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382 THE RELIGIONS OF ANCIENT AMERICA

300,000;' and all the cities were divided into districts
phced under the charge of parochial clergy, who regulated
all acts of religion. In this enormous strength of the
priestly class we have the secret of that frightful develop-
ment of religious delusion and its attendant atrocity which
marks off Mexico from the rest of the world. The system
was, of course, polytheistic, and, equally of course, it -
exhibits the usual tendency towards pantheism or mono-
theism: but the overwhelming priesthood necessarily
perpetuated the separate cults. There were at least
thirteen principal deities, and more than two hundred
inferior.? Indeed, some reckon as high as three thousand
the number of the minor spirits,® who would answer to
the genii and patron saints of Europe ; and 1t 1s obvious
that in Mexico as in Christendom there must have been
many varieties of religious temper and attitude.® In many
of the forms of prayer and admonition which have been
preserved,” we see a habit of alluding reverently to “ God ™
(Teotl) or “our Lord,” without any specification of any
one deity, and with a general assumption that the Lord
loves right conduct. This universal God was in origin
apparently the Sun, who was worshipped in the temples
of all the Gods alike, being prayed to four times each day
and four times each night.®

At the first glance it is plain that the Mexican pantheon
represented the myths of many tribes, myths which over-
lapped each other, as in the case of the ancient and widely
worshipped God of Rain and his wife the Goddess of Water,
and which survived separately by being adapted to the
different usages of life. In connection with the rite of infant

Torquemada thought there might be

=Mu&m,pﬁ.aa.m-4.
ico, and Clavigero held there were many more.

40,000 temples in all
B.vi § 12 (p. 269). .
* Prescott, B. i, c. 3, p. 27. Cp. Spencer, as cited, p. 37. !
4 Cp. J. G. Miiller, p. 564.
Hist. of the Affairs of New Spain, trans. 1880, passim.

15 (i, 272-3); J. G. Miiller, as cited, pp. 472
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baptism, which the Mexicans practised most serupulously,
the officiating women prayed to ‘“Our Merciful Lady,”
Chalchiuhtlicue or Cioacoatl, the Goddess of Water.! At
the season when rain was wanted for the harvest, again,
prayer was made to the God or Gods named Tlaloc*—for
both the singular and plural fortns are used—who controlled
the rain; and whereas the Goddess of Water invoked at
baptism was held merciful, the Tlaloe had to be propitiated
by the regular sacrifice of a number of sucking infants,
bought from poor parents or extorted from superstitious
ones.” And there 1s no more awful illustration of the
capacity of the human mind for religious delusion than the
record of how the merciful people, believing in the efficacy
of the sacrifice, would yet keep out of the way of the sacred
procession which carried the doomed babes, because they
could not bear to see them weep and think of their fate;
while others, weeping themselves, would take comfort if
the children wept freely, because that prognosticated
- plenteous rains.* But even under the spell of religion men
- could not sacrifice infants to the very deity invoked at
- baptism: so the benign Water-Goddess was sundered from
i the child-devouring Water-God. And by the same law of
adaptation to social function it came about that the most
prominent of the worships of Mexico, a state periodically at
| war, was that of the War-God Huitzilopochtli, who figured
- as the patron God of the nation.

- In Huitzilopochtli we have a very interesting case of
_;- ~ mythological evolution.” It has been argued that he was
- originally a simple bird-God, the humming-bird, his early
- "fj-'-;.— name being the diminutive Huitziton, ““the little humming-

TR e

. 2 Probably “the Tlaloes™ were the clouds—children of the Rain-God.

g , as cited, p. 441 (L. ii, c. 32),

- i-.wﬂla, p. 72. But they were Gods of mountains, like the chief Tlaloc,
R throne was & mountain so named, though he had also a mountain-
- seat in heaven, called Tlalocan. Tlaloc was one of the oldest deities.
~ Milller, Amerik. Urrelig. p. 500 ; Prescott, p. 41, n. citing Ramirez.

~ % Sabagun, us cited, p. 84 (L. ii, c. 20) speaks of purchase only. There

~ geem, however, to have been special dedications. In Carthage, we know,

' ;w ristocracy came to substitute bought children for their own. Diodorus,

3,.. .~ The same process would take place anywhere. See above, p. 3T9.

4 Sahagun, p. 58 (L. ii, c. 1), and pp. 84-7.
dller, p. 591 sq.
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bird.”® An old legend tells that while the Aztecs still
dwelt in Aztlan, a man among them named Huitziton
chirped like a bird, ““ Tihui”—* Let us go,” and that he
thus persuaded them to migrate and conquer for themselves
a new country. As the later God actually bears the
symbol of a humming-bird on his left foot, and his name
Huitzilopochtli means ‘‘ humming-bird on the left,” there
has evidently occurred some process of assimilation; but
it is not quite certain that it was in this wise. If the
humming-bird were originally a totem-God, the hypothesis
would seem sound ; but this, I think, has not been shown ;
and there remains open the possibility that the symbol was
not primary but secondary.

The singular fact that, even as the Mexican War-God
has a humming-bird for his symbol, so Mars, the Roman
War-God, has a wood-pecker for his, is in this regard
worth a moment’'s attention. We can draw no certain
conclusion in the matter; but it seems likely that the
evolution in the two cases may have been similar. Now,
there is no clear evidence that the wood-pecker was a
totem-God ; and the whole question of Mars’s name
Picumnus, which he was held to have from Picus, the
wood-pecker, is obscure.? (Oddly enough, the Sabines had
a legend that the wood-pecker led them to their settling-
place, which they consequently called Picenum. When
we note that a number of ancient communities similarly
had legends of birds or animals who guided them to their
settling-place,® and that the name of the place sometimes
accords with the name of the guide and sometimes does
not, we seem obliged to recognise three possibilities.

1. The animal or bird was in some cases very likely a
totem-God, the legend of guidance being a late way of

- explaining its association with the community.

!.Aplma.lmmm might easily be named by new-

"Huiulin thalnnmm
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c(_)merﬂ_bﬁca.uﬂe of the number of birds or animals of a
given kind, seen there ; and the explanatory legend on that
view 18 naught.

3. A symbolic animal, connected with the worship or
image of a God, would also give rise to explanatory legends.
One would prompt another.

If then the Sabines put the wood-pecker on their
standard, the question arises whether it may not have
been because it was the symbol of the War-God.

It 18 noted concerning the humming-bird that he is
extraordinarily brave and pugnacious ;' and the same might
readily be said of the wood-pecker, who is as it were always
attacking. Supposing the symbol to be secondary, there is
no difficulty in the matter : all the legends would be intel-
ligible on the usual lines of myth-making. In regard to
Huitzilopochtli, again, there is a symbolie source for his
curious epithet “ on the left.” In one legend he sits after
death at the left hand of his brother Tezecatlipoca,? the
Creator and Supreme God ; and whether or not this is the
earliest form of the idea, it suggests that the placing of the
symbol on the left foot of the War-God may have arisen
from the previous currency of the phrase *“ Huitzlin on the
left "’ in another signification, though on this view the God
had been already named after his symbol.

- Leaving open the problem of origins on this side, we
come upon another in the fact that neither Hutzilopochth
nor Mars was primarily a War-God. The former, who was
practically the national God of Mexico, was also called
Mexitli ;* and it seems likelier that this should have been
his original name, and Huitzilopochtli a sobriquet, than
vice versa. And so with the function. A War-God, specially
- known as such, is not a primary conception : what happens
ﬁ &st a particular God comes to be the God of war.

: - the redskins, the * Great God™ or Creator and

.,.m' else the Heaven- or Sun-God, was the War-God ;*

1 3. G. Miller, p. 592, and refs.  Id. p. 595
F” oft, p. Bp‘Mﬂllnr . 574, citing Acosta and Humboldt Gomars,
Hist P‘nmtlwm e Indias, i (1852), p. 347, col. 2.
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386 THE RELIGIONS OF ANCIENT AMERICA

-and we know that Mars was originally a sylvan deity,! con-
cerned with vegetation and flocks and herds. How came
he to preside over war? Simply because, we may take 1,
he was the God of the season at which war was usually
made. Campaigns were begun in spring ; and so the God
of the Spring season, who was specially invoked, became
War-God. Mars was just Martius, March ; and he lent
himself the better to the conception, because March 1s a
stormy and blusterous month. Mars strictly retains these
characteristics, being a blusterous rather than a great or
dignified God in both the Greek and Roman mythologies.
But here suggests itself another possible source for the
symbol of the War-God. Picus means speckled,” coloured ;
and the speckled woodpecker might figure the coming of
speckled spring, as the humming-bird would do the colour-
time in Mexico. Perhaps there may be a similar natural
explanation for the further striking coincidence that
Huitzilopochtli is born of a virgin mother, Coatlicue, who
is abnormally impregnated by being touched by a ball of
bright-coloured feathers,® while Juno bears Mars also
virginally, being impregnated by the touch of a flower.*

In both cases, certainly, we have a sufficiently marked
primary type for the myth of the Virgin-Birth, the idea in
each being simply the birth of vegetation in spring. Though
the mythical Coatlicue, like Mary, 1s a God-fearing woman,
who frequents the temple and lives in a specified village,
Coatepee, near Tula, the Virgin Mother is simply the ancient
Mother of all, the Earth ; and the concept of virginity 1s a
verbally made one, in virtue of the mere fact that the whole
is a metaphor. But if Huitzilopochtli be thus admittedly
in origin a God of Vegetation,” there arises a stronger

! Cato, De re rustica, 141 (142); Virgil, deneid, iii, 35. Mars, too, was
1d£ntlﬁad with the sun. Macrobius, Saturnalia, i, 19. So was Arés,
according to Preller (Griech. Myth., ed. 1860, i, 257), who, however, only cites
the Homeridian hymn, which does not bear him out. That identifies Arés
with 1the planet Mars.
‘: So White. Bréal derives it from a root meaning to strike. Cox, ascited.
: Clavigero, B. vi, § 6 (p. 254). * Ovid, Fasti, v. 281-256.
J. G, Miller, pp. 602, 607, 608, recognises that the God is himself

gymbolised by the bunch of feathers. Like so many of the Egyptian and
other Gods, he is thus * the husband of his mother. " 4 s
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presumption that he too was originally symbolised by his bird
because of its seasonal relation to his worship. It is denied
that in his case the seasonal explanation of the choice of
Mars as War-God can hold good,' because the spring in
Mexico 18 a time of heavy rains, when campaigns are
impossible. In his case then the selection of the War-
God 18 presumably a result on the one hand of his symbol,
which further seems to have been spontaneously made a
symbol of the sun,” and on the other hand of his special
popularity—a constant feature in the cult of the Vegetation-
Gods. And when we note further that the chief God of
the Caribs, Yuluca, was represented with a head-dress of
humming-bird feathers,and that the Toltec God Quetzalcoatl,
also a God of fruitfulness, was figured with the head of a
sparrow, which was the hieroglyth of the air,® we are led to
surmise, not that all of these Gods were originally Bird-
Gods, but that they were all originally Spring-Gods or other
Nature-Gods to whom the birds were given as symbols,
though the sparrow may have been originally a totem-God.
Throughout the whole of Polynesia, the red feather of one
small bird, and the tail feathers of the man-of-war bird,
are ‘‘ the ordinary medium of extending or communicating
supernatural power,” and are regarded as specially pleasing

to the Gods.*

§ 5.—Mexican Sacrifices and Sacraments.

Of deeper interest is the moral aspect of the worship of the
Mexican Gods, especially the most memorable feature of all,
human sacrifice. Though this, as we have seen, 1s primor-
dial in religion, there can be no question that its enormous
development was the work of the organised priesthood,

! Miiller (pp. 609-610) denies the explanation even for Mars, arguing that
early wars were made in harvest, for plunder. For this he gives no evidence ;
nor does he meet the obvious answer that those plundered at harvest would
want to seek revenge as soon as winter was over. Spring campaigns have in
point of fact been normal in Europe. i

: Iﬂ‘ﬁlhr. 592. It was called * sun’s hair "—sunbeam.

. Pp- , 594,

e Illg,’ ngm. 2nd ed. i, 838; Moerenhout, Voyage ans

Nes du Ocean, 1837, i, 472-8.
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d of the cultivated religious sentiment. The Roman
331--(}0& remained subordinate, warlike though the Romans
18 were ; the Mexican became one of the two leading deities,
. and received the more assiduous worship. Whence the
g divergence ? Mainly, we must conclude, from the multipli-
i cation of the Mexican priesthood, which was primarily due
> to the absorption of the priesthoods of the conquered races ;
and from the prior development of the rite of human
sacrifice in the cult of the Gods or Goddesses of Vegetation.
Among the Aztecs the tradition went that human sacrifices
G were of late introduetion ;' and this view would no doubt
. be favoured by the priests, who would represent that the
latter-day power of the State was due to the sacrifices.
But we have seen that they were practised on a smaller
scale by the American peoples at much earlier stages of social
evolution ; and in the midway stages they were also common.
In northern South America, the chief God of the Muyscas,
Fomagata, was worshipped with many human sacrifices, as
he was also under the name Fomagazdad, with his wife
Zipaltonal, in Nicaragua, where he and she were held the
progenitors of the human race ;* and similar usages, often
in connection with the Sun-God, sometimes with the God
of Rain, were common in Yucatan, Chiapa, Tobasco,
Honduras, and elsewhere.® The Mexican Otimias, also,
who were not conquered by the Aztecs, sacrificed children
~ and ate their flesh, carrying it with them, roasted, on their
igns.* Such sacrifices then were well-established in
m before the Aztecs came, being found in some degree

e F m the relatively peaceful Toltecs.® What the
' : did was to multiply them to a frightful

“ d mon and restriction in such cases
) doubt ; but when we compare those of the
e 'ﬁ , Egyptians, and Romans, we can
.L _' ; '; iti Firstly, human sacrifices
mo nmh given to war, by way

“ 1d. 437.
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of offerings to the Gods ; but where there is only a limited
priesthood the natural force of compassion leads men in
time, as they grow more civilised, to abandon such sacrifices :
while a priesthood tends to maintain them. Thus among
the civilised peoples of the old world they lasted longest
with the priest-ridden Carthaginians: and the reason that
they did not continue late among the Jews was probably

\ that these did not possess a numerous priesthood till after
the Captivity, when their religion was recast in terms of
;- the higher Oriental systems. On the other hand, an

expanding or expanded empire, powerfully ruled by a
warrior autocrat, like those of Babylon and Egypt, is
led in various ways to abandon human sacrifice even if the
priesthoods be numerous. Alien cults are absorbed for
political reasons, and it is no part of the ruler’s policy to
be habitually at war with neighbours: hence an irregular
supply of captives. The priesthoods, too, can be con-
veniently provided for through other forms of saerifice ;
‘and on those other lines they are less powerful relatively to
e, ‘the king. Thus in the empire of the Incas the practice of
~ bhuman sacrifice was well restrained. But where a warlike
- and priest-ridden State is established among well-armed
neighbours, with cults of human saecrifice already well-
established all round, the sacrificing of captives is apt to
serve as a motive to war, and the priests tend to enforce it.
The process is perfectly intelligible. The stronghold of all
- priesthoods is the principle of intercession ; whether 1t be
in the form of simple prayer and propitiatory worship, or
- & mixture of that with a doctrine of mystic sacrifice, as
- among Protestants; or in the constant repetition of a
. ceremony of mystic sacrifice, as among Catholies; or In
.~ actnal animal sacrifice, as among ancient Jews and Pagans.
~ In these cases we see that, the more stress is laid on the
- set of saerifice, the stronger is the priesthood—or we may
~ putit conversely. Strongest of all then must be the hold
~ of the priesthood whose sacrifices are most terrible. And
~ terrible was the prestige of the priesthood of Mexico. The
. gre the State grew, the larger were the hecatorl_:ll?s of
vietims. Almost every God had to be propitiated
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in the same way ; but above all must the War-God be for
_:331' glutted with the smoking hearts of slain captives.
Scarcely any historian, says Prescott,’ estimates the number
of human beings sacrificed yearly throughout the empire at
less than 20,000, and some make 1t 50,000.2 Of this
doomed host, Huitzilopochtli had the lion’s share ; and it 1s
recorded that at the dedication of his great new temple 1n
1486 there were slain in his honour 70,000 prisoners of
war, who had been reserved for the purpose for years
throughout the empire. They formed a train two miles
long, and the work of priestly butehery went on for several

days.

ﬁ At every festival of the God there was a new hecatomb
2 of victims : and we may conceive how the chronic spectacle
B ‘burnt itself in on the imagination of the people. The
- Mexican temples, as we have seen, were great pointless
b pyramids, sometimes of four or five stories, and the
g sacrifices were offered on the top. The stair was so made
§L (% that it mounted successively all four sides of the pyramid,
e

and when the train of torch-bearing priests wound their
way up in the darkness, as was the rule for certain sacri-
fices® to the topmost platform, with its ever-burning fires
and its stone of sacrifice, the whole city looked on. And
T then the horror of the sacrificial act! In the great
- majority of the sacrifices the victim was laid living on
e s - the convex stone and held by the limbs, while the slayer
eut open his breast with the sacred flint* knife—the ancient
knife, used before men had the use of metals, and therefore
most truly religions—and tore out the palpitating heart,
- which was held on high to the all-seeing sun, before being
s t ~ set to burn in incense in front of the idol, whose lips, and
? the i:ﬂl of whose shrines, were devoutly daubed with

s '-E‘
5T - :
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Apart. from the resort to holocausts, the religious principle
underlying many, if not all, of the American human saeri-
fices was that tht? vietim represented the God; and on this
geore slaves or children were as readily sacrificed as captives.

Among the Guatemalans, we are told, captives or devoted

glaves were regarded as becoming divine beings in the
hn_:n:r{e of the Sun;' and the general principle that the
victim I:epres_entet_i the God involved such a conception.?
And while this prineciple probably originates in early rites,
such as those so long preserved by the Khonds, which
aimed at the annual renewal of vegetation by propitiation
and “ sympathetic magic,” the practice became fixed in the
general rituals as a sacred thing in itself.

In connection with one annual festival of Tezecatlipoca,
the Creator and ‘“soul of the world,” who combined the
attributes of perpetual youthful beauty with the function
of the God of justice and retribution, as Winter Sun, there
was selected for immolation a young male captive of especial
beauty, who was treated with great reverence for a whole

- year before being sacrificed—almost exactly like the doomed
~ captive among the South American Tupinambos above

 deseribed. He was gorgeously attired; flowers were strewn
- before him; he went about followed by a retinue of the
- king's pages; and the people prostrated themselves before
" him and worshipped him as a God. He was in faet,
according to rule, the God’s representative, and was
described as his image.® A month before the fatal day
new indulgences were heaped upon him. Four beautiful
maidens, bearing the names of the principal Goddesses,
were given him as concubines. At length came his death
day. His honours and his joys were ended, and his fine

B 1 J. G. Miiller, p. 476.
. % As to the customariness of this identification, see Bancroft, iii, 343 ;

B 5. G. Miller, pp. 477, 493, 501, 570, 599, 600, 604, 606, 636, 640; GomaTa.
- =8 before cited, p. 444, col. 92: and cp. Spencer’s Descriptive S._u-mbr_:{)yf I:hn.
por i “i @

p. 20, cols. 2 and 3, citing Duran, Herrera, and Sahagun.
4TS sacrifices of rude peoples, those of the Mexicans are pprl;upﬁ the most
~ instructive, for in them the theanthropic character of the victim comes out
.. clearly " (Prof. Robertson Smith, Religion among the Semites, p. 347).

% Sahagun, p. 97 (B. ii, c. 24). Cp. the old accounts cited by Mr. Frazer,
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- Golden Bough, and Herrera, cited by Spencer, I).S. ii, 20, col. 3.
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| raiment taken away. Carried on a royal barge across the
| lake to a particular temple, about a league from the city,
E whither all the people thronged, he was led up the pyramid
p in procession, he taking part in the ritual by throwing
E away his chaplets of flowers and breaking his guitar. And
| then at the top, the six black-robed slayers, the sacrificial
E stone, and the horror of the end. And when all was over
L, the priests piously improved the occasion, preaching that
B all this had been typical of human destiny,! while the
aristocracy sacramentally ate the victim’s roasted limbs.
Along with the victim for Tezcatlipoca there was one
for Huitzilopochtli ; and they roamed together all the year.
b The latter vietim was not adored ; and he had the privilege
of choosing the hour for his saerifice, though not the day.
z He was called the ‘“ Wise Lord of Heaven,” and he was
slain, not on the altar, but in the arms of the priests.*
s The Goddesses, too, had their victims—women vietims ;
B 3 and one maiden was regularly prepared for one sacrifice
g to the Maize-Goddess Centeotl, the Mexican Ceres, some-
what as the representative of Tezcatlipoca was. Centeotl
was the Mother-Goddess par excellence, being named
Toucoyohua, ** the nourisher of men,” and represented, like
B Démétér and so many Goddesses of the same type, with a
S child in her arms.® A tradition prevailed, too, that in her
e cult there were anciently no human sacrifices. But this is
- doubtful ; and the explanation is as before, that anciently
R single victims were sacrificed, while among the Aztecs they
-~ were many. The woman who personated the Goddess was
i - '-‘-..-'" - saerificed with other victims,* and the slaying was followed
i = g by a ceremonial of an indeseribably revolting character, the
~ slayers flaying the victims and donning their skins.® This
iﬂm act is in all likelihood one of the oldest devices of
- religious symbolism ; and it is a distinguished theologian
- who suggests to us that it is lineally connected, through
- the totemistic or other wearing of animal-skins, with the

2 : '] H i’ m .
o
hagun, pp. 134-5 (b. ii, c. 30); Spencer,
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Biblieal conception of “ the robe of righteousness.”? It is
certainly akin to the practice of the Babylonian priests,
who wore 1mitation fish-skins as identifying them with the
Fish-God,” and to that of the Egyptian and other priests
who wore the dappled skins of leopards or fawns as
symbolising the starry heavens, or robes without seam
as symbolising the cosmos.? At bottom all ritualism is
the same thing, a reduction of righteousness, in all sincerity,
to make-believe.

But the special and habitual horror of the Mexican cultus
was the act of ritual cannibalism. This was strictly a
matter of religion. After a captive had been sacrificially
glain in ordinary course, his body was delivered to the
warrior who captured him, and was by him made the special
dish at a formal and decorous public banquet to his friends.
It was part of the prescribed worship of the Gods. That
the Mexicans were no longer cannibals by taste is shown
by the fact that in the great siege by Cortes they died of
starvation by thousands. They never ate fellow citizens :*
only the sacrificially slain captive. But only a great priest-
hood could have maintained even that usage. We have
seen that such ritual cannibalism has existed at one time
in all races: and obviously it must have originated in
simple cannibalism, for men would never have begun to
offer to the Gods food that was abominable to themselves.’
On the other hand, however, we know that cannibalism
everywhere dies out naturally even among savages, apart
from religion, as soon as they reach some degree of peaceful

! 8mith, Religion of the Semites, pp. 416-18. Thus Dionysos’ robe of
fawnskin is “ holy.” Euripides, Bacche, 138. |

* See the illustrations in W. Simpson’s Jonah Legend, 183.

8 Christianity and Mythology, pp- 414-16. _ :

4 It would perhaps be more accurate to say that the eating of a slain enemy
was originally part of a process of triumphing over him ; and that the
abstention from the flesh of fellow-citizens meant not distaste for human
flesh (which is negatived by the ritual practice), but obedience to a moral
veto on domestic cannibalism, such as must have been set up early in all

eivilisations. Cp. Bancroft, ii, 358.

i that
& Réville, p. 87. See above, p. 127, note, as to the counter theory
eannibalism originated in the belief that the Gods ate men, :Fdd chnt I.I‘.IBIT

should do likewise to commune with them. This theory is of
Bee it cited from an Italian essayist by Virey, Hist. Naturelle du genre

humain, 1801, ii, 53.

L
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life, and even sooner. Among the native tribes of Lower
QGalifornia, though they are among the most degraded
savages in the world, and given to various disgusting
practices, the eating not only of human flesh but of that of
monkeys, as resembling men, is held abominable.! The
Tahitians, who in warfare were murderous to the last degree,
and practised hideous barbarities, had yet evolved beyond
the stage of public cannibal banquets, even the sacrifice of
a man to the God being followed only by the pretended
eating of his eye by the chief;® and it was the priests who
instigated what human sacrifices there were. So among
the similarly eruel Tongans, cannibal feasts were rare,
occurring only after battles, and being execrated by the
women ; child sacrifices were also rare and special, and were
being superseded by surrogates of amputated fingers.? In
each of these cases the priesthoods were little organised :*
hence the upward evolution. Among the Fijians, the
Marquesans, and the Maoris, on the contrary, we find
highly organised and cannibalistic priesthoods;® and there

! Bancroft, i, 560. But it is not certain whether this veto applies to
enemies. Professor Robertson Smith thinks the horror of human flesh arose
in saperstition as to its *“‘sacrosanct character,” but does not fully explain.
Religion of the Semites, p. 345.

* Ellis, Polynesian Researches, 2nd ed. i, 309, 357 ; iv, 150-2 ; Moerenhout,
Voyage auzx Iles du Grand Ocean, 1837, 1, 512.

* Mariner, Acecount of the Tonga Islands, ed. 1827, i, 190, 300, ii, 22.

* In Tahiti, the sorcerers were as powerful as the priests; and in the case
of the great national oracle no one was specially appointed to consult the God.
Priests, too, had a precarious prestige. (Ellis, i, 366, 371, 377, 379.) Of the
Tongan Islands Mariner relates that * the priests live indiscriminately with
the rest of the natives; are not respected on the score of their being priests,
unless when actually inspired, and hold no known conferences together as an
allied body ™ (ii, 129).

* Cp. J. White, The Ancient History of the Maori, Wellington, 1887, i,
1, 2, 816, 17; Ellis, Polynesian Researches, iii, 317-818; Moerenhout,
Voyage cited, i, 475; T. Williams, Fiji and the Fijians, i, 221, 223, 227.
“Cannibalism is part of Fijian religion ; and the Gods are described as
delighting in human flesh ” (last cit. p. 231). Mariner says that when Cook
visited the Tonga Islands “ cannibalism was searcely thought of among them ;
but the Fi | people soon taught them this, as well as the art of war; and a
famine, w happened some time afterwards, rendered the expedient for a
time almost necessary " (ii, 108-9. Cp. 107). Yet, as we have seen, human
sacrifice was not making progress. King Finow, howbeit for personal
reasons, was strongly against it, though the priests stood for it (Mariner,
ii, 178). So, in Fiji, where ** at one time Ndengei [the Supreme God] would
constantly have human bodies for sacrifices,” a disgusted cE.ial stopped them,
and ordered that pigs be substituted (T. Williams, p. 231). A similar reform
seemns o have been made by the king in the island of Manu'a (Turner,
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we likewise find cannibalism and human saerifices alike
common. So, among the Khonds, a specially ““ instructed ™
priest was essential to the meriah sacrifice; and in China,
where human scapegoat sacrifices were discredited and
abolished between the third and second centuries B.c., we
hear of them as being preseribed by priests and put down
by wise rulers.! And as in Peru we shall see reason to
regard the Incas as putting some check on human sacrifice,
so in the whole of Central America the only case of any
attempt at such reform, apart from the Toltee priesthood of
Quetzalcoatl, occurs in the history of the great Acolhuan
king of Tezcuco, Netzahualeoyotl, who died in 1472. Of
him it is told that he was the best poet of his country,
which was the most highly civilised of the New World;* and
that he worshipped, on a great altar-pyramid of nine stages,
an “unknown God” who had no image, and to whom he
offered only perfume and incense® resisting the priests
who pressed for human sacrifice. But his example seems
never to have affected his Aztec allies, who gradually
won supremacy over the Tezcucans; and even in his own
realm he could never suppress the human sacrifices which
had there been revived before his time under Aztec influence,
and multiplied under 1t later.

The Aztec religion, in fine, was working the ruin of the
civilisation of Central America, as similar religions may
have done for the far older civilisations that have left only
ruins behind them. Sacerdotalism, it 1s clear, tended'as
an institution to check the progress of humanity, which
even among slaughterous savages elsewhere bl‘Olfght anthro-
pophagy into diseredit. No amount of passion for war
could have kept the civilised Aztecs complacently practising

a ndred Years Ago, 1884, P. 202). In Tahiti, again, human
f:ﬂ,:'?;ﬂaﬂ tﬁg either become obsolete, and so forgotten, ﬂmlj hf\f‘[lllithm
revived, or else were originated, by a priest (Ellis, i, 106. Cp. J. 55:} ;;;ﬁ;,
Narrative of Missionary Enterprises in the South Seas, 13.:!-7. pPp- ai{:riﬁm;
The high priest in each district was practically the ;’f’wrﬂg“ .
(Moerenhout, i, 477). See above, p. 110, as to the Khonds.

' Above, p. 56. ¢

* Cp. Prescott, p. 81, sq.. and p. 97.

3 Bancroft, v, 427-9; Clavigero, B. 1v,
91-3.

§§ 4, 15; vii, § 42 : Prescott, pp.
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= ritual cannibalism if an austere and all-powerful priesthood
R h#d not fanatically enforced it.! The great sanction for
| human sacrifice, with the Mexicans as with the Semites,
B was the doctrine which identified the God with the vietim,
e and as it were sacrificed him to himself. The principle
S was thus in a peculiar degree priest-made and priest-pre-
R el
S § 6.—Mexican Ethics.
B - The recital of these facts may lead some to conclude
e, that the Mexican priesthood must have been the most
- atrocious multitude of miscreants the world ever saw.

But that would be a complete misconception : they were as
conscientious a priesthood as history bears record of. The
s strangest thing of all is that their frightful system of
- sacrifice was bound up not only with a strict and ascetic
- sexual morality, but with an emphatic humanitarian

~ doectrine. If asceticism be virtue, they cultivated virtue
-~ zealously. There was a Mexican Goddess of Love, and
B L there m of course plenty of vice; but nowhere could
- men win a higher reputation for sanctity by living in
o A mﬂ Their saints were numerous. They had nearly
lhe 7}5:_ ~ all the formulas of Christian morality, so-called. The
B “. | : Mm mostly lived in strict celibacy ;* and they
children with the greatest vigilance in their
M and higher col]egea ! They taught the
ﬁ be peaceful ; to bear injuries with meekness ;
w on Wﬂ | and not on their own merits:
~ they taught, like Im and the Pagans, that adultery
ﬁm by the eyes and the heart; and

~ abow MM to feed the poor. The public
attended to, at a time when some

m.nlmiﬂmhmhuihamm
mmmnmﬂ"?m
m to Religion, ed. 1877,

. .I . _. ..‘_"1. --".-.1-.‘
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Chriatia:n countries had none. They had the practice of
confession and absolution ; and in the regular exhortation
of the confessor there was this formula : ** Clothe the naked
and feed the hungry, whatever privations it may cost thee ;
for remember, their flesh is like thine, and they are men
like thee ; cherish the sick, for they are the image of God.”
And in that very same exhortation there was further urged
on the penitent the special duty of instantly procuring a
slave for sacrifice to the deity.!

Such phenomena carry far the challenge to conventional
sociology. These men, judged by religious standards,
compare closely with our European typical priesthood.
They doubtless had the same temperamental qualities: a
strong irrational sense of duty ; a hysterical habit of mind ;
. a certain spirit of self-sacrifice; at times a passion for
asceticism : and a feeling that sensuous indulgence was
revolting. Devoid of moral science, they had plenty of the
blind instinct to do right. They devoutly did what their
religion told them ; even as Catholic priests have devoutly
served the Inquisition. That is one of the central socio-
logical lessons of our subject. The religious element in
man, being predominantly emotional and traditional, may
ally itself with either good or evil; and it is no thanks to
religion, properly speaking, that it 1s ever in any degree
identified with good. How comes it that Christianity is
not associated with human sacrifice while the Mexican
cultus was? Simply by reason of the different civilisations
that went before. It is civilisation that determines the
tone of religion, and not the other way. Christianity starts
with a doctrine of one act of human sacrifice ; and Chris-
tians are specially invited each year at the sacred season to
fasten their minds on the horrors of that act. Their ritual
keeps up the mystic pretence of the act of ritual cannibalism
which of old went with the human sacrifice : they harp on
the very words, ““body and blood.” They mystically eat
the body of the slain God. Now this very act was performed

: S ; . 8
! Sahagun, 1, vi, ¢. 7: French trans. pp. 342-3; Prescott, as cited, p. 38.
The ovorplua.nf grain belonging to the priests was given o the poor. Clavigero,
vi, 13 (i, 270).
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by the Mexicans not only literally, as we have seen, but
in the symboliec way also ; and they connected their sacra-
E&nt& with the symbol of the cross.

Of the Tlascalans 1t 1s told that at one festival they fixed

a prisoner to a high cross and shot arrows at him: and

that at another time they fastened one to a low cross and

killed him by bastinado.! In the sacrifice of a maiden to

the Maize-Goddess Centeotl above mentioned, the priest

who wore the slain vietim’s skin stood with his arms

stretched ont, cross-wise, before the image of Huitzilo-

pochtli, so representing the Goddess; and the skin (pre-

sumably stuffed)® was hung up with the arms spread in

the same attitude, and facing the street.® The Mexicans,

finally, had a festival in honour of Xiuhteuectli, the God of

Fire,* the crowning act of which was the making a dough

SRR image of the God (as was also done in the worship of

- Huitzilopochtli at the festival called “* Eating the God ")

SN Lo and raising it on a cross,” the image being then climbed

for and thrown down, and the fragments eagerly eaten by

the crowd as possessing a sacred efficacy.® They felt they

- were brought into union with the God in that fashion. As

has been above noted, there is some evidence that among

the first Christians the Eucharist was sometimes a baked

ok hgh image of a child:" and on any view the irresistible
A

R o B h’m&}-mlﬂtﬂﬂlﬂdﬁiﬂﬂﬂﬂf one sacrifice to this God in

- * There can be no a8 to the pre-Christian antiquity of the symbol

~ Of the cross In X as elsewhere. See Miiller, pp. 496-500. The cross

0 &s & sacred symbol also in connection with the Rain-God,
Iy known as the “* Tree of our life.” Yet Dr. Brinton has

L ! 3
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fyths of the New World, p. 96 ; American Hero Muyths,
¥ signified, with its four points, the cardinal points and
s explanation 38, has been dogmati-
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presumption is that in all cases alike the symbolical usage

grew out of a more ancient practice of ritnal cannibalism.
Christianity coming among a set of civilised peoples, the

| symbol became more and more mystical, though the priest-
hood adhered tenaciously to the doctrine of daily mystical
sacrifice. In Mexico, certain cults had similarly substi-
tuted symbolism for actual sacrifice; among the modifying
practices being the drawing of a little blood from the
ears and other parts of the children of the aristocracy.'
But the thin end of the wedge was in, so to speak, in the
survival of actual human sacrifices; and the Aztec priest-
hood drove the wedge deeper and deeper, in virtue of their
collective economic interest as well as of what we may term
the master tendency of all religions—the fixation of ideas
and usages. The more piety the more priests; the more
priests the more sacrifices; and the constant wars of the
Aztecs supplied an unfailing stream of captives for immo-
- lation.* Many wars were made for the sole purpose of
.~ obtaining captives * in fact, the Aztec kings made a treaty
~ with the neighbouring republic of Tlascala and its confede-
rates, a treaty which was faithfully kept, to the effect that
their armies should fight on a given ground at stated
geasons, in order that both sides should be able to supply
themselves with sacrificial victims. At all other times
they were quite friendly; and the Aztec kings avowedly
kept up the relation purely in order to have captives for
sacrifice.t An arrangement like that, once set up, would
flourish more and more up to the point of national exhaus-
tion, especially as death in battle was reckoned a sure
passport to Paradise ; and the priesthood would at the same
time grow ever more and more numerous ; the only lmit
being the people’s power of endurance. And there can be
~ little doubt that the Asztec empire would ultimately have
~ broken down under its monstrous burden if the Spaniards

) Herrera, General History, iii, 210, cited in Spencer's Descriptive
~ Sociology. | ' _ :
- % The priests actually went into battle to help in securing capiives, an
. were conspicuous for their fury. Prescott, p. 39.

% Miiller, p. 638. ¢ Id. ib.
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ad not destroyed it ; for the taxation necessary to support

e military and aristocratic system alongside of the alloca-
tion of enormous untaxed domains' to the ever-multiplying
myriads of priests was becoming more insupportable year
by year, so that the deep disaffection of the common people
was one of the chief supports to the campaign of Cortes.®
It may well be that some of the previous civilisations had
succumbed in the same way, literally destroyed by religion,
to the extent, that is, of inviting conquest by less * civilised ™
tribes.

Strangely enough, there was current among the Aztecs
themselves a belief that their State was doomed to be over-
thrown.®! Here, doubtless, we have a clue to the existence
of civilising forces, and of a spirit of hostility to the
religion of bloodshed which however felt driven to express
itself in terms of despair. To this spirit of betterment,
then, we turn with the doubled interest of sympathy.

§ 7.—The Mexican White Christ.

Two sets of phenomena tell of the presence among the
Aztees of that instinet of humanity or spirit of reason
which elsewhere gradually delivered men from the demorali-
sation of human sacrifice. One was the practice, already
noted, of substituting a symbol for the sacrificed vietim ;
the other was the cultus of the relatively benign deity
Quetzalcoat]l, a God of the Toltecs whom the Aztecs had
subdued. There is no more striking figure in American
mythology.

The name appears to have meant ‘‘ the feathered [or
eoloured] serpent,” and this was one of his symbols; but
he was normally represented by the red-billed sparrow-
head, which in Mexican hieroglyphiecs stands for the air;
and his third symbol, the Fire-stone, had the same signi-
ficance.! As God of the Air, accordingly, he ranks in the
pantheon.® But his mythus has a uniquely ethical stamp,

! Prescott, B. i, c. 3. * Id. B. ii, c. 6.
* J. G. Miiller, p. 657. ‘ Id. pp. 5834,
¢ Clavigero, B. vi, § 4 (p. 248).
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m.]d a c-':artain wistfal pathos.! It tells that he was onece
hlg_h-prlest at Tula, in Anahuae, where, ever clothed in
white, he founded a cultus, and gave beneficent laws to
men, teaching them also the arts of agriculture, metal-
work, stone-cutting, and civil government: the while a
kimng named Huemac held with him the secular rule,
and framed the law book of the nation. But the God
Tezcatlipoca came to earth in the guise of a young
merchant, who deceived the king’s daughter, and again
in the guise of an old man, who persuaded Quetzaleoatl to
drink a mystic drink, whereupon he was seized with an
urresistible 1mpulse to wander away. And so he went
south-eastwards, setting up his institutions in place after
place, but always going further, till at length he disappeared
in the east, with a promise to return. And for that return
his worshippers ever looked longingly, and the Aztec kings
with fear, till when Cortes came all thought that he was
the God, and at Cholula the people sacrificed a man to
him, and daubed him with the blood in the regulation way.?

But in the myth of Quetzalcoatl it is told that at Tula
he had preached against human saerifices, telling men to
offer to the Gods only fruits and flowers; and that he
could not endure the thought of war, closing his ears when
men spoke of it. The explanation is found to be, as might
have been suspected, that this humane legend 1s a late
product of Toltec feeling, representing at once the aspira-
tion for a better religion and the memory of the Toltec
people, whose polity had been step by step driven to the
south-east by the stronger power of the Aztees.” It may
have been some of the Toltec priests who remained under
Aztec rule that framed the gentle mythus,* and so dreamed
for themselves a Messiah, as so many conquered races had
done before. On analysis, it appears that Huemac was

! See Dr. Tylor's Researches into the Early History of Mankind, 1865

. 151-4, for the various forms of the myth. ;
pp' Prescott, B. ii, ¢. 6; B. iv, ¢. 5. 3 Miiller, p. :&iﬂl. s

¢ Had they been sacrificers before, they would be partly deprived of llﬂﬂtlnﬁ
by the conquest. For another case of a God who refused human sacrifices,

, . e
see T. Wil . Fiji and the Fijians, i, 231. He is supposed to have
shrined or inuarn{?od in a m'il. which for his priests made human flesh
taboo.

2
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lly the old Toltec name of the God, and that he
ﬁ that of Quetzalcoatl in one of his more southerly
resting-places, when he became symbolised as the serpent.’
Of old he had had human sacrifices like other Gods; and
in the Aztec lands he had them still.* But some of his
white-robed priests, left vietimless till they recoiled from
the bloody rites of their conquerors, felt that their God
must have a different nature from that of the Gods of the
black-robed priests of Tezecatlipoca and Huitzilopochth, and
so framed for his cult a new gospel.’®

Recognising this, Dr. Miller and Dr. Brinton and Dr.
Réville agree that Quetzalcoatl is properly the God of the
beneficent rain-bringing east-wind, identified with the
vanquished Toltec people, so that like them he is driven
away by the enmity of other deities, but, like the va.mshmg
or slain Sun-God of all mythologies, he is to return again
in power and great glory. By such a myth Christians are
set vaguely surmising a debt to their own legend; but
there is no such thing in the case. As Mr. Bancroft
observes, following Dr. Miller,* the process is one which
has occurred in many mythologies :—*“ It 1s everywhere
the case among savages, with their national God, that the
latter is a nature-deity, who becomes gradually transformed
NG into a national God, then into a national King, high-priest,
el founder of a religion, and at last ends in being considered
A a human being. The older and purer the civilisation of a
people is, the easier it is to recognise the original essence
Toe, B e of its national God, in spite of all transformations and
g Rl disguises. So it is here. Behind the human form of the
it God glimmers the nature-shape, and the national God 1
known by, perbaps, all his worshippers as also a nature-
~ deity. From his powerful influence upon nature, he might
also be held as creator. The pure human form of this God

W] as it appears in the fable, as well as in the
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image, is not the original, but the youngest. His oldest
concrete forms are taken from nature, to which he originally
belongs, and hﬂ.\-’ﬂi maintained themselves in many attributes.
All these symbolise him as the God of fertility, chiefly......
by means of the beneficial influence of the air.”?

What is specially interesting is that, despite the inner
hostility of the Quetzalcoatl cult to those of the Mexican
Gods, his stood in high honour;* and while some of his
devotees sacrificed and ate his representative once a year
in the usual manner, some of his priests, of whom the chief
also bore his name as representing him,? did as liftle
sacrificing as they could, evidently finding some ‘support
in that course. We are moved to ask, then, whether there
was here a culture-force that could have countervailed the
host of the priests of slaughter had the Aztecs been left to
work out their own salvation. The more the problem 18
pondered, however, the less probable will it seem that the
humaner teaching could have so triumphed. Conquest by
some other American people might have served to restrain

~ the religion of blood; but there is no sign that the humaner
.~ cult was as such making serious headway. The Aztec
priesthood like every other had an economic basis; its
5 higher offices were the perquisites of certain aristocratic
families: and the habit of perpetual bloodshed had
atrophied the feelings of the priestly army on that side.
Beyoud a certain point, priesthoods are incapable of intel-
leetual regeneration from within, even if reformative ideas

- be present.

AR Native Races, iii, 279. Dr. Tylor once wrote: «] am inclined to consider
~ Quetzalcoatl a real personage, and not a mythical gge;l([.-lrt;ﬁmur. p. 278),
SN Mr. ; kland Anthropologh?ﬂl Studies, p. 90) es the same view;
TEL gm e 1 in his Researches into the Early History

| neither es the point; and
R mw%, .pfﬁl—i). Dr. Tylor treats the matter as pure myth.

It was this deity who was long ago “lentified with St. Thomas (Clavigero,

AL 950). For the myth see Dr. Brinton, American Hero Myths,
T ﬂ‘lﬁ-’lgp In the ritual of tge confessional he is called the * father and
. B short of the penitent (Sahagun, p. 341 : L vi, ¢. 7). He, too, 18 born of

-—I'-II mm !‘i tﬂﬂ, .90. ’
4‘. s temple at (};oluln. grn.s t)he greatest in New Spain. Gomara as before
: e
i 668, col. °. 4 Miiller, p. 582.

:Z + ancroflt ii.l. 267.




six high trees before the temple on the day previous, and
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- § 8.—The Fatality of the Priesthood.

The main hope of the humaner thinkers would probably
lie in the substitution of a symbolic for an anthropophagous
sacrament : if baked effigies could be eaten, effigies might
be sacrificed. But in some even of the symbolic sacraments
blood was a constituent. Thus for the cult of Huitzilopoehtl,
the baked image made of seeds for the winter festival of the
solstice—Christmas—the blood of slain children was the
cementing moisture.” Here again we have the primitive
“ sympathetic magic”’: the image, which was transfixed
with an arrow before being eaten, represented the poten-
tialities of new vegetable life at the time of year when
vegetation was dead, and the blood of children was the
deadly symbol of the moisture that was the life of all
things, besides being a means of as it were vitalising the
image.” Such a cult was indeed far from reducing anthro-
pophagy to a mere symbol.

So with the cult of Xiuhteuctli, the Fire-God. Along-
side, apparently, of the remarkable symbolic sacrament
above mentioned there were anthropophagous sacraments to
the same God. He was one of the most widely honoured
of all, the first drink at every meal in every household
being taken in his name—a correlation which again suggests
derivation from an Asiatic fire-cult such as is seen blended
in that of Agni in the Vedas. In his name, too, every
child was passed through the fire at birth—another notable
parallel to ancient Asiatic usages:® and from his six

- hundred temples burned as many perpetual fires. Every foar

yvears a great feast was held in his honour at Quauhtitlan,
not far from the city of Mexico; the first act being to plant

N
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to aacr_iﬁce two slaves, who were flayed. On the feast day,
two priests appeared clad in those vietims’ skins, hailed with
the ecry, “ S_ee, thel:e come our Gods;” and all day they
danced to wild music, the while many thousands of quails
were sacrificed to the God. Finally the priests took six
prisoners and bound or hanged them to the tops of the six
trees, where they were shot through with arrows. When
dead they were taken down and their hearts cut out in the
usual way, the priests and nobility finally eating the flesh
of both the men and the quails as a sacrament.

It 1s not clear at what place and period the symbolical
sacrifice 1n this cult arose; but the essential problem is,
whether it could have ousted the other. And the answer
must be that inasmuch as the human saerifice was specially
associated with the power of the priests, and was obviously
to the tastes of the mass of the people of all grades, nothing
short of an overthrow of the existing polity by another could
have effected the transformation, there being no native
culture in the surrounding States that could give the
requisite moral lead on a large scale. Such violent sub-
version, it will be remembered, was a common condition of

- religious evolution in the Old World in antiquity; and the
history of the great priestly systems of Egypt, India, and
Babylon points to the conclusion that not otherwise than by
the fiat of powerful autocrats, or forcible overthrow at the
hands of neighbouring and kindred races, in the absence
of peaceful culture-contacts of a higher kind, could such
systems be made to loosen their grasp on social and itel-
lectual life. :

It will be observed that in the cult under notice the priest
represents the God even as does the victim. The same

phenomenon occurs, sometimes, though not }l“'ﬂv_b"ﬁv with
~ the same procedure of donning the victim’s skin, i many

|
|
]
t
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~ of the American sacrificial cults, Aztec and other.“ A
~ recent hierologist has argued, in view of the various
N A in which priest-kings and sacrificial priests have

L .
i

568-9 ;: Clavigero, B. vi, § 21 (i, 283-4) ; Humboldt, Monu-

~ % Maller, pp. 77, 493, 570, 577, 581, 591, 599, 600, 604, 606, 635, G40.
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been themselves annually sacrificed, that * it was as the
shedder of divine [vietim’s] blood that the king-priest’s
blood was shed,” and that he was originally distinguished
from his fellow-worshippers ‘‘ only by his greater readiness
to sacrifice himself for their religious needs.™ We need
not dwell here on the fallacy of thus imputing a calculated
and reasoned self-devotion in the case of an act which,
among savage men, would stand just as much for lack of
imagination or forethought. Assuming the theory to be
true, however, we must recognise that in the case of the
historic Mexican priesthood any ancient liability of the kind
had long disappeared. According to Herrera, the private
chaplains of the nobles were slain at the death of their
masters : but this was as slaves or attendants, not as publie
priests, and not as sacrifices.” In not a single case do we
learn that the victim was furnished by the priestly class.?
That class indeed practised in some measure, as we have
seen, the asceticisms common to most ancient priesthoods,
but it had long made an end of any serious penalties
attaching to its profession. The priests, in short, were the
dominant force in the Mexican society ; and under them it
was on the one hand being economically ruined in the
manner of most ancient empires, and on the other being
anchylosed in its moral and intellectual life. To say this
is of course not to select the priests for blame as being the
sole or primary causes of the fatal development : their order
was but the organised expression of the general religious
tendency. But they dramatically exhibit, once for all, the
capacity of ““ religion " in general to darken life and blight

~ 1 Jevons, Introd. to the Hist. of Religion, pp. 294, 296.
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Th? mere number of the priests was so great as to
constitute a force of fixation such as has never been counter-
valled in modern European countries, where forces relatively
much less powerful have only slowly been undermined by
eculture influences from more advanced neighbouring eom-
munities. When we note that the temple of the Mexican
Wine-God alone had four hundred priests,! we realise that
we are 1n presence of social conditions which mere humanism
could not avail to transform, even if it found a hearing
among the priesthoods. A fortiori, no philosophic develop-
ments on the sacerdotal side could have availed. The
growth of a pantheistic philosophy among the priesthoods
of ancient India and Babylonia and Egypt, and the growth
of a monotheistic doctrine among those of Jewry, were
equally without effect on the sacerdotal practices as a whole,
these remaining in all cases alike primitively sacrificial,
though, for extra-sacerdotal reasons already noted, they
ceased to include human saerifice. And in Mexico, of
course, the philosophic developments were slight at best.
The figuring of Tezeatlipoca as ‘‘ the soul of the world ™
does not appear to have stood for any methodically
pantheistic thought, being apparently an expression of
henotheism common in solar worships. The entire Mexican
civilisation, in short, was being arrested at a stage far
below that attained in the Mesopotamian empires long
before the Christian era.

! Miiller, p. 570.

2 1t is remarkable that the doctrine of the Logos is here adumbrated in
connection with the Winter Sun, who would presumably be born at the
winter solstice (when the reign of Huitzilopochtli ended) and pass away at the
vernal equinox. As God of Drought, however, he was farther God of
Death, of the Underworld, and of Judgment (Miller, pp. 614, 618-9, 621)—
# combination out of the common line of evolution, the God qf Souls q.ml
of Wisdom being usually one of the Beloved Gods. The special evolution
‘seems to be due to the fact that he was originally the God of the Tlailotlaks,
turned by the Aztecs to special account. Tezcatlipoca was nominally the
s greatest God " (Clavigero, B. vi, c. 2, p. 244), though Huitzilopochtli got

‘ i t blime figure in the Aztec
more attention. *‘ Tezcatlipoca was the most su gu ~ gl

Pantheon " (Dr. Brinton, American Hero Myths, 1882, p. 63). _ _
(Id. p. 70). (Hﬂ was the Night God (p. 71); and Clavigero notes that his

~ statue was of black stone.
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. § 9.—The Religion of Peru,

While in Mexico we see a society being ruined by religion,
in Peru we find one suffering economically a similar ruin
from the principle of empire. In Peru, the religious
tendencies are seen at work in a mueh modified degree.
There the rapid multiplication of the priesthood was hindered
by the peculiar standing of the king and his family. In
Mexico the king was elected by the nobles: in Peru he
reigned by divine right of the strongest deseription ; the
doctrine being that the original Inca was the Sun-God,
who married his sister: and that all succeeding Incas did
the same, thus keeping the succession strictly divine. As
they extended their dominions by conquest, they astutely
provided that the religions of the conquered peoples should
subsist, but in a state of recognised subjection to the Inca,
the divine high-priest, as the priesthood generally ranked
below the sacred caste of the Inca nobles: so that the old
cults had not the chance of growing as those of Mexico did,
though they remained popular and venerable. The two
leading deities were Pachacamac and Viracocha, who in
virtue of similarity were often identified. Each figured in
myth as a Creator, and they were doubtless originally the
Gods of different peoples or tribes, thongh their cults tended
to unity under the politic despotism of the Incas. Pacha-
camac signifies * life-giver of the earth,” and Viracocha
“foam of the sea™; and they seem accordingly to have
been respectively associated, to some extent, with the
principles of heat and moisture but, as so many other
ancient systems show, these principles readily lend them-

selves to combination. Both belonged to the pre-Inearial |

civilisation, but were adopted and blended by the Inecas,
though their status as creators of all things, including the

sun, was incousistent with the Incarial religion, in which
the sun was the Creator? The omission to build new

temples, however,? was probably undermining this eult :

,} Miiller p. 318, = Id. pp. 314-319.
* bee Mr. Kirk’s note in his ed. of Prescott, p. 44,
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ministers ; the Rainbow as his symbol or emanation : and
the Moon and Stars, and in particular the planet Venus, as
separate divinities; and Creator, Thunder, and Sun were
sacrificed to as if very much on a level in dignity.! From
such developments we may infer that the Peruvian popular
culture was nearly stationary or decaying; and it becomes
easy to understand how, after the Conquest, the Christian
deities took the place of the old without any difficulty ;
these being so many religious conventions, while the real
beliefs of the people remained attached, as they are now, to
the genii or sprites of their own lore. For an unprogressing
and unlettered people—as many of those in Europe have
been at different times—religion is mostly a matter of
festivals and hand-to-mouth superstitions: and the Peruvian
common people are, under Christianity, what they were
under their Incas. European life gives abundant evidence
of how the usages of an ancient creed may survive the
creed itself. In Peru, as in Mexico, there was a aolm:sm
religious ceremony of renewing at stated periods, by specml
generation, the fire used in the temples, and even in the
households. In Mexico it was done over a human saerifice,
by means of the friction of two sticks, at the end of each
cycle of fifty-two years.? In Peru it was done yearly by
means of a concave mirror.? So did men do in anecient
Rome, and similarly have northern European peasants done T {
in Germany, in Scotland, in Ireland, at intervals ﬂil our AR
own time, regarding the *‘ need fire” or * forced ﬁﬂ a8 &
means of averting evil.* It is one of the oldoet'nhl d h 2kchd
human race, and it has survived under all mwmlﬂ' PR

r .H_h.:}:'. -1 < & .

down to the other day, when perhaps it received h gl s

! Rites and Laws of the Yncas, trans. by C. R. W: . ,__.:. i - h}z. o
1878, p. 27. IR T

zPrl:ma:oTtt. Mexico, e. iv, end ; J. G. Iﬂ_l_‘l-;_p W R o

? Prescott, Conquest of Peru, Kirk's ed. in lﬂ..*t L g S i
weather they had recourse to the means of friction.” K P R

* Max Miiller, Physical Religion, pp. 2956-9. i £ M
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blow from the lucifer mateh. Equally universal is that
caremony of annually driving out the evil spirits,! which
was undertaken in Peru by the Incas in person, and which
is supposed to have survived 1n Scotland to this day in the
burghal eceremony of “riding the marches.” Customary
usages and minor superstitions outlast faiths and philo-
sophies ; and in Peru they defy the Church. Sun-worship
is gone ; but the ideas of the Incarial times remain. And,
indeed, there existed in some distriets seventy years ago,
and probably survives even to-day, a devout celebration of
the memory of the ancient theocracy, in the shape of an
annual dramatic representation, which the rulers vainly
sought to suppress, of the death of the last Inca at the hands
of the Spaniards.®

It was about as ill-founded devotion as any ever shown
to a royal line in our own hemisphere ; for under the Incas
the people were heavily oppressed by minutely tyrannous
laws and by taxes, they alone bearing all burdens, and the
priests and nobles going free.? But were 1t not for the
mistake of the last Inea before Pizarro in recognising one
of his sons by a foreign queen, and dividing the empire
between him and the heir apparent, the Inca empire, despite
the disaffection of some of its subjects by conquest, might
have subsisted long. As its priesthood was necessarily less
powerful, so its sacrificial system was less burdensome and
less terrible. Human sacrifices also were much less general
than in Mexico; but they existed ;* and there is reason to
reject the claim of Gareilasso, who was biassed by his
Inearial descent, that the Incas had wholly abolished them.
Peoples at that culture-stage could not readily be forced

1o give up their ancient rites. It is in fact on record that

' On this see Mr. Frazer's Golden Bough, vol. iii, e. iii, §§ 14-15.

? Stevenson, T'wenty Years’ Residence in South America, i, 401 ; ii, 70-3.

Prescott, Peru, B. i, . 2, citing Garcilasso.

See Kirk's note to Prescott, p. 51, in reply to the elaim of Mr. Markham
: . &ﬂﬂc Mr. Markham’s case is

S S
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wheP an Inea was dangerously ill, one of his sons was
BRCTI.ﬁCBd for him to the Sun-God in the i1mmemorial
fashion ;! and it was in keeping with such a unsage that at
least one tribe in Quito should regularly sacrifice its first-
born.? And if it be a sheer fable that at the accession of
a new Inca there were sacrificed some hundreds of children,®
no trust can be put in any of the Spanish testimonies. [t
is however established by the *“ Fables and Rites of the
Yneas'™ that the great festival of Capacocha or Ceachalmaca,
instituted by one Inca at the beginning of his reign, was
celebrated with sacrifices of boys and girls, one from each
tribe or lineage, both at Cuzco and at the chief town of
each province. Further, after every victory certain captives
were sent to the capital to be sacrificed to the sun. It 1s
thus only too likely that among some of the coast peoples
children were sacrificed to the Gods every month.® What
seems to be certain is that, save perhaps among SOmE of
the more savage tribes, the Peruvians under the later Incas
had abolished cannibal sacraments—a proof of the natural
movement of humanity in that direction where the direct
interest of a powerful priesthood did not too potently
conserve religious savagery.

For the rest, they sacrificed their llamas, small birds,
rabbits, sheep, and dogs; and while they alone of the
American races had burnt-offerings of animals ®they ate their
unburnt sacrifices raw,” here again showing the tendeyc}'
of religion to preserve, wherever possible, the most ancl?nt
usages of all. They had, indeed, the custom of Suttee, like
the Hindus; good widows, especially those of the Incas,
being at one time expected to bury themselves alive when
their husbands died,® so as to be wives to them in the spirit

1 Miiller, p. 378, citing Montesimos. 2 Id. p. 377, citing Velasco.

s Id. p. 378, citing five authorities. :
. Tngﬂawﬂ Iromgtha MS. of Molina by Mr. Markham, who had denied

. - L - - .li"
bably have the origin of the practice of burying
hl{he San " in Peru, and Vestals in Rome. Dr.
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world ; but this custom was dying out, being replaced by
the symbolism of placing statuettes in a man’s tomb to
represent his wives and servants.! In the same way, human
sacrifice was being replaced by the surrogate of blood-
letting.* Above all, the blood sacrament had become

conventionalised in a quasi-Christian form. The Peruvians

had the institution of a Holy Communion, in which they
ate of a sacred bread, sancu, sprinkled with the blood of a
sacrificed sheep, the priest pronouncing this formula:—
“ Take heed how ye eat this sancu; for he who eats it in sin,
and with a double will and heart, is seen by our Father, the
Sun, who will punish him with grievous troubles. But he
who, with a single heart, partakes of it, to him the Sun and
the Thunderer will show favour, and will grant children and
happy years, and abundance of all that he requires.” All
then made a solemn vow of piety and loyalty before eating.?
To say, as some do, that there was nothing essentially
“moral” in such rites, because they had in view temporal
well-being,* is merely to set up one more one-sided dis-
ermmination bhetween Christianity and Paganism ; for it is
certain that the early Christians regarded their eucharist as
possessing miraculons medicinal virtues. Equally unjudicial
15 the comment on the rites of infant baptism and confession
of sins (which the Peruvians also practised) that * even
where the Peruvian religion seems to undertake the elevation
and protection of morals, it does so rather with a utilitarian
and selfish view than with any real purpose of sanctifying
the heart and will."”® It is hardly necessary to reply that
the Mexicans and Peruvians had just the same kind of
moral feeling in any given stage of civilisation as Christians

Reville ins the practice in both cases by the idea of devoting to darkness
ﬁumm.woftheﬂunamwmeihd. p.- 207). But the Roman

Vﬂlmﬂwwm&adn_lm‘hﬂh.whoisidaq' wi_ththe earth,
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have had in a similar culture stage, and that the desire for
futuriiE sal?ation, appealed to in all Christian evangelical
teaching, is only utilitarianism and selfishness sub specie
@termitatis. The Spaniards themselves recognised that the
Mexicans ate the mystical body of the God with every sign
of devotion and contrition:! and they were so far from
depreciating the Peruvian communion that they supposed
St. Bartholomew had established it 2 The Mexican wise-
woman who prayed the Merciful Goddess to ecleanse the
babe from the sin of its parents will compare fairly well
with the practisers of infant baptism among ourselves : and
it cannot be shown that the Mexican and Peruvian con.
fessors stood as a rule any lower morally than those of
Christendom at the same culture-stage. The casting of
horoscopes for infants was practised in Europe just as in
Mexico at the time of the Conquest. The Mexican priests
gave indulgences: but they never went to the lengths
of the Renaissance Papacy in that direction.

§ 10.—Conclusion.

On the other hand, the promotion of material well-being
18 precisely what is oftenest claimed for Christianity ; and
the argument is presumably changed in the case of Pern
and Mexico only because there it would break down. For
the great fact about these heathen civilisations is that they
did attain material well-being, as apart from humane feeling,
in a considerable degree; though, as we have seen, they
were suffering much from sacerdotalism and autocracy.
If we do not say with Dr. Draper that the Spaniards
destroyed a higher civilisation than their own, we may at
least say that it was in many ways superior to that which
they have put in its place. What they have done 1s com-
pletely to destroy the civilisations they found, without
replacing them at all in large measure. In the matters of
road-making, agriculture, and the administration of law,
the new civilisation is not to be compared with the old,

! Prescots, Mexico, app. p. G41. ? Prescott, Peru, p. 53.
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which, indeed, was on these points ahead of anything in
Europe since the fall of the Roman Empire.! The Aztecs
had clean streets, and lighted streets, when Kurope had
not. Dr. Réville, indeed, lays undue stress on the lighting
of the streets, which was not done by lamps, but by fires 2
but even that was an improvement on the European state
of things of two hundred years ago. Peru to-day 1s a
desolation compared with what it was under the Incas; and
under the new religion the native races seem to be positively
lower than under the old. By the testimony of Catholic
priests, the conquerors nearly exterminated the Aztec races,
the numbers destroyed by their cruelties being reckoned at
twelve millions. And on the side of morality and humanity,
who shall say what the gain was in Mexico when the
Christian conquerors, after execrating the practice of human
sacrifice, set up their own Holy Inquisition to claim its
vietims for the propitiation of the three new Gods, harrying
still further the people they had already decimated by
atrocions tyranny and cruelty ?

It is little to the purpose to urge, as was done by Joseph
de Maistre? that “the immense charity of the Catholic
priesthood ” sought to protect the natives In every way
from the crnelty and avarice of the conquerors. It 1s in
the nature of all priesthoods in close connection with the
people to seek or wish its good in some way :* the Mexican
priests, as we have seen, enjoined beneficence, and they
treated their own vassals well.® But when the Christian
apologist declares that he has * no knowledge of a single act

i of violence laid to the charge of the priests,” save in the
Pk - one case of Valverde in Peru he goes far indeed beyond

ey ! As $o the excellence of the Peruvian architectures, see Markham, in
N M.LM—?,MW.uMdﬁd;mﬂuhmm&aﬂu}sm

il B of irr see pp. 252-3.

A | &ry of America, B. vii. ngh, ed. 1821, ix. 22).
| ::ﬂn*ﬂdl:w.d.zﬂl.hlw- Al
LS Cp. Milller un efforts of missionaries in general

BN %nh‘mh among the aborigines. |

‘.'_”-_-.7"' < e | 34.

B o ._h  seeks to cast doubt upon. But even Valverde might intel-
w*urhm as he is said to have done, after
R —— to massacre them in the conquest. They had become his tithe-

FU
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his brief. There were certainly humane priests, as Las
Casas and Sahagun; but what but “acts of violence "’
were the whole efforts of the priesthood to destroy the
ancwnP monuments a_nfl_ regorda,_to say nothing of the
?iperatmns {_}f the Ijlqlllﬂltlon ? It_ 1s not, however, in mere

acts of vlﬁl_en_ce Fl{at the fatality of Christian junetion
with non-Christian civilisation lies : it belongs to the nature
of‘tpe case ; and religious prineiple, which encouraged the
original act of conquest, is worse than powerless to avert
the consequences. If the more forward races will not leave
the more backward alone, and cannot blend with them in a
common stock, they must do one of three things: exercise
a mere supervision, good or bad, as Englishmen do in
India, where they cannot breed : or crowd the weaker out,
as 18 being done in North America and Australia: or
strangle the lower civilisation without developing the
higher, as has been done in Mexico and Peru by Christians,
and in Egypt by Saracens. Whether a race fusion can
take place in Mexico, Peru, and Brazil remains to be seen.
If it be attained, those countries will have solved a problem
which in the United States, in a worse form, grows blacker
every day.

In that case, a relative success may finally be claimed
for the Catholic as against the Protestant evolution. But
it will be due to other causes than religion. 1t may,
indeed, be charged against the Catholic Church that
its unchangeable hostility to the spread of knowledge
has been the means of paralysing progress in countries
where, as in Mexico and Peru, it has been able to attain
absolute dominion over minds and bodies. * It seems
hard,” says Dr. Tylor,' “to be always attacking the
Catholic clergy; but of one thing we cannot remain In
doubt—that their influence has had more to do than any-
thing else with the doleful ignorance whieh reigns supreme
in Mexico.” But it is not Catholicism that is the explana-
tion. ““The only difference,” avows Dr. Brinton,® *‘ in the

!\ Anahuae, p. 126. Since Dr. Tylor wrote, there has been much progress
in Mexico, duapto the rationalistic ideas which are there as elsewhere con-

fronting the Church. ? gmerican Hero Myths, p. 206,



416 THE RELIGIONS OF ANCIENT AMERICA

results of the two great divisions of the Christian world,”
# the matter of conquests, “ seems to be that on Catholie
missions has followed the debasement, on Protestant
missions the destruction of the race.” It may be added
that in Protestant Natal to-day there 1s a general deter-
mination among the white population to keep the natives
aneducated, lest knowledge should give them power. In

fine. the claim that there is an inherent civilising virtue in
Christianity is here, as elsewhere, turned to confusion.
“ Christianity,”” as the same writer declares,’ ““ has shown
itself incapable of controlling its inevitable adjuncts: and
i+ would have been better, morally and socially, for the
American race never to have known Christianity at all than
t0 have received it on the only terms on which it has been
possible to offer it.”

What Christendom could best have done for the American
civilisations, after putting down human sacrifice, was to
leave them to grow, like those of China and Japan,
under the influence of superior example at certain points.
Progress might then conceivably have come about.* There
is little use in speculating over the might-have-been ; but
at least we should not overlook the fact that in Peru there
are distinet records of rationalism among the theocratie

\ Id. P- 207.

* The Mexican language, in particular, shows great capabilities. * Of all
the languages spoken on the American continent, the Aztec is the most
perfect and finished, approaching in this respect the tongues of Europe and
Asin, and actoally surpassing many of them by its elegance and expression.
Although wanting the six consonants, b, d, f, 7, g, 8, it may still be called
full and rich. Of ite copiousness, the Natural History of Dr. Hermandez
gives evidence, in which are described twelve hundred different species of
Mexican plants, two hundred or more species of birds, and a large number of
quadrupeds, reptiles, insects, and metals, each of which is given its proper
nmane in the Mexican language. Mendieta says that it is not excelled in
beauty by the Latin, displaying even more art in its construction, and
sbounding in tropes and metaphors. Camargo calls it the richest of the
whole land. and the purest, being mixed with no foreign barbaric element ;
Gomars says it is the best, most copious, and most extended in all New
Spain ; Davila Padilla, that it is very elegant and graceful, although it con-
fains many metaphors which make it difficult ; Loreozana that it is ve
elegant, sweet, and complete ; Clavigero, that it is copious, polite, an
expressive ; Brasseur de Bourbourg, that from the most sublime heights it
descends to common things with a sonorousness and richness of expression
peculiar to itself. The missionaries found it ample for their purpose, as in

it, and without the aid of foreign words, they counld express all the shades of
their dogmas " {Bancroft, 1ii, 727-B).
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Ineas themselves. Several of these remarkable rulers! are

recorded to }}ave_expyessed the conviction that the Sun,
for ever moving in his allotted course, could not be the
Supreme I?elty he was said to be—that there must be
another Deity who ruled him.? This reminds us that in
all' ages and under all religions there have been Free-
thmkers_ ; men who knew that the Gods were myths while
the Vedic hymns were being made; Sadducees among the
Jews ; Mu'tazilites among the Mohammedans. For the
history of mental evolution has not been that of a simple
process from delusion to rationalism, but of a constant war
between the two tendencies in the human mind ;: and what
has happened hitherto 1s just that inasmuch as the majority
have thought little they have been credulous. To measure
the position of any nation in this regard, we have for the
most part simply to consider the status and expansive power
of its priesthood. And for us to-day there is one special
lesson to be drawn from the case of the unbelieving Ineas,
who never modified their theocratic practice as regarded
the multitude, whatever they might deem among themselves.
Their principle evidently was that the masses must be
deluded. Well, we know that when the royal line fell, those
masses were wholly unable to aect for themselves, and fell
abjectly under the sway of a mere handful of conquerors.
Unless the masses also rationalise, they will never attain a
worthy humanity. So that, unless the Freethinkers are
more righteous than the Seribes and Pharisees —the
doetrine is somewhat musty.

It is the more necessary to insist on this, the final lesson
of all comparative hierology, because In the face of _all the
facts some students contrive, with the best intentions, to
invert it. Because supernaturalism has always ‘ been
associated with ethics in religious history, it is fallaclqusly
inferred that there can be no ethic without supernaturalism;
and in order to shield from rational eriticism the prevailing

| 5 8 iority 10
! According to Prescott, the crania of the Incas show great superiority !
those of thengpe(}plt!, which may well be believed ; but the data are muef in
question. See Kirk’s ed. p. 18, _ B :
2 Réville, pp. 162-5; Markham, in Winsor's History, i, 233,

2B
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apeed, emphasis is laid on every point at which in its evolu-
tion it has chanced to be associated with the principle of
betterment. This was the point of view of one of the first
seientific investigators on the comparative prineiple,
Benjamin Constant, whose treatise De la Religion, con-
siderée dans sa source, ses formes, ses développements, pub-
lished in 1824-84, is still worth attention. Developing the
principles of Fontenelle and Des Brosses, he set forth,
clearly and insistently, two generations before Mr. Lang,
the presence of savage survivals in the religions of civilised
antiquity ;' and while accepting Hume’s demonstration of
the priority of polytheism® he anticipated Mr. Lang’s
theorem about the good Supreme Being who  could not
be squared,”® even as he framed a number of the theses
employed by Mr. Jevons for the vindication of religious
intuitionism, such as the utility of taboo and the opposition
between religion and magic.! Long before it was fashion-
able to do so, he adopted and developed Lessing’s thesis of
the progressive development of all religion ;> Comte’s law
of the three stages he anticipated by one of four stages,
which is perhaps better grounded % and some of his solu-
tions are both ingenious and just, more just than some of
those of his successors who follow similar lines. Yet by
reason of his desire to glorify ‘‘ the religious sentiment ” 1n
the abstract and in the present time, apart from all the
“forms” of religion, he repeatedly lapses into crude
03 sophistry. After insisting that the religious sentiment 18
S “ pmiversal ” he speaks of  irreligious peoples ;" and

¥ wherever he has to admit that religion has wrought tyranny
- and evil he alleges that just there the religious sentiment

has left it, that it has become merely interest, egoism,
ealeulation.® On this very principle, religion is beneficent

* Vol. i, pt. ii, ch. v.

. Jevons, above, pp. 6, 20-24, etc., with
, 83.
% Id. 107-8.

of dogma is directly
nww;m,p.mmm
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only momentarily, when it v
of old religion by j en 1t 1s taking shape as a reform
1Igion by innovators: each i ion 3
. . innovation i turp
8 a matter of form, interest '
® iliat 4 o » HLerest, egoism, caleulation -
0 that ™ the religious sentiment,” so far fr bel |
universal, turns out to be the sentiment onlv ——
troethinkor _ B nt only of innovators
€rs, enemies of traditionalism. After bei '
sented as ““ sweet and consoling or t};e masslofemg pexeg
o = g men, “
spirit of religion” turns out to he precisely what tf:; m:?f
t_)f men never at any one moment entertain. All the whil‘eﬁ
1t . pretendeid on  priori grounds that rationalism muslz
always lend itself to fatalistic submission, as if relicions
reiforn-1 were not relative rationalism : and the cofz}s*'a:l
hllsito_rlca.l facts of religious fatalism, relicious tvram:v
religious cruelty, religious licence. are olos P ‘ e
8 Sersliion. - , glosed as phenomena
3 -- . - o
_. . E‘:;m thl:hlon'g-dmv:n_l contradiction there is only one way
- pe—the recognition that the sole rational test of anv
l L] - - -
::la%;g:ls :;e:lhenf:e cﬁ' usage at any moment is its truth.
ely € intelligence of the moment. Mechanically
rapeat}ng that religion is a fundamental * sentiment.” men
loseialght aI.ld !mld of the truth that veracity is also a
Bgnt:.rl?e_nt, with inalienable rights. The men who, in terms
of religious cr_edences, hiEVB reformed religion in the past,
have done so in the conviction that the credences theyv dis-
carded were not true. _To argue that, because their credences
were g.ssoclated for a time with moral or material improve-
ment, we must cherish those credences even when we know
them to be untrue, is to be false not only to their ideal but
Eo !;he_ very principle of development. Such an aceeptance
18 1n 1tself corruption, the negation of betterment ; and to
m the historic fact of the relativity of religious beliefs
into a.general vindication of religion is to read the law of
evolution backwards. Bad or mistaken morals are relatively
".ﬁt," even as is false belief. It has been argued that
~cannibalism once saved the human race ; and the proposi-
tion may be perfectly true ; but so far from being an argu-
- ment for reversion to cannibalism, it does not even cancel
g hhﬂi that cannibalism has again and again gone far to
~destroy low civilisations.
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_Religious belief has been historically associated with both

ﬁle progress and the paralysis of civilisation; and the just

. ference is that, so far from its being the principle of

hetterment, it is simply a form of fallacious mental activity,

which may either be countervailed by truer forms or may

countervail them. And the beliefs which have the worst

concomitants are precisely those certified by the special-

pleaders as * truly " religious. The belief in immortality,

<o often extolled as a great source of consolation, has been

the motive for the slaughter of unnumbered millions of

human beings, religiously doomed to accompany others to

“ another world; the conception of sacrificial salvation,

another source of ‘blessed comfort,” has incited to the

slanghter of uncounted millions more, with every eircum-

ctance of heart-searing atrocity ; the doctrine of sacramental

communion with deity, as we have seen, has been the

means of conserving and sanctifying systematic cannibalism

at the hands of priesthoods, where without priesthoods it

must have died out ; and in every age and stage of human

growth the religious sentiment, of which the most essential

and constant characteristic is to cling to “ forms,”” 18 seen

on the intellectual side damning new thought, strangling

seience, sanctifying injustice, and haloing war, as well as

endorsing what measure of moral principle had been

evolved in a lower stage of thought. There is never the

I slightest seeurity that the spirit of justice and reason and
Eon. sympathy will coincide with *“ the spirit of religion ’; and
T there is no known religious system which 1s not habitually
tarned to the frustration of some of the best of the precepts
. it professes to inculeate. There is thus no reason to doubt
- thatin savage as in civilised times the forces of organised
- religion have been arrayed against the forces of betterment,
i w s well as intellectual, with but a dubious record on
ertain hierol on religious grounds make much of
“lowest " races appear to have the
hest " notions of a Su yeme Being, as if that were not
cially plain proof of the futility of theistic notions as

N -;..':.- L
....
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impassable line between ghosts and eternal gods.”  And
the apparent effect of that diserimination was to keep the
Fijians the most revolting set of cannibals on the face of
the earth,” habitually eating their own species because the
Eternal Gods preferred so to feed ; while in the mysteries
of their Supreme Being there occur scenes of * almost
incredible indecency.” Precisely where men drew the least
clear distinetion between ghosts and Eternal Gods, that is
to say among the Tongans, cannibalism was abandoned till
Fijian influence revived it; and the position of women was
immensely better.” And all the while, the more brutal the
religion, the more complacent were the worshippers. The

unconscious testimony of a missionary may help to make
the point clearer :—

““The religious system of the Samoans differs essen-
tially from that which obtained at the Tahitian, Society,
and other islands with which we are acquainted. They
have neither maraes nor temples nor offerings: and,
consequently, none of the barbarian and sanguinary
rites observed at the other groups. In consequence of
this, the Samoans were considered an impious race,
and their impiety became proverbial with the people
of Raratonga [one of the Hervey Islands]; for when
upbraiding a person who neglected the worship of the
gods, they would call him ‘a godless Samoan.” But

......this people had ‘lords many and gods many ;"

and the belief in these, by the missionary's account, was
associated with vice and absurdity.

As between the Samoan and the Fijian, our sole test
is the critical reason. It is by the same test that we
pronounce given religious doctrines i}mrefﬁl_;le or 1ncon-
sistent, apart from any question of their effects. Let thai‘;
eriticism be honestly met on its own ground, instead of by

: Bk iy rilliams, Fijl, p- 218.
1 Religion, p. 218, following T. Williams, Fut,
e g::;iﬂ:: Rn}un-hr[:, i. 333-4, as to the distinction throughout

Cp. Ellis, i
Wﬂ erally.
sl . 1 204#214' : ’
:- : Wmﬂ?ﬂ:‘!ﬁ. TM;:}?(-IIES. ii, 103-4; Seemanti, Fiji and s Inhabitants,

hl aton’s Vacation Tourists, 1862, p. 280.
¢ J. Williams, Narrative of Missionary
Islands, ed. 1837, pp. 540-1.

Enterprises in the South Sea
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way of paralogisms coneerning the utility of false beliefs in
the past, and hierology will be freed from an element of
disturbance and distortion, becoming as nearly as possible
a department of pure history. It is the tactic of the special
pleader for religion that has introduced that element: it
lies with him to let it vanish. Doubtless it will reappear
in sociology ; but there it will be for the time a quickening
force, giving vitality to a science that is slow to be vivified
by actual interests.
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DRAMATIC AND RITUAL SURVIVALS.

WaiLe this volume has been passing through -

there has l*e_,a.t_:hed me a cutting fran:? an Atﬁerié}al; ?1?1:::
paper, describing the survival or revival of a quasi-saerificial
Passion Play among the Christianised descendants of the
Aztecs. As an 1llustration of the psychology of human
sacrifice, it 1s worth reprinting without note or comment :—

NEW MEXICO’S PASSION PLAY.
Tae PENITENTES AND THEIR SELF-INFLICTED ToORTURES.

Santa F'é, N. M. March 27).—Among the Americans
who flock once in ten years to see the Passion play at
Oberammergau, there are few who know of the more
realistic performance given yearly by the Penitentes of
New Mexico. This performance was first adequately
deseribed by Adolphe Bandelier in a report issued by
the Smithsonian Institution about ten years ago.

The full title of the Penitentes is Los Hermanos
Penitentes, meaning The Penitent Brothers. The
order was established in New Mexico at the time of the
Spanish conquest under Coronado, about 1540. The
purpose of the priests who accompanied the Spaniards
was to form a society for religious zeal among the
natives. They taught the natives that sin might be
expiated by flagellation and other personal suffermg.
As time passed, the Indian and half-breed zealots
sought to improve their enthusiasm by fiercer self-
imposed ordeals of suffering. The idea of enacting the
travail of the Master on Calvary was evolved. Hence
the Passion Play of the Penitentes on each Good
Friday. Ty :

My. Bandelier learned from the Spanish archives
that as early as 1594, a erucifixion, in which twen&tﬁ-
seven men were actually nailed to crosses for a half-
hour, took place on Good Friday,  after several weeks
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of pious mortification of the flesh with knives and

4 cactus thorns.” The Penitentes numbered some 6,000
at the time of the American-Mexican War in 1848,
The Catholic Church has long laboured to abolish
their practices. So have the civil authorities. Fifty
years ago there were branches of the Penitentes in
seventeen localities in the territory, and ecruecifixions
took place in each of the branches. The organisation
has since gradually died away. Nowadays the sole
remnant of the order is in the valley of San Mateo,
seventy-five miles north-east from Santa Fé. There is
no railroad nearer than sixty miles.

Some 300 Mexicans still cling to the doctrine that
one's misdeeds are to be Equa.red by physical pain
during forty days of each year, finally closing with a
cmclﬁn Most of the Penitentes live at Taos, a

ry old adobe pueblo. They are sheep and cattle
herders Not one in a dozen of them can read and

write in Spanish, and they have as little knowledge of
English as if they lived in the heart of Mexico. The

}'- . Pamtantea keep thmr membership a secret nowadays.
B meet in their primitive adobe council chambers
o (moradas) at night, and they conduct their flagellations

and erucifixions as mratly as possible. Charles F.
Lummis, of Los Angeles, Cal., was nearly shot to
death Igy AN ASSASSIN for phot.ographmg a Penitente
ago. The Penitentes have
tings during the year, but it is only
they are active. They have a head, the
l[o yor, whose mandates are strictly followed
of duth. Adol phe Bandelier has written that
ngo there were instances of dis-
ous brother Penitentes having

night meetings several
One day they will whip
di.y ]{1 Ca.ha.rm
away fmm tho town, where
m, and all the time call
to their sense of sinful-
A ﬁ“mo they go without food,
gl h Mﬁl prayer. When
7‘; ..,uj ¢ of the fanaticism
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of the actor. He repeats in a mixed dialect of

* Spanish and Indian the words uttered by Christ

at the true Calvary, and bids his brothers spare him
pnot. When all 1s ready a dozen men erect the
eross. The women weep and the children look on
dumbfounded. Some of the men mock and jeer the
man on the cross; others throw clods of sunbaked
earth at bhim, and still others, feeling that they
must have some part in the physieal agony of the
afternoon, call upon the multitude to lash and beat
them.

In several localities in Colorado and New Mexico it
was once the praectice literally to nail the hands of
the acting Christ to the timbers of the cross, but the
Catholic priest of this generation put a stop to that.
There is no doubt that people have died from the
tortures of the Passion Play. Only two years ago the
(rovernment Indian agent in the San Rita Mountains
reported several deaths among the Penitentes, because
of poisoning by the cactus thorns and the lashing the
men had endured. The Penitentes believe that no
death is so desirable as that caused by participation in
the acting of the travail of the Lord.

After the first half hour of noise and flagellation
about the cross at El Calvario the excitement dies
away. The erucified man, whose arms and legs are
now black under the bonds, must be suffering in-
deseribable pain, but he only exclaims occasionally in
Spanish, “ Peace, peace, peace,” while the Pemtentes
who have had no part in the punishment prostrate
themselves silently about the cross. As the sun slowly
descends behind the mountain peaks the pipero rises
to his feet, and, blowing a long, harsh air upon his
flute, leads a procession of the people back to the
village. Some of the leading Penitentes remain behind
and lower the man from the cross. Then, following
the narrative of the scenes on Calvary, his body 18
wrapped about with a mass of white fabrie, and is
carried to a dug-out cave in the hillside near at hand.
In the cave the bleeding and tortured body of the chief
actor is nursed to strength. If the man is of great
endurance and rugged physical strength he will pro-
bably be ready to go home to his family in the evening,
conseions of having made ample atonement for long
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years of sin, and having earned '

IlleIIJl in Taos have covegtfed. B
'ntil a score of years ago women joined i

balancing of the Penitentes’ accounts wgtﬁnﬂea;nm%

self-lmp‘osed bodily suffering. No longer ago than

when Gen. Wallace was Governor of the territory

hundreds of women scourged themselves until their
backs and shoulders were raw.

The following extract from a New York journal, referring
to an incident at Easter of the present year, 18 not without
interest in the same connection :—

THE CRUCIFIXION IN DRAMA.

LAMBS CLUB ACTORS PERFORM A PASSION PLAY ON SUNDAY.

The Lambs Club is composed to a considerable
extent of actors. Its house backs up against the
Garrick Theatre, and its monthly Sunday *“ gambols
have of late been given on that stage. These affairs
have consisted of farces and burlesques, and the
audiences have been composed of members and their
invited guests. But last night merriment gave place
to decorum. A © passion play = was performed in all
seriousness. No tickets were on sale, and so there was

1o chance of interference by the police, either on the
ground that the Sunday law was broken or that the

cubiect of the piece was illegal.

T]his drama I;f the Crucifixion was the work of Claz
M. Greene, the playwright and formerly ** shepherd
of the Lambs. He had written it for the Jesuit College
ot Santa Clara, Cal., of which he 1s a graduate, and 1t

i E e i e el e e R - o L i i« S TS

his direction. In the Lambs cast Judas [scariot was
impersonated by J oseph Grismer, Pontius

' by Ernest
Lipman, Peter by R. A. Roberts, J?hn
HaP;tings, and Matthew by Henry “oodmg Other

' Enos Welles,

yoles were taken by Nathaniel Hartwig,
| Teits Williams, De Wolf Hopper, and Ser Reed. 'n:
~ stageful of Lambs represen the assemblages. -
3 mounting was the sSame that
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California, and was excellent. The acting was careful,
"ignified, and, in the main, impressive.

Mr. Green’'s play begins on the plains of Bethlehem
with the quest of Christ’s birthplace by the wise men
of the East and Herod's emissaries, and passes quickly
to Herod’s palace, when the news of the new-born King
of the Jews incites him to order the massacre of the
infants. Then a lapse of years carries us to the repre-
sentation of Christ’s entry into Jerusalem, His arraign-
ment before the Council, the betrayal of Judas, the
trial before Pilate, the delivery by Herod to the Jews,
the march to Calvary, and the convulsions of nature
following the Cruecifixion.

Christ is not a visible character, but his presence is
indicated in three scenes. In the trial a bright light is
thrown from the side, as though he were there, and to
that point Pilate addresses his exhortation to the
Master to refute the accusations of his enemies. On
the way to Calvary the top of a cross moves across the

und, as though carried by Christ, who is hidden
by the multitude, and an effulgence marks his move-
ment. Nor is he actually exhibited on the eross, but
shadows thrown on a transparent curtain make a
_. picture of the Crucifixion.
LA This ce of “Nazareth” is preliminary to
its use in a regular theatrical way. William A.
Brady has acquired the rights in it and stands ready
to produce it publicly. It is understood that he will
:ﬂ Archbishop Corrigan to sanction the enterprise,
that representatives of his reverence saw the play
last evening. In the meanwhile, Oscar Hammerstein
has an option on “ The Passion Play,” a version of the
Christian . J now current in Montreal, with the
tacit the Roman Catholic clergy of that
| with no obstructive action by the Protestants.
o yooe in says he will introduce it at the

big theatre which he is going to build in
fourth Street, if the acquiescence of
Inici 1 can be secured.
rsenags in the
out here an

Operam-




and could be placed there early next '
certainty of non-interference we{e a.ttai:::l?;:m Iltf i:
n_ear}y twenty years since Salmi Morse brought
his passion play " to New York from San Fran.
cisco. This was a fine production, directed b
David Belasco, and costing $40,000. James ' Neill
impersonated Christ, and in the cast were Lewis
Mgmaon, James A. Herne, and others sinece con-
spicuous. During three weeks large andiences were
drawn, but the leading actors were arrested every dayv
and fined $50 each. At last the Governor of California
took prohibitive action.

Mr. Morse was almost a monomaniac about his play;
and Mr. O'Neill, who had been educated for the
priesthood, seemed sincerely religious in his personifi-
cation of Christ. Henry E. Abbey brought the com-
pany and the outfit to this city, intending to place
them at Booth’s ; but the Mayor threatened to cancel
the theatre’s license. The next move by Mr. Morse
was to lease an old church on the site of the present
Proctor Theatre in West Twenty-third street, and put
in a stage, on which a single performance was given to
an invited audience. Mr. O'Neill had withdrawn, and
the late Henry C. De Mille, as the Christ, headed a cast
of generally inefficient amateurs. So the venture
ended in a fiasco. The present attitude of city and
church authorities is not yet ascertainable.

It may be added that, in the Old World, on the soil of
the old faiths, the primitive sacrifice of the sacred passover

lamb still takes place, or very recently did, on the testimony
of a Christian anthropologist :—

“To this day, as I can testify from personal ohserva-
tion Tt.?:le Sama{'itans on Mount Gerizim (whm:i alone :!
n ail the world the passover—blood is now shed, i‘*ea; l
by year) bring to mind the blood covenant aspec TI;, |
this rite, by their uses of that sacred blood. The

‘ ht
spurting life-blood of the consecrated lambs mme;ugm

in basins, as it flows from their cut throats :
om;lly a.r:a.ll the tents promptly marked with the blood
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a covenant-token, but every child of the covenant
ives also a blood-mark on his forehead, between
his eyes, in evidence of his relation to God in the
covenant of blood friendship.”—H. Clay Trumbull,
D.D., The Blood Covenant: A Primitive Rite and its
Bearings on Seripture. London : Redway, 1887.

On the theory of the Blood Covenant, the lamb is the
blood-brother of those who drink the blood. Even so, of

old time, was the slain child or man for whom the lamb

was substituted.
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Deutsch, cited, 330

Devil, notion of, 84, 95

Dewandatta, 257

Dhammapada, the, 243, 263

Dinga, 107

Dionysos, origin of, 47 ; evolution of,
97, 99, 102 ; Oméstés, 119 ; cult of,
125, 127, 181, 133, 135, 159, 165,
n., 166, 176, 187, 320, 347, 349,
377; the Liberator, 159; two-
formed, 170; myth of, 175, 200,
336, 341 ; Euchanist of, 189, 201,
334, 377 ; as teacher, 210 ; as femi-
nine, 308, n.

Diphilus, 56

Dissent, scientific aspect of, 97

Dods, Dr. M., cited, 271

Dogs, sacramentally saerificed, 131,
377 ; sanctity of, 326-7

Dove, sacred symbol, 92, n., 220, 299

Drama, conditions of, 189, 191. See
Mystery-Drama

- Draper, cited, 413 n.

Dreams, belief in, 40

' Druids. human sacrifices of, 123, 124

Durkheim, cited, 11, n.

“ Eating the God,” 23, 134, 206, 398,
See Eucharist and Sacramenis

Ea, 210, 213, 2158, 219

Easter, 319, 33’;3‘ e

Ebionites, 167, y

Economics of religion, 288, 345, 405

Egeria, 214 *
Eg;. the Easter—a cosmic symbol,
- 208, 218

Egyptian religion, 19, »., 21. n.. -

25 8940, 41, 61, 63 ; human saeri-

fices, 56 ; sacraments, 133 ; hiero-
 glyphies, 368-9
- wi ""
Elagabalus, 124, n -




El . 164-5

ia, the, 30, 135
Elijah, as magician, 17, 31-32,
Ellis, cited, 205, n.

Enoch, book of, 89, 159, 223

Epmanldas. 141
Bras. 219
Esther, 136 |
Ethics, Christian and sagn , 33, and
law, 49; and religion, 37,
51, 67, 724, 76; Hebrew. 63-6,

62-70, 71-5, 79, 94; sacrificial, 33.
68 ;: Mithraic, 298-9, 327, 345; Maz-
dean, 2989, 327; Ancient American,

322, 375, 396 ; Brahmanic, 299, n.
Euboulos, 316
Eucharists, heredity of, 32, 34, 90;
Jewish, 160-170, 178; Dionysiak,
189, 201, 334 ; Mithraic, 133, 163,
201, 321, 334 ; ﬂtherpn.gm 202, n.;
m 174, 186, 201-2, 334,
398 total evolutlun of, 204-9;
uaint. American, 376-7, 379, 387.
8393 sq., 404, 412 413

MHH.

MLJ cited, 317, n, 368-9
lm.?ﬂ.lﬂﬁnq..iu
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| Fomagata, 388

' Four, sacred number and symbols,
3234, n.

Frazer, 3. G., theory of, as to Chris-
tian sacra, 114 sq., 136 sq.; ser-
vices of, to hierology, xiv ; on magic
and religion, 11-20, 25,28 : on
Christian crucifixion, 114, 136 ; on
Athenian human sacrifices, 121 : on
Barabbas, 153 ; on Purim, 160; on

Firmicus, 320, n.; on Vegetation-
Gods, 320-1
Freethinkers, duty of, 417
Furuhers, 304, n.
Fustel de Coulanges, discussed, 48
Ganesa, 148, n,

Garcilasso, 410

Géthas, the, 293, 294 sq.

Gauls, human sacrifices by, 129

Gebelezeis, 276

Gelon, 56

Genius, moral, and religious reform,
a6, 75

George, St., 353

Ghillany, xv-xvi, 161

Ghosts, savage ideas of, 38-40, 48

Gibbon, 304, n.

Gibil-Nusku, 218, 276, n., 277

Girard, discussed and cited, 44, n.

Gladstone, cited, 63, n.

Gnosticism, 41, 97, 219, 225

Goat-God, the, 84, 315, 341 ; sacrifice
of, 125

Gods, origins of, 1-2, 6 sq., 39 sq.,
47, 95-9; as eaters of human flesh,
41, n., 127, n.; evolution of, 44, 45,
96 sq.; relation of, to men, 1, 8§,
12, 13, 16, 17, 20, 22, 24, 26, 31-2,
33, 37 sq., 47, 49, 67, 76, 96; su-

preme, 67, 85-87, 97, 301, 421;

secondary, 96 sq., 101 sq.; creative,

85, 97, 107, 298, 307, 317, 336, 375,

385, 408, 409 ; Saviour, 101, 219,

304 ; sacrificed, 101 sq., 305, 329,

391, 396 ; teaching, 210 sq.; as

children, 340

Buln, in Im Tsze, 316, n.

- =
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EZ;: iﬂ}:ﬂu&nﬂe of on Semitic cul- | Horoscopes, 367
ry, St., 850 | Horse, sacrifice of, 174
= n, 'ﬂlﬂ:n. E g“m “Hm Eiul; 128 n,
Grote, cited and discussed, 230-2 Hmmg' i
ma. human sacrifice in, 391 | Hame 418
natis, xvi ~r |
Guiana, sorcery in, 24, 1. H‘;ﬁ;tﬂ:ﬁ:&:. 135, 210, 366, a6,

, Hadrian, 120
g Hw, cited, 363

, Hair, cutting of, for sacrifice, 321
Haman, 307, n.

Hamilear, 121

Hammurabi, 76-7, 158

Hanging as mode of sacrifice, 142
Haoma, the, 102, 293, 334

Hathor, 47

Haug, cited and discussed, 294, ».
Hausrath, cited, 345, n.

Havet, cited, 331

Haynes, cited, 363, n.

Hebrew religion, 17, 43, 58-59, 78
| §q., 93-4; monotheism, 61 sq.,
. 74, T8 sq., 85 sq.; ethics, 63-6,
1 62-70, 71-5, 79, 94 ; polytheism,
k- 62 sq.;

71 ; aspects of, at Return, 68-9, 81,
86-7 ; over-valuation of, 72-5, 82,

and commerce, 87 ; temple finance,
87 ; expansion, 89 ; fraudulent his-
tory, 78
human sacrifices, xv, 58, 143, 145,
149-153, 161
Heifer, sacrifice of, 149-150
Hell, the Christian, 199
Herakleitos, Logos of, 214, n., 219
Herakles, 121, 159, 187, 233, 321,
337-8 ; resurrection of, 187, n.
Euunlmg."m
Hermes, 210, 213, 219, 310, 346
Herod, 90, 171, 185, 192, 198
Herodotus, cited, 122, 186, 306
Hesiod, 41
Hia 378
Hierocles, 286
| 368-9, 380
ology, purpose and priuciplau of,
11, 422

B xii, 8,

~ Hillel
~ History, critical method in, 230 q.
H 85, 92, 220
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effects on, of Exile, 59,

sq.; festivals, 136 sq.;

Human origins, 3623

Huxley, cited and discussed, xvii, 59
n., 78, 74, n., 232-3 ez

Hyde, cited, 271, n., 272. .

Ibsen, 189
Idolatry, resistance to, 66, 30, 106
Idols, Mexican, 379
Ieoud, 130, 153, 176, 177
| {ﬁwnﬂ. 4748
ity, idea of, 41 sq.; acquired
by_ Gods, 44 ; dmine.:f, in Mith-
raism, 325-6, 329
Imperialism, ancient, 77, 343: and
human saerifice, 389
Incas, 408 sq.
Incense, 205
Indian religion, 25, 95, 115, 215, 216
( see also Baddhism) ; human sacri-
- fices, 115, 120, 208
' Indra, evolution of, 96

95 ; literature, 70 sq., 83,92; culture Infanticide, 48, n., 108, sq.

- Inquisition, in Mexico, 414
- Iphicrates, 56

- Iphigeneia, 378

Irrational, meaning of word, 3
Isaac, 58, 145, 154, 314

. Ishtar, 219, n.

| Isis, 16; as magic-worker, 21, ».;
| cows sacred to, 150, n.; and
' Nephthys, 187; mystenies of, 200,
[' 338 : as teacher, 210

 1slam, 60, 66, sS4, 934, 240

' Isrnel (Kronos), 130, 153, 176, 177
 Issedones, 123

' Ixion, 335, n.

|

- Jacob, 42

- Jacobi, cited and discussed, 254, 255
' 8q., 258, n.

- Jainas, the, 254, sq.

' Jairus' daughter, story of, 254
Jamblichus, cited, 16-17

' Janus, 210, 343, 353

Jastrow, cited, 73, §.

' Jeremiah, cited, 63

Jerusalem, siege of, 183

crucifixion legend of, 114 sq., 136




Christian God, 153-160; a demi-
godin the * Teaching of the Twelve
Apostles,” 156, 178; in Manichee-
jgm. 280 : litany of name of, 352 ;
attributes of, 352-3

« high priest of the Return, 84, n.,
91, 158

- son of Ananus, 1584

e the Talmudic, 186

Jevouns. F. B., discassed, xviii, 1,3-11,
20 sq.. 54; 60, n., 62, n., 65, 71,

INDEX

Khonsu, 96, 126, 200, 201, 219, 337, »n.

Khosrus, religion of, 336, n. See
Chosroes

King, C. W., cited, 290

Kings as Gods, 41, n., 175 ; sacrifices
of, 130, 142-3, 171, 172, 174, n.;
and priests, 297, n., 394

Kingsborough, Lord, 374, n.

Kinvad bridge, 326

Kista, 330

Koreamoku, 211

Krishna, 241, 256, 267, 293, 340, n.

Kronos, human sacrifices to, 120, 121,
129, 130, 153, 160, 176 ; cult of, as
Zervan, in Mithraism, 291, 302

Kuenen, cited, 60, n., 63, n.

Kulischer, xv

Lactantius, cited and discussed, 117,
n., 287

Lajard, cited and discussed, xiii, 291,
323

| Lake of fire, the, 199

Lamb, the divine, 132-3, 202-3; the
God, in the Apocalypse, 132, 155,

I 199, n., 203, 337; substituted for

children in sacrifice, 144, 154;
sacrificed by Christians, 134, 201,
334, 336, 337; as crucified, 148, n.
Lang, A., cited : on taboo, 3; on Mr.
Frazer's definition of religion, 12, n.;
ip and name-
43; religion, 43-
44 n.; on Supreme :
421 : on Mr. Frazer's theory, 137,
140 sq.; on the paschal massacre,
144, n.:; on scourging of vietims,
178-9 : on the Golden Bough,182,n.;
on sacrifices, 205, n.; on savage
survivals, 418
Language, evolution of, 369
Lao-Tsze, 216
Lardner, cited, 286, n.
Las Casas, 415




Logos, doctrine of, in Je B5, Y
92, 155, 167, 171. 2’{? in the |

Apocal y 199, n.; in Egypt, .
in Mn.mm, 214, 299 307: in
Hlthrmsn_:l. 329 sq.; evolution of,
214 8q.; in Brahmanism, 215-216:
in China, 216; in Plato, 216: in
Babylonia, 217 sq.; in Philo, 217.
220-6 ; in Mexico, 407 |
Lord’s Day, 164, 170, 318

Lueian, 70

Lunus, 166, 309 |
Lyall, Sir A. C., on magic and re-
ligion, 11; on origins of Gods,
230-2

Lycaon, 119

Lyecurgus, 238

Lydus, Johannes, 318, n.

Maat, 213
Mabon, 211
Macpherson, 106
Madagascar, taboo in, 43, n.
Magi, the, 340
Magie, origin of, 10, 16, 23, 30; and
religion, 6-10, 13 sq., 30 sq.; in
B anism, 14 ; in Egypt, 14, 16,
n., 21, n.,in Chaldea, 15 ; primitive,
14, 16, 30 ; among Jews, 17, 31-32;
“sympathetic " and *“‘art,” 17, 30~
Ma.hnﬂyaﬂ' by, dited anid discuseed, 11-3

s Cl an 1scu L] e
Mahdvira, 256, 257
Maistre, Joseph de, cited, 414
Maitreya, 262
Malcolm, cited, 115
Manah, 166, n. |
Manco Capac and Mama Ocello, 211,

365

Manicheus, legend and problem of,
269 sq. ; flaying and crucifixion of,
272: name of, 275; story of, and
cave, 276 ; mystery-drama of, 280
Manicheism and Mithraism, 354-5
Manna, 166, n.
Mﬂ' 66. n., 205, n., 394
MI 386
n, 281
Marduk. See Merodach
Maries, the two, 193, 199
Ml‘ Wl Of_. 228, n.

INDEX

Massagete, 129
zml}‘ Gir;, cited, 308, 5.

Assilia, human sacrifice at.
Hntari_smn. 218 n, .
M;ﬁem. dmi.;;im of, 298 sq., 301,

{: an udaizm, ~1. 3
Mi’}%—?}ﬁ. 332 -
atorial Gods, 200, 21

e 9, 34 n.
Medicine, from the Gods, 211
MEiI‘, R&hbi, 157, n.

Meis, 272
Melchizedek, 1645

| Melkarth, 121, 314. n._ 358
- Mén=-Meni, 166, 300
- Menahems. 275, 277

Menu, 235

Meredith, G., quoted, 228

Meriah, 108 sq.

Merodach, 200, 201, 213, 219, ».

HE:E.?OMHH cultare, 65, 70-2, 76-8,

Messenger, sacrificed, 108, n., 151,
181; of the Gods, 213, 218, 221,
275, 207

Messiah, rise of doetrine of, 72, 91,
158, 171 ; as priest, 149, 164, 169,
in book of Enoch, 223: the two
Messiahs, 159, 275; the suffering
Messiah, 158-9

- Metatron, the, 155, 217, »n., 330

Metis, 213

- Mexico, religion of ancient, 381 sq.;

human saecrifices in, 129, 278, 382,
387 sq., 397, sq., 44 sq.; langusge
of. 416, n.: modern, civilisation of,
415

Mexitli, 3585

Michael, 342, 353, n

Michelet, cited, 472, n.

Mihr. 298, 303, 340, 341, 351

Mihrgan, 341

Milinda, King, 253-4

Mills. L. H., cited and discussed, 24
S

- 8q.,
Minos, 218

. Mirror as symbol, 367

' Mithradates, 343

' ' 5 -
ithra, symbols of, 183-3,
anmeut of, 138, 163, 20, 321,

3 Sformed, 170, 307 ; three.
i g olution of, 297 .



438 INDEX

pame of month, 340-1; descent of | Nehemiah, book of, 85
Hades, 340-1. - Netzahualcoyotl, 395

M ism, 280-259; vogue of, 289 ; | Newman, J. H., 55, 86, n.
monumental remains of, 200 sq.; | F. W., 59, n.
derivation of, 292 sq., absorption New-Year days, 138
of. in Christisnity, 324 sq., 340 sq.; | Nicaraguan religion, 44, .
organisation of, 350 - Nilus, 174, n.

Mitra, 292-3, 298, 303, n. - Ninlil, 308

Moabites, human sacrifice among, 152 Nous, 330

Mohammed, 58, 60, 239-40. See Numa, 214, 238
lslam

- Nuruz, 336, n.
Moloch, 66, n., 170

Monarchy and monotheism, 65 Oannes, 203, 210
Mongols, 364, 367 Ocecult, idea of, 16
Monotheism, evolution of, 61 sq., 74, Oﬁin, cult of, 143 ; as teacher, 211
. : . Oki, 376
Montanuos, xii, 281 Oldenberg, cited, 14; on Buddhism,
. 334, 354. SeeMén | 249, 250, n., 251, 254, 260, 265-6

taboo, 5, 26, 34, 49, 102  Olympic Gods, 85

Mithra, 17 as God, 19; Omanus, 306-7

61,78, 91, 164, 213, 238-9, Omar Khayyam, cited, 324, n.

Only-begotten, sacrifice of, 130, 158,
376. 379 ; name of the Logos, 215,

19

Origen, 21, n., 338

Ormuzd, 291. See Ahura Mazda

Orpheus and Orphicism, 182, n., 203,

oy 239, 309, 321

. J. G., cited and discussed, | Osiris, 16, 47 ; resurrection of, 92, n.,

44, n, 64, n., 135, 370, 386, 101, 319, 334 ; as child, 126, and

396, note ; evolution of, 47, 97; mys-

teries of, 186-7, 188-9, 199, 213,

319, 334; attributes of, 200, 349 ;

as Teaching God, 210

Pﬂp= L] m, 359
Pantheism, 25 ; rise of, 70,72, 73, n.

190




INDEX

sacred books, 224, n.: his coneep-
tion of sacrifice, 167, 224-5. and
note

Pheenician human sacrifices, 56,
120-1

Photius, 325

Phrixos, 314

Phrygia, religion in, 2581

Pickering, cited, 364, n.

Pidyen haben, 144

Pig, sacred, sacrifice of, 146

Pilate, 192-3

— " Acts of,” 195-6

Plato, Logos of, 216, 217, 365 ; birth
story of, 240

Pliny, cited, 123-4, 342, n.

Polynesia, human sacrifice in, 140 ;
symbolic use of boughs in, 182, n.;
pyramid-temples in, 366

Polytheism, 61 sq.; ethics of, 64, 65,
67, 68, 70, 71 sq., 86

Pompey, 343

Pomponius Mela, cited, 122

Porphyry, cited, 16, 124, 316-317,
323, 324, 336, 358

Poseidon, 349

Prajapati, 215, 265

Prayer, logic of, 19, 33

Prescott, cited, 364, 390

Priests, as taboo-makers, 4 ; and re-
ligion, 4, 13, 18-19 ; inspired by the
God, 212; and Kings, 297, n.: as
promoters of human sacrifice, 394,
399, 403, 406

Priesteraft, 4, 13, 47, 110

Prometheus, erucifixion of, 159

Prophets, sincerity of, 57-8

Proteus, 353

Protestantism and the backward races,
416

Psychology of religion, 35

Punjab, religion in ancient, 258 sq.

Purgatory, doctrine of, 354

Plll'im- l'gg;q'

Pushan, 292, n.

Pyramid-temples, 172, u, 280, 30,
366, 380, 390

Wmiam, 216. 233- 288

589,

| Rawlinson, cited and discussed, 300
309, n. et

' Reason and religion, 27, 20
Reclus, Elie, cited and discussed. 100

n., 111, 112, n., 113, n. :

]' Red, eolour, in human sacrifice, 112

- 115, 116118, 277. 27w

| Beden:}ptiun. Jewish rites of, 144

- Redskins, religion of, 16, 147. 367
376, 385

- Religion, meaning of, 5, 6, 11, 20
| 28 definition'of, 51-53 ; and taboo.
| 5-6, 26, 34, 48, 49, 52; and philo.
| Eﬂphj'. 33 sq., 36, 52; and magic,
| 6-10, 13 sq., 30 sq.; and totems,
11, n.; and law, 4951, 52 scientific
view of, 20, 30, 45, 51-53 ; evolution
of, 95-99 ; Constant on, 53, =,
Renan, cited and discussed, 95, 191
Renouf, Le Page, cited, 73, n., 86, ».
Resurrection, idea of, 180, 2. Ses
Immortality, and Osiris, Mithra,
Dionysos, Herakles, ete.
Réville, A., discussed, 53, n., 67, n.,
04, n., 285, n., 362, 365, 414
Jd., 385, n.
Rhodes, human sacrifices at, 129-30,
176, 177-8
Riecio, 291
Robe, the seamless, 349 ; of righteous-
ness, 392-3 _
Rock, of Israel, 164, 333 ; in Jesaism,
| 333, 353, 359; in Mithraism, 320,
| 332 sq.; in other calts, 332, 339,
- 353
' Roman religion, 47, 63, 317, 342 2q.,
. law, 48, n, 1238, 151
i Mkﬂﬂ. Elt@d :-1'21 n.
| ROBuI 201

| _ 357

' Sabazios, 338
Sabbath, institation of, 0 1
Saciea, 135, 1386 sq.; 140, &,

- Sacraments,

nibal, 28, 131 sq.;
of redskins, 147 ;
178 ; Diony=

4

174. 179
nstare of, 31, 133 cnl-
Polynesian, 146
Hebrew, 160 l?ﬂ.

|

ak, 1
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American, 375-7;
sq.; JFPeruvian, 410; Khond, 106
8q.; universal, 119 sq., 124; Alba-
nian, 120 ; to Zeus, 122 ; to Jupiter,
124 ; ancient Mesopotamian, 123,
128 ; Persian, 119 ; Roman, 123 ;
Arab, 129, n.; Polynesian, 146, n.,
172, 205, n.; Rhodian, 129-30, 176,
177-8; analogous to executions, 128;
evolution of theory and practice of,
23, 134, 147, 152, 160 sq., 176-8,
204-9, 389-393

Sagan, the, 150-1

n, 415

Sainte-Croix, 327

Salamis, human sacrifices at, 120, 122

Salih, 277, n.

Samaritan religion, 43, 85, 92, 154, n.,
429

Samoans, religion of, 421

Samson, 78, 159, 321

Samuel, 19, 78

Sancu, 412

Sacshyant, 158, 200, 339

Sarasvati, 215-216, 218-219

Sargon, 332

Sarpanituam, 219
Satuarn, sacrifices to, 120, 121, 129;

as Teaching God, 210. See Kronos
Saturnalia, 176
Saul, 232-3: sons of, sacrificed, 142,

172
B&u.gus logy of, 38-40
viour-Gods, 101 5., 200, 219
Bl-ﬂtn 292, n., 3{13 n.
Savce, dinmmd. 71, n.
Scapegoat, sacrifice of, 150-2

ml.hym 228&:]
Schneider, W, , cited, 127, n.
Schwab, cited, 151, n.
S8chwegler, xii
Scourging, sacrificial, 179-80
, cannibalism among, 122
Semites, ethies of, 48, n.; sacrifices
of, 56, 58, 59, n. 121 128 ;

(mnﬂurn).lﬂ 147. Suahoﬂehmw
Phenician

and

Mexican, 387 |

INDEX

Shekinah, 85
Shema, 43

- Shew-bread, 168

Shintoism, 367
Sidonius Apollinaris, cited, 286

- Silenus, 210

- Smith, Prof. Robertson,

1
'!

Simon of Cyrene, 192

Hmux. human sacrifice by, 376-7

Skins, sacrosanct, 129, 181, 277, 278,
392, 405

cited and

discussed, 1, n., 45, 60, n., 126, n.,

128, n., 143, n., 289, 391, n., 394 n.

- Soma, the, 102, 164, 293, 334
" Son of God, notion of, 96-99,

153,
338, 339, 351 ; sacrifice of, 152-3
Sophia, doetrine of, 89, 92, 216, 218,

219, 220, 225, n., 226, 330
Soterism, 68, 93
Spartans, sacrifices of, 128, n.
spencer, H., discussed, xiii, xvii, 67,
n.; cited, 37, n., 102 sq., 204, 333,
n., 334, n.
Spiegel, cited, 275
‘“ Spirits,” 15, 23, 38, 45, 48
Sraosha, 307, n., 329-330, 339
Stable, the sacred, 340, n.
Stade, cited, 85

- Steinthal, cited, 19, n.

Stevenson, W. B., cited, 365, n,
Strabo, cited, 120

- Suetonias, cited, 124

- Sunday,

- Sun-Gods, 303, 310, 315, n., 318, 339,

164, 170, 318
342, n., 391

- Sun-worship, 376, 382
Schmiedel, 227-237; his nine trust-

Supernataral, meaning of word, 1,
21 ; idea of, 9, 21

Superstition,meaning of, 7-8 ; Hebrew,
845

Supper, Holy, 134, 163-4, 169-70,
190. See Eucharists

Survival, laws of, in religion, 29

- Suttee, Peruvian, 411

Sword -—=cross, 336
Symbolism, 130
Syncretism in religion, 305 sq.

- Taaroa, 332

Taboo, origin of, 3-4 ; effects of, 5-6;
and raligmn 6, .‘Bﬁ 34, 43, 49, 52'
of names, 43 ; among Hnbmn. 43;
force of, 102

Tahiti, sacrificial usages at, 142, n.,
144, n., 394

| Talmud, 75, n.

Tmmn:. 136, 153, 176, 313, 338
Tangaloa, 212



INDEX

Tanith, 213, n., 339
Tﬂo_ur Taua, 216
gm Panrnalu, 107 sq., 109, 211

arsus, religions of, 87, s
Tau, the, IIFE ko o
Tngbolium. the, 203, 315, 345, n..
Ta.uth_é, 217

Teaching-God, notion of, 50 primary,

T Gil;'ging of the Twelve Apostles,

Tears, sacrificial value of, 180

Tell, William, 240

Temple, Jewish legends of, 183 4

Ten commandments, 239

Teraphim, 379 ;

Tertullian, cited, 124, 322, 329

Tezcatlipoca, 367, 385, 391, 407

Tezcucans, civilisation of, 373. n..
395

Thargelia, 121, 130, 141, 173, 179

Theism, 12

Theodosius, 97, n.

Thieves, sacrificed, 129

Thomas, St., 37, n., 403

Thoth, 21, n., 213, 219

Three, sacrifice of, 112, 172, 173

Tiele, cited, 73, n., 217

Tlaloe, 383

Tlascalans, civilisation of, 368, 398,
399

Toltecs, 372, 388 ; religion of, 400 sq.

Tonga Islands, child sacrifice in,
146, n., 394

Torquﬂmadﬂ, citﬂ!. 382, n.

Torture in human sacrifice, 113

Totemism, 21, 28, 34, 101 ; origin of,
102 sq. ; sacrifices relating to, 108,
n., 205, 206

Tl' 'ﬂn‘ ‘hﬂ- 197

Tree, the sacred, 115, 334, 335
Mithra in, 335. .S;u Earmm .

Trini ' dﬂﬂtl’inﬂ oI, 99, )

‘Tt, 200-1, 305 ; in China, 216

in Judaism, 226; in Mazdeism,
323, n., 330; in Akkad, 308, in
Babylonia, 201, 308 ; in Hinduism,
305, 308

Mh“u: Eiwd‘l m

Tupinambos, human sacrifice by,
375-6

Tyre, human secrifies m, 3 s, 0

Unas, King, 41, ».
Upsvasatha, the, 164
Uranus, myth of, 48«

Vacca, 291

Vich, 215-216
Vagrians, wibe of 245
"rdl‘?ﬁ-ﬂi. IH . m
"i:u.lvtrdt 414

Varuna, 208, 295 308, ».
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