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TREE THOUGHT LEOTURES, TOR 1878.
By B. ¥. UNDERWOOD.

POSITIVE AND ( :NSTRUCTIVE LECTURES.

1. Tho Domands of Liberalism,

2. Tho Positive Side of Free Thought.

3. Tho Genesis and Nature of Religion considered as an clement of
Human Nature.

4. A Scientitic and Philosophical View of Religious Revivals.
. Tho Influcnce of Zhristianity on Civilization.
. The Triumnphs of Liberalism.
What Liberalism offers as a Substitute for the Christian Thoology.
A Trao Man Better than o Truo Christian,
. Judaism aud Christianity, Outgrowths cf Pre-Existent Hea.
tkenism,

10. Urigin and History of the Bible. (¥From one to six lectures.)

11. Buddha and Buddhism.

12. Ancicnt Egypt ¢ Her Laws, Morality, and Religion,

13. The Theory of Evolation.

14. Darwinism : Its Principles Stated and Defended.

15. Natural Selection rersus Design in Nature,

16. The Philesophy of Herbert Spencer.

7. Modern Scientific Materialisn:.

18 Jnstinct and Intuition. organized expenences of the Race.

19. Woman : Her Past and Present, Her Rights and Wrongs.

20. Paine : Tho Piencer of Free Thought in Amenica
21. The French Revolution @ It Cause and Consevjuence.

CRITICAL LECTURES

22. Tho Fallacies of Rev. Juseph Cuok regarding the Personality
and Being of God.

23. Cook's Criticism of Scientific Materialism Examined.

24. Why 1 am an Unbeliover.

25. Christianity and Intcllectual Progress.

26. Tho Four Gospcls Unhistorizal and Tarcliable

27. Tho Evidences for the Diviuity of the Bille Examined.

23. Pcpular Assumptions Regarding the Bibleand Christianity.

29. Pcpular Objections to Infidelity Answered.

30- The Crimes and Cruclties of Cathrhicand Prvtestant Christianity

31- Bilde Prvpheaes Falsified by the Facts of History.

32 Tho Procts of a Persenal, Intelligent Doty Examined.

33. Tho Pros and Cons of a Futuro State.

For torms, &y address
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B. F. UNDERWOOD,
Tuonxoixe, Mass.
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The Peoplc’'s Telrplione, on ultra orthodox sheet, publishad at
Red Oak, Iowsa, speaking of Mr. B. F. Underwood'’s locture in
that placo says :—

In tho Saturday night discussinn, the enly ono wo havo attended up
to this time, Prof. Underwend had the affirmativeand introduced the
nchulvus thery of avaticn, «f Kant or La Place, and tacked it up
with cighieen distine anruments inits suppert~ The Pref. is certainly
2 strong reasencr, a pleasing speaker and fair, square debater. Al
though woeare net a telivver in the thesty he advanced, we wero
strengly impressed by the ability «f the man and the wide range his
study of the sulject hias taken, and Jus clise  examiration of the laws
of nature. o intrvaluced nrthiog of an extranoecus charactier, nething
ned pertinent to the question under couxderation, and he put las
Allepad facts ints sich good shaje, wuve them tezither wath sucha
stvag chain of evgent reasening, as orramanded the avspeet and clnge
atlentien o f these who difer with him.~Heis cerlainly a man of
Lienest evnvacki s, &0 able, fair delaterand entitlad to thoe respect-
ful attent: n ke reccives.

-

COMMUNCATIONS.

T>r the Free Thonght Joamal.

In N 2 frd article is s answer by An Tudermoed to the “Da-
wainien Churekiman,” whn asks . what Seepticzem has o offer in tho
aoe of the Rille and Chrlstianity.

Mr Urniderorwal says :— ¢ AN that Is goed and trao i tho Chrislian
£ralem we weuld refain.” .

This isan aduéxinn that there isaccacthing e ar gond init. New
T have held for yeare, that tho Christian rysicm is uttedly falss, fvm
beginning tvend.  That thero is artenc single roleeming faturo init.
Nex if I hawe Lern alling the thing witse than it s 1 sheuld bo
hoatitly oy Will Mr. Underwnsd 1 30 gewal a8 2o puint cat whay
$o ernitrivra e e pasd or trno in the Chrishay aystem

1ic mays in anther place :—*“ While we regard Joras 23 a brother

e

and benefactor—as wo do Paine and Parker.”” This is an admission
that Jesus was as real a person as Paino or Parker.  Docs Mr. Under-
wood really beliovo in the “ Ghost-story" in the 1st chapter of Matthow{
It is not claimed for Paine or Parker that a ghost was their father,
and whero such an origin i8 claimed for Jesus, it ought to be proof
positive to any rational person that Jesus never existed at all but, was
o mero myth liko all the God-begotten heroes of antiquity.

Sarxta. Javes Trousox.

New Sarvy, Docember 5th.
For the Freethought Journal

While there is going on so much discussion on the question of Chris-
tianity, would it not be pertinent to go back te the Old Testament, and
to enquire into thuse legends which, taken as history, fonn tho basis
on which are built a priori reasons why thero should be a revelation.

The keystono of the Chnstian schemo as related in Genesis, i3 the
“*Fall of Man.” WMan is placed in paradise—is forbidden to eat of s
certain fruit—Adam eats, templed by Evo—Evo cats, empted by the
:uIcnt--this serpent, according to church interpretation, s the devil—
and tho devil is a fallen angel.  Now on what ground 1s the serpent
sad to be the devil? Tho Jews, who ought to know the meaning of
their own books say that it was a scrpeat, and the whoele story an
allegory. Nothing can be more arbitrary than to say without proof,
and in spite of the Jows, that tho serpent is tho Christian devil ; be-
sides,it is against all rules of interpretation to tako one part of a narmra-
tivo literally, and another part to snit carcumstances, figuratively.

Then, again, whenee do we get the devil 4 He is a fallen angel—but
whenceo cones the legend of the fall of the angels? It is not in tho
Bible at all Jude in his Epistle alludes to the fall of tho angels,
quoting the book of Encch; but Papias says that the cpistle of Judo
was frvon the frst considered spuricus ;—and tho “Book of Enoch” is
not in tne Bible at all. The devil then comes to us from the fall of the
angels, and wo learn tho fablo of the fall of the angels by an extract
in a spurious gospel from an unknown book.

Whence, then, came tho fable of the fall of tuc angels? Itisto be
found oniy in tho sacred books of tho Hindoos, tho *‘ Shastah "—five
thousand ycars cld—coining a'i:parcntly to the Jews through Babylen
at the timo of the captivity. Tho first chapter is so romarkable that
an extract may be worth making. It begins with these words:—~ Gl
is one, he has created all things ; Ged conducts the whole creation by a
general providence—resulting from a fixed privaple.” Here then, wo
havo contradicted tho popular tesching that tho Jows wero a poople
specially sct apart to preservo the knowledge of the *“ one true God.”
We sec that o thousand years beforo Abraham, taking the chronolegy
of the Bille itsclf, tho Brahmins had, unaided, arrived at tho know-
lodge of tho Divine Unity.

Y'sw in tho ** Bible Index” of tho Disciple community some time ago,
that Mr. Underwood 18 represented as supporting atheistn, but this is
an old trick of the *“‘church party.” Tho term infidel hzs ccased,
except among the uncducated to bo a term of reproach ; but
“atheist™ is still fur a limo at least, a term of obloquy; it is tho old
plan of trying to destrey Ly vilification the man whose arguments you
cannot answer.

Until the Church has refuted the conclusions of tho sciontific Biblical
critics of the Iast thirty years, must of them 1o, as Strauss, Schleier
macher DeWitd~ and others, themselvos theolegians, cvery one sajabls
«f understanding an argument, ought, a3 a reasomng man, 0 bo an

infidel

Nuither atheism or theism arc provable.  Tho East has for theusands
«f years believed in Supreme in!clligcneo pervading tho amiverse.
That is coneeivable ; but the idea of the personal Gnd of alar
Chnstunity—Infinitude as coneeivad, limited by personality—a limited
Indnite—1is & centradiction in the terms, and isnot cenceivable. These
matiers beleng W the unknewalle, in tho meantime, our expericns
is that nothing in nalnre or histery bas ever_been proved Lo have boen
trought abent by a drparture from the tixod Jaws of the universe, or
of any will superior to that «f man. G H

Truth comes to morials gently, todexly and swaetly, flling
them with 2 peaco that passcth understanding. Emor clouds,
affrights, angers and debases tha sonl. Dy their respective fruits
wo may knuw them.—Jarres,

The liberal relizionists sy we recognizo these rare exceptiors
among womankind—tho Georgo Sands and Uarziet Martineaus—
but tho masses of tho sex are in zuch abtsoluto Londage to the
church that thelr volos would swamp any wepablic.  So would the
voles of unthinking men when the above mentinned quostivns coma
up for general cousideration.  Tho remedy is the sawe in both
cases, education, fresdoms O Pink—Z. Cady Stanton,



