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Polish sentence dropped upon paper, set folly on a
"ad is a monument to make infamy eternal.

Owen Feltham.

X0 Acknowledged Failure of Christ.

i?ljj'fiarists nothing is more indisputable than the
a the so-oalled teaohing of Jesus has never
e ~eart of the world. It has always
Hin Itaer completely ignored, or treated as pre-
it"J" an ideal of oharaoter which is wholly im-
m  aole in this life. Clergymen usually extol it
.InS terms from the pulpit, but even olergymen
fitted that it cannot be put into practice in
-»Z 83 ® present constituted. And yet it is
Christians to boast of the triumph

* ®on over Western world. They assure
f Savior in whom they believe is all-eon-
«<tWH u wor” 3 his purchased possession,
a 10' he rules in righteousness and truth; and
~Nalf pro?POrity of the Churoh he founded is
Atet ke *n history. Eloquent sermons without
876 been preached on the difference Christ

6 an” bulky volumes have been published in

»B praise of the irrepressible power of his
~ted long ago a prominent Christian worker
‘e in ~he Sermon on the Mount is embodied
/8 an”™n0"N.001 reality, the teaching of

j*hdtip Christianity are irreconcilably opposed to
it g though few theologians take notioe of the
'Viuj “ ®0n those who regard Christianity as an
the teaohing of Jesus, maintain that

Europe sixteen oenturies ago, and con-

5 1tz this day to be the dominant faotor in its
S teH them that Christ no longer counts
jtt; "fe they will laugh your contention to
aring wildly that he is on the throne
«aiQre?Sa supreme to the end of time. With
3, that We are surPrised beyond measure to
7 the p highly popular minister of the Gospel has
"Nedulf a0 to admit publioly that the Cross is
m" throughout Christendom. We refer to

°n0s, M.A., D.D., of Bournemouth, who, in

Vv’ 3ed eQhitled “ The Unrecognised Christ,” which

. thaf Christian World for September 80,
3 ad “ has always been Christ's fate to be
tirthl  hy mankind. “ No one knew him at

(iJfe,” 7 ®are told, and no one knew him during
Ct; ftn®At his birth he was the unrecognised
~t,"  QOloradle to Cross he was the unreoognised

C ~ tio Naxes exceedingly sweeping as well as
Proceeds with his article. Not only

cho8Q nate multitude, but even his disoiples

8 Bth an” favored twelve—did not reoognise
thi-0 ®0Q °f God and Savior of the world.

CAMd W utterly unknown :—

test's ,~e same sort of disappointment must fill

81 Unt6 eart still, for to a large extent he is still

Fe°Hy jjT°onised Christ. He has been in our world

tt!!l fanjjp6 Uow- For nineteen centuries men have

His> with him; they have heard his words,
seen his works, and yet they do not know

foliar \ay of saying that Christ isa total
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failure. To have been in the world for nineteen cen-
turies unrecognised is to have failed on the most
gigantio scale possible. To say that the great multi-
tudes do not know him is equivalent to admitting
that he has not succeeded in winning their affection
and confidence. That anyone should ignore and
reject him is always an astonishment to Dr. Jones,
beoause he regards him a3 the gladness of life, our
best friend, our mighty helper, our great deliverer;
but if the great multitudes do not know him, he is
nothing to them. What is always an astonishment
to the reverend gentleman is undeniably a faot:—

“ The amazing fact stands—there are thousands and
tens of thousands who ignore and reject him, There
are some who regard him with a kind of furious hate.
1There is one good thing this War has done,” said a
workman in one of the London shops to a good Metho-
dist who happened to be at the next machine—'it has
put an end to your Jesus.” One hears, even at a time
like this, of soldiers, when offered the New Testament,
rejecting it with scorn and contempt.”

There are such workmen and soldiers everywhere, for
whom Christ does not stand for anything noble and
exalting, and to whom he brings no gifts. They
reject him, not beoause they “ regard him with a
kind of furious hate,” but simply because they do
not believe in the theological conception of him,
and because some of them are of the opinion that
he never existed at all. It is easy enough for Dr.
Jones, writing in a Christian newspaper, to ascribe
their rejection of him to their ignoranoe; but, as a
matter of fact, they know quite as muoh about the
alleged Savior of the world as the reverend gentleman
himself does. They know that the Gospel Jesus
never lived, and that to speak of him as if he had
lived and manifested himself in history as the lifter
up of the poor out of the dost, and the needy from
the dunghill, is tc betray either gross iguoranoe or
invinoible prejudice. If he really had been all that
Dr. Jones claims; if he had befriended the outoast,
helped the tempted, and oomforted the sad, the great
multitudes would have hailed him with gladness and
gratitude, and the world would have been filled with
peace and happiness.

Not only has Christ failed to make disoiples of the
great multitudes, or to draw the world unto himself,
but he has been equally unsuccessful in revealing
himself to his own people. *“ We have correot views
about him,” says Dr. Jones, “ but we do not know
him.” What a silly sentenoel If the reverend
gentleman does not know Christ, on what ground
does he state that he has correct views about him ?
How on earth is it possible to entertain oorrect
views about the unknown ? Take the following:—

“ Is it to be harsh and censorious in judgment to say
that there are multitudes of nominal Christians who
simply do not know what Christ stands for, who have
no inkling of his fundamental principles, who do not in
the least share his outlook on life ? The lines on which
society is run, the principles on which our individual
lives are based, are really not Christian at all.”

We fully agree, and venture to point out that the
only logioal deduction from suoh statements is that
Christ is the most stupendous failure known to ns.
The London workman may have been excessively
optimistio when he deolared that the War has put
an end to Jesus; but Dr. Jones is convinced that
the War is due to the deplorable faot that Jesns has
never had a beginning yet. And what a glorious
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opportunity this conviction affords for vilifying
Germany. Listen:—

“ The occurrences of these days proclaim that Christ
is not known amongst the nations that call themselves
by his name. If only the nations that proudly style
themselves Christian had really known him, we should
not at this moment be suffering all the desolating
horrors of war. No country has contributed to our
knowledge of Christ’s life as Germany has. Neverthe-
less, Germany has not known Christ. If she had known
Christ, if she had really caught his spirit, she would
not have called a treaty a ‘scrap of paper’; she would
never have committed the atrocities of Aerschott and
Louvain ; she would not have embarked on a policy of
piracy and murder.”

Now, on fche assumption that Germany has not known
Christ, we naturally ask why has Christ allowed him-
Bolf to remain unknown to that great country ? He
is said to be all-powerful, all-good, and all-loving,
and to have died for the salvation of all mankind,
and yet he has neglected to take pity upon and save
the German nation. We cannot believe it of him.
If such a Christ existed, Germany and all other
countries would have known, trusted, loved, and
honored him, and the relations between them would
have been such as to have made war a natural im-
possibility. But the trnth is that no Prince of
Peace has ever occupied the throne of the world and
governed human hearts. Dr. Jones’s Christ is not
known simply beoause he does not exist. He is
nothing but a figment of the theologioal imagination
—a wholly impossible being. And the reverend
gentleman’s fancy portrait of him is the most ludi-
crous product ever heard of. He was unknown while
he lived, both to the orowd and to the small circle of
intimate friends. For nineteen centuries he has
been unknown alike to the world and to th3 Church;
and beoause he is still unknown we are going through
the most savage and atrocious War on record. We
ask, with all the solemnity possible to us, is it not
the greatest folly conceivable to believe that such a
being exists? Dr. Jones admits that the world has
never known him, but claims that if it did know him
there would be no war. For nearly two thousand
years he has seen fit to hide himself in some invisible
recesses, and to permit the waging of innumerable
bloody wars, most of them in his own name, without
offering the slightest protest; and yet here is a self-
styled minister of his who assures us that if he
were to become known this wretched world would
be converted into a perfect paradise at once. If an
unknown Christ exists, and answers to the descrip-
tion given of him, we can only conclude that he
must be a heartless monster who simply laughs at
the frightful calamities and crimes and carnage
which he might so easily prevent if he chose to come
forward and exert himself. Such is the Christ pro-
claimed from the pulpit at this time of war, and we
are certain that “ the great multitudes” do very
wisely to ignore and reject him. He is utterly un-
worthy of belief; and it would have been a good
thing for mankind if the conception of him had
never been elaborated. We would then have had
fewer wars, sorrows, and sufferings, and the sense
of brotherhood, so patiently fostered in pre-Christian
times, might have been so fully developed by now as
to render peace between all nations a happy neces-
sity. Ever since the time they acquired numerical
and political power, the disoiples of Christ have
revelled in persecution and bloodshed ; and the pulpit
is extremely busy trying to convince the people that
it is for Christ and his Cross that we are now at war.

J. T. Lioyd.

With the Angels.—II.

{Concluded from p. 626.)
IN one of Lucian’s dialogues there is an account of a
discussion between a Theist and an Atheist, and in
the end the Theist retorts by calling his opponent
names. This greatly pleases the gods, who are in-
terested listeners, and Zeus calls out to his supporter,

THE FREETHINKER

October 10, 1013

“Well done give him hard words. That i3y°’rr
strong point. Begin to reason, and you will be&
dumb as a fish.” In his own interest, Mr. BegtD
would have been well advised to follow the 5
rule. For reasoning is not his strong point, He
much more at home with his somewhat histrionj
appeals to our higher feelings and lofty rebukes ©
Mr. Machen for failing to realise that when HS8se
told in the interests of religion, it is the duty of W
spiritually developed man to stick to them at 8
costs. Still, one may learn something—eveo
Mr. Begbio. And although the lesson one gotsh®,,
his writings is not the lesson he intends to teach,
is worth noting.

Quite properly, attention has been concentrated('
the curious fact that the witnesses for the ang®'
were unanimous in declining to give their na®.
and addresses, and also that their stories did »
exactly harmonise. Mr. Begbie's “ wriggles IC
the most expressive word for the situation--81
amusing”™ He says there is a definite military °r ,
that soldiers shall not speak of their experience
the Front until after the War. What, then, beo’®
of the anonymous lance-corporals, wounded s0'3l, j
officers, etc., cited by him on behalf of the ange”™
Evidently they have spoken of their experience".
someone has spoken for them. When it suits
Begbie, there is plenty of evidence; when it i1
him to have it otherwise, the evidence is -- n
because “only a remnant” of the Expediti°’C§
Force oame out of Mons. And that is certainty %
fcrne.  The first Expeditionary Force was fi®
70.000 strong. How many had we lost by the »
ning of September, 1914 ? Certainly not mors
5.000 or 6,000. And the remainderis, for Mr 1
“ only a remnant.”

Another reason given by Mr. Begbie and otbei*
the absence of names is that the soldiers did no8
to talk about their spiritual experience. Thedr
rience was regarded as “ too sacred.” Batthey”
talked about it—or someone has talked to3
They do not appear at all baokward in talking
it; they are only reluctant to put their names *
written declaration—all but Private Cleaver, * .
the military authorities brand as a liar. We aogt.”
that Mr. Begbie should write a pamphlet denofl
them for robbing people of “ a thousand hope38 3
thousand consolations.” And even these anoity”™
communications were not vouchsafed for ® s
after the Battle of Mons. Apparently, seeing "

angels was suoh a common, such an
affair, that none of these men thought of men gj9ef
it until they were questioned by Nurse Thisotj> m
That. In the thousands of letters written a
papers, no one mentioned it; in the thons® jj{
letters written home, it was not mentions '
omission is more remarkable than the oconrre ﬁ?

And the vision itself. It is quite trne, 31.g_

«U?

anonymous Frenchman, we saw it—it
d’Aro. A “ Lancashire Fusilier” says

George on a white horse. A “ wounded soijriet
it was a “luminous cloud.” A wounded 00 !
Dublin says it was “ a thiok black cloud.” f.

reports troops of horsemen. So the
They are all convincing—to Mr. B‘W\%‘Fthe iV

ict

to labor under the impression him
exists for the purpose of enabling &
religious pamphlets.

But Mr. Begbie can explain these
A vision, he says, “is no palpable » 1&0
thing. It flashes into sight and disappe ~ O pi

diatety-after;-he-ctites-a-witness who % * »*
how long it lasted; it was "exacty .
minutes.” That is what Mr. Begbie »”» m.Si
into sight and disappearing! More® ofy itl
madness steaming up from the hral Od
hard-pressed and despairing men,, ~d @&
tumultous hurly-burly of a most ferooi_..i" o™
battle,” we must not expect the defiD,"|Gef- i
of a calmly contemplated and steadf® he tes
then a few pages further on we have tof ;
that “ in the main” the story is a _ desi
“Beenin cold blood at a moment ©°f

>
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H)vision flashes into sight and disappears—while
»sting thirty-five minutes, and it is seen in cold
iQ@d by men experiencing the madness steaming up
fota the brains of furious hard-pressed men amid
,:0 tumultuous hurly-burly of battle. No wonder

p Megbie is on the side of the angels!

But Mr. Maohen wrote hi3 legend before the
piers’ yarns appeared. How aeoount for that?
j yreplies Mr. Begbie, Mr. Maehon was recording
@t withouf rimdwimg it  «<ii0 may have received
rti the brain of Q Wounded or a dying British
»ldler i France some powerful impressioin of the
attlefleld at Mons. The thing is possible, | oould
i abdok wWith ivBtavices uf g like kiod.” Wwithout
rfbt! Without doubt! That is Mr. Begbie’s busi-

33 It has always been the business of some
«’ple to “ call spirits from the vasty deep.” The
j?“ their never coming has not ruined the trade.
t 6religious demand is for “instances.” Whether
hey are true or not, matters little. But what
Ender! The angels should have seen to it that
M ~egbie was the recipient of the brain wave, not
& Machen, who laughs at the whole thing. It looks

though Providence ought to take a hint from the

v&tion Army, and run a Publicity Department.
IBut Mr. Begbie insists there still remains the
~N'raole" of the saving of the British Army. It
, & saved in those days in a manner which puzzles
Be ~“Meotuals of all soldiers.” “ When all
03] ?btsrly hopeless for the Allies, and when the
»au hhe British Army looked utterly ines-
@ifbl0 snddenly the whole German Army swerved
ad * road>disappeared from sight, and the situation
thati GcanBe the Allies were saved.” Just like
}J " You can almost see the angels for yourself.
St m 8one marvel & Mr. Begbie's self-restraint in
it 'ntroduoing another miracle at this point. For
N °uld have been so easy to have related how the
jjninan regiments and their big guns had been sud-
tre 7 lifted in the air and deposited miles back on
too] r°a™ bhey had travelled. Angels are cheap and
N aare plentiful. And the cultivation of the inex-
8ve for jhe exploitation of the credulous, is not
lost art.

e8ex Nenerad French is a fool. There is no other
Mr 6 this conclusion—unless we assume that
ewi”Sbie is mistaken. For Sir John French has
beL liled that the pursuing German Army retreated
bytb8e °f the threat offered to its communications
teed 6 ™enoli. Without the slightest regard for the
i8/ H-the religious journalist, or the necessity for
hi9Setting a living in these hard times, he writes in
"l , 08patch of September 7, describing the retreat,
torQoat* every reason_ to believe that the enemy’s

theyb WPe < surmewhat exhausted—and knew that
1™ 6n"ered heavy losses.” And, again, “ For-
to e 62> the enemy had himself suffered too heavily
Oo”age in an energetic pursuit.” More, with a
8 d*8regard for angels—black or shining.
Srg Or mounted—he personally thanks General
@®pasrao? Smith-Dorrien for saving the situation.
ARG 3\ Sir John Frenoh! What else than pure
°ther 810nM jealousy could have induced you and the
»E£ th®enerals to so completely suppress all mention
ibe RS°.angelic visitors, and attribute the saving of
fkllg"bish Army to the taotioa of the French, the
4Qduy °f our men, and the skill of their leaders ?

Miinif6** wMether the Angels came to Mons or not,
°»tth to?cMmore of our men and of their leaders

Flanders, in France, or the Dardanelles,
Jsw these ghostly visitors. They are but cheap

«et b 8 best. They have none of the difficulties
S C 6* the ordinary soldier. They are not
N asjjjj Njth questions of transport, by a shortage
jRhaidgT/J'ttion, or by any of the thousand and one

'Me” ations that worry the soldier. They do so
rgeliQ .n. they apparently might do so muoh. An
N ~ 19>0n might have saved Warsaw; it might
~N9bif the Turks to flight—have “ disappeared,”

r «sgbie’'s German Army—it might even have

V® bef 8ian3, 0h, these angels ! They might have
*pey e8tOre Mons, and so saved thousands of lives.
0 only when the retreat is at an end, and
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the enemy’s force spent itself. It is all so tawdry,
so pantomimic, so absurd—except to Mr. Begbie.

Mr, Begbie urges that similar things have occurred
before. Of course they have. There is hardly a
tribe of savages who would not tell you how their
tribal ghosts have fought either for or against them.
You will find the same thing in the Bible. The
Catholic sees the Virgin fighting for him, the Protes-
tant sees a vision of Jesus. Visions are as common
as leaves in the spring, and this particular vision at
Mons would oall for little or no comment but for the
conduct of Mr. Begbie and some of our clerical
guides. For they will have, not that it was a vision
seen in the mind’s eye by someone in a quite abnor-
mal state of mind; they say it was a literal and
objective fact. Our own men saw it, the Germans
saw it, even the horses saw it. In the defence of it
they have all lied—there is no other word for it—
like Trojans. They have manufactured evidenoe
from here, there, and everywhere. One lady’s name
was widely used in its support until she wrote and
stopped it. The very clergyman who set the thing
going and publicly claimed to have letters proving
the truth of the story, actually wrote Mr. Machen
asking him to let him know what evidenoe he had
for the “ angelic vision.” And this after he had
professed to have the evidenoe in his possession. It
is bad enough to observe the tremendous amount of
crude superstition such as is evidenced by the interest
attached to this angelic vision. But when to this
is added the conduct of journalists and clergymen
ready to trade upon beliefs that are a reflection upon
our civilisation, the outlook is as black as it can be.

C. Cohen.

Religion at the Zoo.

“ No doubt the Zoological Gardens is a place for serious
people. | suppose there is more theology and philosophy in
those Gardens than you would discover in Westminster
Abbey, the British Museum, or the University of London.”

— Harold Begbie.

M. Anatole France, the foremost of European
writers, has a deliocious joke at the expense of ortho-
doxy in his Isle of the Penguins. He describes the old
and half-blind St. Mael as mistaking birds for human
beings and blessing and baptising them. This causes
trouble in heaven, and God is embarrassed. A celes-
tial congress is oalled, and the outcome is that the
baptism, having been carried out, entitles the birds
to the privileges of religion. Accordingly, the birds
are endowed with souls—*“ very little ones”—and
become human beings.

This jest suggests a very ancient theological diffi-
culty. A distinguished countryman of M. France’s,
the late Gustave Planohe, attacked the Dictionary of
the French Academy because of its definition of man
as “ a reasonable being, composed of a soul and a
body.” He said this denied that brutes have souls.
Descartes thought he solved this puzzle by regarding
animals as machines. Father Bougcant, a famous
Jesuit, believed them to serve as prison oella for
“ fallen spirits.” That ingenious priest contended
that each animal was inhabited by a devil, evidently
impressed by the Gospel legend of the bedevilled
pigs. According to this sympathetic priest, a demon
swam with every herring, grazed with every bullock,
soared with every lark, and romped with every flea.
Hartley Coleridge caustically alludes to this line of
reasoning as “ blaspheming God for Christ’s sake and
lying for love of truth.”

Paradoxical or not, preposterous or otherwise, the
hypothesis of an after-life for animals has been
mooted by Christian apologists. In fact, it is diffi-
cult to open any seventeenth century philosophical
work without finding a ohapter devoted to the souls
of animals. Leland, in his strictures on Lord Boling-
broke, admits the supposition of brutes having souls.
Bishop Butler says the immortality of animals
presents “ no difficulty.” John Foster, the Evangel-
ical essayist, writing of birds, Baid, “ | cannot believe
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that all those little spirits of melody are but the
snuff of the grand taper of life.” Theiets like
Theodore Parker, who believed in a futnrelife on the
ground that it is necessary in order to make intelli-
gible the purposes of the Deity, consistently extended
the belief to the immortality of animals. The ulti-
mate welfare must come to the ill-used beast, else,
say they, the universe is not perfeot. Theistic,
like Christian, logic seldom resists inquiry or stands
cross-examination. Dr. Johnson had a canny way of
evading the difficulty, whioh has been much imitated
by Christian Evidence lecturers. Discussing the
future life of animals, someone said to the doctor,
“ But, really, Sir, when we see a very sensible dog
we don't know what to think of him.” Johnson
quickly retorted, “ True, Sir; and when we see a
foolish fellow we don’t know what to think of him.”

In spite of overbearing men like Dr. Johnson,
there always will be Charles Bonnets, who will
indulge in kindly and sentimental speculation with
regard to animals and a supposed hereafter. Bonnet,
the famous Swiss naturalist, was as benevolently
busy about the future state of his humble clients as
Swendenborg was concerning “ the paragon of ani-
mals.” Leigh Hunt, from quite a different point of
view, and on quite other grounds, satirises the pride
that smiles in so sovereign a manner at the notion of
“ other animals going to heaven.” He conceives a
much less pleasant addition to the society than such
a dog as Pope’s “ poor Indian ” expects to see admit-
ted to that equal sky. Matthew Arnold, on the
other hand, has indulged in irony in his lines on the
death of a favorite dog, and prioks the bubble of
pious pretension:—

“ Stern law of every mortal lot,
Whioh man, proud man, finds hard to bear,
And builds himself | know not what
Of second life I know not where.
But thou, when struck thine hour to go,
On us, who stood despondent by,
A meek, last glance of love did throw,
And humbly lay thee down to die.
Thy memory lasts both here and there,
And thou shalt love as long as we ;
And after that thou dost not care !
In us was all the world to thee.”
Sydney Smith, who disliked bugs less than he did
Methodists, is impatient of the affirmative hypothe-
sis. The comfortable canon, “ with good oapon lined,”
humorously consigns the animals to dust. Carlyle is
characteristically obscure in his remarks on a “ little
Blenheim cooker.” “ Have animals not a kind of
soul?” he asks. The saints have no clearer message
than the sage of Chelsea. St. Paul asks scoffingly,
“ Does God care for oxen?” and the more kindly St.
Francis regards the swallows as his sisters. Théo-
phile Gautier contends that St. Franois was right,
and that animals are “ our brethren, who plaoidly
pursue the line marked out for them from the begin-
ning of the world.” Swift's admirers said he could
have written beautifully of a broomstiok. Gautier
was equal to penning panegyrios of the plaoidity
of the Asa, or the devotion to duty of the tapeworm.
Voltaire was more inoisive when he expressed the
hope that if fleas had a subsequent existence they
would be self-supporting.

Although Christians halt between two opinions
with regard to the immortality of animals, the
votaries of older and more humane superstitions
did not treat them so contemptuously. As old
Montaigne reminds us, anoient nations regarded
them as “ familiars and favorites of the gods.” In
one place the orooodile was revered, in another the
ibis, and even oats were worshiped. The monkey and
the calf were honored with statues of gold. Hero a
serpent, there a fish, were objects of veneration. In
those far-off days dogs were worshiped and not vivi-
sected. Even in the Christian scheme a dove receives
a portion of the adoration wasted on the Trinity.

The prevalence of all this superstition is not to be
wondered at. Comparative physiology is no older
than Goethe, and comparative psychology is only
dawning in the minds of men. But these are weighty
matters for serious scientists. Like Artemus Ward’s
statement concerning the glass eye of the aunt of the
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rival editor, it is somewhat irrevolant to the S
It is, however, a serious matter for religious belie! i
animals possess souls. Christ died to save all meD
but if animals are to be included in the scheme O
salvation, how will it fare with the Christian int
next world ?—
' How will he face the ox he wronged on earth,
The murdered sheep upon whoee chops he fed,
The little lamb whose leg increased his girth,
The pig without a head ?
The tabby that as sausage he consumed
Will rise against him with his tail erect;
The turkeys for his Christmas dinner doomed,
His face will recollect.
The partridge, grouse, the quail he had on toast,
The creatures he has eaten, great and small,
Tough, tender, lean and fat; the boiled and roast
He'll have to face them all.”
MIMNEBMtJ».

The Fourth Gospel.

W hy Jesos was Rejected by the Jews.
We are told in all four Gospels that an itinei:
preacher named Jesus, who was said to be a g
teacher and miraole-worker, appeared in Pa*6S. &j
in the time of Pontius Pilate, and that after he »
spent a full year, or more, in going from P'aC iy
place throughout the country preaohing and ff°r j&a
miracles, he was arrested by the Jewish aatbor™.”
and put to death by the Roman procurator. N
story the Presbyter John firmly believed ; bat.ke”
that the acoounts which he had seen in the prim
Gospel and that “ according to ” Mark required ~
improving touches which only he could give. 8
took the liberty of adding them in his own
that “ according to ” John. The first of these ~
tions relating to the rejection of Jesus,
noticing, is the following:—

John xi. 47—53.—*“ The chief priests and *
gathered a council, and said, What do we ? for 4 ~Al!
dooth many signs. If we let him alone, &1 an (e
believe on him : and the Romans will come ——d’\gn)
away both our place and our nation, But one
Caiaphas, being high priest that year, said un jit
Ye know nothing at all, nor do ye take accoun ~ the

isssg

is expedient for you that ono man should 010 th®
people, and that the whole nation perish not. git,
he said not of himself: but being high priest ...
he prophesied that Jesus should die for the na “ej
So from that day forth they took counsel

might put him to death.” 06

It is almost needless to say that no one, 9at thi®
pseudo-John, knew what was aotually t®
council, the other evangelists merely sba** ® Oef
“ the chief priests and the soribes sought h g#et>
might put him to death.” That presbyter, rjoot
appears to have thought that the offioe of mo *year
wak like tbab of the Ropap oounulis—for OQho -
only. He also seems to have imagined

priest, during the year he held office, was in

God to utter truths of whioh he had no k ~“q
as a private individual. Caiaphas did 008 ? ji priO,
himself ” : he said it because he was “ h'o ,pe*3
that year.” The writer of the Fourth GospQ ~ fof
to have forgotten that the Jews made aton® 0
the sins of individual persons, as well a ais, fl3
whole nation, by the sacrifice of certain an ~ Oew
that this plan of salvation had been givcDgin °&

by the Lord God himself—whioh system ~ t®I®? 3
up to the destruction of Jerusalem and Jij 0
(A.D. 70). No one was better acquainted jOgd J
fact than Caiaphas himself; for he took 1

part in the ritual for the Great day of Ato ~ (00

ten years in succession. There can thus °y fa®
that the Caiaphas passage is one of the
cations of the pseudo-John himself. o0t idj j,
It is this same Presbyter John who b»sV wid f
mouth of his pseudo-Jesus a statement
more sermons have been preaohed than O~
text in the New Testament. This readsm »
John iii. 16.—" For God so loved the ™ et \O%
gave his only begotten Son, that whoso® »
on him should not perish, but have etcrna
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Jhe words of this test—Ilike a certain cocoa—are
Nieved by thousands of orthodox Christians to he
grateful and comforting.” And the sole reason for
j™oh the majority of Christians read the Bible isto
~ what they call “ comforting words "—one of
I have heard, beiDg “ Mesopotamia.” Upon
spassage a well-known commentator says:—
IComfortable words indeed! These are not words
to comment upon, but to feel. In this glorious text
every word is a sermon. Mark the greatness of the
Father's love—* God so loved.” Mark the breadth of
that love—' God so loved the world." Mark the price-
lessness of the sacrifice—'His only begotten Son.
Mark the freedom of the offer of salvation—1whosoever.'
Mark the condition of salvation—1believeth.” Mark the
greatness of the salvation—1eternal life,” " etc.
ccording to the comfortable words in John iii. 16,
Bone and only condition upon which “ eternal
n8’ offered to mankind is that of believing on
s only begotten Son” that is to say, to believe
,  the Jesus of the Fourth Gospel was “ the only
~gotten Son of God.” The writer of that Gospel
‘aently believed that aDyono could believe at will
Sstory he was told, however opposed to common
Qe the story might be : but people who livo in an
o0of reason find they oannot believe obvious im-
mobilities. There must be at least the probability
. the story is true. Could any person with a
ain of sense believe that a preacher who went
~oat wrangling and quibbling, who told the Jews
, Oy must eat his flesh and drink his blood, and “ be
of water and the spirit,” who would not con-
k° explain what he meant, and who uttered
hj. of nonsense—could any rational person
k, ,0that such an absurd preacher was “ the only
T ‘tenSonof God” ?
tiad 9 W™ Gr the Fourth Gospel has, however,
ml 6three remarkable statements which oonsider-
0jjJ aJter the oharaoter of those glorious words that
teh " “ree salvation” to everybody. One of these
aoh aa PHoed in the mouth of his pseudo-Jesus; the
fislkki two are delivered “ on his own ” as an evan-
“e In the first of these Jesus is represented as
ig:—
*M1 [those] that the Father giveth me shall come
oto rue ; and him that cometh to me I will in no wise

» tout...... No man is able to come to me, except the
ather which hath sent me draw him....... No man is

jK® to come to me, except it be given unto him of my
xather ” (John vi. 37, 44, 65).
Ihg these alleged utterances of Jesus mean ?
jj' ~ 0an simply that no person could believe Jesus
the only begotten Son of God” unless “ the
Ipa r Put it into that person’s heart to so believe.
ctief °r?anoe’ then, with thi3 Gospel statement, the
th (P08 trd scribes and Pharisees, not having
‘OQu Or&Wh " towards Jesus by “ the Father,” had
&YjQer course open to them than to reject that
"ftedD' Hence, those glorious words which offered
Preg &aivation ” to the whole human race are not so
&3B >nently comforting as unthinking Christians
~®: they are, in fact, deceptive and misleading.
that has °Y' friend the commentator to say
sabjeot ? That apologetio writer says :—
would imply that those who believed not lacked

kim drawing which alone could bring thorn to
A < Were they then willing to be drawn, and yet God

_I<w ~hetn iiﬁ ? l,\lo ; God drew them not because they
th ry plas words in the Gospel passago-
*saa...... exoept the Father draw him
COrse'd'e”™ into “ Jesus zvould imply,” eto. It is, of
Hi0™ POrfe°tly clear that the * divine drawing”

Na (j1 reated the belief must come into action first
iHa aR*Pai?se precedes the effect. To talk of the

a Qegeti ko be drawn ” or “ not willing ” is
Jite @ 9 n?nsense. People who had just witnessed
ViCr 4 trioks do not ask themselves whether

3 oh 6"willing” to be persuaded that the things
jkoti*PP~red to be done were really done, or

0 trio are “ not willing” to bo so persuaded.
credulous among them would probably
o i“0Ose who were more sensible could not

Ibat ia all.
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The writer of the Fourth Gospel, like the other
three evangelists, believed that Jesus and the Jews
of his day were the subjeots of Old Testament pro-
phecy, and that they were obligated to do (or they
did do) whatever had been predicted they should do.
Speaking of miracles, he says:—

John xii. 37—38.—*“ These things spake Jesus.......
But though he had done so many signs before them, yet
they believed not on him : that the word of Isaiah the
prophet might be fulfilled, which he spake, Lord who
hath believed our report? And to whom hath the arm
of the Lord been revealed ?”

The fifty-third chapter of Isaiah was believed by the
early Christians to be a prediction referring to Jesus
Christ, the words in italics in the foregoing passage
being its opening statement. Here the pseudo-John
tells us that the Jews, by not believing on Jesus,
fulfilled a prediction of Isaiah, and he implies that
the prediction was the cause of this unbelief. How-
ever convincing the miracles wrought by Jesus might
be, those who witnessed them could not believe;
because prophecy had to be fulfilled. That the words
here quoted were not written by lIsaiah, that those
words do not imply that anyone disbelieved, or that
the chapter does not refer to Jesus—these were mere
details with which the writer had no ooncern. The
“arm of the Lord ” was a figurative expression for
the wonderful works ascribed to the god Yahweh,
and had no relation to the miracles whioh are
recorded of Jesus. The pseudo-John, however, evi-
dently thought that the latter were referred to,
beoause Jesus was almost invariably spoken of in the
early Church as “ the Lord ” or “ the Lord Jesus.”

But the writer of the Fourth Gospel gives a third
and a stronger reason for the rejection of Jesus by
the Jews. He says —

“ For this cause they could not believe, for that Isaiah
said again : He hath blinded their eyes, and he hardened
their heart; lest they should see with their eyes, and
perceive with their heart, and should turn, and | should
heal them. These things said Isaiah, because he saw
his glory ; and he spake of him” (John xii. 39—41).

Here, if we may believe the Presbyter John, “ the
Father” not only took no steps to draw the Jews to
Jesus, but he “ blinded their eyes and hardened their
hearts so that they could not accept the “ free sal-
vation ” he had offered. Assuming such to be the
case, it must be a matter of profound astonishment
to ordinary mortals why the heavenly Father ever
sent his “ only begotten Son” to save the world
at all.

We have now three reasons given by the pseudo-
John to explain why the Jews rejected Jesus as their
Savior. They did so, first, because they could not
believe unless “ the Father” drew them to Jesus,and
this ho had not done. Secondly, they rejected Jesus
because lIsaiah had said “ Who hath believed our
report ?” etc. Thirdly, they could not believe on
Jesus because “ the Father” had shut their eyes and
closed their hearts to his message of salvation. If
we turn to a commentary on the Gospels we shall, of
oourse, find all three passages ingeniously explained
away—and without any reflections upon the assumed
apoatolio writer. But it is the pseudo-John and the
Christians of his day who should be oensured; for
they all believed that the Book of Isaiah was full of
predictions respecting Jesus Christ, and in selecting
passages they all completely ignored the context.
This system of fraud suggested a large number of
Gospel events whioh never really occurred.

As regards this third “ prophecy " of Isaiah, there
are two paragraphs from whioh the quotation may
have been taken. The first of these is the fol-
lowing :—

Isaiah vi. 8—12.— 1lAnd | heard the voice of the Lord
saying....... Make the heart of this people fat, and make
their ears heavy, and shut their eyes; lest they see with
their eyes, and understand with their heart, and turn
again, and be healed. Then said I, Lord, how long?
And he answered, Until the cities be waste without in-
habitant, and the houses without man, and the land
become utterly waste, and the Lord have removed them
far away.”

Here, it will be perceived, the reference is to the
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people of Isaiah’s own time, who were to be deaf and
blind to the exhortations of the prophets respecting
their serving other gods, until their tribal deity,
losing patience, caused them to be carried away
captive to Babylon, and their country to become
waste and desolate.

The second paragraph is the following:—

Isaiah xliv. 9—18.—*“ They that fashion a graven
image are all of them vanity....... The carpenter........
heweth down cedars....... heburneth part thereof....... and
the residue thereof he maketh a god, even his graven
image: he falleth down unto it, and worshippeth and
prayeth unto it....... They know not, neither do they
consider; for he hath shut their eyes that they cannot
see; and their hearts, that they cannot understand.......
Remember these things, O Jacob."

The reference here, as in the last passage, is to the
people of lIsaiah’'s own day and to the Benseless
idolatry then practised. But in the time of Jesus
Christ the Jews were firm in their allegiance to their
national deity, and idols had then been long banished
from the land. From whichever of the two para-
graphs in lIsaiah the pseudo-John’s quotation may
have been taken, the result is the same. In neither
is there any reference to Jesus Christ nor to the
people of that Savior's day. Yet the fraudulent
writer of the Fourth Gospel has the hardihood to
say : “ These things saith Isaiah, because he saw his
glory \i.e., that of Jesus] ; and he spake of him,"
And it is from the pen of this veracious writer that
we receive the glorious and comforting words: “ For
God so loved the world, that he gave his only begotten
Son, that whosoever believeth on him should not
perish, but have everlasting life.” What, now, are
those glorious and oomfortable words really worth ?

Abracadabra.

Our Gardens.

We are all gardeners, horticultural or psychological, or both ;
in the sense of Voltaire's “ Let us cultivate our garden,” or
in our mere fondness for a flower-pot. For instance, our
other editor’'s “ material ” garden is a small affair ; but his
“ spiritual ” domain, as suggested by him the other week, is
not so negligible, nor blooming once a year, but evergreen,
and ever garlanded, and destined to grow more lovely with
the process of the suns ; autumnal and maturing too, but its
leaf fading never.

It is strange to a Christian that a Freethinker should be
so fond of flowers. He feels hurt that the “ enemies of
God ” should enjoy such blessings. But flowers are univer-
salists. They speak a Pagan faith and give the lie to every
hell. They are the poetry of nature, the smiles of the
common mother of the common man ; they are full of
pathos; but they are full of peace and beauty. To Thomas
Paine they were the gift of God in heaven to his children on
earth. To the Christian they bespeak the same, but he
feels that only the Christian is worthy of the gift. But
nature is non-exclusive. The prisoner in his cell, even the
murderer in the shadow of the scaffold, in some last recess
of his strange psychology, may have a passionate interest in
the green weed that breathes and perseveres in the sunless
precinct of his mural solitude. Not till the sun excludes
you do | exclude you—and not even then. And outside
such durance vile, in our larger prison-house, we, too, are
weary enough waiting for the end of the War, weary of that
slaughter and that suffering, even vicariously feeling in
imagination the agonies that makes the hit soldier “ bite the
dust.” And all for what ? For damnable error, ignorance,
and pride, or mere stupidity; for the vanity of kings or
what Mr. J. M. Robertson has called Ilthe barbarous tradition
of esteem for war as a trade.”

For these, and other things, | do not profess to have
understanding, but someone or something has “ slain the
albatross,” and so there follows, in those saddest words of
Samuel Taylor Coleridge—

“ A weary time, a weary time,
How glazed each weary eye.”

The love of nature is the love of life—the natural and
only genuine love—and of this world where our real treasure
is, however much we boast of treasures in the beyond. |
have in my mind's eye many a pious old villager, yea, and
citizen, who talked much of mansions in the skies, but one
knew with sad amusement he would not barter his back-
yard for all the realms of bliss. And yet how much more
the Atheist may be supposed to value the earth and each
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weighted wistful moment of existence 1 He also would ot
barter, he would only better it.

| wish to refer to Mr. Robert Moreland’s garden (“
War in the Roses,” Freethinker, August 29), |
envions, I am only enthusiastic; it is the perfect desctip®
of a perfect bower; it may be merely ideal, it may not bay
been attained, but it is attainable ; if real, he is already >
paradise—happy man 1 We have seen such a garden,
more archaic, in the pages of Sir Walter Scott; wo t*
dreamed of such ourselves, and remembered others of
own ; we have gazed longingly at such from the vn %
side of many a noble wall. There strutted the P9
peacock, gleaming like a knight in mail, scolding the u’
or the rustic errand-boy, or perched in solitary state, e,
upon the grey sundial. There spread the noble lawn an
trees, and gravelled drive of wide and ample sweep. *H®
too, moved to and fro in nameless grace some sylphl
maiden, all too delicately fair and sweet to be the PrI®
and pride of a creature so rude as man. And there \elbs,'g
another serpent tempts another Eve—but no; atany ra 1
here wo will leave the fellow out; he is not of our worn
Such are common scenes in this beautiful England"*
Scotland—of ours. We cannot all dwell in mansions, *
we need not maliciously envy those who do. # olle0'cOt
there is the mansion of the mind, which makes " the
oft leave the palace far behind,” from which once 1~
thousand years a Burns emerges, the messiah of 1
and worth over a' the earth,” the master singer of |
common virtues of the common people, making ini*@
a myriad odds and ends of quaint humanity, national*
unifying them in the synthetic chemistry of his facile 8® B
that weighed and then swayed the various heart of
Life is not all lawns and leisure and ladies fair;
are Tennysonian conceits; refreshing in their present ra
prophetic perhaps of future more general perfection,
chaste and classic vision fades almost mournfully a j
to be recalled at will, or subconsciously to urge us fo* jjr,
to our coming paradise on earth. | have got away 0 n
Moreland’s garden. | will return, and, in fancy, rest as
quil there, as unobtrusively as the shadows in the su
on his grey wall and rustic chair ; there to smile and *
and be a villain, maturing the resolve to trust my POt n3'
individual, fugitive destiny in no vicarious bungling J v,
of God or man. This is liberty, and nothing less 1S re@@aD
Westward, a woodland slopes to the sea; and, lo, as
to the objective scene, the great red sun, descending
the dusky cloud, sets the woods alight with the so fi
crimson of “ unconsuming fire.” If the sermon *
the benediction is sublime. Mu 148,

Acid Drops.
niai*l

The need for economy is being impressed upon ns i ’\J@
directions, and, indeed, with prices steadily rising, "v§
daily War Bill to meet, and the interest on colos- ~jjs
Loans that will be hung like a millstone round o ™ (e
and our children’s necks, the practice of ec°”oal &e tr°e
uuLw v 1000 e nil WN ul®¥ j AipnUiu
economies and false economies, and to stint our exp O thO
in some directions may prove a most expensive p°* A atg t°
near future. ¥t is in view 0f this fact tibait Wwe- cut
raise a protest against the attempt being mado to
the national expenditure on education—not in th . 1)
of preventing waste, but in that of restricting
such a way as to seriously threaten our education»
It is proposed to decrease the number of teacbe iio
means larger classes, and less efficient teaching”™ wb'0®
down the supplies of materials; to lower the a°rjoUgc*b0

children may leave school altogether, and effect va eietee®
“ economies” which means an impoverishing of 1
tary schools. n

In the main, wo are convinced that this plea
in education is intended to cover an attack on the “ocati
schools by those who have always regarded P°P.“ ®0uld
with suspicion and dislike. And, if successful, it ~ rat*
a blow at the real and permanent interests J* .~ po”
The Germans have abused their strength ana jeve #
of organisation, but although the educatiop “etestf °e
ment of Germany has been prostituted in the 1 \ jtis ~
brutal militarism, it should nover be forgotten ponriy
educational efficiency of Germany that made b pinll, a
and that educational efficiency will remain a” eroreinaChjfS>
despotism has been shattered. And the real
nation is ultimately settled neither by big gnns n cOuat0
but by the type of men and women of which itl “eiy O‘elt
France owed its regeneration, after 1870, very ; rOfit bl
reorganisation of its schools. And if we are to P
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mtople, and even to get whatever is best from the example
»many, we must beware lest we do anything that may
~tjlr the efficiency of our schools.

Tletruth is that the English people have never taken
Nation very seriously. Enthusiasts for education are
upon as cranks, and there is, therefore, the greater
y % this proposal to economise on education being
0Q In August, 1914, our Minister for Education said,
»ence to the schools :—
, We are trustees for posterity. We guard the lines
«ween the present and the future. We must see to it that
,, aaer we nor those who come after us lose faith ; that the
ren millions may grow up still believing in national
nesty and goodwill, in generosity, in humanity, in the
5ics ~teme blessing of peace.”
are more urgent now than ever ; and it would
lefflarSUG a culpable vulgarity of mind if, for the sake cf
Kj. ®dred thousands on a daily War Bill of millions, wo
Osacrifice the interests of tho coming generation.

ilno,0Onotny *s necessary in other than purely material
»duj ~By not try economising in matters of religion ? It
itjn “e a comparatively easy matter to save anything
.+ to fifteen millions out of all that is expended on
il The nation could certainly get along without paid

a °rayear. And the clergy would then give a solid

“at there is soma genuineness in their talk of self-
«Coej?  Perhaps, though, they are afraid that if people
:(k 'ea doing without it for a year, they might do without
ttether. And this we think extremely likely. But no

s even suggested that there should be economy in
3Mtion. n jsag0od field for an enterprising speaker

E nglish newspapers have become concerning
Volitions of Catholicism! *“ Never,” says the Daily
semio' ' Mas seamless 1Holy Coat’ of Treves appeared
'detj .b*einatic of a united Christendom.” And this paper
Se t . “Crown of Thorns,” which is stored at Notre
WtiQ 8" 8 as “ the relic of relics.” It looks as if Dr.

X ,”~ 6*8 opinions were becoming as unfashionable
rtinngs “ made in Germany.”

et f

‘encat'no <¢6rman Kaiser has been on the throne it has

S eated that his subjects have suffered 30,000 years

mtce, °atri@t for venturing to criticise him. That comes
Sieving in the divine right of kings.

0,
0 soldier, as revealed in his letters, is a religions
%IBch acontemporary. Why not? Hasn't the Dean
W w i er explained that he has written a large number
t'ers for the troops ?

i .

X » @®®Brrnan God” is the subject of an article in a

« X .9Mow. He appears to be a twin brother to the
lament deity.

( ~as Boon published with the title, The Angels
~NoreSertt  We were wondering whore tho Mons angels
ng -

"1'ben Wr‘~ES *n C-o Daily Express (London)

wit*~ Philosophic, speculative, sceptical France that
J>J0fre - °~a*o ended with Zola. Tho France fighting
V 50, B anation with its body hardened by athletics
I~entl  ~strengthened by a renewed belief in God.”
iy"ls, ~tr. Dark has overlooked tho French intel-
Xta%%ge seems to bo unacquainted with Rabelais

Btun  lan moherzon NicoH says thai “ tine Christian’s

ani *8 ~dependent of circumstances.” He goes

% in? declares that “ the highest joy of any true

m N QePRadent of circumstances.” We have often

U6b UTead such assertions, and they are generally

(yl J*£J8&ns in exceedingly comfortable circumstances.

SAA ij istb@r high or low, is independent of environment.

Bteg a“solutely impossible to be independent of cir-

esa “ether one has joy or sorrow, circumstances

sen™a* condition of life itself. At any rate, we

of u e@n a Christian who exhibited the independence

y S'r William.

Wl|8ISrrI o

Schoolleast one Christian in England—Harold Pug-

S> laigq , faster of Haywood—who believes that when

8s h sl not evil,” and advised his followers to

de’lin®°s Wbea the other was smitten,that he meant
as a Christian, either to fill up the National

)
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Register or to assist fighting in any way. Result—a Chris-
tian magistrate fined him £5, and regretted that he was
unable to send him to prison.

From a statement made by Lord Newton in the House of
Lords we see that there are 370 Church of England chap-
lains with the Army in France, and about the same number
belonging to other denominations. But there is a demand
for more—not from the soldiers, but from the chaplains.
The soldiers seem quite willing to practice economy in that
direction.

The Venerable Archdeacon of London revels in the
hyperbole which, someone has said, lies without deceiving.
Preaching at St. Paul's a few Sundays ago, Mr. Holmes said
that man is no more at home on earth than the fish would
be on dry land, or the bird in the sea. In fact, such a state-
ment is absolutely false, even from the Christian point of
view. However heavenly minded a person may be con-
sidered to be, he wants to keep out of heaven as long as he
possibly can. Even when death knocks at his door, he
gladly spends his last penny to prevent it from effecting an
entrance. So much at home are the so-called people of God
in this world, that there is nothing they hate and dread
more than even the thought of leaving it.

Speaking at a Medical Conference at Chelmsford, Dr.
Thresh, the Medical Officer for Essex, said that out of every
nine children born in England and Wales, one dies before it
attains one year of age. Defenders of the Benevolent
Design Argument will kindly note.

The secularisation cf religion goes on apace, and the Rev.
A. Waller, of Westcliff, has been asking for money for the
addition of a cinema to his church, in order to assist “ Bible
Truth.” Perhaps he thinks that a film of “ Jonah and the
Whale ” might convince hard-shell sceptics.

Protests were made recently at the German Church at
Brompton, and also at Forest Hill Lutheran Church, against
the use of the German language in the services. Do the
protesters really wish the worshipers to address the Deity
in broken English ?

At present, Christian speakers find themselves obliged to
make the strangest and most damaging admissions con-
ceivable. In an address given at the National Brotherhood
Conference in Whitefield Tabernacle, London, on Saturday,
September 18, Mr. E. Hermann spoke thus:—

"' The Brotherhood Movement is founded upon the cross
of Jesus. Why not say, rather, upon the Fatherhood of
God? Simply because, in face of the horrible carnage, the
unspeakable woe, which floods Europe to-day, the doctrine
of the Fatherhood of God would be a mere piece of rhetoric,
a futile sentiment, were it not substantiated and guaranteed
in the cross of Jesus.”

Mr. Hermann naively confesses that the War, with its inde-
scribable horrors, completely discredits the Fatherhood of
God, or entirely damns God’s character. On this point we
are in full agreement with the speaker. Even at the best of
times, the dootrine of the Divine Fatherhood is but a piece
of empty rhetoric, the most futile of sentiments.

And yet Mr. Hermann pretends to find that discredited
Fatherhood “ substantiated and guaranteed in the cross of
Jesus.” This statement he justifies merely by saying that
“ brotherhood means sacrifice.” On the assumption that
Jesus was God’'s only begotten Son, and died to atone to his
Father for the sins of the whole world, then the cross
involves a deeper reproach upon the Divine Fatherhood, or
disproves it with greater cogenoy, than does even this bloody
War. We have looked at the cross, and discovered that the
very conception of it blots out God ; we have reflected upon
tho War, and seen in it a convincing negation of Deity.

Bishop Welldon, Dean of Manchester, who has been
preaching at the Front, has undertaken the task of writing
fifty love-letters to sweethearts and wives of the troops.
Let us hope, prayerfully, that the Bishop will not paraphrase
the Song of Solomon.

Impulsivo people often blurt out the truth without intend-
ing it. A writer in the Daily Express says: “ The French
soldier goes to Mass, if only to dream of the far-away home
of his wife and children.” This is very like sleeping in
church. _

The Upper Church Council of the Protestant Church has
issued a special appeal to the Churches impressing upon
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them the duty of subscribing all available moneys to the
War Loan. The Lutheran Consistory of Saxony has issued
a similar appeal, and both impress upon the people subscrib-
ing as a Christian duty. Some English people who read
these appeals will find it hard to reconcile them with the
popular argument that Germany entered on this War because
she had turned her back upon Christianity. Others will just
as readily see in it additional proof of the fact that the
German Government has found the “ pious lay ” one of
the surest methods of achieving its objects.

Why cannot preachers sometimes condescend to tell the
truth ? Dr. Campbell Morgan seems to take special delight
in perverting the truth to serve his own purposes. At the
beginning of the War he fastened the responsibility for it
upon Nietzsche’'s materialistic philosophy, which Gormany
had accepted as its own several years previously, when
he ought to have known that Germany has all along treated
that philosophy with the most scathing comtempt. He is
now unscrupulously telling lies about Robespierre, who, he
says, “ declared that there was no God but reason.” Robe-
spierre never did anything of the kind. So far was he from
such a declaration that he put to death the leaders of the
Cult of Reason, and established the worship of the Supreme
Being to counteract the Atheistic propaganda conducted by
a few influential men. Had Dr. Morgan consulted any reli-
able history of the French Revolution he would have been
saved from uttering such a falsehood.

Dr. Morgan is much given to asking questions. Speaking
of the War in its relation to religion, he asks, “ Is there any
national consciousness of sin” ? and we answer, No; sin being
a theological invention, which to the nation at large conveys
no intelligible meaning whatever. Then he puts this ques-
tion, “ Is there any national turning to God ” ? to which we
venture to return the answer, No; because God is conspicuous
only by his absence from the national consciousness. God
and sin are purely theological terms, the chief value of which
consists in the fact that they provide thousands of men with
exceedingly comfortable, and some of them with excessively
fat, livings. In other words, God and sin are the preacher’s
chief assets, the lack of which would compel him to look for
another job.

“ Through living the War,” says Dr. Diggle, Bishop of
Carlisle, our men “ are finding God. Confronted with danger
and death, they are gaining new visions of the meaning of
life and of the value and glory of its eternal goal. The very
angels have been visibly ministering to some of them.” And
when they come home, adds the Bishop, “ they will require
a religion which is moral towards God and moral towards
men.” The same old “gag.” We wonder how some of
these reverend gentlemen will like it if the War should
cause the returned soldiers to demand that clergymen should
tell the truth? Dr. Diggle must know that the story of
angels “ visibly ministering ” to soldiers is a demonstrated
falsehood. But he repeats it, nevertheless—in the interests
of moral betterment 1

“ It is impossible,” says Mr. Hilaire Belloc, “ to maintain
illusions—religious or political,” under the strain of the War.
Mr. Belloc’'s statement is its own disproof; for that is as
great an illusion as any. What of the Mons angels ? What
of this War as ending all war ? And of the War itself? Is
not that the greatest of illusions? All the fundamental
ideas that urge modern nations to make war on each
other are illusory. Some of us realise this now. More will
realise this when the War is over. But will they be numer-
ous enough to make their influence decisively felt? That is
the problem of problems.

Sir Joseph Compton-Rickett, speaking at a recent meeting
promoted by the Bradford and District Federation of Free
Church Councils, gave expression to an exceptionally silly
truism. He said that, in consequence of the War, “ the
Free Churches had been going through a period of severe
trial 7 ; but he endeavored to comfort his hearers by assuring
them of the following : “ In the shaking of things, those that
cannot bo shaken will remain.” Sir Joseph is a very clever
man, and it surely must have occurred to him how laughably
absurd such a truism was. Of course, if there are things
that cannot be shaken, they will remain; but will he be
good enough to inform us what things there are in religion
that cannot be shaken? We know of none, though we do
know that many doctrines which used to be regarded as
unshakable have completely vanished, and that some of
the few which still remain are being somewhat violently
shaken.

issued by
The

A correspondent sends us a large poster,
“ William James, Priest of God,” of Whitby, Cheshire.
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poster is to be sold for a penny, and is beaded
Accursed Thing "—which turns out to be the Welsh b
Bill. The body of the poster sets out that God_t,! "’ j
the nation three warnings. When the Bill was intro »
the Titanic went down; there was a railway addde
colliery disaster, and “ alarming strikes.” On the se”™ ,
and third reading, God, presumably, sank the m8wfi,vas
Ireland, with a loss of 1,000 lives. And when the B*
passed, three cruisers were lost, with 1,200 lives, b08' ® ¢
being declared. So, says this Priest of God, we areu® ~
unless we repent and repeal the Act. Apparently, we »
been doing Germany and other people an injustice. 6
real culprits are Mr. Asquith and his followers. An a
would have thought that God could have hit them
meteorite, or some such heavenly instrument. T° ®
nearly 4,000 people, and plunge Europe into war, & a
God is displeased with the Welsh Church Bill, is bat j €T,
case in which the punishment fits the crime. But the 0
William James says it is so, and presumably there areV
who will buy his poster, and exhibit it, and who presn
agree with him.

Mr.Bottomley says that Lord Charles eeresfora bas™9
the place of Bradlaugh as the “ People’s Charlie. n
not question the compliment to Lord Charles Beresfor .
what about the people ? Is it a compliment to them

It is very unkind of the Christian Commonwealth to
of Mr. Begbie’s book, On the Side of the Angels, “ aklf, e
pious sentimentalism blinds Mr. Begbie, that he does not
tha,t these stories are of an Atheistic tendency.”
it is true, but we are afraid that the class for whom
Begbie writes are too far gone to bo roused to Prote
even against Mr. Begbie.

g,

The real significance of these stories of angels, ela93
with that of the widespread custom of wearing 108
is the evidence they bear to the tremendous amount ot

superstition in a professedly civilised society. This, Pf0 .jj)
Frazer warned us several years ago, constituted a PQ
social danger of no mean calibre, and events Jjiis

have more than justified the warning. Just as this’ 9
shown how very near the surface lay the instinct for je
force, so we have in the other direction, proof that,An

of all our advance, the number of really emancipated »
represent but a very small proportion of the entirep°Pa Q$
The majority thus carries with it all the possibility
dangerous reaction at any time. It is this possibibty gt
which all reactionists build, and sometimes events

altogether disappoint them.

* Thank God for the Zeppelins 1’ said the bisbop »
their first raid. And as he belongs to the class tbs iiie
nothing (sensible) and forgets nothing (stupid) he rfP » .jjjotl
observation. “ There must be a kind of glorying ,n~70pdliB
at being allowed to take our share of danger in the
raids.” Our share of danger 1 What of the inofiensiv.
dren, women, and old men who have been stroc™ arioprf
these aerial pirates? We hope, if London ever exPgpeci»l
more of that kind of glory, that the “ Zeps” will p»/J,
attention to Lambeth Palace—or wherever he bapP0

staying.

The Bishop of London also refers to “a o 0s
clergyman ” who waxed eloquent in his descriptl0* ~Qef
magnificent sight he witnessed when a Zeppelin Pa 8B 31
his house withont dropping a bomb on it. The 1§ 7jjjcl1*
clergyman ” said nothing about another house UPO* 0OsW
bomb did fall, killing somo eight or nine Pe°P.*Qg she
women and children. The Bishop of London wr»

nonsonse, and offers it as wisdom. o
aly s

“ Whether we be Christians by conviction a $e
Mr. A. E. P. Weigall, in the Fortnightly IUvfl2 e "™ e
obliged to admit that the principles of that ia™ frnNjjsl
more or less, our moral aspirations; and apa doc'r,ji
question as to whether we are able to accept . jos
tenets of the Christian religion, we are all 0 j™ngsat jj
extont under the influence of the idealistic © ejgall
Master.” We wonder what principles Mr.
mind? Is it the teaching of non-resista™0
million men under arms, and every hoarding 8 Ogjjt*°.
for more soldiers ? Or is it the taking of not agQifiC ce
morrow—when we pride ourselves upon °atoGal

wealth, and money remains the key to rapid 8 O0Of t> et
ment? But when that gentleman can wrl ji »
soldiers being “ able to sing of divine love a"™ ive
when they were about to fling themselves uP°® gttfi6 Q7
ho may not be very easily disconcerted. 6Jt d>*
British “ Tommy ” going into battle singiDo b°,

and emphasising it with a bayonet thrust IDt pQct
German, is really not without its humorous a V
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To Correspondents.

NisiDisj'g Honorarium Fund, 1915.—Received from March 15:
, ®victialy acknowledged, £150 10s. 10d. Received since :—
JPeEl; T. C. Riglin, 2s. 6d.

2 *8is=—This is in the thirty-third chapter of Exodus, verses
Will bear your other suggestions in mind, but cannot
P°mise for some weeks.

"j (A-uchinlek).—Very pleased to hear of the propaganda you
(®carrying on in your district. There are endless oppor-
, 18 for such work everywhere. The pity is that so few
CW ~emselves thereof.
\in ~ aeshall— Thanks for your concern and suggestion. As
iMT" See’ one P°rtion  yolIr letter is answered in a special
t ?tvom Mr. Foote. Your method of helping, by getting new
ji ?8rs>*areally the most satisfactory form of assistance, and
Tlour subscribers did as you are doing, our troubles would
g “rearly at an end.

[. "Received all right, and shall appear. Unfortunately—or

te “tely’ “or ~ depends whether the matter is viewed from
al v'ew of the editor or that of the reader—we have
B 16 pages, and that remains 16 pages in spite of all we

GalncuL—We very much regret to hear of the death of Mr.
. 7 icholson, whom we have known for many years as a
j .T™1cnampion of Freethought.

av —We have heard no other particulars than those
5 @llnyottr brief note. Perhaps these will come later,
tii 8L~ScH—Received. Hope to publish next week.
Hp Ipr the Editor of the Freethinker should be addressed to
fitj artingdon-street, London, E.C.
F@3 ot literature should be sent to the Shop Manager of the
"BEd' *>resa’ ®1 Farringdon-street, London, E.O., and not to
ff ¥
fooe t kQ forwarded direot from the publishing
hi.8 to any part of the world, post free, at the following
BPrgspaég:—One year, 10s. 6d. j half year, 5s. 3d. j three

The Future of the “ Freethinker.’

*

gd’\ g88tions ~ave been made to me as to what
Diej °e done with the Freethinker during the War.

BRI ™ ough not so great as | feared it would be,
i &rions, and is bound to go on increasing.
i3pgate® increase is a rise in the compositors’
V @F.which will add several pounds a year to
*l>d h Pro~no™ng the paper. This sort of thing
V d°u°tles8 go on in a more or less troublesome
JASerous fashion. Complain of it as | might
P 19 inevhtable—and——must face™  The
ig "*Q”™ort, is a mixture of reduced oiroulation
tFioed6ased cost °t production—which coat is not
Sm a to the commercial side of the matter.
—®hat the Freethinker should be
kg6g N ™ size by the reduction of its number

t° reduoe it to eight pages would make the

insignificant; and to reduce it to twelve

m&ke suoh a difference as amateurs sup-

= attoration could be made thereby, for
"In the literary side of the weekly bill.

—That the price of the Freethinker

Migi ®r®ised. The only figure seriously suggested

A t J'kreepence.

Nersaeie oan be only the same price for all pur-

°ple L . 0Q could not work a business in which

a veiuntary price, or an enforoed prioe

C al a “nr°hases. A prioo is a price consequent

\lij
Ns.

( erog« . aQj (ihe agreement should be
18" 1 might even call it a contract. That
6°8% t 83 the proper business word. Well, in

BlattP 1P that this contract shall be honored
Neth <B3 wiii have no charity copies of
 °t_thn”er hnooking about in my shop. There
'0 herefer6, be twopenny copies and three-

" , -
Mh hzllg(sfand I don't want to drive my shop
C fay;°n Ill.—It is suggested that subscribers
(Utig a°r ™ e*r copies, with postage in advance, in
A pQ@ienewal of their subscriptions, should add
Cup. g to cover the increased cost of the
j?" that will be a difficult matter to oal-
O to g Would never work, though one would
tleaQXee what would work if the Government
its threat to interfere with the halfpenny

THE FREETHINKER

GI9

post—an aot that would throw confusion into every
publishing house in the country.

These three suggestions are all that | can call
really serious. What | have decided to do for the
present is what | saw was the only alternative.
Business must be conducted on business lines.
Contracts must be carried out. Those who have
paid for the Freethinker at the present rate will
recaivo their copies till their subscription expires,
and the cost of the renewal will depend upon two
things: first, the price below which | cannot drop
considering the conditions | have stated above; and
secondly, the fate of the halfpenny postage. Mean-
while, therefore, the only way | can see of helping
me in this critical position is to subscribe, volun-
tarily, to the President’s Honorarium Fund. | can
see that | shall have to spend the larger part of it
in maintaining the Freethinker in the immediate
future, My mind would be eased if this Fund could
be better supported. And the Freethinker must live.
| have upheld it for many years, and I want to up-
hold it a few years more before it and | have to part.

G. W. Foote.

Personal.

At a recent inquest at Bethnal Green it appeared
that the deceased, a married woman, and the whole
family were Jews; but the youngest daughter, Polly,
had become converted to Christianity, the news of
which so shocked the mother that she fell dead.
It nearly had the same effect upon the Coroner,
who wanted to know why these societies for the
conversion of other people from one faith to another
should exist. “ Some people,” he said, “ seemed to
suffer from a complaint whioh doctors do not know
the name of, but which | call meddling in other
people’s affairs.” Coroners did not talk in that way
fifty years ago. To convert a Jew to Christianity
was one of the highest virtues, yet the Christian
religion was started by Jews. The leader was a
Jewish carpenter, and most of his apostles, fishers,
or longshoremen, by the sea of Galilee. His mother
was a Jewess, and the gentleman who passed as his
father was a male of the same persuasion. It was
something like the Jewish faith (without a God) that
the Christians robbed meof awhole year of my life for
teaching—that is, if it was any religion at all. Still,
it was more like Judaism than Christianity.

* ok k|

Mr. Bottomley is getting on. He is being deified,
though he is not dead nor a Roman emperor. He
reminds his enemies that it is a good thing for
them that “ a god can afford to ha merciful.” Per-
haps it is also a good thing that others can afford to
be so too. Satan does not appear to olaim his
own with the old regularity.

ik

Lord Charles Beresford is regarded by a good many
people as the greatest buffoon of the present age.
Mr. Bottomley tells us that he is the * People’s
Gharlie " in succession to Bradlaugh. Why does he
write such nonsense ? The reason is plain. The new
“People’s Charlie” has sent Mr.Bottomley a compli-
ment about his action in connection with this War,
whioh would have made the old “ People’'s Charlie”
vomit. | should like to know, for my part, where any
resemblance enters into this remarkable, strained
trinity. Macedon resembled Monmouth because both
commenced with an M; and Bradlaugh resembled
Beresford, and Bottomley resembles both of them,
because of the “B” they have in common. Itisa
case of good, old Beresford! good, old Bottomley!
and poor, old Bradlaugh !

*

Tennyson said that the Crimean War led to the
making of many names. So does this one—which
hasn't got a name for itself yet. Mr. Bottomley
is one of them. He goes up and down the country
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orating on what no one dare oppose. He is covered
by the Defence of the Eealm Act; and he knows it.

* * *

Canon Adderley says he has “ suffered much from
his friends [friends, mark!] by his attachment to Keir

Hardie!” How they “ love each other " still!
* * *
By Keir Hardie's death, Canon Adderley has

“ gained a friend in Paradise.” How does he know
that ? Suppose their next meeting is in the other
place. Canon Adderley talks as if he ran the guest-
book of heaven, and had got it well-filled in advance.

* * +

In the recent big battle in which the losses on
both sides were so enormous, and so many Germans
were taken prisoners, it is said that they would have
suffered still more heavily if a fog had not arisen to
screen them from further punishment. German
priests assure their people that this was a divine
intervention in their favor. It is a pity they do not
explain why God did not intervene earlier; but there
is always a defect in priestly logic.

* * *

There was once a teetotal port wine, very popular
in the North of England, which, on examination, was
found to contain 13 per cent, of alcohol. The run
upon it was great, but the supply soon ceased. The
authorities took care of that. It was not to be
expected that teetotalers and the excise officers were
going to let so much good liquor pass in that way
without a tax or a fine. It is not surprising, either,
that the National Council of the Evangelical Free
Churches, finding that treating a soldier is to be
made a crime, are anxious to include civilians within
this inspired regulation. They think that even this
War will soon end if this were the case. Let me tell
these gentlemen a story, if anything so profane can

engage their attention.
* * *

During the American Civil War, when things had
been looking very black for the Union till General
Grant began to turn the tide with some brilliant
victories, some very pious gentlemen, mostly, |
think, of the Quaker persuasion, went on a deputation
to Abraham Lincoln, who was, of course, as Presi-
dent of the United States, the head of the Army of
the Republic. Their object was to complain of
General Grant, who was too fond of kegs of whiskey,
and the participation of his officers in the same.
Old Abe, resting his chin upon his hand, listened to
them with great solemnity. When they had finished,
he asked them if they knew where Grant bought his
whiskey. They replied, “ No.” *“ Well,” he said,
“1'm real sorry fur that, fur I was thinking of pre-
senting a few kegs to the other generals.” Evidently
teetotal deputations found little favor with President
Lincoln in the midst of one of the greatest wars of
modern times. * o

Mr. Moss’s “ Famous Freethinkers | Have Known”
continues to be very interesting, and I am sure that
Mr. Cohen will agree to let me say so. Somebody,
at the finish, will have to add Mr. Moss, and conclude
the series; but may it be along time hence. The
last instalment included one who is still living. |
refer to Mr. W. W. Collins, of Christchurch, New
Zealand. What he relates of Mr. Collins is all true,
and | wish | had time to relate a good deal more that
came under my personal knowledge. For instance,
Mr. Collins, soon after my imprisonment, was a con-
tributor to the Freethinker and to my new monthly
magazine, Progress. Mr. Moss does not appear to
have heard of this. *ook X

Mr. Collins had accepted a lectureship at Christ-
church with a definite and not ungenerous salary.
He had more reasons than one for doing so; but
that is a matter which | may refer to on some
future occasion. At present | want to tell a story
of his last leoture in Birmingham before leaving
England. The veteran Mr. Ridgway, one of the
stalwarts of our Movement—a man with no great
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learning, but with honor, sense, and humanit}l
presided at a morning meeting of my own. It
Collins occupied a seat on the platform, and
chairman, in giving out the notices, said he
happy to announce that “their young friend,
Collins, would deliver his farewell leoture next o
day before leaving for the Antipodes.” Mr. Ridgl
made Antipodes run along with only three sylla
and the accent on the first and laBt. Mr. Co
humorously said that he could forgive the chair
all he had said about his last lecture, but he co
not forgive him for that “ Antipodes.”

I am glad to see that the Humanitarian Leago®"™
not going to throw up the sponge until it is abso.
obliged to. Its latest fixture is a lecture by
veteran Edward Carpsnter on “ War and peace.
Their Meaning in Human Evolution.” The m g
will take place at Caxton Hall, westminster:
October 15, at 8 p.m., and the admission is *
We hope a crowd will gather to meet the

reformer. | wish | could be one of them.
G. W. FOOTE

Sugar Plums,

Last winter the Glasgow Branch suspended its meeting®
account of the War. To-day (October 10) it reconi® ~it
its work with two lectures by Mr. Cohen in the City/
the morning at 12, and in the evening at 6.30. Adm«3
these meetings are free, but there is a silver collection* ~
hope to hear of large meetings, and trust that/Freet n
will make a special effort to induce their religion3
and acquaintances to attend.

Mr. Cohen had two good meetings at Abertilleryj
on Sunday last. Both afternoon and evening the ~
crowded, and considerable enthusiasm was display6* " jj
close of each lecture. Freethought appears to 00
varsidevably headwey in this distriet. Sido® ™My, -y
previous visit, last spring, there has been a great iccfijoOdijt
the sale of the Freethinker, as well as in other Free ~ ugJ
literature. And, as usual, it ail appears to
having a few Freethinkers on the spot with the rig6
steady enthusiasm.

For several years the West Ham Branch of the N'EE[J
has held its meetings in the Workman’s Hall, Bom 6
This has now been acquired by St. John’s Churchy ibe
and an attempt waB made to close the doors , A
Branch—presumably before its tenancy had eXP s
very strong stand was made against this, and. a» ” jjie
discussion, a formal and proper notice was g¥%6 1l
Branch. If it was hoped that the Branch woo igtt»W
homeless, that hope was frustrated, for it is now
and “ respectably ” housed in the Metropolitan”® ﬁe@l

Earlham Hall, Earlham-grove, Forest Gate, E. - ('?’)"
(Thursday) meetings will be continued as usual
and Sunday lectures as announced. East End h
will please note. %

<

An attempt is being made to reorganise FrqotboU;b;‘ &
in Sheffield. For some time it has been in a s “t
pended animation, but having now got rid of c0;oQie™l
desirables,” the more responsible members™ k'"v0 . D9 *
carry on as vigorous a propaganda Arcum n
permit». as is hoc uuuautti, cue ititan up e P got
been that of permitting the direction of a”al¥SO(etidll ©
the wrong hands, and wo hope that greater “eiiveiea
be exercised in the future. A lecture will be b3
day (Oct. 10) by Mr. T. Dennis on *“ St*e Ajjjir
Miracle,” at the Foresters’ Hall, Trippet-lane.
taken at 7 p.m. Admission free.

Freethought and a Future Y™

May | be permitted to oritioise “ho ircfs

“ Freethought, Religion, and Death," ,[h;0.

of September 12, from the pen of Mr. jlis*t
The underlying assumption of the

there is no “ proof” of a life hereaft® i“gjp H

consequently, it is unreasonable toJ jfce i

probable continuance of life after death. gu)j ft' it

apparently is what would be considered f ~

scientific standpoint. Let us then ooC-oUsee®"’

scientific proof is. The soientifio cons®
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mT r 6r oonsc’onsnes8>is composed in the main
sations and ideas, that is, in his partionlar case,

-jin 10ns an” theori0a- The phenomena observed
<tnevery case inadequate in themselves to serve
*H0 m*n~» th(?y are 00 multiplex,

;iJ"Dg a 80 °~ 6n apparently contradictory.
@ ways necessary that they should be approxi-
'"4brDlbe® an”™ made more or less consistent by
W~ B9PIE tihélery evilved ouf Bf tke seientifiie
tfin v? requiring superlative genius for its pro-
liligj’” ~ ow>diraot sensations and observations are
jl as near knowledge as human nature can get,

“WedOeory knowledge, or is it a substitute for
‘8n sensa”ons increase with reference

Dar enk]'Ofc> the theories and beliefs
2%(j decrease, and vice versa. Every theory or

@an 8isnce is a mask of knowledge covering
‘M 0e> tor if the scientist knew, there would
8of Gvf theorise. If, for instance, in the
§mi 6 evotntion theory, it were possible to
ke Mar™a the alleged 500,000,000 years or
wmyj D'8 of the world’s history, and directly
) , roa”y did take place, then, naturally,
fy,8 °u'd be no necessity to theorise. It is
FRartrinan .0ann°k th*3 that he is compelled

th 8 1U ben thereof. That theory whioh
histenf Pkenomena best and renders them most

bnf bo a°nepted. Its value will not he its
tyiftgj utility for the purposes of unity and
Lottie @' ®reetl sensory observations, ie., fresh

te i?7a’ “ ay very easily require the recasting
'‘ttbOp °ry altogether. It was in this manner
ietdJ Ptolemaic theory had to give way to the
% [o n>the oorpuscular theory of light to the
%3 ; or, in more recent times, the atomic
te 6 Universe to the etheric basis. So that
{ldo nat«e of the case, a theory cannot be
18(Q0 as to be considered direct knowledge,
,Ve 8ensations or observations. Consequently,
lgef Caa ke no “ proof” of a scientific theory
ASorK y “ suoh a proof required for religious
taa Wlefa? In each case there are phenomena
wQadye. tiplex, bewildering, and apparently eon-
weOn In eacb case theories or beliefs are evolved

beafcO MN10 difficulties; in each case the theory
Stoous:Bn'ties the phenomena and renders them

- "eo *s “be one accepted. In neither case
"8 ry truth nor sheer knowledge—it is simply

be 0a'd the scientific theory oan be
JbPoj( A cruoial experiment maybe devised, and
ijitlin f 8be experiment and the theory are seen
tenfl’ number of experiments, however,
3 jaatl j8r a theory not a theory; cannot change
~ fea™ . “ to a sensation or observation. The
. o far as that particular theory is
' Ba' ¢ a tortunate happening, Uoeedinse xin utedlihy
a Bijip0l, °f crucial experiments the result is
i 0 Or i033 to the theory that led to the
the ' necessitating either the abandonment
& ityj.y °r its reconstruction.
¢ 00 argued again that religious theories
»8  OQunKmetion- *pbe firat Piace>it may be
'Cnotin  at it is a law of psychology that there
1j,S. without thought, nor thought without
Mideg Very theory or belief is framed to “ sat-
#f83In??0tion. The scientist desires a theory,
ja tlQn of desire has to be satisfied. The
j:?°t» and cannot, bo a mere intellectual
.«g everybody else, he is actuated by
SHPUOB require their satisfaction. One of
Q G otions in him is curiosity, another
cOr, IrQth ; at any rate, so far as phenomenal
N is /Cerned. That emotion underlies all
j 100> only it is not quite so evident
and ti scientific theories as in those of
QGQF=0 °karge against religion that it is
tkat °° *8treasonable, because it falsely
religious theories are all emotion and
.iC X tio 8&ientific theories are all thinking
IMin! both positions being wrong.
8Mieaff QrScd there is no scientific evidence
aitOr, no scientific theory that tends in
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that direction. Quite true. But what does the argu-
ment assume ? This; that it is unreasonable to believe
anything except on scientific lines. Yet, unfortu-
nately for the argument, mankind does believe, and
always will believe, a vast number of things entirely
outside the scientific purview or method. Take, for
example, artistic judgments and theories. It is im-
possible to prove or disprove these by science. Yet
there are multitudes who swear by them. A great
picture in the National Gallery is judged to be a
splendid work of artistio genius, yet by no experi-
ment in a crucible, or by any scientific theory, can
this bo decided. Hamlet, the Prince of Danmark, is
judged to be the work of a consummate poetic genius.
How will science appraise or condemn it? The same
applies to ethical and philosophical decisions. And
likewise to religion. If we are to abandon all beliefs
wherever there is no scientific evidence for them,
then mankind must abandon all artistic, ethical,
and philosophical judgments, as well as religious;
and when that result has been obtained, no doubt
the world will be very much the better for it.

On the other hand, there is no scientific evidence
against the belief in a life hereafter, therefore, as
science says nothing pro or con, it is perfectly
neutral. It follows if a person believes or disbelieves
in alife hereafter, it will be for reasons that are non-
scientifio. This applies also to the God idea and other
religious beliefs. So the conclusion is, that a
man’s scientific beliefs have no bearing upon funda-
mental religious beliefs, the one set being neutral to
the other.

What, then, are the reasons for belief in a here-
after? We can receive but little light on this matter
from the physical reading of. the order of the universe,
which is science. The chief reasons arise from the
psychological qualities of the mind. Science is an
attempt to state the universe in terms of physios.
Religion is an attempt to explain the universe in
terms of psychology. Of many intimations of a life
hereafter we can state but one, as your space is
limited.

Our first, and indeed our last and only, basis of
experience is the knowledge of our own consciousness.
This we know by direct sensation. Other selves, the
world and God, are matters of inference. Now, con-
sciousness by the very nature of the oase knows
nothing, and can know nothing, of unconsciousness.
Death, according to Mr. Cohen, is the cessation of
consciousness, or annihilation. If this be the case,
we can never know it, and the attempt to realise
what unconsciousness or annihilation truly means
is utterly impossible. Consciousness cannot possibly
imagine or conceive in the very faintest degree what
unconsciousness oan mean. In fact, unconsciousness
in its would-be literal sense is absolutely meaning-
less; it is sheer gibberish. Unconsciousness is not
areal idea; it is a pseudo-idea. As death is equivalent
to unconsciousness in Mr. Cohen’s estimation, death
is also unmeaning gibberish in this connection.

Of course, unconsciousness has some meaning in
ordinary parlance, or it would not be used. If a
person bo sound asleep, we say he is unconscious;
meaning that we miss, in our experience of his
present condition, those actions and sounds which
we connect with our consciousness. In fact, the
word uneonsoious relates to our state, and not to
the mental state of the pereon asleep. It cannot
possibly refer to the latter because, as already stated,
we have not, and cannot have, the slightest idea of
what unconsciousness in itself can be. We oan only
be coneoions of some difference in our own conscious-
ness, and the word “ unconscious” can only refer to
some such difference. When we vainly try to think
of ourselves as asleep or dead, we are involved in
impossible contradictions. Take sleep first. In trying
to fanoy myself sound asleep I am compelled to
imagine myself awake, standing by my bedside look-
ing at myeelf asleep in bed. However | imagine the
situation, | cannot escape imagining myself awake
in order to fanoy | see myself asleep, and naturally
I oannot be both at the same time. Then take death.
| try to believe myself dead. | may imagine myself
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looking at my own grave. | imagine a body there
which I label myself, yet all the while I am compelled
to imagine myself alive, as otherwise it would be
impossible for me to imagine | was looking at my
own supposed dead body. Here is a violent contra-
diction in thought. In order to fancy there is no
hereafter, 1 am compelled to imagine myself alive
in the hereafter. In order to imagine myself dead,
I am compelled to imagine myself still alive after my
fancied death. In short, the attempt to imagine
or conceive unconsciousness or annihilation in the
faintest degree is an utter impossibility; it is per-
fectly non-understandablo, and as it is certain we
cannot believe what cannot be understood in some
degree, it is equally certain that we cannot believe
in annihilation. But we must believe either in the
cessation or continuity of consciousness, and as it is
a psychological impossibility to believe in its cessa-
tion, it is a psychological necessity to believe in its
continuity. That is, the belief in a hereafter is a
necessity, no matter how much in mere words one

ma? deQy iL Chas. T. Quinn.

The Day of Judgment.

Rhadamanthus was seated on his throne. Around
him was gathered an illustrious company, each
bearing a mighty name, many of whom, having no
claim to fame except poverty and wisdom—a most
dangerous combination feared by charlatans and
humbugs. There was Diogenes, Lucian, Socrates,
Epictetus, Aristotle; Plato, with perfumed brow, was
there also. Wailliam Blake was there; he had just
left some little children whom he had been amusing
by blowing bubbles that never burst. Nietzsche was
there; Buddha was also seen in company with one
whose robes were embroidered with roses and grapes.
Dore was speaking to William Blake about eternity
and imagination ; and everyone was there whom the
reader may desire to find in a company of good men.
This, no unimportant occasion, as the gathering
would imply.

A fanfare of trumpets announced to the guardians
of the prisoner that the judge was ready. Two
massive doors swung open and the prisoner was
shown to his place. He sat down, his movements
indicative of the weariness shown on his ghastly
white face. He looked nervously at the roof of the
building. Blake whispered to the judge, who spoke
to one of the attendants. He in turn assured the
prisoner that there were no children in the palace of
justice.

“What is your name ? "' asked the judge.

“ Count Zeppelin,” he replied.

“ What is the country of your birth ?”

“ The land of Luther; officially religions, and the
training-ground of Christian divines.”

Lucian smiled; the others did not appear to take
much interest in the remark.

“ Of what is the prisoner accused ?” asked Rhada-
manthus.

“ Indirectly murdering children,” was the answer.

“ Have you anything to say in your defence ?”

“Yes,” he responded. “ | dedicated my brains to
the interest of my God, my Ruler, and my country.
| had been assured that God was our friend, in spite
of the jeers of Nietzsohe. None of the speeches of
my Ruler were ever made unless His name was men-
tioned. | invented a huge gas-bag "— (at this point
Blake asked permission to leave the court, as he said
he preferred to laugh in the open air—with the
daisies).—“ | invented a huge gas-bag,—(Diogenes
looked at Plato)—from which, by skilful manage-
ment, tons of explosives could be emptied on the
heads of unbelievers, or people who did not agree
with us.”

“ That is enough,” said Rhadamanthus.
him away while we oonsider our judgment.”

The prisoner was led out of court, and William
Blake returned. He was much amused, explaining
that a child had asked him how the sun * kept up.”

“ Take

THE FREETHINKER

OCTOBEE 10, 1915

te
All the company laughed, and agreed tha 4g

guestion was much more interesting ““adDje

squabbles of Christians. Lucian made nore

than anyone present. try*
“Well,” said the wise old judge, “ we y.

called upon to decide this mattes; the Hem ~oh
ness was rather troublesome, but the world ssec
be fairly mad now. What, my friends, must te .
with one who, from the sky, Kills little a»
Speak, Diogenes ! ” ., d
‘To my mind,” said he, “ whoever hath int

the downfall of a commonwealth should bs — vy
before the high tribunal of history. To thin
men, ostensibly in th9 image of their maKOWjjret
use their brains for the destruction of O°
makes me long to get back to my tub. »

you, Lucian ?” te?
The priests are to blame,” replied he» iy

who ought to be the poorest are the $$

who ought to be the most obedient are t

refractory and rebsllious ; their teaching

finish in nothing else but the destruction ol

life. Is that not so, Aristotle ?” N »Y

“Yes,” replied he; “cruelty, if we co.?
crime, is the greatest of all. Cruelty gmte
our sympathies; and, doing so, supers®
masters our intellects. Reason isther BOb>"
when it enables us in the highest degree ~ *
our fellow men ; reason is the most derang

there is that over it whioh disables it.” « 118
Plato expressed his opinion, and Bl

good is simple ; that which is not simple is

Nothing which is good is hurtful; and wh® * jo

evil cannot be the cause of any evil
not Kkill the young of other tribes,
that none of the idiots, known as human price d
devised a means of bringing down the
bread.”

Epictetus said, “ That no one who was a
money, a lover of pleasure, or a lover of 60
likewise be a tover of maimdkiiunal.." . ,  ncr

Keats, wbo was there with a nightinga° V
on his shoulder, saitl, ™ A thing of bexuty B" ™
evdr. Truth was beauty; bat none who bad

1 am sDit_re

,olerO
_jOIH

as-bags wanted to see them again.” , C(tﬁm{
Walter Savage Landor, who supplied mos “otd

notes, said, “ That he was glad he strove
of the vermin called human beings " o
¥0 i

And William Blake, who was tryin
a rainbow foF fhég}@rp@it)al deilgrmk of OB . a
7 Bm nat §einy 9 MeRtioR a OfF
and gun at°present, but'l shall sing o
songs which has been set to music by Soho
When the voices of children are heard on the gre

And laughing is heard on the hill,
My heart is at rest within my breast,

And everything is still. _ ,agone do**
Then come home, my children, the sun is

And the dews of the night arise ;
Come, come, leave off play and let us anay*

Till the morning appears in the skies '’ et tO<i

Nietzsche thon ventured to suggest
been guilty of saying that the best P&,
good aotion (this for_his blear-eyed el N $
it

cote—see—nothing bult rark blaspieh
of these—young—inheritors—of life Wb (400 ft*
fiteaca of jifting the race from the ope —anos

Recall the accused,” cried ~

Count was brought in =zrzt drops of F ey
were gathered on his’ brow *« **& /*

hiswbnn V ra,t hia 8entenco. Rhadam®0*?**
momgnt. 3 s{'ra[THQaQ‘Fl.in%“?’ﬁ&B'fpeWéHJﬁﬂv
Wif Hghtedand entered a &RAMH

children. In their hands they carried * bt/ Ij
imperishable memory. Singing asong w iid
the_essence. of _theygoad; the true.anj*Nja iiﬂé

they surrounded the Count, who Al
dwindled down to the size of a am®l .jj gv
sang he got smaller and smallol» “arQY) if

disappeared, and a thin white Mist* tjjis’
place where he had been sitting- 00]1C0
was iniguity judBed®ytruth and |g*u
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Qb boliova whafc is hero written, you are at

ietliberty to doubt it.
William Repton.

With the Clergy.

. Inisters of the country during the past month or so
b3 Imel 50 behave better than usual, it is because
airs than theirs have obscured them. Neverthe-
il
l « “ Rev, Jesse Eugene Dinger just $300 to go to
%ﬂ“- phio, and deliver his celebrated lecture on
~ucen °1 Nations” at the local Chautauqua.
H rn.r wife Yiaed SU0d him for divorce was served
ie® ‘here, and he had to put up the ]300 for her
teeU ™ £be 8t is heard. Mrs. Dinger, suspecting
‘haf)- ke °i unfaithfulness, went to Cleveland
p.ta living in a flat with another woman who
s bis wife. Formerly an evangelist in Canton,
\ anifvi8 “nown throughout the State as the Boy
I6jj a*“ as occupied Methodist pulpits elsewhere.
igBV A. P. Garrett, Baptist, Cairo, lllinois,
Ite ~'0™e’ August 2, by shooting himself.
\ji@v: Albert Jessup, Baptist, committed suicide by
lle E ° 1£Qs*E at Keokuk, lowa, August 9.
'qh ® Charles Y. LaFontaine, pastor of a Nazarene
..gn  Spokane, Wash., called upon Mrs. Ellsworth
vti@Jl.yben she was indisposed in bed, and took such
i<iil “ b the lady that she ordered him away. A jury
' DptSi bls cburch found him guilty, and forbade
fkap acu any more in the district.
Nd (0t' yaldo B. Marsh, Methodist, of Tacoma, Wash.,
Itetar w °n a cbar8° of bigamy.
Walter H. Foster, of the "colored men’s branch
Hasw § Men’s Christian Association, Montclair, N.J.,
, aBRl'aarels as a Preacher of the Gospel, heard the
that ~“ickens belonging to a local merchant, and it
YOohj ?,Went after them. The police caught him
of Possession, and he was required to put up
'6W x« i? aPPcar before the grand jury.
lig 6a t N c(nart was recently placed on trial in
~ the” tOr a mur3er committed in 1870. After the
thn ~reac™er disappeared, and has lived in many
ey World, preaching the Gospel.
Hpfg ¢aent>of the Rev. John A. Sneatli, a Church of
¢ then 6rJn ~°ch Island county, Illinois, reads that
?<Iayq ¢nd there unlawfully and feloniously, on the
'Weired eb*uary> 5n the year of our Lord one thousand
r tocohaVi thirteen, marry, live, and cohabit and con-
Jjflao  ‘t with Virgie Welch when he had a lawful
VItW alle is.noyir serving time in the Joliet Peniten-
*6 Rev bls 8118 having found him out.
'"?the'aA’ boter Tulp, Episcopal, Hackensack, N.J.,
causation of his wife that he went off on a
A * 0QNorwalk, Conn., in sinful companionship with
- J. an.°f his congregation. Nevertheless, his wife
E>for divorce, naming the young woman as
a a2 be bas resigned from his pulpit.
11 °i ths 2 mulate for the Rev. Saphronis Karappiris,
W8 beetl .Orthodox Church, in Moline, Illinois
.jélated to the Synod in Greece for miscon-
:~Nly,"h 1 toward women, has been sued for slander,
°Ulld to jurors” in the sum of $500 on acharge

com-

the young lady secretary of his Sunday-
N8 NP BB catise of her going wrony, has resulted
\ Chigi-- the Rev. John A. Persinger, pastor of the
1H%3'd at Owensville, Indiana, and his
>fh> appear for trial. He does not admit the
! "8 lady’s accusation.
¢V Ei»géi’\ m bhe Methodist Orphanage at Groenville,
. ch terr°gated, says it was the Rev. S. S. Kreger,
] | Cof the orphanage. The Rev. J. A. Burrow,
(Sivtaat j ecretary of the Holston Conference, swore
Stan™'Tfin* Gregor's arrest, which was executod at
D The Rev. Mr. Kreger states that the girl

vXj 1 ° ;gaiucs, Baptist, was found guilty before

IW °f Ssno Carrollton, Mo., on a charge that carries
YI). e2. or imprisonment for a year.

A ° Neal, of Carlinville, Illinois, was a

' %’% a g@ﬁ@h’e—r ﬂﬂi{ﬁ a THtle g'ir'l, dnder fourteen

Pa ,, oni. ho had adopted as a daughter, became a

Eviction of paternity, the Rev. Neal was

a,VP1fo( . atwonty-five year sentence. He has made

[t na,Pardon.

a clergyman ” is alleged of the

A O ? ote=gRastor of three churches under the

\ I@ ksv Philadelphia Methodist Conference.

S ifei mBoston's conduct did not become a clergy-

Qco dismissed him. That is the nows from
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Pottsdam, Pa. From Atlantic City, N.J., it is reported that
the clergyman got into a love scrape with a young woman
there.
Not a parson falls without the Father’'s notice, but we
doubt that the press notices one in ten of them.
— Trutliseeker (New York).

National Secular Society.

Report of Monthly Executive Meeting held on Sept. 30.

Mr. R. H. Rosetti elected to the chair. Also present:
Messrs. Bowman, Cohen, Cunningham, Davey, Davidson,
Gorniot, Judge, Leat, Lazarnick, Quinton, Rolph, Samuels,
Shore, Silversteiu, Thurlow, F. Wood, G. Wood, Miss Kough,
Miss Pankhurst, Miss Stanley, and Mrs. Rolph.

The Secretary’s absence on account of serious illness was
reported.

The minutes of the last meeting were read and confirmed.
The monthly cash statement was presented and adopted.

New members were admitted for the Parent Society and
the West Ham Branch.

It was reported that the Outdoor Propaganda for which
the Executive was responsible had closed on September 26,
and that, in spite of the untoward conditions, the meetings,
on the whole, had been larger and more successful than those
conducted during the same period last year.

Ordinary routine business and correspondence having been
dealt with, a long discussion ensued on a matter which had
occupied the attention of the Executive for the last two
months, namely, the refasal of Judge Rentoul, at the sug-
gestion of Mr. Muir, K.C., to permit a member of the
National Secular Society to make an affirmation when called
upon to perform his duties as a juror at the Old Bailey. The
Executive’s letter, calling the attention oE the Lord Chan-
cellor to the case, had met with a mere official acknowledg-
ment of its receipt. A subsequent letter, asking for a reply,
was ignored. A more recent letter, addressed to the Home
Secretary, had brought a reply, which was laid before the
meeting, and in which the right honorable gentleman denied
that the juryman was prevented from making an affirmation,
and stated that “ he was challenged in virtue of the right
which belongs equally to the Prosecution and to the Defence
of challenging any individual who is called into the jury-
box.”

It was pointed out by Messrs. Cohen, Shore, and others,
that the newspaper reports, including those in the law
journals, quoted the counsel’'s exact words, which gave a
direct contradiction to the Home Secretary's statement.

Resolutions were passed instructing the Secretary to again
write to the Home Secretary, and also to take steps to
secure the court record of the proceedings, and to invite the
co-operation of kindred societies in this matter of such
grave importance to Secularists as the maintaining of the
statutory right to affirm. E_ M_ VancBi Secretary.

Obituary.

It is with sincere sorrow and regret | have to record that
death has removed from our midst another stalwart in the
person of Mr. Hall Nicholson, of West Stanley. Halley’s
(as he was popularly called) advocacy for progressive Free-
thought was well known; he having taken the chair at
lectures given by such lovers of freedom as Mr. Foote,
Mr. Cohen, etc. Born fifty-one years ago in a mining village,
his father being a miner, be was given a more generous form
of education than usually falls to the lot of his class. He
first set forth in the scholastic profession as a pupil teacher,
but here he soon earned the odium of those in authority by
his undisguised leanings towards Freethought, which he
openly confessed, and he was straightway asked to resign;
he afterwards went into the mines, where he worked himself
up to a position as under-manager, but here again his sym-
pathies and advocacy for the liberties of his fellows in lower
positions had the same inevitable ending. He was offered an
inferior position (no doubt they thought he would be harm-
less there), but he scornfully refused to accept it. Lately he
had some severe family troubles, losing by death his
dearly beloved wife a year or two ago, then followed the
calling up for War-work (he was in a College Battalion)
of his only son and offspring, on whom he lavished every
care and attention. This caused him to become very de-
spondent and ho suffered much, both in body and mind,

and for tho last fow weeks his friends knew that the
end was near. Peace bo to his ashes, for be was
a sturdy, plucky fighter, and every inch a man. Ho was

buried at the Stanley Cemetery, amidst every manifestation
of sympathy by a large concourse of people of all shades of
opinion; the Secular Burial Service was impressibly read
by Mr. J. White, Sen., an old friend of deceased, who also
delivered a few well-chosen words of appreciation, which
was listened to with rapt attention.—James R. Bell,
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remove every barrier to the fullest equal freedom of
& | ac”™oni and speech.
Uj°uar™ declares that theology is condemned by reason
. Petitions, and by experience as mischievous, and
j 8l as *lje historic enemy of Progress.
pge,j ism accordingly seeks to dispel superstition; to
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