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ji c world has once got hold of a lie, it is aston- 

1^°® it is to get it out of the world. You beat 
'■lo/ 11 êad* t*ll it seems to have given up the ghost, 

e next day it is as healthy as ever.
— L o r d  L y t t o n .

Ambidextrous Providence.

for God was fruitless. Who can forget
lim “ k ory, “ Oh that I knew where I might 
-  ’ l°at I might come even to his seat ” ? 

nothing the unfortunate man longed for 
,,-wUCQr a fooe-to-face interview with his Divine 
'-oil k ’ 0ut he could not find him anywhere.

and kVen*i forward, but his Maker was not 
.% leffc0,ba°kward, but he could not perceive him: 

î*Q an ’̂ Ŵ en ^id work, but he could not 
V h f *be right hand also the hard-driven
C Ihqs ^hat h0 was hiding himself from
;!ise of . .6 Creator refused to meet and listen to 

A  ^illa muoh-tried creature. The Rev. J. D. 
■!f lock fu D‘D.> °f Bournemouth, enjoys much 
S m  ever f0ii to the lot of poor Job. In 
fzine fQr If*1 appears in the Richmond Hill 

ieclar ^ePtember, this eminently fortunate 
68 f'bat he can see God everywhere. He

j6 atfi renf0̂  even*3 have happened, and as a result 
¿4 b  aa t aa<l torn with anxiety. We begin to have 
5., eat of u triumph of the cause of right. The 

ns ^¡,7® Russians and the fall of Warsaw have 
that fk b something like panic. I am not pretend- 

J^to bon680 happenings are not disappointing and 
th 'a thi» t ^bey are. But the question I want to 
feii^sia’n 8 ^ 0<1 in these events ? The retreat of

\ l pr0vi ? an? the fall of Warsaw, are not these as 
°heg ja Uotltial as the deliverance at the Marne ?”

;C i ^ t; ? r inoed ^ a t  we oould not “ bear up 
Vk 0t" on aI8.an(i disappointments of life ” were 
••'.jlN a faifch that God is in them, and that 
JV tie , Otoetime they will work together for 

■ Bnnv, sires the recovery of that bold faith
¿SMSc *ne jj Prophet to represent God as saying, 
Sortie evif. t nd cr0ate darkness ; I make peace 

Thu ’ n am ^be Lord that doeth all these 
 ̂both u °d is an ambidextrous being, who 

a - ads eqnal facility.” This is 
>it8 ^ 0v.ery wbioh Dr. Jones has made
J y W  Joh "r^ing in the mine of his text. He 
tr U>u ~ ’ n " 1 1 L Al'~ *“tih if

’. 8̂ ¡qj bad a large element of the Agnostio
if _ “ aeed tUn nil h ̂  ___ . Unt l>/> nlnn nlnimn.w  y0u . we all have; but he also olaims 

hi8 a ^H look closer, you will see that 
v“C > e  faHk®t5oi8m there throbs a strong and 
? W  0]i ■” This faith seems to this preaoher 

3  eVn„ n,a* *n the recognition that it is God
¡ V *  ^aL h°nk ^ e lcfl hand.”

rn.bbis ambidextrous Deity at his 
V  th1 bbooch u drs*i carious thing that strikes 

0 j8 he works with equal ease by either 
!>.i i*s°f thQ \e" a vast difference between the 

V 6 ble8*.«bt and the left. From the right 
S  1<sft> Bnff8 .and prosperity, peace and joy ;

dBOM * nS and sorrow, grief and pain, 
L ^  Th ip. tttV»r* malraa f.llia

thQ a vast difference between the 
■iti C M0 hle/^bt and the left. From the right
V*-.
!6t Cv? betw^b. It is Dr. Jones who makes this 

lhg 0 00n the Divine hands, such an idea 
arred to the grief-strioken Job ; and

yet if we believe in God at all, there is no esoape 
from the reverend gentleman’s conclusion as to the 
universality of his Providence. If he is supreme, the 
actual Sovereign of the Universe, we must believe 
that the hard as well as the pleasant things of life 
come from him. In the discourse under discussion, 
Dr. Jones concentrates his attention upon the God 
of the Left Hand, whom we are obliged to charac
terise as a sinister God. His Providence, we are 
assured, is universal, not partial. It is he who pro
vides, or ordains, all that comes to pass, reverses as 
Arell as successes, defeats as well as victories, losses 
as well as gains. Dr. Jones maintains that “  some
times he works on the left hand ” ; but we venture to 
suggest that, if he works at all, he generally, not 
sometimes, does so on the left hand. Taking history 
as our guide, we are irresistibly drawn to the infer
ence that, if there is a Divine Providence, it is mostly 
left-handed. Even the reverend gentleman himself 
affirms that God, not sometimes, but “  often works 
by means of the unpleasant and distasteful events 
of life.” Job, as represented in the drama, oould not 
discern the marks of a righteous Providenos either 
in God’s dealings with himself or in his dealings 
with mankind generally. Elihu, in his replies, utterly 
fails to justify the ways of the Divine Being with 
men, and falls back, in a cowardly fashion, upon the 
thought of the complete irresponsibility of the 
omnipotence of Heaven. In other words, he con
cludes that God is a despot who is subject to no law 
of morality.

“  As flies to wanton boys, so are we to the Gods.
They kill us for their sport.”

Dr. Jones’s contention is that “  the Bible is full of 
instances of God using trouble and disappointment 
to accomplish his purposes, and making what looks 
like defeat and disaster further his gracious ends.” 
Three of such instances are Joseph’s servitude in 
Egypt, Paul’s imprisonment at Rome, and the death 
of Jesus Christ on Calvary. These are utilised as 
notable illustrations of the left-handed operations of 
the Deity. The account of Joseph’s servitude in 
Egypt is largely, if not wholly, legendary, and Paul’s 
imprisonment at Rome is an event concerning which 
very little is really known. Coming to the oruoi- 
fixion, we are surprised to find a Christian minister 
bold enough to characterise that so-oalled central 
and supreme event in history as an instance of the 
left-handed aotivity of the God of love. At first, the 
disoiples regarded it as an instance of “  defeat and 
irretrievable disaster,” “  the triumph of wiokedness 
and wrong.”

“  But many days had not passed before they began 
to see that God was in that Cross, that the shame and 
Buffering and death were the cup which the Father gave 
his Son to drink. And they were not long before they 
discovered that by the sacrifice and suffering of the 
Cross Christ was winning his kingdom. Because he 
suffered, he was glorified ; because he was lifted up in 
shame and contempt, he drew all men unto him. The 
Cross became his throne. To-day that Cross looks 
down from the summit of innumerable buildings, it 
hangs on innumerable necks, it adorns innumerable 
watch-chains. The type of shame has become a symbol 
of pride and glory. For by this we understand that 
the Cross was no mistake, no calamity, no defeat— but 
God's chosen instrument of conquest.”

That may sound like wisdom when delivered from a 
pulpit, and look exceedingly plausible on the printed
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page; but the moment we begin to examine it with 
critical care it is seen to be nothing but empty 
rhetoric, with scarcely a word of historical truth 
in it. It is true that the crucifix hangs from many 
a neck and adorns not a few watch-chains, but that 
only proves how great a power superstition still 
wields in Christendom. But when did the Prince 
of Peace ever occupy his throne and reign ? When 
did he draw all men unto himself, and make them 
lovers of truth, justice, and peace ? The truth is 
that if he had a kingdom, he has never come into 
it. Dr. Jones is a magnificent rhetorician, but he 
dare not look the facts in the face and assert that 
the Cross has been “  God's chosen instrument of 
conquest.” As a matter of fact, the world stood 
higher, intellectually, politically, and morally, before 
the Cross came in its Christian acceptation than it 
did for at least a thousand years under its dominion. 
We challenge Dr. Jones to dispassionately study 
ecclesiastical history as related by Christian writers, 
suoh as Baronins, Neander, Milmnn, and Schaff, and 
then declare that he is proud of the so-oalled Church 
of God. Historical Christianity has been a malignant 
factor, making for disunion, bitter controversy, dis
astrous persecution, and savage war.

Dr. Jones ought to be profoundly thankful that the 
God in whose name he makes so many ignorant and 
foolish statements has never broken his eternal 
silence. He has never been provoked to utter a 
single word of approval or disapproval. Waxing 
very courageous, Dr. Jones pronounoes God’s Provi
dence a universal providence, in other words, an 
ambidextrous providence. With its left hand it 
sinks the Titanic, causing the loss of a thousand 
more or less valuable lives; and with its right it 
detains a prominent London olergyman at home and 
so prevents him from travelling by and going down 
with that famous leviathan of the deep. With its 
left hand it has brought on and conducts the present 
War on lines of the most horrible frightfulneas and 
inhumanity ever heard of, thereby cruelly murdering 
several millions of innocent men in the prime of life; 
but what its right hand is doing just now no tongue 
can tell. The Daily Telegraph reported the other day 
a sad incident whioh, in Dr. Jones’s pulpit language, 
would have read that with its left hand Providence 
deprived the son of the High Commissioner of New 
Zealand of his sight by allowing a shell to burst so 
close to him that the conoussion forced out both his 
eyes, while it laid its right hand on the shoulders of 
the bereaved family to comfort them with the assur
ance that the God of love will, ultimately, enable 
them to realise that the loss of his sight was to 
their loved one the greatest blessing in disguise. 
Such is Dr. Jones’s teaching from the pulpit, whioh 
we readily admit is thoroughly Biblical in its char
acter. But if there bo a God of truth, justice, and 
love, he wa3 never more flagrantly and atrociously 
blasphemed than he is in this sermon now under 
criticism. Take the following sample:—

“  We are obsessed by the thought of the power which 
the German nation has developed, and we forget God. 
My brethren, the fall of Warsaw, I admit, has been a 
bitter experience. God has been working on the left 
hand. Yes—but God has been working. Let us net 
forget th a t! The calamity has happened not because 
Germany willed it—but because God permitted it. It 
does not mean that the cause of truth and right is 
going to be defeated. It means that this is God’B method 
of bringing that triumph about.”

The Kaiser boasted that Warsaw fell because God 
was on the side of, and graciously assisted, the 
German Army; and most assuredly the Kaiser knows 
quite as much, or quite as little, about God and his 
plans as Dr. Jones of Bournemouth. God takes abso
lutely no notice of what either says about him. He 
is utterly silent, he is consistently indifferent to all 
that happens, and the War goes on just exactly as it 
would go on were he not in existence. The only 
rational conclusion possible to us is that he does 
not exist, and, consequently, has never worked, either 
on the right hand or on the left. Man’s destiny is in 
his own keeping and he must work it out the best 
way he can, learning wisdom by his mistakes, gather

Se p t e m b e b

ing strength through the exposure of b i s . ati| 
; gaining victories at the cost of numeion0 y 
j and realising the essential solidarity of bis 
■ means of many foolish and bloody conflict0-

J. T. LLOiD'

Freethooght, Religion, and Death-—

{Concluded from p. 562.)
In putting forward his arguments for hum010*j9 tt* 
tality, the Christian quietly assumes that jbe 
champion of a lofty view of human na . ¿¡yidii®* 
man who accepts death as the end of i.rn{h, 
existence is taking a low view of life- I? 60 ^  po=i‘ 
the oase is the other way about. Consid0r _d£!C jj 
tion. If human life, considered with re .¡ve [3 
this world alone, is adequate as an i“ ĉ  ¡3 *" 
action, and the conseanence ofuiuiuuju, unau, u.uw consequence a
adequate reward for endeavor, it is admit j ir
religious argument breaks down, ^^¿¡yorw 
argument, it is necessary to prove that 1 ’ er tiff 
from the conception of immortality, can aD soo
the highest possible level. Natural bn 
is powerless in itself to serve as an adeq „p  
or reward. This is, of course, an argoa ^  ^ 
tion; but whether true or not, there of W  
question that it involves a lower view ^  p r
nature than does the naturalistic one 
thinker pays human nature the

lit
u oiu tvci pt*yej u u m a u  u a im io  -  r &aBr f
believing that in itself, and by itself, it ¿oeB r  
to all that may be demanded of it. hi 
believe that supernatural hopes and f®arB njes

its well-being. The religionist^^ Qt¡jof-sary to its well-being
and affirms that some supernatural moo***- . yyiuw 
is needed to that end. If the Freethinker 4 to® 
it is obvious that his fault consists in ^ .g ¡g,a 1J  ̂
optimistio view of human nature L,r'but a , 0not that he takes a too low view, 
view, of man and his possibilities. ° QU“Te0 
difference in dispute is that which sePfar. j,0 
who is honest from a conviction of b0ca e.
honesty, and he who refrains from ste i°
he feels certain of detection, or afraid o j
thing that he might otherwise gain. ,r0ad? ?!W 

Thus, the writer from whom I have  ̂^  ¿be ° 
says, in expressing his view of the va u
in immortality : —

plav 18 but a by-product of the —
blown o n f c a l f °rce3’ like a candle fla“ 0 -fis p  , r burnt out, what a paltry thinglJ

from - or fl^ostion of where human bf0 fjj es‘;
question« ^  “ atter of tbat> wheri  oapabilifcino aPart from that of the . ¡¡¡f'

po I t r n Z ° i  We Tbere *•  “g /
We, viewed L apPIneaa and achievement .
h e r i io n e  retore°"e  to tho oi « y

0ne’ Tbe world is full cf

M

life, viewed with -------here alone ref0reDoe to the term u*
tiful t h t l  S ?  Z °rld iB f “ l! of oarions 0 *
balance ita nain l t 3 Pl0asures do nndonhte m.- 
and others ^be rotations between ° gt̂
° f  whether death* <iilifcG unaffectod bybim on a new r f  6nda ibe individual or m o ^ J ^
Proposition j i1Q̂ f .e r .°f existence. I t 18 a i 0 H 
reverse of the 18 well worth living■ 0pŜ j
to eay that fff P-r0poaiti°o- But it is - -  - - i ^ b f e i s  a “ paltry thing” mere!)r—o va. It is oht0[en ^
the individual ceases at the V0fOrm
egotism, disguised under 
aspiration.jjiiaiuiuui :« tb0 u; fÆ0i„,T

if  I  cannot live for ever, then .„{on0 0. e(te 
m— » fhis fatin' »if .

i

failure ? That is what this
amounts to. And to so state it re fcafced ^  
tation needless. But it is never * ei. 
ligible and so unequivocal a d®“.

4
ligible and so unequivocal a oi A ¡0p
this, it is accompanied by mnon ^  eroIfl 
wasted lives being made good, ot . ¡, e y
an end. T h u s :-

“  Seeing that man is tho Soa . „¡eg, se\ 0 ° ^  i  
thing has tended from tho hep  jab&e 
one eternal and infinite Energy ^  S
ages at tho production of man, a geejjjS 
all the ages, nothing conceiva
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glorious to believe concerning his destiny....... If there is
Oo limit to human growth in knowledge and wisdom, in 
J°ve and constructive power, in beauty and joy, we are 
^vested with a magnificent worth and dignity.”

this is little more than pure verbiage. It has 
r®al connection with th8 point at issue. It is a 

tnl„ re fallacy and folly. What, for instanoe, is 
ant by man being the goal towards whioh evory- 

trntf A aa tended from the beginning ? Whatever 
«1 is in that applies to everything. It is quite as 
0 °f the microbe as it is of man. If the “ infinite

Eternal Energy” labored to produce man, it 
ije ?r®d also to produce the miorobe of disease that 
and °^a ff the one is here, so is the other;
an 0ne, might conceive a religious microbe thanking 
je j eighty miorobe for having created it, and 
ev aring that, unless it were allowed to live for 
Stow •aD̂  00nflnne in some miorobio heaven to 
i9 j ? strength and virulence, the whole universe 
0r tailure. It is quite a question of point of view. 
Paat^0’ see*n£ that the present is linked to the 
grQ ln terms of causation, and that the present 
8av,?°ut of the past, might we not as reasonably 
all ,. at this “  infinite and eternal Energy ” has from 
b]0 lJme been preparing for the present welter of 
43 Q and misery as disclosed by the European War ? 
ther ma,tter of fact, there are no “ ends ” in nature ; 
[aot® ?re only results. And each result becomes a 
iji. riQthe production of some further result. It 

aman f0iiy which makes an “ end ” of a “ result.” 
all d ^ere is no limit to human growth.” Well, it 
t)QegP®nds upon what is meant by human growth.

mean individual growth? Or is it racial 
ttis 11 that is intended ? Probably it is put in 
is v; aSne manner because the thought behind it 

• and indefiniteness is the great friend of 
V t  t k*°8' Individually there is a very sharp 
Haj0rj? numan growth—much sharper than the vast 
quite i P80Pi° conceive to be the case. It is 
Cot̂ j 0 ear *kat individual life is not capable of 
*o8trDotjs growth even here. Acquisitions are made 
CQtQ0sraP’‘dly during youth, the power to acquire be- 
& teoii^?a^er after middle age, in old age it is quite 
PetiQij ®lble quantity, the iast stage being generally a 
Qld . i°as or degradation. Apart from this, the 
•i’flieah S oae oan’ii Puf a fiaart in a pint pot 
laiet8r . e* Growth requires acquisition, acquisition 
^ntit011” 6  ̂ capaoity, and this, while an indefinite 

18 oertainly not an unlimited one. 
efiQit > when we say that the individual grows in- 

wha,t exactly do we mean? Wo compare 
jV aaJj al of to-day with the one of two or three 
8 8Eperi ^ears a8°> and we assume that the former 
viduai i A° latter. But, considered as an indi- 

the’ Âbi® finite true? In what way is the sailor, 
S thej,, 010r> or the citizen, or the scientist, superior 
e e tuoa6̂ 68011̂ * ^ 80 °f two thousand years ago? 
Ĵ a,ter t0rn oneB exert greater power and possess 

n.0wledge, true. But, given the knowledge 
,7»18 there any reason for believing that the »?St a!  0^ izen’ or the scientist in the days of 

; °Qr p 8yria oould not have used it as effectively 
j4ct le^^ntemporaries ? Neither sound theory nor 
8*>ofc infl8°PPort to any such view. Our superiority 
htitely a I ldaa,l, B00ial- 8™wth of man is
lAe‘ ¿ d -  nomeno11 of sooial heredity. We inherit
% hV8 are therefore in a position to use more.

Possible to have surrounded a gener
ic tbe ]. 01ent Assyrians, from infancy upward, with 
V ^ C ^ d g 0, the appliances, the mechanical 

hav’ environ a modern generation, they 
aa n»6 .̂ 0en oapable of using them all as wisely 

thiti0a J ri88ly.a8we do.
fact J!r0 triok of the imagination that converts 

V^Qal i f 80°ial growth into a characteristic of 
V !8***he ft is part of the religious fallaoy

r’(5rsi„l tjhat this frrnwfch—whollv a oonseauenoe of
¡¡¡v' ^ivQ^edium—will continue in some other world 

if roA? from that sooial environment whichb,
meaning. Our growth, whatever£ “« ‘ 7 »n d ______ ..

h5i> o y . l0> is oertainly conditioned by,
’ Oqj, ?’ a sooial environment such as exists 

feelings, our sentiments, even our desires

and has

have reference to this life, and that in a far deeper 
sense than is usually conceived. It is not the con
viction of immortality that makes life valuable ; on 
the contrary, it is the underlying and partly uncon
scious certainty of its mortality that gives life its 
greatest value, and serves as the seed-plot of human 
affection, l ’he dreariness of all pictured immortalities 
is a commonplace, and in this it only reflects the 
pregnant truth that if life were not as “  a candle- 
flame,” likely to be “ blown cut or burnt out,” it 
would become so dreary, so insupportable, that, as 
in the old Greek legend, men would pray to the gods 
for the mortality of whioh thsy had been deprived.

Growth is not, then, something that has reference 
to a life beyond the grave. It has meaning and value 
only in relation to life here. It is not fundamentally 
personal, but social. Man, as an individual, beoomes 
more powerful with the passing of the generations, 
precisely because he is a mere link in the chain of 
humanity, without which he would cease to be recog- 
nisedly human. It is the race that grows, not the 
individual. And, in the same way, it is the race 
only of which continued existence may be predicated. 
The old Greek simile of life, as a torch handed on 
from generation to generation, is the truer view. 
It is at all events the true symbol of growth, of 
progress, of civilisation. We are what we are because 
of the past generations of men and women who have 
lived and toiled and died. We inherit the fruits of 
their labors, as those who coma after us will inherit 
the fruits of our struggles and conquests. No other 
immortality than is involved in this is conceivable. 
One might almost say that none other is possible. 
And to those whose minds are not distorted by re
ligious teachings, it is questionable whether any 
other is really desirable. „  p

Edgar Saltus.

“ I am now of all humors, that have showed themselves 
humors, since the days of Goodman Adam to the pupil 
age of this present twelve o ’clock at midnight.”

— Shakespeare, Henry IV.
EDGAK Saltus is an American author who should 
be known better on this side of the Atlantic. He 
is an American only in the sense that Henry James 
is one, and he is a writer of cosmopolitan culture and 
sympathies. With Paine he would say, “  The world 
is my country,”  and he cannot arbitrarily be described 
as anything else than a writer in English. Assuredly, 
he calls for recognition as muoh as D’Annunzio, 
Anatole France, or Maxim Gorky, and others for 
who so many English altars have flamed in worship.

Characteristically, Edgar Saltus began his literary 
career with a book on Balzac. It was brief, bright, 
and imbued with the spirit of the matter. A year 
later he completed his work on The Philosophy of 
Disenchantvient, a remarkable exposition of the teach
ings of Schopenhauer, Hartmann, Leopardi, and other 
pessimistic thinkers. This was followed by a brilliant 
and illuminating work, The Anatomy of Negation. 
Throughout the book the style is sustained, light 
is combined with depth, the matter is as remark
able as the manner. The prefatory note informs us 
that:—

“  The accompanying pages ace intended to convey a 
tableau of anti-Theism from Ivapila to Leconte de Lisle. 
The anti-Theistic tendencies of England and America 
have been treated by other writers. In the present 
volume, therefore, that branch of the subject is not 
discussed. To avoid misconception, it may be added 
that no attempt has been made to prove anything.”

In a note to a later edition ho says that:—
“ In brief, it was the writer’s endeavor to divest bis 

reader of one or two idle pre-occupations, and to leave 
him serene in spirit, and of better cheer than before.”

As a commentary on the irony of the preceding 
remarks, we quote the following lines, a3 daring 
and as eloquent as Ingersoll:—

“ The Orient is asleep in the ashes of her gods. The 
star of Ormuzd has burned out in the skies. On the
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banks of her sacred seas, Greece, hashed for evermore, 
rests on the divine limbs of her white immortals. In 
the sepulchre of the pale Nazarene, humanity guards its 
last divinity. Every promise is unfulfilled. There is no 
light save, perchance, in death. One torture more, one 
more throb of the heart, and after it nothing. The grave 
opens, a little flesh falls in, and the weeds of forgetful
ness, which soon hide the tomb, grow eternally above its 
vanities. And still the voice of the living, of the past 
and the unjust, of kings, of felons, and of beasts, will be 
raised unsilenced, until humanity, unsatisfied as before, 
and yet impatient for the peace which life has disturbed, 
is tossed at last, with its shattered globe and forgotten 
gods, to fertilise the furrows of space where worlds fer
ment.”

The man who could write like this was endowed, in 
no small measure, with the blood-royal of literature. 
In one of his later novels, a principal character is 
made to say “  I would rather have written Salammbo 
than have built the Brooklyn bridge. It was more 
difficult, and it will last longer.” This characteristic 
remark presents his ambition in a sentence.

All Saltus’s books are thought-compelling. As an 
essayist he stands in the first rank, his Pomps of Satan 
being a work of unflagging interest. Instead of 
nature and the world of dreams, the author gives 
us society and the world of reality. Instead of 
vague desires and regret, we have cynical criticism, 
and the style is in epigrammatio sentences. The 
subjects are varied and curious, such as The Gilded 
Gang, Vanity Square, The Golden Fold. The Toilet of 
Venus describes the ever-changing human fashions. 
The book possesses the first necessity of essays, 
of being eminently readable. The author has little 
admiration for developments in his own country, 
“  The Benighted States," as he calls i t :—

“  Never, perhaps, except in the Rome of the Caesars, 
has there been gathered together in one city a set so 
rich, so idle, so profoundly uninterested in anything save 
themselves.”

This is the manner in which Edgar Saltus abruptly 
hurls out his gibes and his epigrams. All that easy 
zest, that curling his tongue round his subject, his 
freedom from enthusiasm, were possible only to a man 
who simplified his life by dividing it well, and not by 
cultivating one side at the expanse of another.

His novels form a collection which almost merit 
his claim to be considered the English Balzac. In 
his work, Mary Magdalen, he has produced a most 
successful and daring reconquest of antiquity that 
has been attempted of recent years. Mary Magdalen 
is not a sensational novel for a railway journey. It 
is nothing to do with pastime, it is a piece of liter
ature. Mr. Saltus has reconstructed a Bible legend, 
just as Flaubert presented a story of Ancient Carthage 
in his Salammbo. He has treated the story with 
freedom, power, and with poetry. He frequently 
touohes the sublime, he never approaches the ridio- 
ulous. There is no hysteria—a rare thing with con
temporary writers.

All Mr. Saltus’s novels are provocative. Mr. 
Incoul's Misadventure, The Truth about Tristram Varek, 
Eden, A Transaction in Hearts, Madam Sapphira, to 
name but a few, form a notable collection. His 
enemies, and like most strongly individual artists 
he has many, delight in referring to his indebtedness 
to Balzac. Their malioe is proof that they dread 
Saltus’s success, and shudder lest the milk-and-water 
novel of the circulating libraries should be found 
insipid beside the inspiring liquid brewed by J the 
disciple of Flaubert and Balzac.

Edgar Saltus has proved his poetic temperament 
in many passages of beautiful prose. He has also 
written a little book of verBe. The following is 
a fair example of his muse:—

“ Heine’s malicious eyes have gazed in mine,
And I have sat at Leopardi’s feet,
And once I heard the lute-strings divine 
That Sappho and the Lesbian girls repeat,
But yet what night have I not sought in vain 
To meet and muse with Emerson again.”

A many-sided man of genius, he has relished the 
tableau of life. He has loved to see the garden 
where Horace smiled at Rome, the midnight supper- 
table where Voltaire challenged the best wits of
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Europe, the ohateau of old Montaigne, or the r*vern 
haunts of Whitman. Saltus’s nationality has 8'?^ 
him a characteristic energy. He has shown ns t 
the American can compete successfully with 
admired Continental wrrters. We may yet ? P 
to see his ultimate place among our leading wri ^ 
freely conceded. In what rank of that group̂ ^̂  
should come it were futile to ask now. tf 
position we should choose prove to be above  ̂
one which Time will decide, it is at least . 
honest belief in the vigor of his work, and no ,s 
liking that ignores its shortcoming. Edgar Saltn 
a philosopher, a poet, a critic, a novelist, ana 
rare thiDg in our populous world of laborious e 
biers, a really fine writer of English.

MIMNERMUs’

The Fourth Gospel.

T h e  M a n  B o rn  B l in d .
In all four Gospel narratives the Jesus therein^y 
trayed knew nothing more of earthly or nea , 
“ things” than the Gospel writers knew: sim, sard- 
the Jesus of those Gospels believed all the a e(j 
ities which the writers believed. The last-men ̂  0f 
fact is clearly exemplified in the imaginary “e 
the Fourth Gospel. In John v. 14 it is record ® ^  
Jesu3, after healing a man who “ had been 
eight years in his infirmity,” said to him, ‘ 
thou art made whole: sin no more, lest a ŵ ‘s,e- 
befall thee." Here Jesus is represented as be 
as did the Presbyter John, that diseases an 
tions—when not produced by indwelling l ag 
(Matt. ix. 38, xii. 22; Duke xiii. 16)—were 80 Ĉ i 
a punishment for sins committed by the ® 
person. This was, in fact, the belief of the m 0f 
in the Presbyter John’s day. There is no n(3o-
getting away from this position; for the P oCe 
Jesus of the Fourth Gospel could only give n. j 0bfl’ 
to the ideas placed in his mouth by the psen g9 a 

In John ix. 1—4 the same writer yieW>
question which, from the popular 
was no doubt considered puzzling in his t1 ^  
case of a man afflicted from birth. This rea ^  

“ And as Jesus passed by, he saw a man 1 
his birth. And his disciples asked him, say 
who did sin, this man or his parents, that he ¡¡p, 
born blind ? Jesus answered, Neither did t j^ ld  “ 
nor his parents: but that the works of Go 0f hi 
made manifest in him. I must work the w ^  \vl>e 
that sent me, while it is day : the night co 
no man can work.”  . js0jp!ei

The question here put in the mouths of t ® bot.°f’ 
clearly shows that affliction, by whomeoe aDisl>' 
were, in the writer’s opinion, inflicted as j 0oh 
ment for some great sin, the only Poin $  
being as to who in this particular ease couf5;t 
sinner. A child born blind could not» nj0® 
have Binned before birth: the guilty P0 poh'vj 
therefore have been one of the parents, t
ment being laid on the ohild in aocordan .j.ej  *. 
Biblical statement that the Lord ” (S'*®,,
iniquity of the fathers upon the obil'k eSt*
xx. 5). And this being the oase, the fo° ^  give .8 
of the disoiples was introduced mer , :Dg. 1° ]ar 
pseudo-Jesus an opportunity for repv pop0^ 
reply Jesus did not tell his disoiples tba  ̂ ^ g0

""S

----— “ _ c»0" -rggH»
belief was erroneous, but only that» fb 0j c0f 
man born blind was an exceptional °a°'m0g1sô e 
of the Synoptics did, however, in g); rg.
rect this ignorant notion (Luke x i i i - o* 
oases he referred to were of quite a d1n ^ e 

What, then, is the reason assigned W 
of the Fourth Gospel for the man bavi B ai»»- 
blind ? The man, that Savior states, was jje 
in order that “ the works of God sn utte g #  
manifest in him.” Now, according to a” W®1' 
of the pseudo-Jesus, “ the works of G gJ} 
miracles of healing alleged to have ft8t®0 
by that Savior. We thus arrive at ijDJ, a0“ 
statement that the man was born b
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or twenty years or more in darkness, a burden 
I? “icnself and his parents, for no other purpose 
,an that he might be oured by the pseudo-Jesus 

that miracle-worker appeared upon the scene.
, it is the writer of this narrative who tells us 
. “ God is love ” (1 John iv. 16). What an exalted 

that writer must have had of his God, and of the 
,ay lu which the Christian deity showed his love to 
fea tu res .

the method employed by Jesus to heal the blind 
"lan ¡a thus recorded :—

11 When he had thus spoken, he spat on the ground, 
t®d made clay of the spittle, and anointed his eyes with 
the clay, and said unto him, Go, wash in the pool of 
S'loam. He went away therefore, and washed, and 
came seeing.”

a '3 )'6ry undignified action of the Savior reads like 
0[ i?°ern conjuring trick. In Matt. ix. 29 the Jesus 
8i “e Synoptics gives sight to two blind men by 
h8 Pv touching their eyes, and in Matt. xx. 34 
ton°K-Sna ey0s Ŵ0 ° ^ er blind men by also 
j gg lng their eyes. In Luke xviii. 42 and Mark 
a . esus heals a blind man by saying, “ Receive 
|, W t ;  thy faith hath made thee whole.” There 
teoJa °n.e °tber instance of the cure of blindness 
Bid*- the first three Gospels (Mark viii. 23,24), 
blind*1 case J08ns “ spat on the eyes” of the 
whi aan, and “ laid his hands upon him,” after 
ĥer man 8a'^ b>Q saw “ men as trees walking” ; 

eyeg ®uPon Jesus “ again laid his hands upon his 
W p an  ̂ b̂e man then “ saw all things dearly.” 
Vijjk ^esbyter John, as we know, was acquainted 
^atetl>8 ^0BP6  ̂ °t Mark—from whioh he took the 
brea/̂ »en.̂  about “ two hundred pennyworth of

S a
*n the miracle of the loaves and fishes. 

iast account of Mark evidently suggested to
j.81In'bar but improved narrative of Jesus giving 

8aiit,„ , ,a blind man. The making a dab of mud with' ’'9> J-LSendjJ “?? swearing it on the man’s eyes, and the 
t0Q3ed f lm *° t̂ 16 P°°l °t Siloam—accessories which 
Wet0 . “0 render the miracle appear more dramatic— 

Jjj bis own original conceptions.
statement that the blind man, after washing 
. dirt from his eyes “ came baok seeing” is 

a'cb *8 n°t in harmony with faot. The pseudo- 
giv ears to have thought that when once sight 

Mse .en to him, he would be able to see and recog 
that thn^8 bb0 other men. That writer did not know 
Jquqo 8 Wan would be in the same position as a 
ĵeotg aby> witb an unknown world of colored 

,aPpoarine close to his eyes amidst a glare1 light ^  arin  ̂ close to his eyes 
they ’ and that he would have to learn what 
a»d fr ere> and their relative distances from him 
S e 8mveaoh °tber, and a host of other ciroum-
t ĥ'oi bbe man who had lived in darkness

"  '
bia 
thi
t,

feeji 6 life, and only knew a few small objeots 
ie ie i® represented as being on precisely the 
0yea el a® other men the moment he had washed 
Jg ^’ aQd as understanding and recognising every - 

%  blip^nb him just the same as if he had never

jSd ̂ ^ i 0 comedy between the Pharisees and the 
& i5 the  ̂ 8> 34) *8 W011 w°rth reading, and shows
s tepa fSeâ °’J°hn was not deficient in low cunning 
p QtpfQlrtse» as well as some degree of finesse. The 
o!’ tc,tthpreply of the Pharisees to the man, in verse 
 ̂b>a Points to the belief that either the man 
43born 0llta bad sinned. This should read: “ Thou 

wholly in sinSi and dost thou teach us ” ?

th*0o<ne T b e  E a is in g  o p  L a z a r u s .
H'tairacitl0w b° what is perhaps the greatest of all 

recorded in the Fourth Goepel, and one
V 3'8^  ae^er witnessed by any human being 

\aia*nS °f Lazarus from the dead (John xi). 
to the story, Lazarus was a native of 

Of  ̂Wq gj .tillage not far from Jerusalem, and he 
st8r8, Martha and Mary, who were converts 

tL̂ Hg { ° a one oocasion when this Savior was 
H 8*8ter °n the eastern side of the Jordan, 
BwSbi thQ8 ,aeiat word to him, saying, “  Lord, he 

q tq ’1 loviast is siok.” Upon hearing this, Jesus 
waoipies “ This sioknessis not unto death,

but for the glory of God, that the Son may he glorified." 
In other words, Lazarus was smitten with a dieease 
in order that Jesus might receive honor by healing 
him. He did not, however, hasten to Bethany, but 
“  abode at that time two days in the place where he 
was.” When, at length, he was about to set out for 
Bethany, he said to his disciples, “ Our friend Lazarus 
is fallen asleep; but I go, that I may awake him out 
of sleep.” To this the disoiples replied, “  Lord, if he 
is fallen asleep, he will do well.” In this case, con
trary to his usual custom, Jesus condescended to 
explain his meaning, and said “  Lazarus is dead.”

After wending his weary way westward, the Savior 
at length reached the outskirts of the village, and 
there came to a halt. Hearing that he had arrived 
in the neighborhood, first one sister, then the other, 
came to him bewailing her brother’s loss, and each 
addressed him in identically the same words—“ Lord, 
if thou hadst been here, my brother had not died.” 
This gentle rebuke was a fine torioh on the part of 
the writer. The pseudo-Jesus attempted to console 
them by saying that their brother should rise again; 
but this they understood as referring to the general 
resurrection of all men at some future time—and the 
Savior did not undeceive them. Meantime, the Jews 
who were collected in the house of mourning had fol
lowed the sisters, and when Jesus heard the latter 
“ wailing" and the other Jewish mourners partici
pating in the wailing, he “ groaned in the spirit,” 
and asked “  Where have ye laid him ”  ?—to whioh 
they replied “ Lord, come and see.” This scene 
at last became so deeply affecting that the Savior 
himself, filled with compassion, was moved to tears 
—“ Jesus wept.” Said then the Jews who witnessed 
the Savior’s emotion, “  Behold how he loved him ’ ’ !

Coming to the tomb Jesus groaned again, and said 
“ Take ye away the stone." In reply to this com
mand one of the sisters said “  Lord, by this time he 
stinketh: for he hath been dead four days.” Ignoring 
this faot, and the stone having been removed, Jesus 
“ lifted up his eyes ” heavenward, and made a short 
address to “ the Father.” This done, “  he cried with 
a loud voice, Lazarus, come forth” : whereupon “ he 
that was dead came forth, hound hand and foot with 
grave-clothes ; and his face was bound about with a 
napkin.” The feet being bound, we may suppose that 
the corpse came out hopping.

This little drama, when carefully read, will be seen 
to display a considerable degree of dramatic talent, 
more especially when it is borne in mind that it was 
written as long ago as the second century, and that 
the dialogue and aooessories were all drawn solely 
from the writer’s imagination. The making Jesus 
weep,however, was a mistake; for that Savior, know
ing that he was about to call the man back to life, 
could not feel any real sorrow. He has said himself 
that what happened to Lazarus was pre-ordained in 
order to crown himself with fresh glory. It would 
have been more natural for the writer to have made 
the pseudo-Jesus say: “ Refrain thy voice from weep
ing, and thine eyes from tears; for thy brother shall 
return from the land of the shadow of death this 
very day” (Jer. xxxi. 16).

It is scaroely necessary to say that no one possess
ing a grain of common sense could believe that a man 
who had been dead four days, in whose body disinte
gration had commenced its work, oould be reoalled to 
life by the command “ Lazarus, come forth.” To 
believe such a story, some very strong and unim
peachable evidence—positively overwhelming—must 
be forthcoming. And what is the evidenoe ? The 
only evidence we possess is that the acoount was 
written by the man who fabricated the story of 
an angel coming down from heaven “  at certain 
seasons”  to agitate the water of a pool in Jerusalem, 
and that whoever then first stepped into the pool 
was healed of any disease he had—by the man who, 
upon several occasions, has represented his Savior as 
uttering deliberate falsehoods—by the man who has 
re-written and falsified some of the more ancient 
Gospel narratives. This is the man we are asked 
to believe was the apostle John and a witness of 
what he relates.
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In the primitive Gospel from whioh the Synoptiats 
drew the main portion of their narratives, there was 
but one case of raising from the dead—that of the 
Ruler’s daughter—and all three have recorded it 
(Matt, ix., Mark v,, Luke viii.). To this Luke added 
another—that of the Widow’s son (Luke vii.) taken 
from some later apocryphal Bource. Neither of these 
has the pseudo-John recorded. That writer preferred 
to concoct a new case himself—and one whioh he 
thought would redound more to the glory of his 
Savior. This, as we have seen, he has done. There 
cannot be the smallest doubt that not one of the three 
Syncptists had ever heard that Jesus had a friend— 
and one that he loved—named Lazarus, or that this 
friend was recalled to life after he had been dead four 
days. This Lazarus was evidently a creation of the 
pseudo.John himself. A b r a c a d a b r a .

Christianity a Religion of Hate, and NOT 
of Love.
----- ♦-----

“ T he Christians are the enemies of the human race.” — 
Saying attributed to one of the great Roman Emperors.

“  ’Twas never merry England since gentlemen first were.” 
— Jack Cade.

“  I tremble for my country should your religion ever get a 
foothold there.” —Famous Chinese statesman.

“  The loathsome hairy tigers of the West.” —Famous 
Chinese writer, author of China's One Hope.

“  Do good unto all men, but especially unto them that are 
of the household of faith.” — Paul of Tarsus.

“  Without shedding of blood there is no remission of sins.” 
— Paul of Tarsus.

11 But put ye on the Lord Jesus Christ in your heart, and 
make not provision for the flesh to fulfil the lusts thereof.” 
— Paul of Tarsus. (A clear allusion to, and approbation of, 
the primitive cannibal sacrifice, in which the sacrificing 
priest robed himself in the reeking fell of the human victim.)

“ If thy right hand offend tbee, cut it off,”  etc.— Christ. 
(Lutheran application in Belgium.)

“  Verily, I came not to bring peace, but a sword.” — Christ. 
(Lutheran application in Belgium.)

“  The kingdom of heaven suffers violence, and the violent 
take it by force.” — Christ. (Lutheran application in Belgium.)

“  Suffer the little children to come unto me, and forbid 
them not, for of such is the kingdom of heaven.”— Christ. 
(Lutheran combination and application of the two texts in 
Belgium )

“ Ye are perfected by suffering.”— Christ. (Lutheran com 
bination and application of the two texts in Belgium,)

“  Take up your cross meekly and follow me.”  “  He that 
is not with me is against me.” — Jesus Christ.

“  That thy foot may be dipped in the blood of thine 
enemies, and that the tongue of thy dogs may be red through 
the same.” — Old Testament.

“  It is well seen, oh God, how thou goest; how thou, my 
God and King, goest in the sanctuary. The priests go before, 
the minstrels follow after; in the midst are tho damsels 
playing upon the timbrels.” — Old Testament. (It is now 
admitted on all hands that this divine jack-in-a-box was 
precisely the same fetich, sot up in the form of a short black 
pillar or column, such as are seen in profusion in the South 
Hindoo temples at the present day.)

“  I used to think man was a being devoted to high aims 
and high purposes. Now I should be sorry to think there 
was in man anything but the mere breath of his body.” — 
Final judgment of Charles Darwin.

“  It is all folly.”— Last words of Dean Swift.
“  Life’s but a walking shadow. A poor player 

That struts his little hour upon tho stage 
And then is seen no more. It is a tale 
Told by an idiot, full of sound and fury,
Signifying nothing.”—Shakespeare’s Macbeth.

11 Every good gift and every perfect gift is from abovo, and 
cometh down from the great Father of Lights, with whom 
is no variableness, neither shadow of turning.” — St. Jamos.

The above selection of passages from the inspired Word 
of God, and others criticising its infallible pretensions, show 
that, like all other dualistic superstitions, it began as sacri
ficial cannibalism, and was then toned down to phallic 
worship— of a much gloomier kind, however, than the genial 
revivals of Southern Hindooism. I havo quoted the text 
from St. James to illustrate the identity existing between 
the gloomy fanaticism of tho Christian Church Militant in 
its original and modern Hindooism, the expression “  great 
Father of Lights ’ ’ being identical with that of the Vedas,

: the Father of tho Shining Ones.”  As time went on, ftbe
ibilo-ever, some of the maxims of the non-Deistic religions o 

Far East, in which they form a coherent part of the P? , 
sophy, were taken from their natural setting, and cob 
together to provide a sort of superficial patchwork coven ° 
for the Christian Ark o f the Faith, much as certain cao 
worms adorn their tube externally with fragments of 8 
and grains of spar. In this way the doctrine of forgiven  ̂
of injuries was filched from Buddhism, where it fo*“ 6. 
rational first step in the practical discipline of that rel'g ' 
without in its new collocation having the smallest 
effect upon the inherent ferocity of the superstition it 
been filched to adorn. Not otherwise, the Chinese  ̂
Rule was stolen and perverted to bolster up the brntali j 
a creed the essence of whioh is sacrificial cannibalism.

The evolution of the Chinese Golden Rule, “ Do not̂  ^  
others what you would not that they should do to yon. 
been already traced by me elsewhere. After being otn  ̂
lated, to surrogate the Christian lie, and applied iof 
purpose in the form, “  Do unto others as you won'  ̂^  
should do unto you,” it received new life and potency 1
finn.l fnvm nf ifa n.rm1is»af.7rtn hxr Enshsufinal form of its practical 
grabbers and Imp-erialist3 : Mount

application by Engl 
1 Do unto others, as yon

not they should do unto you.” The Sermon on the ¡9 
in which a good many of these old saws are furbishe S' ¡D 
now admitted to have as much reality as the set_ speeo  ̂
Livy’s History or the magnificent funeral oration 0 ¡̂3
Anthony in Shakespeare’s Julius Ccesar. ^fm o ^  
miracles, his Sermon on the Mount, his Lord’s D>ray ’;oD, 
miraculous birth, his crucifixion, resurrection, and asc ^  
the Lord, Adonis, or Moloch of Christian theft, mur ^  B0 
sacrificial cannibalism, our Lord Jesus Christ bee 
shadowy a figure, and one so devoid of any coheren „  
religious, or philosophical significance, that it „¿nni it. 01 
understand why tho Christians make such a fuss ab ra{8 
why they are turning Europe into a shambles (or at a ̂  cj. 
tho rabid Central European believers in it), as an ¡.¡0n to 
lesson and justification of the Freethinker’s oble .¡on of 
their blind and bloodthirsty fetish, and the fascin 
which it is the essence and origin.

TV. W. Strickland, B.A., Trin. Coll., a

Acid Drops.
.ffidavit ■ * s

beforet]VL.CbH ^ J Ubllf an account anChZire R ^ ^ ’J u - '  by Piivate Cleaver, of the 
saw the vision of ’ be’ Personally, was at Mem3' ,  
travelled forfcv .anS<â  with his own eyes. Mr. j
said it was worth f 8’ ‘  n-Ce' ia ord6r t0 ̂ t  the affidavit, g  
a testimony Mr ¿av° ,ng half over the earth to get s 
was shown' h A -  H aZ ' ohurat a«ted in perfect good
rumor that Prfvi/o'pS|abse .̂aen<! Procce(h'ngs ; for, he8” Bfl8. 
picion Mr H e.^  0aver 8 testimony was not sbov
Cheshire Wr’ te to the* headquarters o f j 1

6 Regiment, and m reply received the following.
“ Records Office, Cheshire Kegt.,

8 Claremont-bank. Shrewsbury.
August 2G,

10515 R. Cleaver,
Cheshire JRegt. (8.R ) j

th™mowing a°rj°thenquires concerning tbe„ “ him mobilised » i r>Larf  tbe Parhculars concerning b i » ,  at
to the 1st bS m - 6r ° l A W  22, 1014. He was P°s% b •

■r s " i "
J. Hiecens —

Major for Colonel I/C Recor 3;,
District, Cheshire Reg • ^  to

Mr. Hazlehurst very properly sent a copy of tblS ¿¡bet 1‘ 
the press. It appeared in tho Daily Mail of » ePc

(? Hicks), No.

much for the first and only definitely 
to tho angelic vision. When Private C‘® h0 flef jj

So
mony to tho angelic vision. When Private >•'*- (jb^ m  

France, the battle of Mons had ended, ana efeo ^ 
were retreating in turn. Private Cleaver ha“  . ation; ^  
excuse to offer that he was subject to an hajln j j r ps
is merely a very plain, ordinary kind of a bar. (l ^¡jl o .
,----- i .--- ,------1 — lUatln. asks, „ng6

■bl«
fl9

is merely a very [;uuu, uruimary aaijuai ~ ,g
hurst, with a faith that is almost pathetic, aS sfii 
of the officers who were at Mons, and saw c0Jjfes= 
whom Miss Marrable speaks, come forward a g|j|
Wo must remind Mr. Hazlehurst that Mm8 officer0, ¿0“ 
denied having had any communications frolDs;steDc0, 
only heard that there were such officers ia 0 ei?eS. 
these aro just as visionary as the angels the

Meanwhile, we would draw attention to ĵ gi 
a layman who, having found himself “
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ijenj ,aDl̂  the courage to publicly say so. Those pro- j 
: «gyrnen, Dr. Horton, the Bishop of London, the 1 
,;-en’s “‘ton, etc., having spread the story, before Mr.
■» ¿«Posure, remained silent afterwards. They witli
ng ¡oj?“ ’ they apologised for nothing. Having told 
;:ite onsiness reasons, they stuck to it from the same 
■-¡I of u, phurch members had any genuine regard for the 
^e>theQ6Ir creedi they would insist upon these clergy- 
^  Producing the evidence they had, or else apolo- 
iietSi »»Ting said that they possessed letters from 

;48J , , o have said, over and over again, that tho ethic 
‘«much inferior to the ethic of laymen, and 

arst’s conduct proves the truth of what we said,

tig
*a niaking some men think. In his recent work, 

^coniv!” 08’ ®'r h’rancis Younghusband writes that the 
'.^■tarkf°n ®aroP° “  does no  ̂ hear on the face of 
% lv f°‘ a perfectly good and wise God’s handiwork.”
' requires “ the eye of Faith” ' ‘

^M E E E  12, 1916

of » a '1“ 11” 3 "  lue eye 01 pauu to perceive the 
% oqck ■F• Heavenly Father” in the spectacle of 

hristians trying to murder each other.

:ii, jj8 ctaim most of the virtues, but facts are stubborn 
r‘ ^aleeby reminds us that Christians “ show 

'Ijfjj ®6 *° Infancy at tho chief festival of the Christian 
ovfivic,»;—  cf twice as many babies in Christmas

aay other week in the year.”

Til
■ n / S  has been produced in London under the quaint

os.
It has nothing to do with the ChurchLrut>i

at,°n Armi,

S*r’ hut devilish tough.”  So said the Major 
,! i6cent t>°n' and ^he expression is recalled to our minds 
;:SomS6tmon o£ Canon Newbolt's. The Canon notes 

o ^°ars “ there has been an increasing tendency 
'V lib °iS ^ °l *he nation to look askance at religion,” 

4 tlcG ̂ 'lajor Bagstock, he gets devilish sly. “  Gar- 
® has dazzled us,”  hence our neglect of religion 

'’her a'rS’ why German influence ? Well, that 
i j6ve Canon Newbolt-Bagstock comes in. Ger- 

tie German, from submarines to Christmas
.. t to a anathema, and by attributing the decline of— — i.i— r\------------1— l — —i:~j. -

V.

N ■

^  DaT̂ t0?an ‘ nfluence the Canon seeks to enlist a 
t'onBA°^sm on the side of the Church. It is devilish 

he less ridiculous.

outsiders in those who cherish it. They are apparently in
capable of realising that those who differ from them are as 
fully entitled to all the rights and privileges of citizenship as 
themselves.

Canon Newbolt is inaccurate as well as unfair. Whether 
the inaccuracy is due to ignorance or to prejudice, or to both, 
we know not; but all the facts known to us stamp as utterly 
false the assertion that German culture is without God. In 
official Germany, God occupies the most prominent of all 
positions. The Kaiser is the most pious man in Europe. 
Both his speeches and his sermons inculcate submission 
to the Divine Sovereign of the universe and glad obedience 
to Christ the Savior. The Canon cannot have read, or has 
forgotten, the many expressions of loyalty to heaven which 
the Emperor has from time to time made, all of which have 
been published. He prides himself upon possessing a Chris
tian army and presiding over a Christian nation. Even 
Field-Marshal von Hindenburg admitted, the other day, 
that his successes in the East were the outcome of tho 
direot intervention of the Almighty. Why do the clergy 
persist in lying about the religious attitude of Germany, 
and on what intelligible ground are they so cocksure that 
this country is fighting for God, while the Germans are 
fighting against him ? They must be either ignorant and 
prejudiced, or deliberate liars.

According to tho newspapers, a special tax on all bachelors 
is to be imposed in Saxony. Won’t the Catholic clergy be 
pleased ? ____

The Archbishop of Canterbury has been seriously ill, but 
is now on the road to recovery. How it must distress his 
Grace to be kept back from the “  pearly gates ”  and “ golden 
streets ” he has so often preached of.

Since the outbreak of the War, Nietzsche has been one of 
the subjects of animosity from clergymen who have never 
read his works. Nietzsche denounced German pride of race 
as a “ mendacious race-swindle,”  and he was a scathing 
critic of Teutonic megalomania. But Nietzsche was a Free
thinker, and Christians never love their enemies.

“ Blue-books ” are to be issued at popular prices, to ensure 
their greater circulation. None of them will be half so 
“  blue ”  as the Bible, which can be obtained “  under cost 
price.”

of national life is neither German, Eng-’ Vv T\ “ ‘‘ “‘VJuai IUU 13 UOlUUOt VJOLLUmU) XilUg"
°p  US8*ai1, It ia part of the general process 

; ^hen .fance was not under the glamor of German 
s , «  secularised tho State, nor was Portugal. 

S » f  Z  &rship had never existed, or had never 
have S'^° Germany, the secularising of national 

?  at i6 gone on just the same. Statesmen, in this 
;' l) fore ,i Pavo n°t sought to avoid religion, they 

R^ing f ‘ ° ,<“°  80 by the growth of public opinion. 
ChL0t,*kis movement dates back to the Renais- 

'■¡(j l°0te ata ^as been fighting it for centuries, and it 
S ir o ? the movemenh now by attempts to enlist 

* ° V u  i 1Q*on than Mrs. Partington succeeded in
A * tho Atlantic.„  -----

a*B0 declares that “ if the State with- 
? Ho ® Ov, 1011 and patronage from the Church, it

S

patronage from toe Church, 
which will suffer, but the State.” 

w r ^ o n  that the reverend gentleman’s state- 
! W  naturally ask, Why then do Church 
" v , ^«establishment with such angry vigor ? 

lb ecauae they love the State so much ? Is 
,®y alone are such ideal patriots? On the 

^glican i '

t£hutcb 
^Ption

clergy resist Disestablishment because 
, H that it would seriously injure, if not

'’ ¡Dg, j.^bnrch, in the service of which they 
" ° achor pi8 a Puro,y selfish resistance, whatever 

'“ 6 Canon Newbolt may say.

E(ii lle.9 anon 80 ruthlessly attack the prin- 
* laibRt; establidation ? He knows perfectly well that 
,'Vht iCe to an M ‘T'ent of the Episcopal Church involves 
]’-■ n 6 denQn9 onoonI->rmists, Catholic and Protestant 

8 is 6o ®es Disestablishment as a threatened 
' h telip,- a y. w°il aware that the teaching of 
4 ,#li« a** to °t' State-supported schools is dis- 

i6"'®“s tlf^ W h and Freethinkers; but so strong 
’!t«l X / i ? (:tion’'a^’ ce *bat ho would willingly make 

ien?0' ’  sti-a Vita  ̂ P111*' *bo curriculum in all 
tb aD®e ** *8 that the belief in Christianity 

6 sense of justice and fairplay towards

Commenting on the suggestion that the salaries of Mem
bers of Parliament should be stopped during war-time, Mr. 
Joseph King, M.P., points out in the Daily News that there 
are bigger salaries that could be reduced, such as those of 
the Archbishop of Canterbury, £15,000 a year and two 
houses; the Archbishop of York, £10,000 and house. A 
shrewd hit at the Government religion, but Mr. King might 
have mentioned the bishops, who follow their Savior, on the 
salaries of managing directors.

The Young Men’s Christian Association is rapidly becoming 
a universal provider, and we look forward to the time when 
it will supply all articles, from a tin-tack to a white elephant. 
At present it is selling coffee, cake, cigarettes, and other 
food stuffs, running entertainments and concerts, and pro
viding cinema shows. It also supplies bagatelle boards, 
billiard cues, ping-pong balls, gramophones and records, 
books and magazines. One would imagine that the Society 
worshiped William Whiteley instead of Jesus Christ.

Submarine craft, says the Daily Telegraph, “  must not be 
allowed to infringe the laws of God ” by sinking harmless 
passenger vessels. We thoroughly endorse the sentiment 
expressed, but the phrasing is unfortunate. For the German 
submarine method of warfare is, as near as may be, an imi
tation of God's method. Germany sinks a passenger vessel 
and drowns inoffensive civilians, women, and children. God 
sends a hurricane, or an earthquake, or a disease, and wipes 
out whole districts and kills thousands. Germany sends 
civilian travellers to their death without warning, as in 
tho case of the Lusitania and the Arabic. But what 
warning did God give tho 1,500 passengers who went down 
on the Titanic ? If the workings of nature exemplify the 
laws of God, Germany may claim with justice that it is try
ing to copy Deity. It may never succeed in achieving an 
absolute copy of God's method, but it is doing its best.

It is still a moot question in theology what proportion of 
mankind will ultimately be saved and go to heaven. Many
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writers, like Massillon, represent the number of the saved, 
or elect, as so infinitesimally small that it would almost drive 
a saint to despair, “  as if the Church had been established 
for the express purpose of populating hell.” But Professor 
Pohle, of the University of Breslau, in a work entitled 
Grace, Actual and Habitual, takes a more optimistic view of 
the case, though even in his estimation the number of God’s 
elect is limited. Here is his conclusion :—

“ In our pessimistic age it is more grateful and consoling 
to assume that the majority of Christians, especially Catholics, 
will be saved. If we add to this number not a few Jews, 
Mohammedans, and Heathens, it is probably safe to estimate 
the number of the elect as at least equal to that of the re
probates. Were it smaller, it could be said to the shame and 
offence of the Divine Majesty and mercy that the future 
kingdom of Satan is larger than the kingdom of Christ.”

For a Catholic, Professor Pohle is astonishingly liberal- 
minded ; and yet even he is not distressed by the thought 
that the loving Father of the race has seen fit to elect only 
half its number to eternal life and glory, while leaving the 
other half to undergo never-ending destruction in the brim- 
stony flames of hell. Is not Atheism immeasurably more 
rational and humane than such a cold-blooded, cruel Theism ?

“  Some unexpected tastes ”  in literature have been dis
covered by the Young Men’s Christian Association in their 
“  hut libraries ”  says an informative “  puff ” in a London 
newspaper. Dickens, Lytton, Kingsley, Lever, Stevenson, 
Scott, Dumas, Blackmore, and Charles Reade are among 
the favorites. It looks as if the Bible was a back number.

“ I would,” says Mr. Stephen Paget in the Cornhill, “  set 
lessons on the War— downright lessons with good marks and 
bad marks— in every nursery in the kingdom.” We would 
do nothing of the kind. On the contrary, we would, if we 
could, keep all ideas of the War away from every nursery 
in the kingdom. However lengthy the War may be, it 
is not likely to last long enough for the present generation 
of children to take part in it, and to bring them up on ideas 
of war, is to do exactly what we have all been blaming Ger
many for doing. The world complaims that for thirty or 
forty years the German Government has turned the educa
tional resources of the country into a gigantic military re
cruiting agency. It has taught that military supremacy is 
the chief end of national existence, and the result is seen in 
the creation of the greatest war-machine that history has 
known. If we are really sincere in our expressed desire 
for peaceful co-operation between nations in place of armed 
watchfulness, our policy should be to keep ideas of militarism 
away from our children; familiarise them with notions of 
justice, honor, and right, and thus prepare the ground for a 
reasoned anti-militarism as they grow older. Mr. Paget’s 
plan is to perpetuate exactly those ideas that make war a 
practical certainty. The nursery and the elementary school 
are the two places from which militarism should be abso
lutely excluded.

“  Patriotism at its worst,” says Mr. Paget, “  is better for 
children than Atheism at its best.” Nonsense of this kind 
carries with it its own refutation to intelligent minds. 
Patriotism at its best may be an admirable thing, but 
patriotism at its worst—patriotism, that is, which encourages 
a total blindness to the faults of one’s own country, and 
therefore bars the way to improvement, while at the same 
time developing a stupid hatred of everything outside one’s 
nation—this kind of patriotism is amongst the greatest 
disasters chat can overtake a people. Such expressions as 
these of Mr. Paget’s are excusable if uttered in the heat of 
verbal controversy. But when a man deliberately writes 
them down in cold blood it is evident that he has quite lost 
his mental balance. A month in a quiet sanatorium seems 
the best remedy for such a state of mind.

The clergy are still repeating their nonsense concerning 
the Atheism of the Germans. At the opening of the Reich
stag the German Chancellor announced that the Empire’s 
motto for the second year of the War was, 11 With God 
nothing is impossible.” Except, apparently, the truthfulness 
of the clergy.

Some of the clergy profess to believe that the present 
European War is helpful to religion, but all Christians do 
not agree with them. Sir William Ramsay says “ the 
present War is ’.'the reductio ad absurdum of European 
Christian civilisation.”

A book has been published with the quaint title, The Art 
of Being Still. It should be dedicated to the clergy, the 
majority of whom work one day a week.
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The Bishop of Manchester has been unburdening ”tj. - 
mind on the subject of the War. “ The ^n®3̂ &0auda 
he says, “ is to care for the nation’s babies.” “ 8 ¡̂js, 
if his lordship were addressing a congregation of nn(

Sir William Robertson Nicoll has now taken to ¡¡.; 
exceedingly sensational sermonets to the read ^ 
British Weehly, the majority of whom are m°r ^ey aS 
orthodox Christians. The subject around wine ^  ¡¡¡t 
revolve is, of course, the War. In the leading . {one-’ 
September 2 the War appears as the “ Red " °u,g 
In some mysterious manner it searches all me^an)plei 
and tests their beliefs and their ideals. R?r ® ¡¿s c# 
searches people’s religion, and tests their faith  ̂ ,-a tfce
It has made it quite possible once more to belj®̂ 0,, 
Devil, and to “ grasp the dark truth of immorta 1 Xj
also the War is teaching us to recognise the fnlleI

jtl
tbs!1 £ „Hv truedeeper meaning in the Bible." It is perfectly ^  tbs- 

the War is shattering thousands of family circ e^f(,je *>■ 
only helps to remind us how heaven’s family ge„t $ 
shattered when God so loved the world that 
only begotten Son to die for its salvation. °  jatitn 
is a past master in the art of doling out pietisti  ̂ 1. 
for the confirmation and consolation of spirit11̂  #  
he is right, the present European conflict is the g ¡eI#
most priceless godsend the Churches have ever und seoi ! , 
Was ever such nauseating twaddle offered as s° rfl(jitb 
gullible humanity before ? No wonder George ^  tb8® 
so fearfully irritated by the parsonry that he ^  w‘ 
“ these sappers of our strength” — a name to f ¿¡¡¿| 
answer now more fully, perhaps, than they ev

____ -0 the
Sir William informs us further that “ the 

Bible might be called the book of the wa,rs an ^  tUfj 
the Lord.” That is perfectly true; and i t 18 a, volt,0).e,(. 
the Bible, taken as a whole, is the most war i ^  t
existence. The wars recorded in it were as c gf ;i 
barons as any in all history, and its Deity be'1
who fought his people’s battles, the Lord of & 
pet name. No wonder the Kaiser is pious.

¥

Mr. Horatio Bottomley says that ” Eng'aU 
country.”  Some parts of it deserve the insu

Sir William Ramsay, in an interview P“ *3. ^  
Thoughts, says : “ In tha case of the_ Arab ^  rai 
struck with the fact that there are six page ̂  rjesi 
one page of rational history, whelfeas in the j8st-
any person who has the historical sense fee fluid i
on historical ground.” The “  ground ” is ra 
case of Noah’s Ark and Jonah’s “  whale.

fill)’ 
«n0l: 

» 
gjji

The Christian World for September 2 qn -, nu
ance of Billy Sunday as worthy to take its P lu
"V oices of the Day.” Here it is in all 11 ..is1
ness : . ofl evolutio11'

1 If a minister believes and teaches  ̂y
stinking skunk, a hypocrite, and a liar. a(;c08S 

Billy Sunday is the most phenomenally p,o
American revivalists, and the most liberal y o^aerved , r 
that a popular American journalist once A.meI 
presence that of all people on earth t jo0g fl“of unscrap

ithe most easily duped by all sorts '

The Rev. Dinsdale T. Young is an ° ^ ’*0gg 0f f  
of the most courageous order. The P,r°n„^niarisaiti^ ¡5“ * ----——-----------O““ ------------- ,  Ti aficulari3a|,iflj
the march of science, and the gradual ¿¡¡gtarb b g i ■
institutions, including the Church, do no 11 A
least, his faith in the Bible as the Wor „.grey.co<"

*5
least, his faith in the Bible as the vvo*“  I mo^/jcid %  
being as firm as ever. To him the Book ^ ord oi ^

as

as the new theologians aver, but is the ,^0 
cover to cover. In his blind enthusiasm 
the Wesleyan Conference exclaims, “ y  '„uage 0 Ai  ̂
Bible 1 ” and then adopts the following la "[¡pse ? ? j]f 
and lovely defender of the Bible.” ^ 0f b'® w
return of chaos; its extinction the epitaP. ,

$
»

uiy ^
readily admit that Mr. Young’s position ^ ¡g  co^ ¡y uj 
consistent one, and we greatly athm uior0 B o' 
heroically defending it, but we smil® gg feW>
disdain at his childish credulity, 
Wesleyan brethren, now share

The personality of Satan has often ieaent a 0 tt>* 
ns, but it is now an open secret. l n. „„d tosons, but it is now an open secret. red to W  

the Dardanelles, Sir Ian Hamilton rei g.t fjir ,, ¡¡f 
gun as “ the invention of the Devil- 
the author of the machine-gun, and hi 
proper than the maxims of Jesus.
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Pii!SffiïNï’s H onorarium F und, 1915.—Received from March 15 :
BVioualv n.fílí"nnwlAfícfArl -PI41 lia. 4rî TÎû̂ oîvû/I air»r»û •_„Mcrasly acknowledged, £141 Ils. 4d. Received since :— 
” • Corrick, £1 ; A. W. Coleman, £2 ; Sergt. W. R. Snell, 

- ' ! H. Boll, 5s. Per J. Thompson—D. Smith, 2s. ; G.
2s. 6d. ; W. Thompson, 2s. 6d. ; Mrs. J. Thompson, 

j > J. Brownlie, 2s. ; J. Thompson, 2s. 6d.
oî ' ^Eï (South Africa).—We are pleased to hear___________
the*)?8 w^? was’ 8,3 y°u say, one of the earliest subscribers to 
- *reethinker, and we are quite sure that any jottings of his

•6d.

figions
be of experiences in this country and in South Africa would

: 'uterest to ourselves and to our readers.Hjo . ,,vou uuiacivcb aiiu uu uui leajuers. vviiy nou uiy
Ws , , Qce E>im to put those experiences into article form ? 
aad s assured that what you call the “ aggressive puritanism 
bad nplioity ” ° ‘  religious leaders in South Africa must have 
ttink ®rea*‘ 6:®eob on the people of that country, and if Free
st dW8 not recor<* tPle fact, it is certain that Christians will 
Vji„ ?.so: By all means get him to the work. Too much 
diffis6 ® information of this kind has been lost through the 

(¡_ L Iff1100 '̂reethinkers.
agerfi e?1* (Toronto).—Thanks for hint about Wakefield news- 
lot 1 Sorry we have not the time to undertake any writing 
Hau pa.per B0 fur away as the Toronto Daily News. The other 

"Esij » 18 reserve  ̂f°r further consideration.
1,  ̂ ' —Will appear later. Overcrowded at present. 
gê t ®ID,~~Y°ur suggestion was received, and noted ; but sug- 
iaota ns’ however admirable, are not always practicable at the 
lie acta have not, however, lost sight of it, and it may
Vontnrea °n aS soon as general situation admits of new

stnpj?®?'11®8-—The letter you enclose appears to be one of the 
It ¡5 , Prayer chains ” that are nearly always being worked.

 ̂ hy a fanatic and carried on by fools. There is 
t6i>pientm°re 'n ^ ou an  ̂ y°ur fr' en^a being selected as 

1?, j) _ ta Merely implies that someone knew your address, 
ire tindRB10K‘~i"1̂ e cannot refer back at the moment, but we 
Educat;61 i 6 hnpression that Mr. Shaw’s attack on Secular 
one rear01? ^a3 a r̂eatty been dealt with in these columns. No 
»6 do° h 3 necessity f°r the Honorarium Fund more than 
'thich’jg 1 re§rets have to yield to facts, and the necessity 
tftinjter saPreme is that of keeping a paper such as the Free- 
tiskg.j,afl°ut. We note your remark that “ the necessity 
feeljn„ j a pleasure to be able to help,”  and we believe that 
Eoot6 Ijq general among those who subscribe to the Fund. Mr.

pes t° he at the office again in the very near future. 
âta?ca ,an*!3 for excerpts, which will prove useful. Some 

'Sair> P13 were already standing with reference to the Mons«, n rpr
i 1,thg- X” e exPression, “ Indifference between good and 
theism »Uat an  ̂the unjust, liberty and oppression, is simply 
î OBle ?a Pnre cant. It is a form of words which religious 

mt° the habit of usi "
?ttack An? as ‘ ° their meaning. It is enough that it serves to 

n av® ima ,  ' How Atheists like Garibaldi or Shelley would
C- V Q̂ leti at such an outburst!

Ies«onso^0ur time ia never “ wasted”  when reading the sug- 
i ire  ̂ ‘hose who are interested in the welfare of this paper. 

?hviate h°t think that your suggestion, if acted upon, would 
only .e against us. The best way, and, ultimately, 

it, atiti/r] aE’ ‘s t° get people to read the Freethinker. The 
J, tn, of their Dreiudice will cenerallv follow.

IteJh-UAMs,

he 
lit.

their prejudice will generally follow. 
netra —• -W e are not surprised that your friend with the 
dtee, ean Force finds it difficult to connect the preBent- 

iQtist n Socrates, Plato, and Demosthenes. But 
aUow for the centuries of Christianity that have

» e choes

t e *
’•ÌU
th.

een. Thanks for his good wishes, and con-
°n your being the (spiritual) father to so promising

»re pie? ° i r appreciation of the Freethinker is acceptable. 
Tiarte,.86 . *ao f° learn that you are introducing it into 
'Eon t3 W'^  s°rne amount of success, 
ght why we are suspicious of conversions from Free- 

t0 j,, Christianity, and not of conversions from Chris- 
tr?, Bee ur?othought. We beg to submit that there is a vital 
1% &tout Wee?  the two cases. A man may not know the 

Oftce a a aubject, and so his mistaken beliefs will remain. 
iJ 1 It rem an ^oes know, he cannot undo that knowledge at 
^ 6̂ sts ina ?3 a part of his mental stock-in-trade. Certain 

V/hno^i y induce him to feign ignorance afterwards, but 
S° acquired remains.y i  R? 8«rvlow ^Ular'i?8 tlle National Secular Society in oonneotion 

be aflri Ur'al Services are required, all communications 
U. 0tlS uQti„at'eased to the secretary, Miss E. M. Vance, giving 
6> i o t

atHnpri„Q Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
»fr& oS I*  treet’ Lon(Jon' E-°-

post r?,®Usti reach Cl Farringdon-street, London, E.O., 
g uosday, or they will not be inserted, 

tw lagtjj d us newspapers would enhance the favor by 
Pi0 8 to, Paaaages to which they wish ns to oall attention. 

Jhsp'? should be sent to the Shop Manager of the
$y'to,, ’ Barringdon-street, London, E.O., and not to

wiH be forwarded direct from the publishing 
®tePaid ?art of ‘ he world, post free, at the following 
8 2a. g '̂—One year, 10s. 6d. j half year, 5s. 3d.; three

Personal.

I SEE a note in the Humanitarian that Mr. Howard 
Williams, one of the Leagne’s best friends, has made 
an excellent recovery from a recent severe illness. 
We have this on the authority of Mr. H. S, Salt. 
“  Another good friend of our movement," Mr. Salt 
says, “ who has been disabled by illness, but whose 
health, we trust, is now re-established, is Mr. G. W. 
Foote, the editor of the Freethinker, a paper whioh 
has never feared or failed to lend its support to the 
cause of humaneness. And of how many papers can 
that be truly said ?” * *

A tablet has been erected outside the house where 
George Jacob Holyoake lived for so many years at 
Brighton. I often called upon him there and had a 
chat with him, which I always enjoyed. He was 
full of reminiscences, both of persons and incidents, 
and I remembered that the first time I listened to 
him I thought him more talkative than I expeoted to 
find one of the gods piotured in my youthful imagi
nation ; but in after years I found that he was always 
worth listening to, except when, as it would some
times happen, his own face flashed a little too much 
across the pioture. I liked him best, I think, when 
he spoke of Garibaldi, whom he had known person
ally, and helped to welcome when he landed in 
England. Holyoake’s enthusiasm for the veteran, 
some people said, was too fervid to be real in the 
light of his temperament, but I believe they were 
mistaken. His eye spoke worship (at least for once) 
and his voice rang true.

* * *
Who, indeed, could feel aught but the genuine 

emotion of praise before the grand simplicity of 
that noble figure whose character and achievements 
outdid those of all the moderns and most of the 
ancients, who knew no byways, but only an object 
and the way to it. I had a friend once (long since 
dead) who met Garibaldi by the roadside in Italy 
when his name was in all men’s mouths, In the 
course of talk the great soldier asked my friend if 
he could eat anything, was he hungry ? My friend 
replied, although not very enthusiastically, for it was 
a sweltering day, that he could manage something ; 
whereupon the hero, who had conquered kingdoms 
for Freedom, thrust his own hand under his red shirt 
and produced—what does the reader think ?—a piece 
of dry bread, whioh he broke and gave half to his 
guest and munohed the other half himself. What 
a man! * * *

But I must not fill my space in this way. My 
theme is really Holyoake, and not Garibaldi. Holy
oake must have been born “  easy.” He was hustled 
about in early days, and he suffered imprisonment for 
blasphemy, but I never saw him in a hurry. Indeed, 
he told his gaolers that they would have to carry him 
to “ divine service ” and bring him back, which I 
really think he would have found rather agreeable 
than otherwise. Nature, too, seems to have been 
undecided about him in his youth, for he talked 
neither like a man nor a woman. It was the most 
extraordinary voice I ever heard. It was squeaky; 
sometimes you thought ho would oraok ; but it was 
singularly dear, and you could never mistake what 
he said. I once heard him in a lecture for the Co
operative people at Shields stop in the midst of his 
address after some very bad coughing. To console 
the audience, he said something like this: “ Ladies 
and gentlemen. Don’t be alarmed! It is incon
venient to both of us, but not dangerous to either of 
us.” Then he got the cough down, and recovered his 
voice, such as it was. And yet, though I speak thus 
of his voice, I have sometimes felt a thrill in listen
ing to him. There was something ourious about it 
at times. I cannot desoribe i t ; I can only say that 
at suoh moments men who are sometimes called great 
orators sank in comparison with him.
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Holyoake was delioate throughout his life, yet he 
lived to eighty-seven, and buried almost everyone he 
knew. He was in the Freethought movement before 
Bradlangh and long after him, although, of course, 
his powers were much impaired. Nor, indeed, did 
he ever possess a tithe of Bradlaugh’s magnificent 
energy. He belonged, after all, to a greater genera
tion than ours, and he caught some of its spirit. 
Merely to have lived then was something, and long 
may that tablet at Brighton include the name of 
Holyoake as one of the great men of a nobler age.

* * *
I am astonished at Mr. Bottomley’a calling Mr. 

Ramsay Macdonald a bastard. Now that he has 
“  found Christ,” he ought to be very careful about 
such things. If Tolstoi openly oalled Jesus Christ a 
bastard, and gloried in it as one of the greatest 
virtues, why should Mr. Macdonald be ashamed of 
his alleged origin ? It wasn’t his fault, if true. He 
was present, like every other man, at his own birth, 
but he cannot fairly be charged with much responsi
bility for the event. “  Bastard ” is a technical 
English word. Some people think it is slang, but it 
is nothing of the sort. It is a grave word belonging 
to the dictionary of ethics. So Mr. Macdonald need 
not trouble about being charged with keeping such 
company as, say, Mr. Bottomley’a Savior, or William 
the Conqueror—the greater of which I leave him to 
deoide. And as for the mothers of Mr. Macdonald 
and of the gentleman whom Mr. Bottomley has made 
his god, I should imagine that a Scotch servant-girl 
was quite as good as a carpenter’s wife. They’re a 
bonnie lot, those Sootoh servant-girls.

* * *
No doubt Mr. Bottomley has made a great dis

covery. It appears that the late leader of the Labor 
Party calls himself James Ramsay Macdonald when 
his real name is James Macdonald Ramsay. Pro
digious ! How could such a crime ever be forgiven ? 
Mr. Bottomley seems to have found the unforgivable 
sin. Suoh is the result cf having a Scotch servant- 
girl for a mother; but, by the way, who was the 
father ? This is often an obscure point.

G. W. Foote.

Sugar Plum».

We are not surprised at receiving several letters from 
readers endorsing the remarks made in this column last 
week on the subject of conscription. Freethinkers cannot 
— and, indeed, ought not—avoid taking part in the discus
sion of political and other subjects as they arise, but it is 
always well for those who make the advocacy of Free- 
thought their main object to see that these outside questions 
are not identified with it. There are differences among 
Freethinkers on political and social questions, as there are 
amongst Christians, but these differences should not bo 
allowed to interfere with common action in a common 
cause. And it must always be borne in mind that, while 
there are numerous societies and agencies through which 
political and social propaganda may be carried, the war 
against supernaturalism can only be carried on successfully 
in one way, and that is by keeping to the one thing in which 
all Freethinkers are in substantial agreement. This has 
always been the policy of the Freethinker, and we are 
pleased to find that it meets with the approval of our 
readers. ____

Apropos of Mr. Cohen’s article on 11 Freethought, Religion, 
and Death,”  a correspondent writos:—“ It is quito un
deniable that religion gives little relief to sorrow for the loss 
of a loved one. The contrary may often be urged. The 
keenness of the pangs of separation (at death) are greater 
or less according to the sense and sensibility, refinement and 
imagination of the mourner. I recall one poignant case of 
a very sweet and patient noble mother, whose religious son- 
timent and conviction were as deep and strong as her grief 
was great, who sat by the bedside of her dying daughter, a 
young woman. In response to suggested hopes of recovery, 
the poor mother, who knew, cried, ‘ Aye, she’ll be bettor 
when she sees the King in his beauty I’ and later, in the last 
moment of dissolution, threw herself upon the body with 
the heartrending cry, ‘ Farewell, my wee Grace 1’ It seems 
almost sacrilegious to subject such sorrow to rational 
analysis, but these exclamations were cries of despair.

Love was stricken to the heart, Love that would have 
a hundred times to save this one life, Love that would not 
have bartered another year of her daughter’s prosonc0 
eternity and all the angels of heaven—irrational a'R0, ^
characteristically and beautifully human 1 The — . 
kingdom ’ at its beat is but the shadow and the pal0 K. .¡c 
tion, tho ridiculous and gratuitous sublimation of malej]10 
and merely human attributes. • It is finished !’ say8 s 
dying ‘ Savior ’ on the cross. Pathetic delusion, preptrB“et. 
claim. No ; it is only beginning. Man is but finding.0 ^ 
self and the richness and glory, tho infinite possibilit16 , 
this finite scene.” “  Beautifully human !” That is tba ^  
fact that fronts us in the presence of a great sorroWĵ ^  ̂
before which the trivialities and artificialities of relig10“ 
into nothingness.

The following comes from one of our soldiers, at Pr.es,fi0j a 
prisoner of war in Germany, acknowledging tho r0001P . j 
parcel of Freethinkers :— “ D ear  S ir ,—Your parcel ar ^  
all right. Myself and comrades are enjoying the 002 
especially Dr. Horton’s nightmare. I should like to 80t
what my comrades say about him, but I am afraid the ^
would object. Some day I will let you know all a»0 ^
We were there, and I wish Dr. Horton had been tb?re . 
With respects to the Grand Old Man (Mr. G. W. fet.
Yours faithfully, W. H olbrook .”  Our correspondent s ^
ence is, of course, to the Mons angels. He was the* >q gge 
knows what rubbish the whole story is. We are g‘acl aooi 
by the message above printed that Mr. Holbrook is i o 
spirits and, we hope, is in good health.

The Case Against Christianity, by A. D. Howoll - 
B.A., presents in a firief compass an outline of tn0  ̂
argument against the current faith. The case is a
although of necessity the size of tho pamphlet make  ̂
suggestive rather than a complete statement of the ^  
ment. So far as “  inquiring Christians ” are concern0 > 
may prove an advantage rather than otherwise. 
enlighten without shocking, and so load them t0 
examination of their faith. And that is, or should ^¡^3 
chief aim of the propagandist. Mr. Howell Smit urj.egy, 
with firmness, but with the utmost fairness and 00 ¡t 
and we hope that his pamphlet will have the ciron ^ aed 
deserves. It is well printed, with a neat cover, and 
at the popular price of one penny.

f b0
Freethought papers, we are glad to see, aPPear,, g0 o fa 

ting through the War period as successfully as tno ^0 
more orthodox type, and more successfully than m» r  ffjtb 
New York Truthseeker continues to reach us regul 
its usual budget of pithy paragraphs and thought P^^g o<> 
articles, and tho Examiner (Christchurch, N.Z.) s 0 to 
change in either quantity or quality. The las« ^  fro01 
hand contains a reprint of one of Mr. Lloyd’s artic 
these columns on “  Agnoticism and the War.”

Spiritual Healing.
----- '-----  „f mBDkiDiThere are periodically in the history 01 nataral 

times when, impatient of the slow progress 0 , 
inquiry, large numbers of people seek to a tf»? 
the orderly coarse of events: much in tho B ¡.¡0ps-' 
as readers of tales of mystery invent 8°jJjcb 
usually incorreot—of the problem with ^ 
book deals. Even with so many of the ‘ a liiP1? 0 
them, it is a curious commentary °n 1 , gold*''0.! 
scope of human logic how seldom a cor^e°DDabl0 j 
is arrived at. Yet there are many ,wb0» .] flg00i 
solve comparatively simple problems, r0a 0̂ t&Qc, 
their competence to give a correct answe sob°°i Jj 
more difficult questions. They are of tb0 ^ s0tae , 
those who settled the etiology of roenta ^o00aC»  ̂
by saying “ demoniacal possession,” or wh° tf0 
for the moral dereliotions of manhood by , 
worn phrase, “  original sin.” Scienoe \ 
arrived at a solution of many problem0!< cet| ^
consequently to admit its inability to 0XP, 0 
processes, nescience calmly appropriate® gSl b0’ e 
and hoists its flag thereon. Mental_ pr°° foyid0 x 
to a very large extent still unexplain00' P (¡t* 
theorician with much material for hi0 . ¡Ag? 
duly labelled with high-sounding nam00 ’ fcoo 
oharlatan, realising that an assumption ^¡¡o 
is sufficient to impress the more batB y ^o- 
makes capital out of a gullible public,

Certain members of the clerical atm
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lipf ’Jibing been impressed by the rapid develop- 
"̂PaU » ftd â^en P^ce in regard to “  Spiritual ” 

'̂ ten k' healing movements, decided to hold a 
Pi33ert a ° ^ scnss ^be claims in respect of cures 
'8 sdb • In̂ raonlona powers, or by the exercise of 

i Pers°nal gift of healing. The first con- 
t̂niff8 *n *910, and a second one in 1911. 

ilejji t60’ °°nsisting of eminent members of both 
SitHj. s> Waa appointed to make further investi
n g  an,̂  ^ter numerous meetings, at which the 

01 many witnesses were taken, the com- 
¡̂°K” T a Report, under the title of “  Spiritual 

*H0t as ^  may f*0 at ono0 8i'ated that their report 
S e a n c e  our knowledge as to how certain 
!• terrnoa “r°nght about by the influences which 

,!a variously “ Mental,” “ Spiritual,” “ Psy- 
êtah a" ng by Sngg0stion,” “ Gifts of Healing.” 

- likel Brf °.̂  ih0 committee were probably the 
.imagine that it would. If, however, 

 ̂ lentious endeavors to arrive at the truth 
the ground of>us1%

?!«a assumption, chicanery, and 
D°t feel that their efforts

error, misconception,
imposture, 
have been

to be expected, there was much differencej, * ----- / -------- -- — -------- -----------------
JitidQ 4T1 onS the witnesses even in regard to the 
î her it* “ Spiritual ” healing, and also as to 
X l » j®r0 was any difference between it and 
:̂ in °0.aling. The wonder is that the whole 

3  cons0 1 n o  ̂ r0e°lv0 themselves into a logo- 
‘ ed , 1 coder the rules of the most 
"A wn̂ 0 as^° philosophers,

> {  0 . a.re “  there was considerable diver- 
e a as f°  whether moral exoellenoe in 

;%ea’a {th0 h0al0d, was an essential condition
% 8 w 10 ‘ spiritual healing.’ .......Most of the

0r0 ngrood that while moral excellence 
vSat g 81fiQ °n the part of the patient, yet faith, 
1« tW , i^ a t io n  of benefit, was an important 

factor.”
ii68haYeK^e fi008̂ 011 as to whether organic 
’̂ hoogL 0eeri healed by these moans, it is stated 

of f 00ne.Soial results have been obtained 
!| ^ohor0aofciona! or nervous disorders, obses- 

■ BBt8De! ^rri  ̂ habits, vicious propensities, 
orgar • ae '̂orily certified case was adduced 

■il ^hichi? ^‘S8a8e> completely diagnosed as 
'V^ag tn b  ̂ been cured in this way. It is 
W6" af0 n*20̂ 0 3u f’h*3 connection that the com- 
;ij(j ŝtiuoĵ are f'hat no sharply defined funda- 
' j. ’•tofi... *°n can be drawn between ‘ nrfmnio ’
ihC CtiQ0al'

can be 
ailments

drawn between * organic 
for just as it is difficulta a; . cumenes ; tor just as it is difficult 

V ’ ®0 it jVl“ lnS line between f unctional and
ilk ^ 111 8 CO 6a s v  m o . f f o r  k n  rl! a f.1 n rrn iok i VirifitTrai.r»

and
60 far

easy matter to distinguish between 
supernatural.” Indeed, the com- 

■Î 'VIqq •p*r as to state that they believe that 
' tl'””  tbW0r 38 0x0rclsed in conformity with, 

to ? °P0rafmn of natural laws." 
jjoj a obvious that the whole matter is 

n^big ‘°gy-. As Dr. Means Lawrenoe, in the 
i \  k 9 tali ,Vnittive Psycho-Therapy and Quackery, 

•C.6 alwaf f°roe.......the power of the imagi-

>  L  ■St
,,‘n ̂  >5 tha ya 00on the potent therapeutic agent,

3 âthns701̂  °f command, in medical soripts, 
‘■'ii^at ff °f qnackery.” It has not mattered 
™ V itl(}Gedlefil08ioaI aystem has held sway, or 

Hed, jh e  aegis of any particular oult has
N f 7> ext,—  results have been in innumer- 
■ 6k 0 bav^v^^ary and miraculous—or are 

been so. This being so, it wouldBO.
I( i-a the pJratniton8 to invoke supernatural 

died 030 0r only movers; or, if any one 
% uCg 0pon, why not another ? And as 

l5flhi Ptiop’ 008 a °t  seem tn hn n, nrerenniaitn

S h w1etr>onC

Ptin̂ s“ ?08 not seem to bo a prerequisite, 
may as well be maleficent as 

0r ^oity ! The gods of one group 
k$ V e°ta, fcu 0o frequently been the devils 

^  8  ̂fh ^  ma  ̂ raore ea8fly be
i'i!SwitibQrQr,ttl̂ n. mind could advance no further,” 

^ m b°oli it admired its last result, and 
bieiQ fQr God ; seeking its god from the 

admiration, at the point where

reason ceases and thought itself is forced to stop.” 
It is a saying not inapplicable apparently even at the 
present time ! Certain changes are brought about 
in the human organism by means of influences which 
are assuredly less obvious than pills or paregoric, and 
multitudes utter exclamations of surprise, and marvel 
greatly. The illustration may be crude, but it is 
possibly not without some value.

The selection of cases which shall be included in 
the category of the miraculous is a purely arbitrary 
one : much as certain diseases are called functional 
and others organic. Primitive metaphysical specu
lations have taken deep root, and only with difficulty 
will they be eradicated even in that limited sphere 
of human activity which is designated—somewhat 
hastily—medical science. As for that branch of the 
healing art which deals with “  mental ” conditions, 
one may well say, “ Oh, Psychology ! What evils are 
committed in thy name.”

The wonder would be if so intricate and highly 
organised a structure as tha nervous system failed to 
respond to influences or stimuli, even when these 
cannot be detected—consciously—by our rather crude 
methods. The more unstable the equilibrium, too, 
the more easily is it upset. Even where there is no 
marked instability, however, there may be a differ
ence of reaction, although there is no appreciable 
difference in the stimulus: for instance, if, instead 
of the pious Dr. Watts, a rather quiok-tempered 
schoolmaster (with a cane somewhere in the vioinity) 
had addressed the sluggard, a very different reply 
would have been elicited from that heavy-headed 
person ! The example is so prosaic as to appear 
almost ridiculous ; but a little examination will show 
that the sluggard is animated by a strong belief in 
the powers—occult, if he is outside the bedroom door 
—of the schoolmaster: a form of a posteriori argu
ment. From this example we may observe also that 
it is a question of applying the correct stimulus if 
we are desirous of liberating the maximum amount 
of energy. The stimulus may be a blow with a 
cudgel, or it may be merely the spoken word; and 
surely between the two there is only a difference of 
degree. There are immense stores of energy in the 
nervous system—how great may be easily understood 
by anyone who will watch an epileptic fit or any 
other convulsive seizure—and this energy is con
stantly being stored up and released. In response to 
a stimulus—tactile, visual, auditory, etc.—a certain 
amount is set free into, let us say, the arm, and the 
arm is moved. This is not necessarily accompanied 
by consciousness; that is to say, there is not a 
sufficient stimulus transmitted to the cells in which 
consciousness arises to awaken them. This is, in
deed, the routine method of the nervous system: 
the heart, the lungs, the abdominal viscera, etc,, go 
steadily on with their work without appealing to 
consciousness; and only a vary limited amount of 
the functioning of the body is sorutinised by those 
cells in whioh consciousness resides. The rest of the 
working is carried out under the supervision of those 
areas which are conveniently called subconscious.

When organisms attaok the body, it is the sub
conscious portions of the nervous system which 
determine the flow of the protective materials to the 
invaded area; and it is only when this reaches a 
certain degree of intensity that we become conscious 
of what is taking plaoe. Even then we are power
less by any effort of will to alter this flow. Why 
should this be if those higher functions of the nervous 
system—exalted into an entity, and called mind—are 
so powerful ? In the same manner, with the dis
orders termed functional, there is either a diminution 
or a cessation of the current of energy, whioh the 
“ mind” is powerless to alter. Some stimulus must 
bo administered, and whether this takes the form of 
the old-fashioned drastic method of hurling a bucket 
of water at the unfortunate hysterio, or whether it 
is some milder form of calling into action certain 
latent energy by suggestion or by some other mode 
of “  psyohio ” healing, there is little difference if the 
result be considered. It is obvious, too, that the 
same method of treatment is not likely to prove effi-
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caoions in different disorders. This is readily ad
mitted when ordinary physical diseases are under 
consideration; hot, when brain and nerve functions 
are in disorder, there are still many people who, 
retaining perhaps unconsciously the animistic beliefs 
of their early ancestors, feel that some outside or 
supernatural power must be invoked, otherwise no 
cure can be looked for. Ignorance was ever wont to 
clothe itself with a garment of phraseology, and in 
the present time there are no signs of any remarkable 
change in this respect. TT T N

The Star of Bethlehem.

N in e t e e n  hundred and fifteen years ago, if we are to 
believe the Gospel, a number of astrologers came from 
a wild region called “ the east” to Judaea. They were 
led thither by a wonderful star, which apparently 
accommodated itself to their rate of locomotion, and 
descended low enough to journey visibly over the 
earth’s surface. This bit of celestial pyrotechny was 
of course the star of some great person’s nativity, 
and on arriving at a house in Bethlehem, over which 
it rested, they learned that an uncrowned and un
anointed King of the Jews had just been born in 
a stable and was cradled in a manger.. After giving 
him the presents they had considerately brought with 
them, they returned to “ the east,” and were never 
heard of afterwards. What is still more curious, they 
were never mentioned in the whole course of that 
wonderful child’s career, although their visit to Beth
lehem, and the subsequent massacre of the innocents, 
should have kept them fresh in the memory of every 
inhabitant of Palestine.

It is also recorded in the New Testament that the 
birth of this wonderful child was marked by the 
appearanoe of angels to some nameless shepherds 
in an unknown place. These angelic visitors pro
claimed peace on earth and goodwill towards men, 
or peace among the restricted olasa of men in whom 
the Lord “ is well pleased,” as the Revised Version 
expresses it.

Accordingly, it has been the custom of Christian 
scribes and preachers to celebrate the astral herald 
of Christ’s nativity as the morning star of a new day. 
Every fresh Christmas sees this threadbare theme 
new-worn. Pulpiteers and pious journalists expatiate 
ad nauseam on the immorality and brutality of pre- 
Christian civilisation, and the goodness and tender
ness whioh have gradually crept over the world as 
Christianity has advanced. Fortunately for these 
professional apologists, they oan presume on the 
most utter ignorance of their readers and hearers, 
and, neglecting history and the logic of facts, they 
are able to give a free rein to their cheap and tawdry 
rhetoric. Nor does it in the least interfere with their 
periodical jubilations that while they praise their 
perfect system, whioh has had nineteen centuries 
to produce its perfect fruit, they are obliged to 
bewail the ghastly diseases of Christian civilisation ; 
its chronio pauperism, its rampant vices, its wide
spread drunkenness, its criminality, its costly mili
tary systems, outvieing anything which even Rome 
ever witnessed, and the frightful scale of its wars, as 
well of its warlike preparations, which are a strange 
commentary on the gospel of peace. True, there are 
some dissonant voices in thi3 well-practised chorus, 
but they are nearly lost in the swelling volume of 
sound. A Shelley sings of “  the Galilean serpent,” 
and a Swinburne of “ the poison of the oruoifix.” 
Such voices, however, are only audible to discrimi
nating ears, and so the sweet songsters of orthodoxy 
keep the concert pretty muoh to themselves.

Glancing back over the centuries of history with a 
free and fearless eye, who can truthfully assert that 
the Star of Bethlehem was the herald of abetter day? 
It is quite obvious to the candid student that Chris
tianity wrought no practical improvement on the 
great body of the Roman Empire, either before or 
after it secured the patronage of Constantine. The 
early Christian emperors were not a whit more moral

Sep te m b e r
191»

than the Pagan Cassars. They were 
copies of great originals; and if their vices * 
less flagrant and monstrous than those o fa  ̂
or a Caligula, their virtues were insignifica0" -vr«* ifl 1Cthose of an Augustus or an Antoninus. Nor ^  
to see in what respect the gladiatorial shows

snirit ofbm i°  T f  ?f universal pretensions, a: 
nant f»n f- -aal toleration was succeeded bya«J}
o d n in n ?  8“  Whi0h reSarded every d iffe r^  
were alwL3 0nme- And whiJe national r 
welfare +ifS raore or less subservient to te
th em « ; V T T  reIi« ion dwarfed W * ^  R ® ere vestibule of heaven or hell. . „ ab
as thn flW1Dg fche hiZ°try  of Jndaism, exalt« #i 
the h L ? ? “ 8 Virtne’ and ¿enouncing onbg*the blackest sin, Christianity did its best to o janity mu arre=,:.'

At the same t i m >and degrade morality 
intellectual progress which always f o U ^  *l U M i i o u i i u m  j j i u g n . o o ,  w u .u u  « • * . . - j  -  f  .•„gairy' ,!(
dissatisfaction and the restless spirit oi \jariog\
------ c --------- i__ ------ ! _  „  „o o f .o n ce . u  cht!proof of this can be given in a sentence. ** gyt 
or seven centuries of undisputed sapre®3^ ^ .  
tianity could not point to a single new ^  le*5 
in soienoe, or to a single new book oi 
importance to literature. What more 
peachment than this could be conceived' ¿¡,¡0^  
it be answered by pointing to what Chris 
since produced, for there was no sign of IDJ*^ d*r. 
until Arabian science flashed its light 
ness of Europe. Even then the Church 
its rays as far as possible, and she mig ^ o0i bj 
ceeded in restoring the old darkness had 
for the Rsnaissance, whioh was simply t ^ Qti1 
of the classic art, literature, and philosop X
and Rome, and the political reconstruct« ^3 
whioh, by inducing quarrels between P ^ 
popes, led to the so-called Reformation. r0jie 

Since the Reformation the progress o pjre j  
been wonderful, but it has not be0** y bt*̂  
Christianity. The leading minds m g ^  
of intellectual aotivity have been aooon ^  ^  
by their own generation, and the nearer fl/-* . * - id fcfl0

.«or

to our own day the more distinot is ®nB »• ^sc0̂ j  
ation between the Churches and the grf 3 „ ¡fit-- . x— ftIVt) , ¡.afr
and thinkers. It is now impossible toj?^n u u  uuiuiVDia ,  m  in jliuvy ----  a lfl
list of the ohief scientists and wrl.tiîr .V0rv be• it a • 1 a- . i i  _____A - i n a  f f lf  ^Y V iwithout including three soeptios^fdj^ent Is ¿j

But while the 
inspired by soepticism,VIOe’ eZ ä

COl
tbsl u n p u c u  kjy  D ^ i . j j i i u i a i u ,  — f  ÎS  U** V

Freethinkers, the government, tba
fm rnna  n f  onniohw in  f.hai b a n d s  0 .„fa 01 >forces of society, is*in the hands 
rules in our legislative halls, o 
our universities, our schools, and in 
of the publio service. Obviously

iSF

our o t o Z ù t f t

orthodoxy that must bear the respa L9

ffcS

0VBrlref°te't >-

were worse than the faction-fights at 
Still less is it easy to see how the burning ^  
turing of Christians by pagans were any .TjffeU0* 
the burning and torturings of heretics by the 
Christians. «-¡tntei1

Intellectually, Christianity merely subs 
new and vigorous superstition for an old a ^  
one, which was gradually being supplftnte gpjrit£-’ 
the educated classes by a prudent, thong 
philosophy. The gods of Olympus gave p13 . ¡jriry 
Trinity and the Devil, who wielded all the j ' 
power of their predecessors without

chronio evils and the low tone of 
into these phenomena and see w 
bility amounts to.

What has the Gospel of P0aC0 
Europe has now more than ten ti® , ¡¡¡û  ., r 
as sufficed to preserve the peace a 0ndê iflD’f9cV  
Roman Empire when it waS1?alnDg ifl’ 
and predatory barbarians. b»r'° 3. y f

soeiet/-tbat tb»c f

ht°°i ̂
t i m e l y *

armed oamp, not for the reP Q^istia0 

the Gospe1,
for internecine war among Chris 
nineteen centuries of the Gospel - g 
dom is darkened by th8 shadow of j get> 
highest honors are paid to succès
are skilled in the art of slaughter-■ g ot c

m___i.:__________________ .VJf.nal fn* 1Treating man as a spiritual 
entity, Christianity has no remedy
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of their grace or bonhomie. The nations
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flnijjj,-” *y reprobates. Drunkenness is not di- 
H  °y sermons, nor are the grosser forms of 
hi ®ened by unotuous texts, while families crowd 

a while filth breeds fever, and pro-
:;b?fa herding destroys modesty and self-respeot. 
Social k aPPea 8̂ ^be will, but by wise political 
^“tian't 1anges»oan this state of things be altered. 
Ôea ” Pastas its breath in preaching "  righ- 
!tta 8| wbile Preethought strives for practical

■56 i i i ,^ hich. is one of the meanest vices, is 
’Hth w ChriBtian product. Orthodox travellers 
; i l j ,  ¡¡Qa, ‘‘bey find very little of it in the heathen 
'1 it Cj wben they return to Christendom they 
Jidj „ f a t i n g  in the very atmosphere. The 

enf- 8 m0lancholy fact is not remote. The 
âot, aIrf^  ^ne *be exaltation of belief over 

^.the ereotion of false and impossible 
^bich are openly revered and privately 

'^JPa'nFfbeophrastus gives us one Character 
■Slî rat Ite’ anc* n°k a Parbioularly offensive one. 
ijfdiip u.r.e °f Christendom gives us scores of the
'^enefilng ty Pe -
3 profe • Christianity appear in the apologies 
'°Qtb 88l0aad ohampions, its evils are written 
;ha8 :? Pages of impartial history. What real 

Viate 8Ver achieved ? Deny it the right to 
ab the improvement of the secular intel- 

has j,9 “ atnml growth of humanity, and how 
-  a°flict“ boast of its own? But the miseries 

¡Ftujg °n mankind are appalling in their 
îtter t namber. It has shed oceans of blood,

N{( >ta f r 18 ^ave robed from myriads of eyes 
v ltten.°n tyranny. It closed every thinker’s 
!S  at fi.men *n darkness and slavery. It made 

p. ae foot of the altar and the throne. It 
L.̂ alth tbe poor and took its share of
,\:rewoi "he rich. It invented the rack, the 

wbeel* It illustrated its love 
;aCQte. be flames of a thousand stakes. It has 
,.°bibqj rftther than a blessing. And its star of 
°rtenti of18 ^be herald of a glad new day, but 

%pr,-. a 0ng and dismal and disastrous night.
' G. W. Foote.

Correspondence.

style, and the comparative unfamiliarity of English readers 
with the German language, has probably reduced their 
influence to a minimum. The writings of Huxley alone 
have probably had as great an effect in undermining religion 
in this country as all the German theologians put together. 
Anyone, in fact, who has read through Huxley’s volume on 
Science and Christian Tradition—containing the celebrated 
controversy with Gladstone and others over the Gadarene 
miracle—will feel that, by his logic and lucidity, Huxley’s 
influence with Englishmen was bound to be greater than 
that of any professional theologian. Personally, I think that 
Huxley’s articles, together with Henan’s seven erudite 
volumes on the origin of Christianity, are the best pieces of 
work on the subject in any language.

With regard to the discrepancies between the Acts and 
the Pauline epistles, Mr. Simpson is content to suggest that 
the difficulties are “ mainly due to want of knowledge.” I 
can only say that this will not do. If, to construct a 
parallel case, we had a letter of John Wesley which stated 
that on one occasion he had paid a private visit of a fort
night to a friend in London, but that after that visit, the 
churchgoers of the metropolis still only knew of him by 
hearsay; and if, in a subsequent document, of uncertain 
authorship and date, it were found to be recorded that, on 
the occasion in question, Wesley had preached publicly in 
London, and had been compelled to leave for fear of being 
mobbed for his opinions; would any competent critic regard 
the latter account as consistent with the former ? And if 
the anonymous document went on to describe Wesley’s 
missions as having been formally approved at a Church 
Congress, and as having been carried on in close agreement 
with the then heads of the Church of England, whereas we 
knew from Wesley’s own correspondence that he had been 
in sharp conflict with them, would this tend to corroborate 
the historical accuracy of the document in question ? These 
discrepancies could hardly be explained away as due to our 
“ want of knowledge.” Yet of just such a kind are the 
divergences between Acts and the Pauline Epistles as to 
Paul’s relations with the Church of Jerusalem.

I should like to discuss the question how far it is justi
fiable or otherwise to reject a miracle a priori, but will not 
trespass so far on your space. It is a philosophical question 
more than anything else, and I will just say that, in my 
opinion, there are some canons of possibility and impossi
bility which enable us to deny the truth of certain stories 
offhand without laying ourselves open to a charge of “  dog
matism.” One such instance, in my opinion, is the alleged 
objective existence of that sort of quasi-human aerial 
organism, which alone would correspond to the description 
of visible “  angels ” as given in the Mons stories.

R o b e r t  A r c h .
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SIMPSON’S DEFENCE.
EDITOR o f  “  THH FREETHINKER.”

Mr.
Taa

far
^(l/1 Teuton8 object of Mr. Simpson’s article, 

^ e  ^ ew Testament,” was to dis- 
■ Vt!° 8*y in .°? German professors as a class, I have 

% 0tiar tieis“  It- I have little faith, myself, 
t,at) ^ood in or out of Germany; and Free

st J*lieii6r- ,.er oomfort from the reflection that Mr. 
» kiatl»; aMon, if

A/

vA
*cV

true, disables the judgment not 
•jM the jj“ 136 Haeckel, but of the idealist Eucken ;

sup a*nack who rejects miracles, but of the 
■;-V4 ' ¡n facj the historical accuracy of Acts. Any 

^ lofe8SOi '-based on the general eccentricity of 
concln8 koaofl to cut both ways, and to dis- 

W N t h  Slons oflually when they happen to be 
t X S k ,  Q *  angels.”

0 1 in MtQV<se-r’ that Freethinkers have fair cause 
' kinopson’s article. It was not only an 

0 s Mr g. ossors, but also palpably an attack on 
i aft-' E pson ’s conclusion Wfta «-n fivnrpssirmwas an expression 

War, the Now Testament writingsthe .................. .............
k 8<kli n!.11,- 'nflnence over the minds of ordinary

la,ire mentality

4

^°°trin • ^eeu denied them for a generation 
n^entg naii e ®entality of the Teuton.”  This, 

'' J6ght • distirfi OInission8 in the body of the article, 
; a ¿nolaC/i suS8esti°n that the prevalence of 
i j®  at ba a. bas been principally due to German 

’t'tti aj, lnne when a considerable amount of 
Mes,„. aches to the namo “ German,”  such a

; l| \ (etsioQ 0av®d to be true, is most unfair. Hence 
pi1;,. r- Simpson’s failure to recognise the 

a 1 ben; i cs ° f the historical character of the 
\ h%  3 ®  inn Germans. As a matter of fact, I 

0,1 to A^eet),1101100 Gorman writers in the dis- 
taeit va°ugbt in England has been small in 

aDie. Indeed, tho obscurity of German

GERMAN SCIENCE.
TO THE EDITOR OF “  THE FREETHINKER.”

S i r ,—We are all, I  think, pretty familiar now with the 
spectacle of earnest Christians furiously declaiming that 
they, and they alone, are the truo patriots and haters 
of everything German, because of their Christianity, while 
Freethinkers must be unpatriotic and lovers of everything 
German, because of their Freethought.

The following passages from the debate between Mr. W. T. 
Lee and Mr. G. W. Foote should, therefore, prove of par
ticular interest at the moment.

Theism or Atheism, page 77 :—

“ Mr. Lee : Mr. Foote referred to Weiamann and aeema to 
imagine that I thought there is a strange claim in a German 
scientist.

Mr. Foote : I said there is no magic in a German name.
Mr. Lee: That implied the same. The reason I emphasised 

that Weismann was a German was that a great deal of our 
philosophy and soience comes from Germany. The foremost 
thinkers in Europe to-day are to be found in Germany; great 
experimenters and observers in Germany have given to the 
world facts and inferences from facts, which English and 
other thinkers have been careful to follow out. That is 
why I emphasised German."

Page 79:—
“  Mr. Foote: Now, with respect to Germany. I do not 

object to Germany. My only surprise was that 1 German ' 
should be put before ‘ science ’ as it was. Science is not 
English, French, German, or of any nationality. Science is 
universal. Science speaks a universal language when it speaks 
fact and truth. And I deny that all our English science and 
philosophy comes from Germany. It is a libel upon England. 
Charles Darwin, the greatest biologist of this century, was an 
Englishman.”

As Mr. Lee is their accredited champion, the Christian 
Evidence Society ought to really explain his fulsome admi
ration of Germany. It will give them something to do.

H. C u t n e r .
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Eto.
---- ♦----

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. S. S. (Victoria Park, near the 
Bandstand) : 3.15, Miss Kough, a Lecture.

Camberwell B ranch N.S.S. (Brockwell Park) : 5, F. Sckaller, 
a Lecture.

K ingsland B ranch N. S. S. (corner of Ridley-road) : 7.30, 
F. Schaller, “  Science and Christianity.”

N orth L ondon B ranch N. S. S. (Finsbury Park) : 11.15, Miss 
Kough, a Lecture. Begent’s Park : 3.15, a Lecture. Parliament 
Hill : 3.15, W. Davidson, a Lecture.

W est H am B ranch N. 8 . S. (outside Maryland Point Station, 
Stratford, E.) : 7, R. H. Rosetti, “ Religion : A Product of the 
Human Mind.”

LATEST N. S. S. BADGE.—A single Pansy 
flower, size a3 shown ; artistic and neat design 
in enamel and silver ; permanent in color; has 
been the means of making many pleasant 
introductions. Brooch, Stud fastening, or 
Scarf-pin, post free in Great Britain, 9d. each. 
Exceptional value. Only limited number in 
stock.—From Miss E. M. V aJice, General 

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

THE LATE

CHARLES BRÄDLÄUGH, M.P.

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

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

Plaster* (Ivory Finish) ... ... 3/-
Extra by post (British Isles): One Bust, 1/-; two, 1/6.

T hh P ioneer  P ress 61 Farringdon-street, London, E .C .; or, 
Miss E. M. V an ce , Secretary, N. S. S.

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

America's Freethought Newsp&Per 
T H E  T R  u "t H~ S E E K ® 5,

FOUNDED BY D. M. BENNETT, W7S. 
CONTINUED BY E. M. MACDONALD,

G. E. MACDONALD ~
L. K. WASHBURN Editorial l

Subscription R ates. 
Single subscription in advanoa 
Two new subscribers — —
One subscription two years in advance

8 . 0»
5.006 .0«eit*

To all foreign oountrios, except Mexioo, 60 oents V3t , isi* 
Subscriptions for any length of time under a yeftr>,.rBe,

25 cents per month, may bo begun at any '.¡¡¡nin c:< 
Freethinkers everywhere are invited to send for 

which are free,
THE TRUTH SEEKER COMPANY,Hu t u  KniiiiiAjt.it u u m rA H i, kfl ,i

Publisher a, Dealers in Freethougbt^B  ̂ ôs**
62 Veses Btb®*®"

Determinism or Free
By c, COHEN.

Iisued by the Secular Society t &&

ujgCt*
A clear and able exposition of the 3 
tho only adequate light—the light of eV0

CONTENTS. a
I. The Question Stated.-II.
Consciousness, Deliberation, and ChoioJ _ ^
Suemma^oTnet De,ter“ ¡nism.—V. Professor j w -  ^  

of Reamnnh i ?  erminism’”—VI. The Nature and In’Ljjj, J R esponsibly  v n . Doterm¡nÍ8m and Ohar8ote r .^  
mem in Detorminism.—IX. Environment’

PRICE ONE SH
(P o s t a g e  ¡3d.)

at liOnd0®'
T he P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon-stroe ,

t-6.

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

Company Limited by Guarantee,

Registered O fice— 62 FARRINGLON STREET, LONDON, E.G. 

Chairman of Board of Directors— M*. G. W. FOOTE.

Secretary—Miss E. M, VANCE,

This Society was ormed in 1898 to afford legal seourity to the 
aoquisition and application of funds for Secu'ar purposes.

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

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

Members pay an entrance fee of ton shillings, And a subsequent 
yearly subscription of five shillings.

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

The Society’s affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
Direotors, consisting of not leas than five and not more than 
twelve members, cue-third of whem retire (by ballot) each yorr,

--------  ft
mtare capable of ro-eleotion, An Annual Û t)jC Í H j i j  
nembera must bo held in London,_‘ °J®JneBs

in receive uuuawiuiib nuu - flrc> ^
hose who are in a position to do BaoCjety ■ ;' 
onations, or to insert a bequest in *“ ?. f.iidbt^Vrhe ■ 
ills. On this point there need not be 
< is quite impossible to set aside such eeq Oi°rZB % '  
ivo no option but to pay them over m , ¡¡as 13 ^  
iministration. No objection of any j,j0b ^ '
mnection with any of tho wills by w ,
ready been benefited. warper 03 4 ’!
The Society’s solicitors ere M essrs." ,
ood-lane, Fonohuroh-street, London, "• j f t i
A Form of Bequest.—The following te3tator0 • *00 

aquest for insertion In the wills o f *" tbe jpt 'Lfi *
bequeath to the Secular Society, L* . a ij(
free from Legacy Duty, and I direct * jatv'0® ator> 
two members of tho Board of the Ba,f  _jy P* 
thereof shall bo a good discharge tte«iT
Baid Legaoy.M befed >*
Friends of the Sooiety who have reJ!  ̂

r who intend to do so, should f°rrna:/[ i je  e t^'r. 
le fact, or sond a private intimation t 
f desired) treat it as striotly confide“ * ' t jo<* * j«e‘ 
at it is advisable, aB wills someth“ 00 8Osip0,c 
leir contents have to bo established
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NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY.
5 President: G. W. FOOTE.
“ritary: Miss E. M. Vanci, 62 Farringdon-st., London, E.CJ.

s Principles and Objects.
•ndT*131* *'eac l̂0a that conduct should be bas on reason 
u knowledge. It knows nothing of divine guidance or 
t e j 1 en°8 ; it excludes supernatural hopes and fears: it 

“ aPpinoss as man’s proper aim. and utility ns his 
|al guide.

affirms that Progress is only possible through 
its?' wbich is at once a right and a duty; and therefore

HjjjV“ remove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of 
Sec l’ ao^ on‘ and speech.

sj B°ularism declares that theology is condemned by reason 
SS8ai?P?rstiti°us, and by experience as mischievous, and 

ge ?“ as the historio enemy of Progress.
aBm ?ocordil>g1y Be°ks to dispel superstition; to 

Hotajj. education ; to disestablish religion ; to rationalise 
Serial ’ *° Promote peace : to dignify labor ; to extend 
lte P w®U-being : and to realise the self-government of

loll??. Person is eligible as a member on signing the 
«•I declaration

ilM~J estr° to join the National Secular Society, and I 
Myself, if admitted as a member, so oo-operate in

8 Hb objects."

^ddrtii
0ocW o  n .____________
**•* « « • ------------- day o / .

»¡tflf declaration
p.S,A8absoriP«on.

.190..
slice id be transmitted to the Secretary

ayond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, every
hig ^ 0t *a left to fix his own subscription according to 

aoa aud interest in the cause

, i b ,L immédiats Practical Objects.
Sight i>l*huation of Bequests to Secular or other Fzee- 
[ ■[°dox 0C18.^?S> the maintenance and propagation of
ni ions ° - In‘onB on matters of religion, on the same 

aa aPP1y to Christian or Theistio churches or ïhe 7 '0u.s.
J%on °^tion of tho Blasphemy Laws, in order that 

of afi “ e canvass8d ns freely aa other subjects, with- 
.¡.‘ he j); bne or imprisonment.
iî^hon .^ablishm ent and Disendowment of the State 

¡.‘ he 4bQw- Stand, Scotland, and Wales, 
k? Stools iti0n °* Religious Teaching and Bible Reading 

State ° l  °*bQr educational establishments supported

^Sen Rd endowed educational institutions to the
5| ¡¡*0 Abro , y?uth of all olasses alike.

’today f ^ 'o n  of all laws interfering with the free use"ÏM yay for H, .awo luvoiiouug "iiu wo non uoo
kj open- îüe Purpose of oulture and reoreation ; and the 

M u n ,,1 ng of State and Municipal Museums, Libraries,

M S ?111 of the.«alio , —  Marriage Laws, especially to secure
Cilit-D I0:r husband and wifo, and a reasonable liberty 

divorce.
Ik 1 iight atlon Qi tho legal status of men and women, so

t  t<e,

ŝhta
t'rotQM£uay bo independent of sexual a 

‘he gr0pion ° i children from all forms of violence, and 
; those who would make a profit out of their

kioySg of an hereditary distinctions and privileges, 
tRood Bpir't antagonistio to justice and human

w dai?6? 011̂  by all just and wise means of tho con- 
yjSa atl!jy ufe for tho masses of the people, especially ̂̂  ̂ QlitlOn —mil— nft. J .V, AAW.VW A l̂ Annamities, 

. and the
where insanitary and incommodious 

Æ 6>) ans“ , tlle want °* °Pen spaces, cause physical 
S  .^oiboti Beaso> and the deterioration of family life.

‘ta in°n the right and duty of Labor to organise 
& ?VoSal n t£̂  and ooouomical advancement, and of its 
¡St ¡Mhetn^P^olion in such combinations.

í  'V
thl . 'on of the idea of Reform for that of Punish- 

UQ piac 0atment of criminals, so that gaols may no 
j S  °f re. °l Catalisation, or even of mere detention, 

A  hao aiep“ y?ioal, intellectual, and moral elevation for 
lev. . with anti-social tendencies.

for War settlement of inter-
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