n.nd hnmients with (0with

so ®reUQittiuu uu -* ’ „ftr'fl
bequest in the

wills. On this point there need not be the 0lIb Tb®. co°rrVYUIH. vyjj lUJta jJUi-UU IH-lClCl UDDU AJ.UU K/v » —- - V
It is quite impossible to set aside such bequeB ¿̂¡¡Qiir)' ¡̂ 1̂  
have no option but to pay them over in the be0® „¡etf 
administration. No objection of any kind jjje j
connection with any of tho wills by wbio 
already been benefited. and b9

The Society’s solicitors are Messrs. Horper ^  ■]
Rood-lane, Fenohnroh-street, London, E-O.

A Form of Bequest.—The following i0 ia1„0 „ ;— ‘ 5 of : if
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators • t J j  

bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, “ o6jpi
-  ~ -- . 4.1««* fl „ 4-hfJ P tnt '“  free from Legacy Duty, and I direot that® ^  ibe ¡-I

“  two members of the Board of the said Sod vweoO1 
.. ,, , , 1, , _ . n ,■ .1_____  i n  mV ^good discharge Vo osy s“  thereof shall be
“  said Legacy.”  a {( »■ 6ter- v

Friends of the Society who hav9 remember0 
or who intend to do so, should formally ^
the fact, or send a private intimation to the js 
(if desired) treat it as strictly confidential- t ot 
but it is advisable, as wills sometimes go* .j0nt e 
their contents have to be established by oodP
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^IONä L SE C U Iiä R  s o c i e t y .
P r ä s id e n t : Q . W .  F O O T E .

19,ï •' Miss B, M. Y anoh, 62 Farringdon-st., London, H.O.

:ts3 Principles and Objects.
' ŝow]1 ieac^es that conduct should bo base on reason 

•ye.a e“g°' It knows nothing of divine guidance or 
Sjj, l 6 *t excludes supernatural hopes and fears; it 
'?*! guidê 1UeSB 58 man’B ProPü,: a' m > ancl utility as his

affirms that Progress is only possible through 
v<i t0' !°b is at once a right and a duty ; and therefore
-'■■-Hlit .ei??ove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of 
• 5 J * “ . and speech.
* ;-Pr-t8ti? ° QOiares that theology is condemned by reason 

t9aus> and by experience as misohievous, and 
^  *he historic enemy of Progress.

01 accordingly seeks to dispel superstition ; to 
. .Oa“ on ; to disestablish religion ; to rationalise 

-i.'isj ¡ , ^ 0-moîe peace ; to dignify labor ; to extend 
■%pl8, ; and to realise the self-government of

Pets . Membership.
ia eIi'g:ble as a member on signing the

i C ciatati? « = -
>1« w  *° .lorn the National Secular Society, and I 

* admitted as a member, to oo-operate in 
« ‘«objects.»

?,il*--------

FREETHOUGHT PUBLICATIONS.

L i b e r t y  a n d  N e c e s s i t y . A n  argu m en t a gain st
Free Will and in favor of Moral Causation, By David 
Hume. 82 pages, price Id., postage Id.

T h e  M o b t a l i t y  o f  t h e  S o u l , B y  D a v id  H o m e . 
W ith an Introduction by G. W . Foote. 18 pages, price Id.,
postage id .

AN  E s s a y  o n  S u i c i d e . B y  D a v id  H u m e . W ith  
an Historical and Critical Introduction by G. W. Foote, 
price Id., postage id .

F r o m  C h r i s t i a n  P u l p i t  t o  S e c u l a e  P l a t f o e m .
By J. T . Lloyd. A History of his Mental Development. 
60 pages, price Id ., postage Id.

The M a r t y r d o m  o f  H y p a t i a . By M. M. Manga-
sarian (Chicago). 16 pages, price Id., postage id .

T h e  W i s d o m  o f  t h e  A n c i e n t s . By Lord Bacon.
A beautifnl and suggestive composition, 86 pages, reduced 
from Is. to 8d., postage Id.

A  R e f u t a t i o n  o f  D e i s m . B y  P ercy  B y ssh e
Shelley. With an Introduction by G. W . Foote. 32 pages, 
price Id ., postage Jd.

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

/  1
«¡ID-.. aa* o t --------- .. .190..

should be transmitted to the Secretary
^ V ? Pfaon-
^ket ¡F » «ninimnm of Two Shillings per year, every 
"Heim, . to fix his own subscription according to 

ana interest in the cause

^K...l®tna(ilate practical Objects.
I'-nmation of Bequests to Secular or other free- 

X j  0le.kiea, for the maintenance and propagation of 
-koBn °Pmions on matters of religion, on the same
:̂ ati0ag aPply to Christian or Theistio churches or

“lay h0 blasphemy Laws, in order that
hf** ot « ® canvassad as freely aB other subjects, with- 

t  [mprisonment.
- » ? ‘a Jv , «hment and Disendowment of the State 

li^0 S‘aud, Scotland, and Wales.
, 0ln ah Religious Teaching and Bible Reading 

■ate. 0,9161 educational establishments supported

» « , &t<i 3  aH endowed educational institutions to the 
01 a11 classes alike.

(ot °* all laws interfering with the free use 
;U(t ^Dina e,PurPnee of culture and recreation ; and the 
1 ^«Uerfeg ^ a*a aud Municipal Museums, Libraries,

4fie Marriage Law s, especially to secure 
v o f USQand and wife, and a reasonable liberty

% > a 6r oroe- _

Uhoï thoaQ who would make a profit cut of their

4 S f r »  hereditary distinctions and privileges, 
ÿ antagonistic to justice and human

by all just and wise means of the oon- 
cî 0 *°r the masses of the people, especially 

Osj tbSS’ w^ ere insanitary and inoommodions
Want of open spaces, cause physical

» 0  and the deterioration of family life.^ 6lQ -> mmm . im a  U D U O iiu ittu iuu  v/a Awxjj.Ai.ji m o .
an^ ctaty of Labor to organise 

O i l  Pf a and economical advancement, and of its 
h1 >t titnn „ cti®n >n such combinations.

6 treaf 01 tbe ‘ doa of Reform for that of Punish- 
^ t  ° f  criminals, so that gaols may no 

w. . brutalisation, or even of mere detention, 
a « -10al> intellectual, and moral elevation for 

v k ^ s i0l, ;*l.cted with anti-sooial tendencies. 
i'V. R . *be inoral law to animals. BO as to secureV  tf6ai ,ile moral law to animals, „„ --------------
\ . o f  n * and legal proteotion against cruelty. 

* ki/'W- 9 Peace between nations, and the substi- 
11 War in the settlement of inter-

W h y  A m  I a n  A g n o s t i c  ? B y  Col. R, G. Ingersoll. 
24 pages, price Id., postage id .

B i b l e  S t u d i e s  a n d  P h a l l i c  W o e s h i p . B y  J. M . 
Wheeler. 136 pages, price 9d., postage 2d.

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

T h e  M i s t a k e s  o f  M o s e s . B y  Col. R. G. Ingersoll. 
Only Complete Edition. Beautifully printed on fine 
paper. 136 pages. Reduced to 6d,, postage 2Jd.

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

T h e  C o d e  o f  N a t u r e . B y  D e n is  D id erot. P o w er
ful and eloquent. 16 pages, price Id ., postage id .

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

A  P h i l o s o p h i c a l  I n q u i e t  C o n c e b n i n g  H u m a n  
L ibbktï. By Anthony Collins. W ith Preface and Anno
tations by G. W . Foote and Biographical Introduction by 
J. M. Wheeler. One of the strongest defences of Deter
minism ever written. Cloth, Is. ; paper, 6d., post Id.

D e f e n c e  o f  F e e e t h o u g h t . By Col. R. G. Ingersoll. 
64 pages, price 2d., postage Id,

R o m e  o e  R e a s o n  ? A Reply to Cardinal Manning. 
By Col. R. G. Inge:.soll. 48 pages, price Id ., postage Id.

T h e  G o d s . A n  O ration  by C ol. R . G . In gersoll.
48 pages, price 2d., postage Id.

D o  I B l a s p h e m e  ? A n  O ration  by C ol. R . G. 
Ingersoll. 32 pages, price Id ., postage id .

PAMPHLETS BY C. COHEN.

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

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

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

Pain and Providence. Price id., poatege id.

T H E  PIO N EER PRESS,
61 Farringdon-street, London, E.C.



N O W  R E A D Y ,

FLOWERS OF F RE E THOUGHT .
By G. W.  F O O T E .

SHE FREETHINKER AU©USt 2 V ^

FIRST SERIES.
Fifty-One Articles and Essays on a Variety of Freethought TopicS' 

302 pp., Cloth, 2s. 6d., postage 3d.

SECOND SERIES.
Fifty-Eight Essays and Articles on a further variety of Freethought

302 pp., Cloth, 2s, 6d., postage 3d.
These two volumes contain much of the Author's best arid raciest writings.
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No. I_BIBLE AND BEER. By G. W. Foote.
FORTY PAGES—ONE PENNY.
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No. II_D EITY AND DESIGN. By 0. Cohen.
(A Reply to Dr. Alfred Russel Wallace.)

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

Postage: Single copy, Jd.; 6 copies, l^d. ; 13 oopio3 2Jd. ; 26 copies, 4d. (parcel P

Special Terms for Quantities for Free Distribution or to
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