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THE ATHEIST SHOEMAKER STORY
BLOWN TO ATOMS

PRICE HUGHES^ SNEAKS OFFFOLLOWING HIM UP
MR. HOLYOAKE SPEAKS

M r. Hughes Shirks  a Real Investigation .
W e  are drawing to the end of this tragi-comcdy; 

tragic, in so far as it is a painful revelation of the 
methods which are used by Christian advocates to 
impose on public credulity, for interested and sinister 
ends; comic, in so far as it displays the amusing 
contortions of a detected liar seeking to escape his 
proper and inevitable doom.

When I left off last week I  informed the reader 
that I had written a letter to the Daily Chronicle, 
which had not been inserted up to the time of our 
going to press. That letter appeared, however, on the 
Friday, and I reproduce it here in entenso.

MR. G. W. FOOTE AND THE REV. HUGH PRICE 
HUGHES.

TO TUE EDITOR OF ‘ 'T H E  DAILY CHRONICLE.”
S ir ,—As the reputation of public men is of some importance, 

if only to tlio world’s common sense of self-respect, I venture 
to make an offer through your columns for the termination 
of this dispute betwoen the Rev. Hugh Price Hughes and 
myself—a dispute, unfortunately, in which a third public 
man, Mr. G. J. Holyoako, has become to a certain extent 
involved.

I  am willing to let the wholo disputo be adjudicated upon 
by a Committeo of Honor. Two persons might bo nominated 
by Mr. Hughes and two by myself, with a fifth porson agreed 
upon by both sides to act as chairman and umpire.

Should the Committeo of Honor be constituted, I under
take to prove (1) that the “ John Herbert ” of Mr. Hughes’s 
story was Charles Alfred Gibson; (2) that everything is 
false which Mr. Hughes states about the young man’s early 
training and privations; (3) that thero are many similar 
inaccuracies aud exaggerations in the narrative; (4) that 
Charles Alfred Gibson was never a lecturer on Atheism, or 
oven against Christianity; (5) that he was never a lecturer 
at a ll; (6) that ho was never an Athoist or any kind of 
Freethinker; (7) that ho had been in the Salvation Army 
and the Church A rm y; (8) that he had no “ Atheist brother ” 
at Northampton to be converted to Christianity; and (9) 
that the brother referred to, who has always been a professod 
Christian, never had any communication whatever with Mr. 
Hughes or any sister of the West London Mission.

When I Bay that I will prove these things, I mean that I 
will produco documentary evidenco and the testimony of 
living witnesses, including the members of Charles Alfred 
Gibson’s family and all sorts of persons who knew him
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intimately while ho was working and living in London—tho 
place which Mr. Hughos represents as tho scono of his 
exploits ns a propagator of Atheism.

Mr. Hughes must be infatuated if ho fancios ho can find 
refuge in tho “ dignity o f silonco,”  and if ho doclinos my 
present offer I  may safely loave him to tho judgment of 
honest and sensible mon and women. G. W. FOOTE.

I defy anyone to say that this is not a handsome and 
satisfactory offer. I did not seek to go before a 
Committee of Honor with a negative advantage over 
Mr. Hughes. His reputation was at stake, but I put
mine to the same hazard. I undertook to prove
certain tilings, and thus assumed the fullest responsi
bility. If 1 failed to prove them, I should be put to 
public shame, just as Mr. Hughes would be if I did 
prove them. But 1 did not for a moment believe that 
my offer would be accepted, for the simple reason that 
criminals do not voluntarily submit themselves to trial. 
I was not surprised, therefore, to read Mr. Hughes’s 
reply in the next day’s Chronicle. Its character was 
precisely what I  expected. In the whole course of it 
lie never so inncli as alludes to my proposal of 
adjudication by a Committee of Honor. W ith the 
low cunning of his kind he talks about something 
entirely different. But before I  say anything further 
I will let the leader have a full relish of this precious 
epistle.

REV. H U G n PRICE HUGHES AND MR. FOOTE.

TO THE EDITOR OP “  THE DAILY CHRONICLE.”
S ir ,—For somo years past Mr. Foote has been trying to 

force ms into a personal controversy with him. I f  ho had. 
simply assumed that I  was mistaken, or had been misled, ho 
might have had what ho wished. Bat his carefully-gnarded 
letter to you is not a specimou of his usual stylo, lie  has 
again and again insinuated or asserted that I am a deliberate 
and systematic liar. With a disputant who .assumes that 
attitudo neither I  nor any othor civilised man can discuss. 
Even in the brutal prize-ring mon are obliged to fight 
according to tho rules.

The tirno has como to insist that public men can have no 
dealings with those who violate the elomentary laws of 
courtesy. Quito recently Mr. Foote has grossly exaggerated 
his ollonco by offering similar insults to a Christian lady, 
whoso integrity is attackod liko my own.
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Although it was impossible for me to have any discussion 
with Mr. Foote, who, I may add, has never suffered the 
slightest discourtesy at my hands during all these years of 
insult, I was perfectly willing to invite the utmost criticism 
of any public act or utterance of mine. It occurred to mo 
that there was a well-known public man of Mr. Foote’s way 
of thinking, a man of unblemished reputation and a gentle
man—Mr. Gr. J. Holyoake. Having a slight acquaintance 
with Mr. Holyoake, I asked him to read the story o f the 
“  Atheist Shoemaker,”  and Mr. Foote’s attack upon it. I 
gave him all the names, and offered no suggestion as to the 
method of inquiry. The matter was left absolutely and 
unreservedly in his hands. From that day to this I  have not 
seen him. He has made what inquiries he liked, in his own 
way. The result has been published to the world. Since his 
verdict was given, nothing has seen the light which impugns 
the substantial accuracy of any statement for which the two 
sisters and I are personally responsible.

But whatever may be said, no civilised man will expect me 
to have any communication with Mr. Foote, or with anyone 
who represents him, or with anyone else who approves of his 
method of controversy. No one regrets more than I  do that 
Mr. Foote’s own gratuitous conduct has made it impossible 
for me to take notice of him.—I am, etc.,

HUGH PItICE HUGHES.
I  wrote a brief reply to Mr. Hughes’s letter and sent 

it to the Chronicle, but it was not inserted. I  suppose 
the editor is loth to bring upon himself the enmity of 
Mr. Hughes and the Wesleyan Methodists.

W hat could be more despicable than this man’s talk 
of my “ insults to a Christian lady ” ? At one moment 
he hides behind Mr. Holyoake, and at the next he 
hides behind a woman’s petticoats. I have “  insulted ” 
no lady. All I have done is to show that Sister Lily 
was deceived by Julia Gibson, and that she in turn 
misled M r. Hughes. It is simply a question of fact, 
and to cry out “  Insult ” is no answer to my charge. 
It is merely an evasion

Just as despicable is Mr. Hughes’s talk about his 
“  integrity,” and his whining about my calling him a 
liar. The very essence of my charge is that he has 
foisted a lot of lies upon the public as truth. It is not 
a question of courtesy but a question of veracity. 
W hat would be the use of a prisoner’s pleading in the 
dock that his indictment was an insult ? The point to 
be decided is “  Guilty or Not Guilty.”

Mr. Hughes lies again in saying 1 have tried to force 
him into a personal controversy with me. I want 
nothing of the kind. I invited him to go with me 
before a Committee of Honor, in order to have the 
facts investigated.

It is another lie that I might have had “  what I 
wished” if I  had simply assumed that he was “ mis
taken ” or had been “ misled.” He was approached by 
Charles Bradlaugh, with what he himself calls 
“ courtesy,” and he declined to give him “ what he 
wished,”  though he asked for it repeatedly.

This lying ostrich imagines that others cannot see 
what he does not choose to see himself. “  Nothing has 
seen the light,”  he says, since the publication of Mr. 
Holyoake’s report, which in the slightest degree impugns 
the substantial accuracy of any statement for which he 
and the two Sisters are “  personally responsible.” Who 
knows what they hold themselves responsible for ? W hat 
man in his senses would meddle with such a subtle point 
of casuistry? As a matter of fact, everything has 
happened since the publication of Mr. riolyoake’s 
report. To mention only one thing— the Atheist 
Shoemaker’s family have publicly denounced the story 
of his career and conversion as a lie. The father called 
it “  a damnable lie.”  And who but Mr. Hughes can 
be “  attacked ”  1 He disguised every character but 
his own. He alone came before the public without 
a mask. I therefore attack him, and I  shall continue 
to do so. W hen the story is proved to be a mass of 
falsehood, those who originated it, dressed it up, and 
sent it forth into the world, may share the responsibility 
at their pleasure.

Mr. Hughes’s letter to the Chronicle amounts to 
this— “ If i  am a liar, it is very rude to call me one.” 
He forgets that the word is borrowed from the voca
bulary of the Bible. It was patronised by Jesus Christ

and his apostles. “ He who speaks not truly, lies,”  
says Shakespeare; and if Mr. B ughes does speak truly, 
it is useless to look for a liar in England.

“ Dignitv ” is all very well, but it must have a solid 
background. Pigott him-elf stood upon his “ dignity,” 
and so does Jabez Balfour. It is nothing but a paltry 
trick when a man is charged with a grave offence, and 
the evidence of his guilt is “ gross as a mountain, open, 
palpable.” This same “  dignity ” would be absolutely 
useless to the reverend gentleman if he went before a 
tribunal. He uses it to save himself from being tried, 
for he knows what would be the verdict.

T h e  Badger Drawn by “  T h e  M o rn in g .”
In his letter to the Daily Chronicle the reverend 

gentleman was particularly careful to let out nothing. 
He worked on the safe presumption that only a few 
of the readers of that journal had seen the Freethinker, 
and his policy was to give, not an open, but an implied, 
denial to all my charges. But soon afterwards he 
must have seen the news in the Freethinker that M r. 
Holyoake had publicly admitted “  Gibson ” to be the 
real name of the converted Atheist Shoemaker. 
Accordingly, when a Morning interviewer called on the 
reverend gentleman, and put the pointed question—
“ Has Air. Foote got bold of the right people ? Is this 
Air. Gibson, of Northampton, the father of the Atheist 
shoemaker ?” — he was obliged for once in his life to 
give a straight reply. “  Oh, yes,” he said, “ it was 
Air. Gibson’s son, undoubtedly, who was the subject of 
my book.”

This was drawing the badger indeed! The Rev. 
Hugh Price Hughes confesses that his convert was 
Charles Alfred Gibson. He cannot go back upon that. 
Yet the confession is no credit whatever to his honesty. 
He made it under compulsion. It was Air. Ilolyoake’s 
incautiousness that precipitated him over the precipice. 
Yes, the precipice. Here, as so often elsewhere, it is 
“ the first step that costs.” The admission— so long 
delayed, and only made when inevitable— that I have 
got hold of “ the right people,” that Charles Alfred 
Gibson was the hero of “  The Atheist Shoemaker ” ; 
this, I say, will be enough to satisfy every dispassionate 
reader that the rest of my exposure is also true, 
especially when Air. Hughes dares not face a Com
mittee of Honor, which, if I am wrong, would trium
phantly establish his innocence.

T h e  Confidence T r ic k .
“ I will tell you some of the real facts of the case, 

but not for publication,” said Mr. Hughes to the 
Morning interviewer. He was “ inexorable”  that 
t hese facts “  should not be printed.” Y et it is claimed 
that they “ completely altered the complexion of the 
case” as far as the “ Atheism ” of young Gibson is 
concerned. Now 1 do not dispute that Air. Hughes is 
an adept at this “ confidence ” trick. But every man 
of sense and honor knows that what is reserved as 
“ confidential ” is not evidence, as the witness is not 
liable to examination, much less to cross-examination.

It is Mr. Hughes’s veracity which is at issue, and he 
cannot close the case by his own private certificate.

Lies to Cover Lies.
The whole raison d'etre of the Atheist Shoemaker 

story was that the convert was a person of distinction. 
Take that fact away, and the book is an egregious 
absurdity. But it is now seen by Air. Hughes that the 
pretence of his convert’s distinction can no longer be 
maintained. In this extremity he endeavours to mini
mise his convert's importance. W ill it lie believed 
that he actually had the audacity to tell the Morning 
interviewer that he never described young Gibson as 
a “ lecturer ” 1 The cavil is paltry enough to be 
worthy of the man. I open his book, and I find him 
writing of his “ John Herbert”  as “ a well-known 
London Atheist,”  of his having been “  a ringleader,” 
of his being so eloquent that “ when he used to speak in 
Victoria Park there was such continuous cheering that



February 18, 1894. THE FREETHINKER. 107

you could hardly hear what he was saying,” of his 
happy repartees “ in which his public discussions as an 
Atheist had made him so expert,”  of his addressing 
“  atheist assemblies,” and of his feeling “ the exulting 
glow of the orator who lias conquered his audience.” 
Nor is this all. I find in the Methodist Times for the 
last week in February, 1890, a statement by Mr. 
Hughes on the subject of the Atheist Shoemaker. 
He had been goaded into saying something by a writer 
in the Daily Chronicle, whose “  motive and animus ”  he 
complained of, as he complains of mine now. And 
this is what Mr. Hughes wrote in conclusion :— “ Mir. 
Price Hughes never said that ‘ The Atheist Shoe
maker’ was a professional lecturey of the National 
Secular Society. He simply said that he had spoken 
in advocacy of Atheism in public halls and in the 
open-air, and that he had spoken with great eloquence 
and effect.”

“  John Herbert ” was not a “ lecturer,”  but he was 
an “  orator.” This is the sum and substance of the 
reverend gentleman’s denial; and I ask the reader, 
Could there be anything more paltry and absurd ? It 
is positively imbecile. W e see by it what shifts this 
creature is reduced to in the effort to save his blasted 
reputation.

Who is the  “ S avag e” ?
Mr. Hughes told the Morning interviewer that 1 was 

“  a savage.”  I  will not dispute it just now. W e  have 
all, I  suppose, something of the savage in us. Mr. 
Hughes himself displays a good deal of the savage’s 
cunning, especially in confusing his spoor. But I do 
not want any controversy with him, and I am far from 
ambitious of his compliments. It is not I who am on 
trial It is he I have offered to go with him before 
a Committee of Honor, where he might shoot down 
the “  savage ” with the Maxim gun of evidence and 
proof. But he dares not face a real investigation. He 
knows the weakness of his case. I  know the strength 
of mine, and that is why I  made the offer which he 
declines.

Mr. Hughes and M r. Bradlaugh.
This unctuous charlatan (of course I refer to Mr. 

Hughes’) has frequently beslavered the dead Charles 
Bradlaugh with his nauseous praise. He has called 
him “ this splendid democrat,” “  this true friend of the 
people,” and so forth. Now he tells the Morning inter
viewer that Charles Bradlaugh printed “  a courteous 
note ” in the National Reformer, on the appearance of 
the conversion story, and “ asked for the name of the 
shoemaker.”

W ell now, we will look at this “ courteous note.” 
Here it is in full, from the National Reformer of 
February 2 ,1890 .

The Rev. Hugh Prico Hughes publishes, as if true, a story 
of a couvertod Atheist shoomaker. As Mr. Hughes repeatedly 
mentions me by name, and as many of the incidents in liis 
volume are clearly untrue, I  invito him in common decency 
to give mo tko means o f judging for mysolf how far ho has 
been misled. I hesitate to suppose that ho can be the wilful 
misleader.

In another note, dated February 1 fi, Mr. Bradlaugh 
wrote of Mr. Hughes’s book as a “  romance,” and also 
as a “  falsehood,” and ended by saying, “  I challenge 
the main allegations in his story.” A  similar note 
appeared in the Reformer for February 23. On 
March 2 Mr. Bradlaugh wrote— “ The story contains 
some statements which I know to be untrue, and other 
statements which l believe to be untrue.”

This is what Mr. Hughes calls “ courteous,” and 
indeed it. was more courteous than he deserved. But 
how much real difference is there between a “  false
hood ” and a “ lie” ? Perhaps this. Charles Brad
laugh called tlie Atheist Shoemaker story a “ falsehood ” 
when he suw it was untrue, and L call it a “ lie ” having 
proved it to be untrue. Voila tout!

1 thank Mr. Hughes for giving me ihe opportunity 
of showing what Charles Bradlaugh thought of his 
story. And now I have to ask the reverend gentleman

a question. W h y  did he take no notice of Mr. 
Bradlaugh's repeated appeals? He says he could not 
give his convert’s name. But why not ? He gave it 
to Mr. Holyoake. Does he mean that Mr. Bradlaugh 
was not “  a gentleman,”  as he calls Mr. Holyoake ? 
Does he mean that Mr. Bradlaugh would have betrayed 
“  confidence ”  ? Oh, no ! W hat he really means is 
is this, though he cannot afford to say it— “ M r. 
Bradlaugh had too much iron in him and could 
not be imposed upon; he had also a legal mind, 
and knew how to take evidence; besides, he was 
the head of organised Freethought in England, and 
conversant with the practical details of the Fieethought 
propaganda in London. It would not do, therefore, to 
take him into my confidence. Mr. Holyoake, however, 
is a more obliging gentleman ; he has a greater knack 
of seeing the best side of Christianity— and of Chris
tians ; he is old, and his eyesight is nearly gone, at any 
rate for the purposes of investigation, in which so much 
depends on the expression on the faces of witnesses; 
besides, he has long been absent from London, and 
knows nothing of the details of Freethought propa
ganda there'; and to Mr. Holyoake I will go.” And 
to Mr. Holyoake he went. Had he gone to Mr. Brad
laugh, it would not have been reserved for me to 
expose the Atheist Shoemaker story. As it is, the 
shade of my old leader smiles upon me, and whispers, 
“  W ell done !”

W hat Now?
Mr. Hughes shuns a Committee of Honor, so I 

am pushing on with my pamphlet, which is nearly 
finished. I hoped to have it ready for circulation to-day 
(Feb. 18), but that is impossible. Mr. Holyoake has 
spoken at last, and I must wait to see what he will 
send me as the result of his fresh investigation of my 
evidences. But the pamphlet will be ready, I  hope, 
with next week’s Freethinker. I  can rely upon its 
being well circulated. I  now appeal for the funds to 
enable me to print a hundred thousand copies, and I 
believe I shall not appeal in vain.

G. W . F O O T E .

M ARIA DERAISMES.

The late Maria Deraismos, who diod last woek in Paris at the 
age of fifty-seven, was one of the most remarkable figures in 
the French capital. Sho was the acknowlodgod leader of the 
women’s rights party, and as journalist, conférencière, and 
woman of fashion, was well known. She first made her 
debut in public lifo as a writer o f comodies, but this sbo 
relinquished for more serious work. In 1885 she wrote an 
appeal on behalf of her sex, Au.v Femmes Riches. Three 
years later she defended advanced views in politics, religion 
and sociology, under the title Nos Principes et nos Moeurs. 
M. Dumas, tho younger, having satirised the womon’s party 
in L'Homme Femme, she| replied with Eve Contre Monsieur 
Ztumas Fils. She edited for some years a journal Le 
Républicain de Seine et Oise, and being a pronouucod 
Freethinker, was president o f tho French Anti-clerical 
Congress of 1881. Sho was an excellent orator, and Mrs. 
Crawford speaks of her as one of tho finest public speakers 
sho had over heard. Sho had tho distinguished honor of being 
the first woman ever invited by a Masonic Lodge to bocomo 
a member. This was dono in recognition of her bravery. It 
is true that in 1735 tho hon. Mvb. Aldworth, thon Miss 
Elizabeth Saint Loger, was initiated in the order, having, 
whilo conooalod in a eloekease, overheard the proceedings at 
a lodge hold in her father’s house at Doneraile, Ireland. 
Maria Deraismes was, however, tho first woman to become a 
mason with tho object of breaking down Masonic exclusive
ness. On Jan. 1, 1882, sho was duly installed in the Lodge 
du Pecq. under tho Grant Oriont of France. That body had 
not tho courage to go on, but it is contain that if Freemasonry 
wishes to substantiate its claims to the principle of universal 
enlightenment and universal goodwill, it must pet aside tho 
barrier of sex no less than of sects. In 1880 Mile. Deruismes 
put forward an important work on children’s rights, Les 
Lroits de l ’Enfant. Sho passed some severe strictures on 
Zolaismc in literature and art, under tho title of Epidémie 
Naturaliste (1888). Her last work (1891) was one of the most 
important, dealing with tho history, cluims, and aspirations 
of her sex, under the title of Eve dans l’humanité. Her 
death will leave a blank among tho women loaders of 
Republican France.
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R E V IV E D  S U P E R S T IT IO N S .

1 h a v e  before me the Report of Proceedings and 
Documents in connection with the Congress held by 
the Theosophical Society at the Parliament of Religions 
at Chicago, Sept. 15, 1(5, 17, 1893. It is both curious 
and suggestive. The reflections to which it gives rise 
carry me somewhat far from the text. But this is of 
little importance. Few of my readers are likely to be 
deeply concerned in Mrs. Isabel Cooper Oakley’s views 
of “ The Cosmos Septenary in its Constitution,”  and 
unless they are interested in such high matters the 
details of the report would be lost on them. One little 
criticism, however, I  must make. The person deputed 
to make a “  General Presentation of Theosophy to the 
Parliament” was Dr. J . D . Buck. This person is 
reported as saying (pp. 145, 146) :

“  Prof. Huxley was right in his book, The Ancient Religions 
of the World. I  quote the idea rather than the exact words. 
On the next to the last page of The Ancient Religions o f the 
World, he says that the result of his investigations in these 
ancient religions is to convince him that they all came from one 
primeval religion, revealed to man from without. That is the 
claim put forward by the Theosophical Society and those with
out the pale of humanity, that also applies to those very Masters, 
those Mahatmas, thoso ancient Rishis, those men who have at 
different times unveiled all the possibilities of human nature, 
and it was through them that this revelation was made in the 
first place, by them it is preserved from ago to ago, and, to 
quote Prof. Huxley as saying himself (where he got the quota
tion I don’t know), ‘ that this philosophy waB presented to the 
world by the Masters of those who know.’ ”

This attempt to make Prof. Huxley an endorser of 
Theosophy is worthy of Ananias Hughes. The Pro
fessor has no book on The Ancient Religions o f  the 
World. The only thing he has written at all similar 

is two articles on “  The Evolution of Theology,” which 
appeared in the Nineteenth Century, and are reprinted 
in his volume of Essays upon Some Controverted Ques
tions. And the purport of these articles is to show 
that theology has evolved, not from any primitive 
revelation from Mahatmas, but from the savage beliefs 
in ghosts. Such an ignorant or fraudulent perversion 
of his meaning, before an audience of 3,500, assembled 
at a Parliament of Religions to hear a statement of 
Theosophy, sufficiently stamps the proceedings.

The most interesting speaker at the Congress was 
G . N . Chakravarti, the delegate from India, and his 
theme, as was natural, was the reaction of the East 
on the W est. The intercourse with the Orient cannot 
be entirely onesided, and it was to be expected that 
Hindu thought would attempt to find soil in Western 
minds. Practical minds, however, will consider what 
has been the effect of Theosophy in its native land. 
Has it not left the Hindu supine, believing in Karma, 
and dreaming of worlds unrealised, while at the mercy 
of more energetic Europeans and Moslems?

The impinging of Oriental thought on the Western 
mind is not altogether new. In the Augustan age of 
Rome, after Julius Caesar, the foremost man of all this 
world, had expressed his unbelief in immortality in open 
Senate, the Eastern superstitions reacted on Western 
Europe. The Syrian Orontes, it was said, flowed into 
the Tiber, and Juvenal, in his sixtli satire, tells how 
the little.educated Roman women were the prey of 
charlatans pretending to Eastern magical lore. In time 
Syrian superstition conquered, and Roman civilisation 
was lost in the night of the dark ages, when Chris
tianity triumphed.

W e  see too the revival of what our grandfathers 
derided as worn-out superstitions, a belief in “  occult 
science,” in diabolism and demoniacal possession; in 
magic, astrology, seventh sons, palmistry, crystal 
seeing, psychometry, and every species of fortune 
telling.* Dr. Charcot and the hypnotisers are respon

* Readers of modern American and French literature, including the 
Works of Randolph, Richmond, Huysmann, Stanislas de Guaita, Encausse, 
and Peladan, will know this is not over stated. Dr. Garnett tells an 
amusing story of an old lady who, seeing the students in the B. M. 
Library, asked him, “ Have you anyone here who can raise the Devil ?” 
He could now show her several who at any rate Btudy occult literature 
with that object.

sible for much. Their experiments on hysterical 
patients have served to spread an hysterical delight in 
the abnormal. Sickly neurotics have come to the 
front in literature and art, and ladies of refinement no 
more scruple to inquire if you have entered on “  the 
path ” than Salvation Sally to ask if you have “  found 
Jesus.” Such are the fopperies of this fin de siècle. 
O f course the busy world goes on with its work, 
unheeding the dreamers and neurotics. It is a true 
though uninspired text which declares, “ Blessed are 
the sound in mind and body, for theirs is the kingdom 
of man.” But superstition, and love of the marvellous 
which feeds it, lie deep in the blood. Our savage 
ancestors were necessarily superstitious, and until 
science entirely displaces the Bible in the schools we 
may expect to see recrudessences of the Bible-supported 
superstitions.

A  Protestant clergyman once asked Talleyrand how 
Catholics managed to get their flocks to believe in 
transubstantiation, and credit that the sensible wafer, 
held on the tip of the tongue, was the very body, 
bones, and divinity of the Lord Jesus Christ. The 
matter is simple, said the bishop-prince. W e  first 
teach them the doctrine of the Trinity. A ll is easy 
after that. The mystery-men well know their power 
is founded on reverence for mysteries. So they are 
making an earnest endeavor to stultify the minds of 
even the Board school children by teaching that 
Father-God, Son-God, and Holy-Ghost-God are not 
three Gods but one God, before teaching them the 
multiplication table. Had Mrs. Besant remained on 
the London School Board, instead of flying off on 
astral planes after Mahatmas and Dyhani Chohans, 
the clerical bigots might not have ventured their high
handed attempt to utilise public money and public 
teachers and public buildings to inculcate their absurd 
dogmas, an attempt which even yet I  should fancy 
must excite lier indignant denunciation.

The lesson to Freethinkers is patent. Steady pro
gress is only made by restricting our efforts within the 
limits of the practical. To stop the foul current of 
superstition we must deal with it at its source. W e  
must work to prevent children’s minds being warped 
and stultified by the teaching of stupid dogmas. W e  
must insist that the State has nothing to do with the 
teaching of religion, and that the precious time of 
youth shall not be devoted to lunar politics, but to that 
practical and experimental acquaintance with facts 
which has been the condition of human progress.

J. hi. W h e e l e r .

A  FREETIIOUGIIT VICTORY IN N E W  ZEALAND.

T he  triumphs of Freetliouglit, numerous as they are, 
are not confined to the mother country. W e are 
constantly reading of its marked success in our various 
colonies. From papers just to hand, we learn of 
a noble victory that has been won in New Zealand over 
orthodox bigotry. At its recent general parliamentary 
election, the eminent statesman and Freethinker, Sir 
Robert Stout, who was elected a member of the 
General Assembly in 1875, and who subsequently 
became Attorney-General and Minister of Education 
of the colony, once more presented himself as a 
candidate, and in spite of a most determined opposition 
from the Christian party, he has been returned at the 
head ©f the poll by 6,200 votes, being a majority of 
1,378 over the next successful candidate. The general 
result of tho olection was the return of 54 Liberals and 
of 14 Tories, giving a majority that is strikingly 
similar to that obtained by Mr. Gladstone at our own 
last general election. W e have nothing to do here 
with party politics, and if we had our limited 
acquaintance with the facts and circumstances of the 
New Zealand contest would prevent us from giving an 
opinion, or from forming an accurate judgment upon 
the political issues that were at stake during the 
political conflict. Our present purpose, is simply 
to record a great triumph of the principle of Free- 
thought over theological prejudice.
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Sir Robert had many charges brought against him, 
but the principal one was that he was a Freethinker. 
It is always a source of amusement, after any event has 
taken place, to read the wonderful accounts that wise 
prophets give beforehand of what will happen. For 
instance, in this case, it was said that Sir Robert 
would be sent back to the place from whence he came, 
a discredited politician, and that he would never again 
be allowed to take part in any ministry. The answer 
to this is, that he was returned at the head of the poll. 
One writer charges him with advocating the levelling 
process of Socialism, and says of Sir Robert that 
“ since accepting the K.C.M.G., he delights in proving 
himself worthy of that order.” It appears to us that 
this enthusiastic writer has become sadly mixed in his 
charge against the Freethought candidate. We fail to 
see how a man can be a Socialist, and at the same time 
an aristocrat, the two being thoroughly opposed to 
each other. A  member of our House of Commons 
once denounced Mr. Bradlaugh as a Socialist, although 
it was well known that he was thoroughly opposed to 
Socialism. But it has always been the fate of 
prominent Freethinkers to be misrepresented. It is a 
tendency of the human mind, when perverted by 
theological passion, to imagine things that are not. 
No charge is too absurd to be made, no position is too 
inconsistent to be maintained, and no misrepre
sentation is too unjust to be urged by the unfortunate 
victims of religious fanaticism.

“ Scrutator,” who writes the “  Echoes of the Week ” 
in the New Zealand Mail, referring to the charge that 
Sir Robert Stout is a Freethinker, says : “ And, well, 
what if he is ? Is he the only New Zealand politician 
who lias failed to find comfort and solace in the faith 
of our fathers ? . . .  . He lives a life which is good 
and pure ; against his personal character not a word 
can be said ; whilst to judge him by his speeches and 
writings, he possesses a nobility of soul, a breadth of 
kindly tolerance, a wealth of human charity, of which 
any professing Christian might well bo proud, and 
which too many professing Christians, alas ! do not 
possess. Was not John Ballancea Freethinker? And 
will any one dare to say he was not a good man, 
a true patriot, a consistent friend to the masses, one 
who lived to better the condition of his fellow-men ? 
Again, are the other candidates all such good and 
devout Christians that Sir Robert Stout should alone 
be picked out against whom to hurl this wretched 
parrot-cry ? I could name one other gentleman, at 
least, who is standing for the city who is a professed 
Freethinker, and yet wo hear no objection taken to 
him on this score. For heaven’s sake let us be 
tolerant! Sir Robert Stout's Freethought is an honest, 
heartfelt, genuine lack of faith in the creeds in which 
the majority believe, but ho is surely none the worse 
for it as a man. Finally, let Tennyson’s fine lines be 
remembered—

There lives moro faith in honest doubt,
Bel love me, than in half the creeds.”

This is a manly plea for justice, a word which we 
prefer to that of toleration. To tolerate is to assume 
superiority over those tolerated, whereas in matters of 
opinion all persons should have equal rights. After 
dealing with other questions, which wo need not enter 
into, the same able writer of the journal named, 
explains his attitude towards the Freothought candi
date, which makes his dofence the more valuable, 
inasmuch as he does not share the anti-theological 
opinions of Sir Robert. “ Scrutator ” writes: “ I have 
written this much (more than two long columns) 
about Sir Robert’s candidature because I love fair play, 
because I loathe misrepresentation and cowardly 
slander, because I hold Sir Robert to be a true Liberal, 
a kind-hearted man, a wise and prudent statesman, 
and a gentleman in the very best sense of the word.” 
These are very remarkable sentiments and they will be 
read with interest and with pleasure by our friends 
throughout the United Kingdom. They were written 
and published at the time, and on the spot where the 
contest took place. And it is evident that the electors 
of Wellington (the place for which Sir Robert was 
returned) to a large extent endorse the liberal views of 
the writer. This is clear from the fact that they

placed their Freethought candidate at the head of the 
poll by an unmistakable majority.

In these days of excitement of thought and the 
pressing to the front of great principles, we must 
expect to meet more or less with prejudice, and to 
have our motives called into question. But there is 
no need to despair from this fact if the press will only 
do its duty. W e heartily thank the New Zealand Mail 
for its timely and able defence of the great principle 
of intellectual liberty. This is the more important as 
it was done in the lifetime of the colonial representa
tive of Freethought, and thereby valuable aid was 
rendered in securing justice to a man in his endeavors 
to perform the duties of to-day. In writing upon this 
subject, it is forcibly recalled to our mind how the 
great English Freethinker, Mr. Charles Bradlaugh, was 
treated by the British press. For years, during his 
life, the “ conspiracy of silence” was maintained 
towards him, and even in the latter part of his life he 
received a “ discreet reserve ” from the leading papers 
of this country. But at his death the press almost of 
the entire kingdom teemed with bursts of admiration 
for his many excellent qualities, and for the services 
he had rendered to the advancement of progressive 
movements. While this was a graceful tribute to con
sistent work performed in the cause of human progress, 
it came too late to encourage the worker in his 
arduous labors. It is to us a melancholy reflection 
that the powerful writers of this country did not 
recognise his great ability and his honesty of purpose 
until the world lost his active services. At the time, 
we confess to having felt that the leading organs of 
public opinion either lacked sincerity after his death, 
or a sense of justice during his life.

To us there is no principle moro important than that 
men of worth should be recognised and supported 
“  while it is called day,” for when “  the night cometh ” 
the praise of the press is likely to be regarded as but 
little moro than fashionable outpouring of empty 
verbosity. It is idle to assume that tho editorial eye 
is closed to the intellectual claims of men who live in 
the public atmosphere and whose every word and act 
are publicly known and scrutinised. The truth is, 
that the silence of the press about those who proclaim 
new and unpopular truths is a humiliating and an 
undignified concession to the readers of our public 
journals whose repose, it is feared, would bo disturbed 
by a timely announcement that the reformer had come 
to attack notions and ideas that have hitherto been 
regarded as if they were invulnerable.

Sir Robert Stout has long since won a proud position 
in New Zealand, as a statesman and as an educational 
reformer, and his name has for years been associated 
with the advanced movements of the colony, but the 
fact of his being an avowed Freethinker was deemed 
sufficient, in the estimation of tho theological bigots, 
to deprive the public of his further services for its 
welfare. Fortunately the day of theological supremacy 
is passed, and the people will no longer submit to 
have their political and social rights sacrificed upon 
the altar ot creeds and dogmas. And as in tho mothor 
country, Mr. Bradlaugh overcamo the many obstacles 
which orthodoxy placed in his path, so has Sir Robert 
surmounted the difficulties with which tho bigots of 
the colony sought to check his progressive career. We 
therefore most heartily congratulate the friends of 
mental freedom in New Zealand upon the great and 
glorious victory they have achioved in tho interest of 
the ennobling principle of Freethought.

Ch a r l e s  W a t t s .

Foroman—“ Old Jones joined the church last night.” 
Editor—“  Good ! Make out a bill for seven yoars’ subscription 
with interest. lie ’ll surely pay now.” Foreman—“ You are 
off there, sir. When I left he was loudly singing, ‘ Christ 
Jesus paid my debt,’ ”

In a small village in the south of Scotland, an elder in the 
parish church was one day reproving an old woman, who 
was rather the worse for liquor, by saying: “  Sarah, don’t 
you know that you should fly from tho tempter P”  Sarah 
(not too well pleased): “ Flee yoursel’.” E lder: “ Oh, 
Sarah, I  havo flown.” Sarah: “  Awoel, I  think ye’ll be nano 
tho waur o ’ anithor fluttor.”
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THUNDER FROM THE TEMPLE.

M r . R a y m o n d  Bl a t h w a y t  is an interviewer who has 
probably interviewed most people whose opinion is 
worth anything in the public life of England. After 
working England, he turned his attention to America, 
and interviewed right and left there. His articles are 
perhaps the most readable of their class, his only fault 
being that— as a recorder of other people’s opinions — 
he obtrudes his own personality somewhat on the 
reader, and peppers his interviews with his own views 
and criticisms ; so that, at times, one is apt to forget 
whether it is Blathwayt or the person interviewed who 
is telling the story. However, the supply of first-class 
“  raw material ” running short, Mr. Blathwayt has had 
to fall back on very inferior stuff— and hence probably 
it is that in the Idler for January we get a few pages 
devoted to a talk with the irrepressible Dr. Parker. 
The burden of all these interviews is pretty much the 
same. All of them are interlarded with photogravures 
of faultless drawing-rooms and studios, and parks and 
lawns ; there is a mechanical air about them all. But 
we have dealt with this one because the subject on 
which Mr. Blathwayt asked Dr. Parker’s opinion was 
none other than— Freethought. Parker was requested 
to say something “ about that Freethought which is so 
characteristic of the young men of the present day.” 
The word was enough to set the oracle on fire ; lie 
fumed rather incoherently to the extent of two or three 
pages, he growled (the word is Mr. Blathwayt’s) and 
thumped and frowned and shook his finger— in short, 
gave one of those exhibitions of meekness and charity 
for which professional Christians are renowned.

Di\ Parker began by saying that the rationalist 
before he enters the argument, “ has to account for 
himself first— who he is, ivhat he is, and where he has 
come from, what his origin is.” He desires the Free 
thinker to explain. Now that is precisely what the 
Freethinker wants of Parker. And the Freethinker 
has the right to ask the query' yvhich Parker has not. 
The Freethinker admits his igribj'pnce— he does not 
pretend, with his finite capacity, to. solve infinite 
problems. But Parker does. He is an expounder of the 
“ Word, of God ” ; nay, we understand he even .aljeges 
he is in personal communication with Omniscience. 
Therefore it is the Freethinker who .can demand the 
explanation of Parker, which Parker cannot logically 
demand of him. Of course, as a matter of fact, Parker 
is merely playing the old trick of making a bogie of 
the unknown— or what he thinks the unknown. But 
man’s origin and nature have, to a considerable extent, 
been explained, though we can quite understand that 
Dr. Parker— buried in his collection of “ old Puritan 
divines ”— may not be aware of the fact. And the 
explanation is somewhat different from that of Parker’s 
theology. But of course that would not stop Parker's 
game. He has only to move his tent a little further 
on— onlyT to frame his questions so that to answer them 
at present is outside the possibility of human know
ledge or experience. Yet it is difficult to see what 
point Parker makes. Both of us come to the barrier 
that divides the known from the unknovyn. Parker 
asks a question to which we can give no answer. 
Neither can he. W e are level, with this dij/erpvne; 
Parker dogmatises in his ignorance and we do not.

And the curious thing is, that Parker enlarges on 
ignorance in extraordinary style. He says : “ No man 
can have devoted long study to anything ; he 6ows 
wild oats until he is twenty-five, he is fighting for his 
living at forty, and at sixty he has to face the grave.” 
Now this is far-fetched, very far-fetched. W e do not 
know whether Dr. Parker “ sowed wild oats ” until he 
was twenty-five, but we know there are many young 
men who do not. But suppose Parker’s statement 
be granted— and we will readily grant that, com
paratively, man can know but little of nature in 
the course of his short life— we want to ask Parker 
what right he has, then, to pretend to know, to 
assert dogmatically, and denounce those who question 
and doubt ? Insisting on the enormous ignorance 
of man, he is yet terribly angry with those who 
are then sceptical of accepting that ignorance as 
absolute “ divine ” truth, Such is religious con
sistency,

“ The word ‘ sceptic,’ ”  says Parker, “  really means 
‘ question-asker,’ Now the first question ever asked of 
mankind was asked by the Devil.” Apparently, then, 
Parker hates questioning. Hence it may be a 
diabolical thing to do, but we will put one question to 
him : By whom has humanity and the cause of human 
well-being, been more advanced— by those who asked 
questions and sought answers, or those who sat idly by, 
ready to accept every explanation, and swallow every 
foolish tale ? In other words, who are the more 
valuable in human affairs—the “ sceptics ” or the 
credulous multitude ? W hy, every single advance 
in science, in politics, in literature, in art, has come 
from questioning, from dissatisfaction with the old, 
from the seeking of the new and the better ideal. 
Parker—true to the religious spirit which is essentially 
the spirit of stagnation— turns his back on progress 
when he condemns the questioner.

Yet with all his condemnation of the practice, 
Parker actually asks questions himself—yea, doubts 
and disbelieves, himself. “ What,” he asks, “ is this 
wonderful thing— Freethought ? Am  I not free to 
say there are thirteen pence in the shilling ? To put 
an end to my life ? I find I am not absolutely free at 
any one point in personal and social life. Yet when I 
come into the region of religion I am told I can play 
the fool as much as I like.” Where, when, by whom, 
Dr. Parker ? What Freethinker has ever said that 
a man ought to play the fool with his religious 
opinions? But of course a latitude must be allowed to 
Christian “ veracity.” “ As for his negations,” says Dr. 
Parker at one point, “  I don’t believe in your doubters, 
honest or otherwise, or your Freethinkers, or your 
sceptics, Mr. Blathwayt.” So that— as with all these 
religious quacks—it turns out that, when they con
demn questioning in general, it is questions addressed 
to themselves they really m ean; and when they 
denounce “ doubt,” it is doubt in their own creed that 
they have in their mind. They may question and 
doubt other people's creeds, but that is a privilege 
reserved to themselves alone.

There is one passage in this interview which 
deserves to be enshrined. Mr. Blathwayt had pointed 
out that Freethought was largely found amongst 
scientists. And for reply, Parker delivered, himself 
thus :

“ I am astounded that science has not made some 
critics of Christianity more modest and self-controlled. 
Huxley, from my point of view, is all hardness ; a 
nature like his cannot enter into the pathos of 
Christianity, any more than a blind man can enter 
into the mystery and charm of color. Professor 
Huxley is a great man, but he is not in this Christian 
question at all. A  foot rule cannot measure the 
horizon, and even fifty yards of tape cannot go far in 
that business. I fear he is allowing himself to be so 
sensitive as to be really hostile to religious conviction 
and action. So much for the scientists. There is the 
Freethought of the artisans ; as to their antagonism, I 
believe it arises largely out of ignorance.”

Now just consider all the vanity and audacity and 
conceit, all the pettiness and narrowness and nonsense 
that is wrapped up in that one paragraph. Fancy 
Huxley blind to some sense of beauty that Parker 
possesses, and the proportion between their capacities 
hinted at as that of a foot to fifty yards. Yerily one’s 
indignation at the arrogance, is drowned in laughter at 
the sublime foolishness of the poor man.

Whatever Parker may be to his inner circle of 
friends—and Mr. Blathwayt assures us he is 
kind hearted and generous to a degree, giving away 
large sums of money of which no one but the recipients 
ever hear— he is certainly bumptious and over-bearing 
to the outside world. The whole interview with which 
we have been dealing breathes malice and uncharit
ableness throughout; there is not the slightest attempt 
to grapple with a single point calmly or judicially, 
and the whole question seems to be viewed from the 
narrowest of narrow standpoints. If, then, Dr. Parker 
be a generous and kindly man in private, it is to be 
regretted that he should think fit to play the mounte
bank so brazenly and so frequently in public.

F r e d e r ic k  R y a n ,
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A C I D  D R O P S .
How characteristic, is the attitude of the Christian papers in 

regard to the Atheist Shoemaker story ! When the sham 
vindication of it by Mr. Eolyoake was published, they all 
chuckled and complimented Mr. Hughes ; but now that Mr. 
Foote has published a complete and crushing exposure of the 
Btory, and demonstrated it to be a monstrous mass of lies, 
they are all mum. The fact is, they don’t want the truth at 
any price. However cheap it is, they are not open to buy. 
They will not even take it as a gift. It doe3 not suit their 
book to see Mr. Hughes discredited, for impostors must hang 
together. Accordingly, their watchword is, “ Let us protect 
Hughes, and keep the lie alive a3 long as possible.”  And 
the worst of it is, that a veteran Secularist like George Jacob 
Holyoake has played into the hands of these deceitful 
Christians, and helped them to stifle the truth.

What is called “  a startling statement ”  was made by a 
Young Men’s Christian Association speaker at Tunbridge 
Wells. It was to the effect that there were 4,000 young 
men in the town, but not more than 10 per cent of them ever 
went to a place of worship on Sundays. We are glad to be 
“  startled ’’ in this way. It would give us a pleasant shock 
to learn that the 10 per cent wbo do go to church or chapel 
at Tunbridge Wells were cured of their folly.

Mr. Vance Packman, secretary of the Catholic Truth
Society, writes to the Glasgow Herald that “ two-thirds of 
the priests in England, Wales and Scotland, whose names are 
contained in this year’s Catholic Directora, are either ex- 
Anglican ministers or the sons of converts.”  He states too 
that, but for their wives and families, the English clergy 
would submit to Papal authority in vast numbers. Whether 
this is truth or only Catholic truth, it has some corroboration 
in the English Churchman, which states that some of the 
Ritualist clergy put up prayers for the Pope.

John the Baptist Freund, preaeher of the Lord’s return, 
and denouncer of woe to London, has turned up again, 
judging by a bill which is sent to us. It is headed: “  A 
Mighty Protest is made by several True Believers against the 
Anti-Christian Crusade of the following parties :— 1. The 
Sunday League. 2. The Christadelphians; and 3. The 
Spiritualists and all other infidel and atheistical classes.”  
The body of this curious production is devoted to denouncing 
“  His Reverence the Pope,”  and it concludes : “  We remain, 
for several faithful members of Christ’s body, and church 
divine of the New Jerusalem in the Everlasting Marriage of 
tho True Bride and True Bridegroom from heaven, to which 
Marriage-festival we invite you freely, yours faithfully, 
Percy Henry Freund, Preacher of the Lord’s Return.”  
Freund’s friends should take care of him. He is evidently 
still troubled with that old complaint.

The Dean of Winchester, in addressing the Christian 
Social Union, and drawing some lessons for the Church from 
history, was naturally obliged to say something about the 
French Revolution. He went so far as to assert that the 
attitude of the Church in relation to the great movement 
was one of “ absolute imbecility.”  We are not going 
to quarrel with Dr Kitchin on this point, but we should like 
to know where he learnt that Voltaire ever said that “  Christ 
is to be crushed.”  Voltaire’s famous “  Ecrasez l’ lnfame ”  
did not refer to Christ, but to Christianity ; to the system of 
falsehood, imposture, dogma, bigotry, and repression, which 
had cursed the world for so many centuries. And what does 
Dr. Kitchin mean by saying that “  not a voice was raised 
from the Church in reply” to Voltaire? If he does not 
know better than this, he is singularly ignorant of the 
controversial history of France before and after the 
Revolution. Of course it is not a sin to be ignorant; it is 
only a sin when ignorance indulges in sweeping statements.

The Rev. R F. Horton, of Hampstead, is hardly an autho
rity on the subject of irréligion. No man can be who believes 
in the Christian Evidence Society and patronises its methods. 
The reverend gentleman says that men without religion, by 
which he means belief in God, are to be found “  in the lowest 
grades of savage life ” and “ in the corrupted purlieus of 
European civilisation.” Perhaps the Hampstead preacher 
will be good enough to say in what “  corrupted purlieu ”  he 
found such Atheists as Charles Bradlaugh, Professor Clifford, 
George Jacob Holyoake, Colonel Ingersoll, and Professor 
Buchner. We should really like him to give us this informa
tion.

Mr. Foote’s little volume in reply to Mr. Gladstone is 
entitled The Grand Old Book. We notice that the same 
title is now given to a volume of lectures by the Rev. A. 
M’Oaig. The two titles are exactly tho same, but in the one 
case it is serious, and in the other ironical.

Christians have always complained of the “ misrepresenta
tions ”  of their Freethought opponents. These same Chris
tians, however, have been the vilest libellers of every religion 
but their own. There is no end, for instance, to the lies 
they have told about Mohammed, some of which are so 
terribly revolting that we dare not sully our pages with them. 
Carlyle too politely called it “  well-meaning zeal”  that 
heaped the lies around the prophet of Islam. It was not 
well-meaning at all, but false and despicable. Even the 
foolish tame-pigeon story was circulated by Christians who 
knew it to be a lie. “  When Pococke,”  says Carlyle, 
“  inquired of Grotius, Where the proof was of that story of 
the pigeon, trained to pick peas from Mohammed’s ear, and 
pass for an angel dictating to him ? Grotius answered that 
there was no proof I”  “  It is time to dismiss all that,”  is 
the dictum ot the Sage of Chelsea.

Talmago does not agree with Carlyle. The oracle of the 
Brooklyn Tabernacle, with his thousands a year for preaching 
about the poor Carpenter of Nazareth, has the cheek to look 
down upon the great Arab who founded a world-religion, 
ruled millions of men, and died poor. “ The heaven of the 
Koran,”  he exclaims, “  is an everlasting Sodom.”  Everyone 
who has read the Koran knows it is nothing of the sort, but 
Talmage is not tho man to stick at trifles. Ho actually calls 
a “  stupendous blasphemy ”  the cry of Islam— “  God is great, 
and Mohammed is his prophet.”  Does he mean that the 
whole of it is blasphemy ? If not, why doesn’t he take the 
trouble to say what he means? Or has he any meaning at 
all, except to talk big, and rake in the shekels from fanatical 
fools of the Christian persuasion ?

The Pall Mall Magazine has a paper on “  Sir John 
Maudevil Liar.”  This is somewhat coarse. Travellers in the 
days of Sir John were credulous, and thought it proper to 
embellish their stories with all the wonderful things they had 
heard. The editor would probably be disgusted if we sent 
in a paper on Daniel the Prophet and Liar,

The wisest punishment we have heard of for a while was 
lately given by a magistrate in Missouri. He had before 
him two offenders, one of whom did not know how to read 
and write, while the other was well educated. lie  sentenced 
the former to imprisonment till he had learned to read and 
the latter to keep him company till he had taught him. 
After three weeks, they were discharged, having fulfilled 
their task to the satisfaction of tho magistrate.

At the winter fair at Nantes, an adventurous showman, 
dressed as a monk, invited tho people to see the wonderful 
“  religious rarities ”  which he had collected in his pilgrimages 
in the East. Amongst other notable objects which had 
come into his possession were “ the apple which tempted 
Eve,”  “ a bone of the fish which swallowed Jonah,”  and the 
like. A number of students from the Raman Catholic High 
School regarded the whole business as saorilegious. They 
stormed the booth, and would have maltreated the owner 
but for the interference of the police.

The Leeds Mercury, so far as we can see, regards it as fair 
to reprint Mr. Hughes’s letter to the Daily Chronicle without 
so much as a word of reference to Mr. Foote’s letter which 
occasioned it. Clearly it is useless to expect a scintillation of 
justice from the common organs of “ Liberalism.”  Free
thinkers have only one remedy. To parody Hamlet-—'1 the 
pamphlet’s the thing.”  ____

The Leeds Daily News, referring to our heading, “  The 
Damnation of Hugh Price Hughes,”  says that in later editions 
the word was altered to “  Conviction,”  and calls it “  a wise 
concession to modern susceptibilities.”  In reality it was 
nothing of the kind. We are far more concerned about 
truth than about “  susceptibilities.”  The fact is, the word 
« Conviction ”  was used in one week’s FreethinkerJ and 
“  Damnation ” in the next.
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The Essex County Standard is a fair specimen of orthodox 
scrupulosity. I q face of the fact that Mr. Foote has asked 
Mr. Hughes to go before a Committee of Honor, this journal 
says that Mr. Foote constitutes himself Judge as well as 
Connsel for the prosecution. It is the opinion of this journal, 
too, that Mr. Holyoake’s vindication is to be believed 
in preference to Mr. Foote’s exposure, because the latter “ is 
naturally interested in supporting his view of falsehood.”  
What logic, to be sure 1 Mr. Foote doesn’t want anybody to 
believe him. He scorns such a paltry trick as trying 
to substitute his personal honor for positive evidence. 
What he asks for is a judgment upon the facts.

Joseph Crookshanks and A. R. Johnstone have been 
squabbling over a pew in a Greenock gospel-shop, and the 
case had to be settled in the Sheriff’s Court. It is a pity 
they haven’ t something better to do. And as they have 
flouted Saint Paul’s orders, in going to law at all, we suppose 
their squabble over this seat in a church will land them both 
on a seat— numbered and reserved—in the place which 
is famous for its fried souls.

Dr. Parker expressed the opinion the other morning in the 
City Temple that “  So far from secular education destroying 
religious education it would enlarge the sphere of religious 
education.”  Well, if Dr. Parker is satisfied, we are. When 
the day of battle comes, wo shall look to see where he stands. 
We guess he won’t be on the side of “  secular education ”  
after all.

The Dishop of Winchester, we see, is off to the Riviera, 
and it is reported that ho intends to return before Holy 
Week. Mr. G. W. Foote would like a week or two in that 
salubrious locality. But it pays better to get up yarns about 
Atheist murderers than it does to show up such rubbish.

The sainted Jabez and his pious friends of the "  Liberator ” 
have done more mischief than scores who are languishing 
under long sentences in prison. According to the Daily 
News, six at least of the victims are known to have broken 
down in mind and gone into lunatic asylums, and fifty are 
believed to have died more or less broken-hearted, and 
lamenting the days when they put their trust in pious 
philanthropists. ____

The Bishop of Salisbury got a smart rap on the knuckles 
in the House of Lords last week. He brought a complaint 
against the Education Department for forbidding payment 
for books where the income was more than ten shillings for 
each child. To prove his case he read a section of the Act 
that had nothing to do with the case. Lord Kimberley 
characterised his language as “  extremely offensive and 
wholly unjustifiable.”

Islington has been much excited over the appointment of 
a Roman Catholic priest, at a salary of £50, for the parish 
workhouses and infirmary. At a meeting called in opposition 
to the appointment the Rev. J. Sinden opened the proceed
ings with prayer, but they wound up with a free fight between 
Catholics and Protestants. Even the reporters got black 
oyes and torn coats in the melee, which, we suppose, was an 
answer to prayer.

Religious riots between Moslems and Hindus have again 
occurred in India. At Nassick several Hindu temples and 
Mohammedan mosques were destroyed in the course of the 
disturbances, and there were many casualties on both sides. 
Order was not restored until the arrival of troops.

Wo have heard of a largo shirt factory owned and managed 
by pious frauds who begin and end the day’s toil with prayer. 
The wages earned by the workers hardly suffice to keep soul 
and body together, but the prayers are thrown in.

Mr. nail, a Missouri representative in Congress, was 
recently winding up a fine peroration by referring to the miracle 
of casting devils into swine. The whole effect was spoiled by 
Mr. Hendrix, of New York, asking, “  When that incident 
occurred, was there no sympathy for the man who lost the 
pork ?”

Dr. Talbot, vicar of Leeds, attended a meeting of the local 
unemployed, at which the Chairman uttered the following 
prayer, in allusion to the City Fathers ;— “  Our fathers which

art on earth, hated by your enemies, may your end soon 
come; your will in Leeds be not done; give us this day some 
work ; forgive us our persistence as we shall never forgive 
you; leave us not in this temptation, and deliver us from 
this enforced idleness, for yours is the power from now 
to November— then we shall arrive.”

A  person calling himself Professor Tyndall, and hailing 
from America, has applied to be allowed to hypnotise Mrs. 
Maybrick and establish her innocence. He says a person 
under the hypnotic influence cannot do other than speak the 
truth. We could find some excellent subjects for Mr. 
Tyndall’s skill in certain gentlemen of the cloth.

Holy Russia has issued another persecuting edict against 
the Stundists, enjoining that all their children shall either 
participate in the orthodox religious instruction imparted by 
priests or seminarists in the public schools, or be forthwith 
expelled from those establishments.

The Tottenham Burial Board have resolved to follow the 
example of the Corporation of Worcester by memorialising 
the Home Secretary in favor of a repeal of those portions of 
the Burial Acts which confer upon parochial incumbents the 
right to receive fees in the consecrated parts of cemeteries, 
not only for officiating at funerals, but for vaults, grave
stones, etc. Great injustice is done to the ratepayers, who 
are not only taxed to provide a cemetery, but have to pay an 
extra tax to the clergy for land which they have not 
purchased; while no service is rendered for such fees. 
While it is admitted that existing life interests might have 
been protected, it is urged that there can be no justification 
for continuing the right to these fees in perpetuity.

“  A Churchman ”  writes a pointed letter to the Daily 
News, asking how, supposing some future School Board 
should contain a majority of Secularists, Mr. Athelstan 
Riley would like to see a circular drafted to the teachers, 
tolling them that while the Bible contains statements which 
some bodies of professing Christians have interpreted as 
asrertions of His divinity, there are even stronger ones 
in the opposite direction. “ Teachers should be careful to 
draw special attention to these latter, and to any apparent in
consistencies or inaccuracies in the narrative on this and 
other points.”

A man called Hooper wrote to the Daily Chronicle and his 
letter was inserted right under Mr. Hughes’s. He repre
sented himself as an ex-Freethinker converted some years ago 
by the West London Mission. One of our friends wrote to 
the man for particulars; and it turns out, of course, that he 
was never a member of the National Secular Society, but 
secretary or something of a Democratic Society. Another 
mare’s nest 1 How the newspapers are taken in by these 
“ converts.”

Providence not only allowed one of its gospel-shops— 
namely, Sowerby Bridge Parish Church—to catch on fire and 
get half destroyed, but it also allowed a fireman to get killed 
while extinguishing the flames. Poor old Providence ! What 
on earth is the matter with it ?

The Tower of Babel is coming to London ; or at least the 
confusion of Tongues. Seventeen nationalities are to be 
represented at the jubilee of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association. Of course they will have to employ interpreters. 
It was only the original apostles who understood every lingo 
on the face of the earth. Some of their successors don’t 
even understand their own language.

There was a backward student at Balliol who, for failure 
to pass an examination in Greek, was “  sent down.”  His 
mother went to see the master, Dr. Jowett, and explained to 
him what an excellent lad her son was. “  It is a hard expo 
rience for him, this disgrace,”  said the old lady ; “  but ho will 
have the consolation of religion ; and there is always one book 
to which ho can turn.”  Jowett eyed her for a moment, and 
then answered, “ Yes, madam— tho Greek gramunr. Good 
morning 1”

College President—“  All tho boys have attended prayers 
regularly this week.” Professor—“ Not one has missed for 
two weoks.”  PreHidont —“  Humph ! Somo infernal mischief 
is brewing.”
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M r. Foote’s Engagem ents .

Thursday, Feb. 15, Hammersmith. Club, The Grove, Broad
way, at 8, “  A Search for the Soul.”

Friday, Feb. 16, Secular Hall, New Brompton, at 8, “ A 
Search for the Soul.”

Sunday, February 18, Hall of Science, 142 Old-street, E.C. :— 
11.15, “ Socialism and Common Sense” (free); 7, “ Lying for 
the Glory of God : with Illustrations from Eighteen Centuries 
of Christian History ”  (admission free, reserved seats 3d. 
and 6d.)

February 25, Liverpool.
March 4, Nelson; 11, Glasgow.

TO CORRESPONDENTS.

Mr . Ch a r l e s  W a t t s ’ E ngagem ents.— February 18, Brad
ford; 25, Hall of ^Science, London; 26, Battersea; 27 
and 28, Bristol. March 1,-Bristol; 2, Chatham ; 4, Hall of 
Science, London ; 11, Liverpool; 18, Nelson.—All communi
cations for Mr. Watts should be sent to him (if a roply is 
required a stamped and addressed envelope must be enclosed) 
at Baskerville Hall, The Orescent, Birmingham.

O. E. B acon .—(1) Thanks for your cheery letter. Go on. 
Carry the Gospel of Freethought, as you can, into religious 
circles. (2) There is something abject in being thankful for 
Christian compliments.

H . W . L e y .— S hall appear.
T. B.—Acknowledged as “ Hypatia.” As you surmise, we are 

a good deal out of pocket, to say nothing of tho expenditure 
of timo. Thanks for your 5s. contribution towards tho 
doficit. Every little helps.

E. A nderson , Ethel Villa, Goodall-road, Leytonstone, will bo 
glad to know present address of secretary of tho Leyton 
Branch.

J. P. Gilm o u r .—Dato bookod. Pleased to know that you 
regard “  the completo exposure ” of the Atheist Shoomukor 
story as “  no mean achievement.”

J. W. Gott .— Wo hope tho Rev. Hugh Price llughos duly 
appreciated your distribution of tho Freethinker at his 
Bradfoid meeting.

A, B. Moss is glad that wo have probed Mr. Hughes’s story to 
the bottom, and hopes tho exposure will be widely circulated.

V. P age .—All right. Send on copy of tho bill when printed.
W. A. B. & F. P.—Thanks. Mr. Foote is “  quite well,” as you 

hope; in first-rate condition, in fact. Ho hopes to visit 
Plymouth in April or May if tho “ saints ”  can get a hall 
there for Iiíh lectures.

F. II. II.—The pathetic caso of your brother’s death is cor
roborative of our expressed view that Mr. Hughes’s convert 
could not possibly have cried out oxultingly a few momonts 
before his death from consumption.

W. II. B a k e r .—We think you will be pleased and satisfied 
with the pamphlet in every respoct. Wo know when to let 
our pen prance and when to rein it in. If the Camberwell 
friouds subscribo £3 or £ t 10s., they shall of course have 
two or three thousand copies placed at their disposal. Any 
other Branch that subscribes £ l 10a. shall have a thousand, 
and so on in proportion. Many thanks for your action iu 
the matter.

J. H u g h e s .— T ho quotation from  Othello is very  appropriate.
A n t i -L i a r .— Y our protost is unfortunately but too w ell called  

for. B u t p a tie n c e !
O. C. Mo n k .— It doesn’ t pay to spend a lot of time in nailing 

down evory paltry little lio about Secularists, especially 
when they are told by obscure blackguards who are only 
seeking an advertisement. You must lot us decide when it is 
worth while to take action. We are quite satisfied with the 
progress tho Cause is making. Certainly wo need moro 
money, but moro has been raised of late than ever for party 
purposes.

L. J.— It is, as you say, “  sincerely to be hoped that the cash 
will be raised immediately, so that the iron may bo struck 
while it is hot.”

J. Ham pson .—Yos, that is tho worst of Mr. Holyoake’s “ vin
dications.” Papers like your Bolton Evening News, that 
gave a notice of that sorry document, aro utterly silent about 
the exposure in tho Freethinker, although they have been 
furnished with copios. It is for this very reason that the 
pamphlet exposure is imperatively necessary.

A. Ü. Scopes .—We know that you have been a tower of 
strength to tho Ipswich Branch. Send us tho report you 
speak of, and it shall be doalt with. Do you still think a 
Sunday visit from Mr. Foote would be useful, and possible ?

P. E. W h e l a n .—Much obliged, but an article on the subject 
was already in typo. Shall we return your copy t1 If so, 
please Bond your full address.

W. II. Sp iv e y .—Glad to hoar tho Huddersfield frionds aro so 
satisfied with our action in the matter. We always like to 
do a job thoroughly. Other faults we have, no doubt, but 
we never scamped a bit of work.

R. D a v iso n .— Your subscription will put several neat littlo 
nails in that lie’s colliu.

D. Ch u r c h .—Never fear. We will not spare him one iota.
F l in t w ic h .—Your description of the man is good.
A. J. Ma r r io t t .—You will know the reason when we tell you 

that Robert Forder hao been very ill. He has been away 
from business for a fortnight. Happily he is now improv
ing, though he still looks pale and weak.

Sh a r e h o ld e r s  in the National Secular Hall Society (Limited), 
who have changed their addresses during the last twelve 
months, should communicate with Miss Yance, tho secretary, 
at 28 Stonecutter-street, London, E.C., so that they may 
receive the report and balance-sheet.

H. E.— (1) Let the reverend gentleman send the letter you 
refer to, and if it is not positively unfit for publication 
it shall be inserted. (2) Tho debate on polygamy is 
is in Mr. Wheeler’s library. It was published at Utah 
in 1876. (3) It is not exactly for us to say how far Mr 
Hughes’s lying affects Christianity. Everyone must judge 
for himself.

A la st o r .—(1) Shelley’s pamphlet, The Necessity of Atheism, 
is extremely rare. We believe only two copies are known 
to exist. Some day wo may try to got the owner of one 
of them to let us roprint it. Tho pamphlet wo have already 
published is A  Refutation o f Deism, 4d. (2) It is not
possible to get a divorce on the ground that husband or wifo 
is an Atheist.

S. T hom pson .—Glad you think we always get hold of “  the 
right end of the stick.”  Wo generally have a good look 
at it before grasping it.

J. L. S.—Wo appreciate the compliment.
J. A n d rew s .—Self-restraint is a necessity. Every step of a 

man iu Mr. Foote’s position must be like a move in a difficult 
game. Tho thing is to win, and if you lose it is a small 
consolation to know that your brain was obscured by a 
generous emotion.

A. W. O x l e y ,—Sorry we cannot givo you tho address. The 
oidy Frederic Harrison we know of is the Positivist.

E. D. II. D a l y .—Thanks.
II. P o r t e r .—See our announcomont about tho pamphlet.
Su n derlan d  Br a n c h .— There is no news yet of Col. Ingorsoll’s 

coming over to England. Wo are afraid his English admirers 
will have to cross tho liorring-pond to hoar him.

H. 0. J acques.—Yos, the pamplilot will have to do tho businosH.
P. J. W a l sh .— Thanks. Bits o f that kind go in whoro they 

happen to fit.
G. J acor .—Mr. Gibson could not suo Mr. Hughes for libelling 

his dead son.
Fr a n k  Bu l l , who Bonds his own mite, thinks that the neces

sity of exposing the Hughes falsehood is “  sufficient to rouse 
every7 Freethinker to contribute something towards this 
object.”

R. H a r v e y .—Mr. Footo has no dosire to shirk his full re
sponsibility. Ho did advise the committee of tho Ports
mouth- Branch not to let their hall to Anarchists or any 
other body on the Sunday, but to keep it entirely in their 
own hands on that day. At the same time, ho advisod them 
that, if any of their mombers were Anarchists and wantod 
an expository locturo on Anarchism, it should be arrangod 
for by tho Branch and dolivorod under their auspices, so that 
thoy might be able, if necossary, to prevent thoir hall being 
used for the promotion of a policy of violence.

II. W ootton .—Capital 1 See “  Sugar Plums.”
II. B u t c h e r .— Thauks. It will do good to circulate tho pam

phlet amongst tho local Wesleyans.
F. Sh e p p a r d  says—“ A copy of last week's Freethinker which 

1 left at tho Battersea Library, has rocoivod a considerable 
amount of attention; whonovor I lookod in someone was 
reading it.”

D. F. Gl o a k .—Thanks for your iutorostiug letter. Wo are 
glad to hoar you aro all so pleased with Mr. Watts at 
Dundee. Bring the debate off botwoon him and tho Rev. 
David Macrae if you possibly can.

J ohn  Sanderson .—Delighted to hoar from you again, and 
hope you are now in good health.

II. 0. L ong.—Mr. Bradlaugh was constantly7 advising Free
thinkers to withdraw thoir children from religious in
struction, but ho did not produce much effect, for tho 
simple reason that parents shrink from martyrising thoir 
littlo ones. Wo must fight hard for Secular Education. 
That is the only satisfactory romody.

J. T. R.—Mr, Walter Richard Cassells is supposed to be tho 
author of Supernatural Religion. A section of tho Talmud 
is referred to. Rabbi Wise endorses the position of Mr. 
Austin Bierbower in his Was Christ Crucified ?

C. Doeg.— Glad to hear tho Liverpool friends will subscribe.
L o c o m o tiv e .—You shall have some o f tho pamphlet*.
W. If. P h il l ip s .—You will soo by a paragraph in “ Sugar 

Plums” that we have hoard from Mr. Holyoako at last. 
We hopo to hear from him still moro satisfactorily next 
wook.

F, W il f o r d .— Hope it is right this time.
A n  A d m ir e r .—Wo remember it well. Mr. Hughes lmd t<> 

apologise to the Muaio Hall management under a throat 
of prosecution.

J. Fr a n c k .—See paragraph.
J. II. Su m m e r p ie ld .—N ext wook.
J o se ph  Bro w n .—Shall have best attention,
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A. Hobobn.—Your name, we take it, means “ son of a hog,” 
and your post-card shows that you live up to your 
name.

W. R o g e r s .— Y our old friend M r. H olyoake is  n o w  m aking  
another in vestigation , w hich m ay supersede the old  one.

J. K. S y k e s .—Our cat that used to knock at the door has 
has just had to be poisoned. The instance you refer to 
is not the only one we have heard of.

N.S.S. B en evo len t  Fund .—We have received : W. 0. Hockey, 
4 s.

J. & J. Cr a b t r e e .—Pleased to hear from such young friends 
in the movement.

E. A. R y m k r .—You see we are going to circulate the pamphlet 
gratuitously.

W. 0. H o c k e y .—Acknowledged this week.
A. A d d y .—Sorry to hear the lock-out so seriously affected the 

Barnsley Branch, but hope you will soon recover.
F o r  Circulating the Freethinker Exposure articles:—T. 

Robertson, 2s. Gd.; One Who Knows how Gospel Truth is 
Manufactured, £ l.

M. Om a r  B y r n e , secretary o f the Liverpool Moslem Institute, 
advises Mr. Hughes to study Revelation xxii. 1G.

I m p r im a t u r .—Your second subscription may be wanted, but 
it should not be. There are quite enough Freethinkers, who 
can afford it, to make up the £100.

M. L o a fe r .—The statistics of their membership, published by 
the Wesleyans themselves, show that they are not increasing 
in proportion to population. A series of articles on the 
Decline of Methodism has been appearing in the Liver of 
Liverpool.

F rif.nds w ho send us new spapers w ou ld  enhance the favor by 
m arking the passages to w hich  they w ish to call our attention.

Correspo n d en ce  should reach us not later than Tuesday if a 
reply is desired in the ourrent issue. Otherwise the replj 
stands over till the following week.

L ectu re  N otices , E t c ., should bo written on postcards or 
the envelopes marked outside, and be sent to 14 Clerkenwell- 
greon, London, E.O.

P a p e r s  R e c e iv e d .—Der Lichtfreund—Boston Investigator— 
Opon Court—Froidenkor—Two Worlds—Der Arme Teufel 
—Western Figaro — Liberator— Liberty—Clarion— Flaming 
Sword—Liver—De Dageraad—Progressive Thinker— Post— 
Secular Thought—Truthseekor—Ironclad Age—Pioneer— 
Leeds Express— Reynolds’s Newspaper—Western Daily 
Mercury—Essex Telegraph—Financial News—Indicator— 
Echo—Boston Guardian—Sowerby Bridge Ohroniclo—Isle 
of Man Times—Glasgow Evening News—To-Day—Globe 
—Egmont Star—Buddhist Ray—Abergele Visitor—Orescent 
— Islamic World— Freedom— Essex County Standard—La 
Veritd Philosophiquo—Federation FranQaiso do la Libre- 
Penseo Bulletin Mensuel—Twentieth Century.

L it e r a r y  communications to be addressed to the Editor. 
14 Clorkenwell-green, London, E.O. All business communi
cations to Mr. R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, London, E.C.

The Freethinker will be forwarded, direct from tho publishing 
office, post free, at the following rates, prepaid :— One 
Year, 10s, Gd.; Half Year, 5s. 3d.; Threo Months, 2s. 8d.

Sc a le  of  A d v e r t is e m e n t s .—Thirty words, Is. Gd.; even 
succeeding ten words, Od. Displayed Advertisements:— 
(Narrow Column) one inch, 3s.; half column, 15s.; column, 
£1 10s. Broad Column—one inch, 4s. Gd.; half column, 
£1 2s. Gd.; column, £2 5s. Special terms for repetitions.

It boing contrary to Post-office regulations to announce on tin 
wrapper when tho subscription is duo, subscribers will 
receive tho numbor in a colored wrappor when their sub
scription expires.

W A N T E D -A  HUNDRED POUNDS.

I AM putting this Atheist Shoemaker oxposuro into 
the form of a thirty-two pago pamphlet, and I want to 
seo it circulated immediately and extensively. If I 
publish it at a price to cover the cost, the circulation will 
be slow and ineffectual. I have therefore resolved to 
appoal for the sum of £100, in order to get the exposure 
circulated as it should be. I reckon that I can print a 
large edition of the pamphlet, at cost price, at £ 1  10s. 
per thousand copies. By way of securing a real 
interest on the part of tho distributors, I propose 
to charge a nominal price of one penny per dozen ; 
while reserving, of course, the right to dispense with 
this charge in special cases. What accrues in this way, 
together with the £100 I appeal for, will furnish the

cost of nearly 100,000 copies, which ought to find their 
way into all parts of the country within the next 
few weeks. The iron must be struck while it is hot. 
It should not be difficult to raise £100. Half 
a-dozen Freethinkers I know of could easily make up 
the whole sum between them. But others must not 
rely on that half-dozen. Those who feel the spirit 
move them should obey the inspiration a£ once. There 
is really not a moment to be lost. For my own part, I 
have taken a vast deal of trouble over this matter, and 
incurred an expense which I can ill afford I now 
ask others to take their share of the burden. If they 
help me as they should, we shall run the Rev. Hugh 
Price Hughes down, and do a splendid stroke of work 
for the Freethought cause.

Mr. Holyoake having now broken silence, and 
promised to send me a letter on the Gibson case, I 
am holding back the pamphlet for a few days in order 
to include at least an adequate reference to his com
munication. My readers may expect it by the middle 
of the week, with the next number of the Freethinker.

Should money enough be forthcoming, I intend to 
send the pamphlet by post to all the Nonconformist 
ministers in England, and, if possible, to the Church 
clergy; also to members of Parliament and other 
public men whose addresses can be obtained.

G. W . FOOTE.

F U N D  F O R  N A IL IN G  D O W N  T H E  
“ A T H E IS T  S H O E M A K E R ” L IE .

George Anderson £5 5s,, F. S. £5, J. Hughes £1 Is., Anti- 
Liar £ l, C. 0. Monk 2s., Rubber Stamp do. (Manchester) 10s., 
L. J. 7s. Gd., J. Hampson 5s., 0. E. Hall 5s., W. H. Spivey Is., 
It. Davison £1, D. Ohnroh £2 2s., E V. Starry 10s., Flintwich 
2s. Gd , A. G. Scopes 10a., J. D. £2 2s., W. A. B and F. P. 10s., 
J. W. Gott 2s. Gd., Hypatia 5*., Bristol Branch 5s., C. E. Bacon 
2s. Gd., A. Tarlton 2s., G, Harlow 5s., J. P. Brown 5s., W. West- 
woll £2 2s., W. Hopper 3s., J. English 2s. Gd., 0. Smith 2s., 
J. Sanderson 2s. Gd., H. 0. Jacques 2s,, R. R. King 2s., S. 
Thompson 2s. Gd., G. Simpson 2s. Gd., J. L. S. (Gateshead) 10s., 
U W. W. Gd., II. Butcher 10s, Gd., Robinson 5s,, J. Oamorailo 
2s. Gd., IV. H. Murton Is., W. A. Argali Is., T. Prestwick 3s., 
J. Jonos and S. Jones Is., M. Christopher 5s., T, Robson Is., 
Ohester-le-S'reot Branch 2s. Gd., F, Sheppard 5s., F. Bull 2s.,
H. Porter Gd., G. Vickers Is., J. Cherry 2s. Gd,, Mr. and Mrs, 
Samson £ l, Dick Edwards 10s., Mr. and Mrs. Mann 10s., W. 
Lamer Sugdon 10s., F. Wilford Is., K. A. G. 2s., W. H. Phillips 
Is. Gd., Imprimatur 10s., J. and J. Orabtroo 5s,, J. J. Hayes Is., 
J. G D ibson 2s., W. Rngor 5s.

11 all of Science: Collected by Miss Vance, Feb. 4, £1 2s., 
ditto Feb. 11, £2 3s., A Lover of Truth £1, Frank Smith 10s., 
Mrs. Heineman Is., G. F. lleineman 2s., F. J. Drake 2s. Gd., J. 
Woir 2s,, G. Richardson Is., Blackett Is., Boszant Is., J. Dias 
Is., Anon Is.

Per It. Forder: R. H. Side £ l, A. Lewis 2s. Gd., Truthsoeker 
(Brighton) £ l, S. M. Peacock 5s., A. J. Page 2s. Gd., J. K. 
Sykes 5s., J. Hogg 2s., IV. Wingatn 2s,, IV. M ick Is., J. II. D. 
£1 Is , A. J. Larkin 2s. 6 I., F. J. Voisey 2s. 0d., We Seek for 
Truth 5s., A. J. P. Is., 0. J. P. £1, F. S. 0. Is., R. Burch Gd.,
F. Hayward Is., E. H. P. Is. Gd., G. F. Weuboru 5s.

To ask for evidence is not generally regarded as a symptom 
of a brain diseased. Delusions, illusions, phantoms, halluci
nations, apparitions, chimeras, and visions aro the common 
property of the religious and tho insane. Persons blossed with 
sound minds and healthy bodies rely on facts, not fancies—on 
demonstrations, instead (if dreams. It seems to me that the 
most orthodox Christians must admit that many of the miracles 
recorded in the Now Tostaraent are extremely childish. They 
must see that the miraculous draught of fishes, changing water 
into wine, fasting for forty days, inducing devils to leave an 
insane man by allowing them to take possession of swine, 
walking on the water, and using a fish for a pocket-book, are 
ill unworthy of an infinite boing, and are calculated to provoke 
laughter—to food suspicion and engender doubt.—Imjevsoll.
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Hr. G J. Holyoake has broken silence at last, and we are 

very happy to inform our readers of the fact. We received 
the following communication from him on Tuesday afternoon : 
“ Dear Sir,— My engagements in the north, which ended at 
Leighton on Saturday night, being over, I have a few days at 
home. I will now look over your recent numbers and send 
you a reply next week. An appointment to attend the 
Federation meetings at Portsmouth three days this week I 
have resigned, or I should have no time to fulfil the promise 
I now make.— Very truly,—G. J. H o l y o a k e .”

There was a splendid audience at the London Hall of Science 
on Sunday evening. Of course it was not quite so crowded 
as on the previous Sunday evening, but every seat in the hall 
was occupied, and a good many persons were standing. Mr. 
J. Brumage took the chair, and filled it well, looking the fine 
old veteran he is. Mr. Foote lectured on “  The Damnation 
of Hugh Price Hughes,”  and for nearly an hour and a half 
the audience was wonderfully sympathetic and responsive. 
As the saying is, you might have heard a pin drop at the 
beginning of the final peroration, as Mr. Foote referred to 
ten years ago, when he was looking forward in a prison cell 
to his being soon again a free man and a fighter in the great 
army of Freethought. Christians did not spare him a moment 
of suffering, and why, he asked, should he spare this Christian 
utterer of forged tales, this convicted liar, who, with the cant 
of honor and brotherhood upon his lips, thought any falsehood 
good enough to serve his pious purpose ? At which there 
was immense applause. After the lecture a good many ques
tions were asked, several of them referring to Mr. Holyoake. 
One gentleman thought the party should send a messenger to 
interview him at Brighton, but Mr. Foote begged to have the 
matter left in his hands, and the audience appeared to think 
that this was after all the wisest course to pursue.

Mr. Foote’s morniDg audience on Sunday was also excep
tionally good, and it yielded a good collection for the working 
expenses. The subject was “ Can Poverty be Abolished?” 
The lecturer dealt with its principle causes, and suggested 
certain practical remedies. His address waB very closely 
followed and warmly applauded, and was followed by a lot of 
questions and discussion, in which several Socialists took part 
in a tolerant and friendly manner. This morning (Feb. 18) 
Mr. Foote lectures again on “  Socialism and Common Sense." 
The admission to these morning lectures is entirely free to all 
parts of the hall, and as Mr. Foote gives his services gratui
tously on these occasions he can appeal with a good grace for 
a liberal collection. It is really worth while to keep a plat
form open on Sunday mornings for the free discussion of 
social and political questions.

Mr. Foote’s lecture at the Hall of Science this evening will 
not be on “ The Old Redeemer and the New Redemption.”  
It will be on “  Lying for the G'ory of God : with Illustrations 
from Eighteen Centuries of Chris'ian History.”  This lecture 
should be interesting to others as well as to Freethinkers, and 
it will afford the defenders of Christianity an opportunity of 
supporting their faith at one of its weakest points.

Mr. G. W. Foote has got the Rev. Hugh Price Hughes on 
the hip, and now all that is left for the rev. gentleman to do 
is to eat the leek. Although Mr. Foote asks for a committee 
of honor to decide the matter at issue, it is obvious to any 
one who has followed the dispute that Mr. Price Hughes has 
been beaten, smashed, and utterly pulverised at every point. 
The converted Atheist shoemaker retires, like millions of 
phantoms before him, into the dim shade of piouB nonsense. 
The self-advertising preacher of to-day is ever ready to believe 
the worst of his opponents. First, try to convict the heretics 
of immorality, and, if you can't do that, manage a death-bed 
conversion— that’s the whole duty of a preacher. The sky- 
pilots have always been at this little game. The Roman 
Catholic priests swear that Voltaire died reconciled to the 
faith that he sneered away ; the Jesuits aver that Pascal 
repented at the last of his sins against their order; and, 
coming down to later times, was it not spread abroad that 
Charles Bradlaugh died a Christian ? Moral : Never believe 
a parson. He may possess the “  terewtb,”  but he very seldom 
deals out any of it,— Reynolds's Newspaper,

The Bristol Branch unanimously congratulates Mr. Foote

on his action (and its results) in regard to the Atheist 
Shoemaker story.

The Jarrow Branch sends us this resolution :— “ That we 
desire to express our approval of Mr. Foote’s conduct in 
disproving the R->v. Hugh Price Hughes’s lying story of the 
Converted Atheist.”

The Leeds Evening Express warns Mr. Hughes that 
“ dignity is sometimes a treacherous foothold,”  and tells 
him that he should say, for the benefit of other people, if he 
cannot reply to Mr. Foote, “  whether he was correct or had 
erred in his original statements." After quoting the reverend 
gentleman’s remarks as to what Mr. Foote “  might have had ”  
if he had only talked of Mr. Hughes as “  mistaken or 
misled ”  instead of lying, the Express asks— “  Does this 
mean that Mr. Hughes has been misled ? If so, why not 
candidly say so f ”

Mr. Weightman, of tho Sunderland Branch, lectured last 
Sunday on “ Lying for the Glory of God,”  with special 
reference to the Atheist Shoemaker story. There was a good 
audience and some discussion. The Christians who were 
present confessed that they rather pitied Mr. Hughes.

The Chester-le-Street Branch sends Mr. Foote a vote of 
thanks, and hopes he will raise the £100 to circulate his 
pamphlet on the Atheist Shoemakor story.

The Finsbury Branch congratulates Mr. Foote on his 
exposure of the Rev. Hugh Price Hughes’s story, and says he 
has completely torn the mask of honesty from the reverend 
gentleman’s face. It should be added that the Finsbury 
Branch conducts the open-air propaganda on Clerkenwell- 
green, where Mr. Hughes’s convert was such an “  illustrious 
obscure ”  advocate of Atheism.

Hugh Price Hughes was at Wolverhampton on Tuesday, 
Feb. 6, preaching an afternoon sermon in Darlington-street 
Chapel. Sandwich men paraded the street advertising his 
evening meeting in the Agricultural Hall. In the middle of 
the procession there was insinuated a young fellow sent out 
by the local Secularists, with a sandwich board containing 
the Freethinker contents-sheet— “ Hugh Price Hughes — 
Atheist Shoemaker— Complete Exposure—The Lie Nailed 
Down at Last.”  It was a pretty sight.

Mr. Charles Watts's three lectures last week in Dundea 
were very successful. The audiences were good and exceed
ingly enthusiastic. Friends had travelled over thirty miles 
to be present. Arrangements are being made for a publio 
discussion between our colleague and the principal minister 
of Dundee. Mr. Watts writes us in the highest terms of tho 
Dundee Branch of the N .S .8, and also of the energetio 
services of Mr. Gloak as secretary. Several new members 
were enrolled after each lecture, and there was a large sale 
of literature.

Notwithstanding tho severe storm that prevailed in 
Edinburgh last Sunday, Mr. Watts had a crowded audience 
in the evening, a large number of ladies being present. Mr. 
Brown made an efficient chairman, and the Freethinker was 
in gi eat demand. Several doz-sn extra copies were ordered, 
and all were sold. To-day (Sunday, Feb. 18) Mr, Watts 
lectures in Bradford, morning and evening for the local 
Branch of the N 8.S., and in the afternoon for the Sunday 
Society on “  The French Revolution.”

Barnsley Branch members should notice that the Sunday 
meetings are to be held at 1 p.m. instead of 7.

Mr. J. Iveast is to address the Men’s Discutsion Class in the 
Rev. J. M. Logan’s chapel at Bristol this afternoon (Feb. 18) 
at 3, his subject being “  Tho Saviors of Mankind." Mr. 
Keast is a well-known Freethinker, and it is to be hoped that 
ho will be supported by the presence of a good many of his 
“  co-infidels.”

Wednesday evening, Feb. 28, is the date of the N.S.S, 
social pirty at the London Hall of Science, There will bo 
music, songs, and readings, one of which will bo given by 
Mr. G. W. Foote ; and the wind-up will be a dance for those 
who have a relish for it. The tickets are only sixpence, and 
there should be a large gathering. We may add th«t these
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social partifs will be continued until the summer comes, on 
the last Wednesday in each month.

There is a struggle going on in the South Essex Secular 
Society over the name. One or two members (who, by the 
bye, have done harm to the cause by making division in the 
ranks) are going to extremes in favor of the term “  ethical.”  
A name is of no good whatever unless it describes that which 

»bears it, and the work of a Secular Society is vastly different 
to that of the Ethical societies now in existence.

Mr. Foote has booked Sunday, March 11, for three lectures 
at Glasgow. Scottish friends who want to hear him before 
be returns south should lose no time in communicating with 
him.

Mr. W. W. Collins, who went out from England about 
half a dozen years ago as a Freethought lecturer in Austra
lasia, has for the last four years been located in New Zealand, 
and has at length received tbe distinction of being elected to 
the local parliament under the new universal suffrage. He 
was elected for the important City of Christchurch, where he 
received 3,850 votes. The Egmont Star gives a sketch of 
his career.

At Normanby School Board election, the Rev. E. F, S. 
Besley, late clerical chairman, was defeated, and, better still, 
Mr. J. Hermison, a pronounced Secularist, was elected on the 
board.

Something like an exact basis for the early existence of 
civilised man in ancient Egypt is adduced by Sir Norman 
Lockyer in his just published work, The Dawn o f  Astronomy. 
Ills calculations assure him that the temple at Philao and 
other ¡places in Upper Egypt were oriented towards the rising 
of the star of Canopus so early as 6400 n .o, long antecedent 
to the biblical Adam, while the great temple of Karnak 
dates about 3700 b.o,

As a sign of how far Scotland is moving, take the follow
ing report of a lecture by the Rev. Mr. Martin, of the 
Morningside Free Church, on the “  Inerrancy of the Bible.”  
“  It was now more and more generally accepted, he said, 
that the Bible did contain historical inaccuracies. Its 
authority was a varying quantity. Various writers differed 
considerably. One man stood nearer to God than another, 
and consequently he had more to declare to tbe world. The 
inspired man’s writings were not so much to be relied upon 
as those of tbe uninspired man, and as all men were fallible 
so were their writings. In discussing the question as to 
what portions of the Bible were to be accepted as infallible, 
be said people could not expect that God was to give them 
a revelation according their own mind. It was not meant 
that the matter should be made too easy for them, but that 
they should work it out according to their faith. Mr. 
Martin quoted several portions of scripturo showing how 
much the one was at entire variance with the other from a 
historical point of view.”  Shades of Drs. Begg and CandliBb, 
what is auld Reekie coming to 1

Tho Edinburgh Evening Dispatch, in an article on the 
Gifford Lectures by Dr, Pfleiderer, says they have to seek 
abroad for a lecturer because of the divorce between intellect 
and the Church. Dr. Pfleiderer’s course it terms an exposition 
of a distinctly “  rationalistic ”  theory, which rejects one after 
one as mere “  modes of faith ”  a hcst of the most cherished 
dogmas of the orthodox creed. The real wonder, it continues, 
“  is not that our prudent divines have had engagements 
elsewhere, but that the pulpits of tbe land have not been 
thundering forth sonorous denunciations of this ‘ dangerous 
heretic.’ Scotland must have undergone a marvellous change 
within the laBt quarter of a century in matters religious. 
Not only is Bhe moving, but she has moved, and movod far." 
If the Gifford trustees would accept a course of lectures, as 
from the terms of Lord Gifford’s will they might, from a 
reverent Atheist, they might find some at home without 
having to send to Germany. _

February 8 was the centenary of the Morning Advertiser, 
and they issued a facsimile of the first number, for Feb. 8, 
1794. One of the most prominent items was on Thomas 
Paine, who had been arrested at the end of 1793. It detailed 
how, at tho sittings of the French Convention on Jan. 27, a 
deputation of Americans were introduced. The orator

February 18, 1894.

‘ ‘ requested the pardon of Thomas Paine, that apostle of 
Liberty, whose arrest was a species of triumph to all the 
tyrants on earth.” Tbe President replied : “  You request us 
to deliver up Thomas Paine. You are anxious to reconduct 
to your own side the asserter of the Rights of Man. We 
must applaud this generous devotion. Thomas Paine was 
born in England— that was enough to subject him to the 
decree which our own safety demanded by the revolutionary 
laws. The Convention will take into consideration your 
demand.”  Paine was not released till Nov. 3, 1794, after 
the fall of Robespierre.

Mr. Moncure D. Conway has found a hitherto unknown 
work of Paine’s, written between the dates of the first part 
of the Rights o f  Man and that of the second part— that is, 
between March, 1791, and the beginning of 1792. The 
M8S. was not intended for publication, being answers to 
questions put to Paine, probably by Condorcet, though 
perhaps by Lafayette, on the proposed character of the new 
French Constitution. The MSS was translated and published 
by Oondorcet in the Chronique du Mois (May. June, July, 
1792), where it has remained buried since. Much of its 
substance appears in the second part of the Rights o f  Man.

“  An Ex-Methodist ’ ’ writes a timely letter to the Western 
Daily Mercury (Plymouth), which is a paper that gave long 
extracts from Mr. Holyoake’s “  vindication,”  drawing attention 
“ in common fairness”  to Mr. Foote’s replies in the Free
thinker, and asserting that the “  complete vindication ”  is 
with the latter.

Orthodox persons like the editor of the Christian Common
wealth, who chuckle over their anticipation of the speedy 
demise of the Freethinker, will be shocked to learn that our 
circulation is improving. The “  twopence ”  that was to kill 
us in a few weeks hasn’ t done anything of the kind yet, and 
doesn’t seem likely to unless a special miracle is to be worked 
to our disadvantage. The journal has a public of its own, and 
an earnest public too, and we are confident that if some man 
of capital came along, and put an adequate sum of money 
into it as a mere business enterprise, he would get a first-rate 
return for his investment. We cilculate that there are at 
least ten thousand persons in England who would join the 
ranks of our present subscribers if the Freethinker were only 
brought before their notice and mide more easily purchasable 
from newsagents.

N E W  Y E A R ’S GIFT TO FREETHOUGHT.

[ Where not otherwise marked the subscriptions are one 
shilling.]

G. Childs 2s. 0d., It. Seago 10s., W. C. Hockey, G. Ridd, L. 
Frasor, S. Frasor, VV. Wasloy.

Per 11. Forder : O. Lucas 2s., J. Anton, A. Gibson 10s. Od , J. 
Morris, J. Wortley, C. Nash, T. Oockburn, O. Ohanning, A. 
Lewis (2nd don.) 2a. Gd., J. M. L. 2a. Od., G. Harlow 10a. 0d., 
J. II. Toyn, Mra. Penny, G. F. Wenborn 5s., A. J. Larkin 2s. 0d.,
T. Bird 2s., D. Smith 2s. Od., Q. Docg, A. It. A. 2s. Id., If. 
Abbott 5s., T. Robertson 2s. 0d., W. Tiffin, W. Macfarlauo 
2s. Od.

CHILDREN’S PARTY.
Collected in Hyde Park, 4s.; East London Branch, 2s. Od.;

G. Wonborn, 9d.; W. C. (Dorking), 2a. Od. ; J. E. S , 9d.; Mr. 
Sosomann, 5s.; E. Truolovo, 4s. Per J. Fagan: J. Fagan, la .; 
J. Blunt, 2s. Od. ; Mra. Blunt, Is.; A. lionloy, Is.; W. It. 
Cobliam, la.; E. Sclioaf, Is.; Boomer, Is.; E. Neary, Gd. Per 
Mrs. Billot, la. Od.; Mrs. Standring, 2a.; A. Wheeler, Is.; 
“ Seventeen Stono,” Is. Od.— R. Fonnnn, Treasurer.

I f  instead of tho “  glad tidings ” that thoro exists a being 
in whom all tho excellences which tho highest human mind 
con conceive exist in a degroo inconceivable to u p , I am 
informed that tho world is ruled by a being whoso attributes 
aro infiuito, but what they are we cannot learn, nor what aru 
tho principles of his government, except that “  tho highost 
human morality which wo are capable of conceiving ” does 
not sanction them, convince mo of it, and I will boar my fato 
as I may. But when 1 am told that I must believe this, and 
at tho same time call this being by tho names which express 
and affirm tho highest human morality, I say, in plain terms, 
that /  will not. Whatever power such a being may havo 
over me, there-is one thing which ho Bhall not do—he 
shall not compel me to worship him. I will call no boing 
good who is not what I mean when I apply that opithot to 
my fellow-creatures; and if such a being can sentence me to 
hell for not so calling him, to hell I will go.—J , IS. Mill,



February_18,_1894.____________________ THE FREETHINKER.__________________________________ H7

Independent Department.
IS THERE A GOD ?

N. M. X . offers us words instead of facts or ideas. His God 
is merely a may be. There may be Mahatmas, devils, fairies, 
imps, gnomes, incubi, succubi, three-headed ghosts, and as 
many gods as in the Hindu Pantheon. Why believe in words 
which clear up nothing, and would only add another mystery 
to those we have already. He says by the word “  God ”  is 
meant “  the being who, according to the Bible, created the 
heaven and the earth.”  What does he mean by creation ? 
Can he conceive of a time when God over all was God over 
nothing ? Did he, she, or it, spin the universe out of him, 
her, or itself, like a spider spins its web ? He asks, Who 
made the stars ? without giving any evidence they were made 
or needed personal makers.

He says. “  Where there is law there must be a law-maker.” 
(Why not law-makers ?) Again he is playing with words. 
The term “ law,”  like that of “ design,”  is but an analogy 
drawn from human works, and strictly speaking, is in
applicable to the operations of nature. I draw my violin 
bow over a steel plate sprinkled with sand, and the sand 
arranges itself in “ designs.”  But what relation has this to 
human designs or human “ law ” ? The phrase applied to 
natural forces means nothing more than the observed 
constant sequences of causes and effects. N. M. X. speaks 
of a first cause. The phrase is a contradiction in terms. 
Every cause is itself an effect. Observe the consequence of 
saying God, some personal being exterior to the universe, 
that is outside everything, made its “  laws.”  He, she, or it, 
must have done so at some particular time, whether G 000 
or G,000 billions of years ago. But there must have been 
unlimited time, prior to the first law, when there was no law. 
Did God exist for ages in chaos ? If law ever existed it needs 
no law-maker. If the universe has ever existed, it needs no 
maker. Such a nondescript he, she, or it, is de trop. As 
Charles Robert Newman, the brother of Cardinal Newman, 
points out in his Ess&ya on nationalism, the Theist confuses 
two distinct principles of order, the natural and the artificial. 
Man “  designs,”  Nature is.

N. M. X. talks of “  chance.”  Again he darkens counsel 
by words without knowledge. Does his arbitrary God exist 
by “  chance," and create by chance ? or has he, she, or it, 
perchance dissolved like the baseless fabric of a vision since 
starting the universe ? It would seem so, since it gets along 
just as well without as with such a being. He says “  there 
is no such thing as spontaneous generation, for science has 
exploded such an assumption.”  What he moans is the 
evidence that it takes place now. He might as well argue 
because there is no natural formation of diamonds now, that 
therefore they were never naturally formed, but needed some 
god to put them there. N. M. X. writes like a reasonable 
person, but to me the incomprehensible nondescript he terms 
God is as much a fetish as Mumbo Jumbo, or “  the God of 
the Jew or the Christian.”  A t h e o s .

N. M. X . is certainly correct in saying that the Atheist does 
not deny the existence of a God ; for, as I have elsewhere* 
shown, to the Atheist the word “  God ”  has no meaning 
except when used generically, as it is in reference to, say, the 
deities of the Roman Pantheon. And the troub'e is that the 
Atheist cannot get from the Theist any definition of the 
word “  God ”  which is not, logically, untenable.

N. M X. says God is the being who “ created the heaven 
and the earth” ; the being of all beings, the cause of all 
causes; the being whose existence had no beginning, and 
shall have no end. And N. M. X. tells us further, that this 
being is n o t  nature. But what is meant by a being other 
than Nature? Just look at the matter in this way. Without 
any desire or effort of our own we find ourselves here in 
what we call the universe. Now, when we come to examine 
the universe in the light of science, we find it impossible, by 
any effort of the imagination, to assign any limit to it. We 
cannot imagine a time when the universe was not ; nor can ‘ 
we imagine a point where the universe ends and non-universe 
begins. Neither can we assign any limit to that invariable 
sequence of phenomena which we call natural law. One 
phenomenon gives rise to another ; that, in turn, to a third ; 
that, again, to a fourth, and so on ad infinitum,— every cause 
becoming an effect and every effect a cause.

So that, being thus unable to assign any limit to the

* See my articles, “ Is Theism Reasonable in the National Reformer 
for May 7, 14, and 21, 1893,

universe, we are constrained to regard it as infinite, and 
potential for all phenomena. Well, that is just what the 
Atheist means by nature or matter. Here is a metal pencil- 
case. Now, just as, when we speak of the nature of this 
metal, we mean the total powers and properties of this thing, 
bo by nature—using that word in the abstract— we mean the 
total powerB and properties of all things. Nature means, as 
J. S. Mill says, all phenomena and all possible causes of 
phenomena. And Atheism, as Mr. Bradlaugh put it, in his 
debate with Dr. McCann, is Monism—that is, the affirmation 
of one existence, of which all phenomena are modes; inter
stellar space being, I would add, simply a mode of existence 
less palpable than those we call the hq lid, the gaseous, or 
the solid.

From this it will be seen how absurd it is to suppose, as 
most opponents of Atheism, N. M. X. not included, do, that 
the Atheist is one who says “ there is no Gad.”  For, in 
positing boundless universe, the Atheist affirms the existence 
of the infinite. And, therefore, if God be defined simply as 
the infinite, the Atheist does not deny the existence of God, 
so defined. Bat N. M. X  speaks of God as a being other 
than the universe I Well, if God be defined in that way, 
then the Atheist does deny Gtd’s existence For that would 
imply the infinite plus “  a cause of all muses.”  But to 
speak of the infinite plus something more, is absurd. There
fore the Atheist does deny the existence of God, so defined, 
as positively as he denies that 3 x 1  =■ 1. And for precisely 
the same reason. The proposition 3 x l  =  1 involves a 
contradiction in thought. Therefore, we are perfectly 
justified in denying it. And so also with N. M. X ’s pro
position— Nature plus “ a creative and creating being” —  
that likewise involves a contradiction in thought. Therefore 
we are justified in positively denying that also.

The truth is, that “  God ” is a word which expresses only our 
ignorance of Nature’s processes. All that science is as yet 
unable to explain is attributed to the action of a holy ghost 
or “  spirit,”  called God. Formerly, the domain of this being 
was much more extensive than it now is. As, however, 
science has explained one group of phenomena after another, 
this God has been pushed farther und farther into the back
ground, until we now have Thoists, like N. M. X., clinging 
to this belief for no better reason than that science cannot 
yet explain the origin of life. But life is merely one m ole 
of existence, which science may sooner or later explain, is it 
has explained other modes.

To ask “  whence camo existence itself ? ”  is absurd. 
Existonce could never have been less, by a single atom, than 
it is now ; elso Nothing must have become Something. 
But ex nihilo nihil fit. “  An’ there’s an end on’ t,”  as 
Somersetshire folk say. A. L id d l e .

[Several other replies remain over until next iveelc.]

Daring almost a hundred and fifty yoars Europe was 
afllicted by religious wars, religious massacres, and religious 
persecutions ; not ono of which would have arison if the great 
truth had been recognised, that the state has no concern witli 
tho opinions of men, and no right to interfere, even in the 
slightest degroe, with tho form of worship which they may 
chooso to adopt.— Buckle's “  History o f Civilisation in Eng
land," vol. i.

Philosophers, poots, historians, novelists, oponly or silently 
disavow Christianity. In palaces, in lovely mansions, in 
college halls, in secluded homesteads, and hero und thero in 
rectory or vicarage, scepticism, if it has not a bold and fearless 
utteranco, at loast expresses itself in a guarded whisper. It  
becomes doubly u duty thon, when, notwithstaudi ng th 
general diffusion of avowed or latent unbelief, wo true 
everywhere the presence of n conservatism that conceals and0 
hesitates and trembles at tho doubts which it cannot sup' 
press, that individual dissentients should candidly discloso 
their theological divergences.— IF. M. W. Call, “  Reverbera
tions,”  p. 37.

HOW TO HELP U8.
(1) Got your newsagent to take a few copies of the Freethinker

and try to sell them, guaranteeing to take the copies 
that remain unsold.

(2) Take an extra oopy (or more), and circulate it among your
acquaintances.

(3 Leave a copy of tho Freethinker now and then in the train, 
tho car, or the omnibus.

(4> Display,or got displayed, one of oar oontents-sheets, which 
aro of a convenient size for the purpose. Mr. Fordei 
will send them on application.

(5) Distribute some of our choap tracts in your walks abroad, a 
public mootings, or among tho audioneos around street- 
nornor preachers.
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A N T I - C H R I S T .

The rules of life that tend to raise our lives,
Are latent in our growing racial store

Of tested fact, whence valid thought derives 
The countless factors of our ethic lore.

Let none e’er seek to guide his social acts 
By simple predilections and desires;

Discard the “  golden rule,” and look to facts 
Impersonal for all that Eight requires.

Desires are diverse—good and bad, and worse— 
Whence hurtful and conflicting deeds result;

But science, guiding ev’ry sense, will nurse 
Ideals born of Reason’s noble cult.

Our racial childhood’s faith thought earth and we 
Were steadfast in the focus of the sphere;

Our racial manhood’s reason makes us seo 
The greater grandeur of celestial gear.

Our appetites and tastes must all be schooled 
To wait on Reason, fed with sifted fact;

To follow sense would leave us all befooled, 
Mirage-deceived, through life’s uncharted tract.

No geocentric universe in space ;
No ego-centric ethics on the earth ;

But concentrated wisdom of the race,
In which right rules of conduct have their birth.

No cynosure are we o f orbs that whirl
The rhythmic measure of the cosmic hymn 1

No hub are we of heaven’s eternal swirl 1 
But “  unconsidered trifles ”  on the rim 1

The sternest lesson that wo learn from life 
Is : Fact is fact, but neither love nor hate;

Relentless force, but neither peace nor strife;
Effect and cause, but neither small nor great.

Let, therefore, reasoned facts alone inspire 
The social unit in his thoughts and deeds ;

Nor do what he from others would desire,
But what he thinks is best for social needs.

G. L. Mackenzie.

EXPLAINING THE TEXT.
AmoDgthe passengers on the “  P.ris ”  was a jolly, red-faced 

Irish priest, returning from a visit to relatives in the old 
country t > resume his charge in Ohio, He was a strong 
believer in the power of “ a drap af mountain dew” to avert 
the terrors of sea-sickness as well as of most other ills of life, 
and had to endure a good deal of guying from the boys in the 
smoking-room on account of this weakness, which he would 
not acknowledge as in the slightest degree unclerical. Finally, 
Billy Sherman said to him one morning ; “  Father Malory, 
I  suppose you could preach on almost any text in the Bible ?”  

“  Sure, yis, me bhoy. Oi can preach on any tixt in the 
Bible or out af it ayther. Just troy me wanst.”

"W ell, then, how would you preach on the text, "L ook  
not upon the wine when it is red within the cup ?”  asked 
Billy.

The priest’s eyes twinkled as he saw the trap.
"  Oh, nothing aisier,”  he replied with a graceful wave of 

the hand. Oi’d tell me congregation :
"  ‘ Me dear-r-r brothers and sisters, this tixt is wan av the 

most beautiful and impressive in the whole blissid wur-rd av 
God. There is more in it than appears on the soorface. 
“  Look not upon the wine whin it is rid within the cu p !” 
That is to say, me dear friends, look not upon it coldly or 
doubtingiy. Look not upon it with the jaundiced eye av 
prejudice or distrust. Look not upon it with contempt 
or loathing. But whin the marciful kindness av the blissid 
saints in heaven allows yes to partake of the bounteous juice 
av the noble grape, seize the cup in yer hands, close yer eyes 
as yez place it to yer mouth, throw back yer head, and thin 
— shmack yer lips and be thankful!”

During a storm at sea, three sailors, representing England, 
Ireland, and Scotland, had recourse to very different devo
tional expedients. The Scotsman offered up an appropriate 
extempore prayer; the Irishman had his prayers to the 
Virgin and countless saints by heart; the Englishman wan
dered through the ship in search of a prayer-book, and did 
not succeed in finding one until the storm was over.

Infidel Death-Beds
By G. W. FOOTE.

S e c o n d  E d it io n , M u c h  E n l a r g e d ,

Price 8d.
Superfine Paper, in Cloth, Is. 3d.
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By JAMES THOMSON (B.V.)
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New Edition.
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in tke Rocky Mountains—Christmas Evt 
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Athanasian Creed.

PRICE O NE S H IL L IN G .
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interested in one of the most pathetic per. 
sonages of our time.” —Academy.

“ As clever as they are often profane.’’ -  
Christian World.

“ Well worth preserving.”— Weekly Dii. 
patch.

“ Reminds one of the genius of Swift.”— 
Oldham Chronicle.
CTANTON, the People s Dentiei, 335 Strand toppo- 

etto Somerset House).—TENT it on VULCANITE. 
2b. 6d. each, upper or lower Bet, £1. Best quality. 4s. 
each, upper or lower, £2, completed In four liou s 
whn. required, repairing or alterationh In two hnur- 
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gold 15a. »tormina Vs. fid., extraction As., painless b 
gas. 6s

THE
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ls. 6d. per doz., post free.
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By G. W. F O O T E .
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T H E
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CATECHISM EXAMINED.
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Superior edition, cloth 
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a novel.
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T he Uhrisiian R eligion ..................
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T he Three Philanthropists ..................
Love the R edeem er ................................
W h y  1 am  an A gn ostic . P art I. 
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God and the State .................................
Paine the Pioneer ................................
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God and M an
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thinkers.]

[Patronised by leading Free-
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W. J. Rendell
15 Chadwell Street, Clerkenwell, E.C.
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The Great M istake  
Creeds and Spirituality
Live Topics ..................
M yth and M iracle  
Real B lasphem y  
Repairing the Idols . . .  
Christ and M iracles

A Discnpsion with the Hon. If. D. Coudort 
ana Gov. fc>. L. Wooaford.

The Household of F aith  ..................
Art. and M orality . . .  .................
Do I B lasphem e? ................................
The Clergy and Com m on Sense 
Social S alvation ... ... . . .  . . .
M arriage and D ivorce . . .  .. .
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S U N D A Y  L E C T U R E  N O T IC E S , E T C .
[Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday, and 

be marked “  Lecture Notice,”  i f  not sent on postcard.] 
L O N D O N .

H a ll of Science, 142 O lo -su e e i, E .C .: 11.15, G . W . Foote,
“ Socialism  and Com m on Sense”  (free) 5 6 .30, m usical selec
tio n s : 7, G . W . Foote, “ L yin g  for the G lory of G o d ”  (ad
m ission fre e j reserved seats 3d. and 8d.) M onday at 8 30, 
debating class (free). W ednesday at 8.15, W . Heaford, “  Secu- 
larisin v. the B ib le ”  (free). Thursday and Friday at 8, dancing  
classes; Friday at 8.30, ath letic class. Saturday at 8.30, in  the  
m inor hall, social evening.

Battersea Secular H all (oaclr of Battersea Park S ta t io n ) : 7 45, 
M rs. T hornton S m ith , “ W om en  and Freet.hought”  (free). 
Tuesday at 8, social gathering (free) W ednesday at 6, Children's 
P arty . F riday at 8, dram atic club (m em bers wanted .

C am berw ell— 61 New  O hurch -roaa, s .E . :  7.30, H . Snell, “ R ous
seau and V oltaire .”  F riday at 7.30, free science classes in  
chem istry and astronom y.

Finsbury Park Branch, 91 M ild m ay P a r k : 3, m em bers’ annual 
m eeting.

H am m ersm ith  Club, 1 T he G rove, B ro a d w a y : T hursday, 
Feb. 22, at 8.30, C. Cohen, “  The Scientific Basis of M ora ls”  (free).

Bouth Essex Secular Society, 33 and 35 Salw ay-road, Stratford, 
E . : 7, G . C. H . Carter, “  Secular E th ic s”  (free).

W im b led on — L iberty H all, Curtis’s Coffee House (Broadw ay  
entrance) : 7, M iss A gn es H en ry, “  The State and Ecclesiastical 
L aw  ”  (free).

O pen -a ir  P r o p a g a n d a .
Battersea P ark-gates: 11.30, W . H eaford, “ The Problem  of 

E v il.”
H yde Park (near M arb le -arch ): 11.30 and 3.30, J. R ow ney w ill 

lecture.
C O U N T R Y .

B olton  —  Spinners’ H a ll, St George’s -ro a d : A . B. Moss, 11, 
“ V oltaire  and P a in e ” ; 3, “ The D rift of D a r w in ism ” ; 6.30, 
“ T he Evolution of the D evil.”

Bradford —  U n ity  L odge Room s, 65 Sunbrtdge-road: Charles 
W a tts , 11, “ The Church and our Social P ro b lem s” ; 6.30, “ Is 
there a Life Beyond the G rave ?”

Bradford Sum ay Society, Tem perance H a ll ;  3, Oharles W a tts , 
“ The French R e v o lu tio n "

B ristol— Shepherd’s H all, Old M ark et-street: 3, M r. Rogers, 
“ C hristianity aud C apitalism , the T w in  Curses of ¡society.”

Chatham  —  Secular H all, Queen's-road, N e w  B rm n p ton : 11, 
debating cla>s; 7 J H yder (Sec. L N .S .), “ T he U pas Tree of 
Capitalism , and how  to cur. it dow n.”

D erby— 41 O opeiand-sir.et (off Vraffle-street): 7, readings.
Dundee— Cutlers’ Hall, M urrayuate: 11,30 m u tu al im prove

m ent class, “ L ig h t ” ; 1 to 2, music class ( fr e e ) ; 2.30, concert:
6.30, J . Christison, “ Intem perance and M orality  from  a Free- 
thouuht Standpoint.”

F ailsw orth Secular Sunday-school, at 10 and 2 ;  6.30, P.
Percival, “ R eligion and L abor.”

G la sg o w -E x -M iss io n  H all, 110 B runsw ick-street: 12, discussion 
class, W . G . U nkles, “ D u al Consciousness” ; 6.30, A . Paul, “ God 
and M an.”

H a n ley— Secular H all, J ohn-street: 7.30, discussion. Thur.-day 
at 8, improvement, class.

Ipsw ich— Co-operative H all, C ox-lan e: 7, A . M artinelli, “  South, 
ern A frica.”

Liverpool —  Oddfellow s’ H a ll, St. A n n e -street: 3, science 
class, Mr. Sm all, B S c .; 7, J. W . Bayliss, B .A ., “  Rousseau.”

M anchester N .8 .S ., Secular tla li, H usholm e-road, Oxtord-road, 
A ll S a in ts ': C. Cohen, 11, “ The Origin of Species”  ; 3, “ C hristi
an ity  and W om an  ’ ; 6 30, “ T he F ailure of C hristianity.”  M on- 
day from  8 to 10.30, dancing.

N ew castle-on-Tyne— Eldon H a ll, 2 Clay ton-street: 7 ,G . Selkirk, 
“ Bocial Salvation.”

Portsm outh —  W ellin gton  H all, W ellin gton -street, Sou thsea: 
7, m em bers’ special m eeting.

Sheffield— H a ll of Science, R ockingham .street.: 7, J. Pearson, 
“ The Origin and E volu tion  of the God Idea .”  W ednesday at 8, 
literary and debating class, M r. Sw inburn, “ The Population  
Question.”

South Shields— Capt. D uncan’s N avigation  School, K in g -s tre e t :
6.30, ethical class; 7.30, D . B o w , “  Has C hrist Failed ?”

Sunderland— Bridge End V au lts, B rid ge-street: 7, open debate,
“  Is there a God ?”

L L(JT U R E K 8 ' JfiN U A liK  M EN  T b .
C. C ohen , 12 M erchant-street, B ow -road, E .— Feb. 18, M anches

t e r ; 22, H a m m ersm ith ; 25, m ., B attersea.

Works by C
The Grand Old Book. A reply

to the Grand Old Man. An Ex
haustive answer to the Right Hon 
W . E. Gladstone’s “ Impregnable 
Rock of Holy Scripture.” Is. 
Bound in cloth, Is. 6d.

Is Socialitm Sound? Four
Nights’ Public Debate with Annie 
Besant. 1 s. Superior edition, in 
cloth, 2s.

Christianity and Secularism.
Four Nights’ Public Debate with 
the Rev. Dr. James McCann. Is. 
Superior edition, cloth, Is. 6d. 

Bible Heroes. Cloth, 2s. 6d. 
Letters to the Citrgy. First 

Series. 128pp., Is 
A Defence of Free Speech. 

Three Hours’ Address to the Jury 
before Lord Coleridge. W ith a 
Special Preface and many Foot
notes. 4d.

Comic Strmons and other
F A N T A SIA S. Contents:— A Ser- 
mon on Summer— A  Mad Sermon 
— A  Sermon on Sin— A Bisbop 
in the Workhouse— A Christmas 
Sermon— Christmas Eve in Hea
ven— Bishop Trimmer’s Sunday 
Diary— The Judge and the Devil 
— Satan and Michael— The First 
Christmas —  Adam’s Breeches—  
The Fall of Eve —  Joshua at 
Jericho— A  Baby God— Sermon 
on Judas Iscariot. 8d.

Darwin on God. 6d. Superior
edition, in cloth, la.

Infidel Death-Beds. Second 
edition, much enlarged, 8d. On 
superfine paper, in cloth, I s. 3d.

Reminiscences of Charles 
Bradlaugh. fid.

Rome or Atheism— the Great 
Alternative. 3d.

Letters to Jesus Christ. 4d. 
Interview wit.li the Drvtl. 2d

, W. Foote.
Philosophy of Secularism. 3d. 
Atheism and M orality. 2d. 
My Resurrection. A Missing

Chapter from the Gospel of 
Matthew, discovered by G. W . 
Foote. 2d.

The Folly o f Prayer. 2d. 
Ingersollism Defended agst

Archdeacon Farrar. 2d.
Was Jesus Insane ? A search

ing inquiry into the mental con
dition of the Prophet of Naza- 
reth. Id.

Christianity and Progress.
A  Reply to Mr. Gladstone. 2d. 

The Impossible Creed. An 
Open Letter to Bishop Magee on 
the Sermon on the Mount. 2d. 

What Was Christ ? A Roply 
to J. S. Mill. 2d.

The Bible God. 2d. 
Salvation Syrup; or, Light

on Darkest England. A  Reply 
to General Booth. 2d.

Is the Bible Inspired? A
Criticism on Lux Mundi, Id

The Dying Atheist. A Story.
Id.

The Rev.Hugh Price Hughes’
Converted Atheist. A  Lie in 
Five Chapters. Id.

Mrs. Besant’s Theosophy. A
Candid Criticism. 2d.

Secularism and Theosophy.
A  Rejoinder to Mrs. Besant. 2d.

The New Cagliostro. An
Open Letter to Madame Blavat- 
sky. 2d.

The Shadow of the Sword.
A Moral and Statistical Essay on 
W ar. 2d.

Royal Paupers. Showing
wnat Royalty does for the People, 
and what the People do for 
Royalty 2d

John MoHeyas a Freethinker
A  STA T E M E N T  A N D  A  C RITICISM .

WITH
NUM EROUS E X T R A C T S FROM  MR. M O R L E Y ’S W R IT IN G S

2d. By G. W . F O O T E . 2d.
It. FohDKit, 28 Stonecutter-street, London, E .0 .

THE BEST BOOK.
ON N E O -M A LT H U SIA N ISM  IS, I  B ELIEVE,

T R U E  M O R A L IT Y ,  or T H E  T H E O R Y  A N D 3  
P R A C T IC E  OF N E O -M A L T H U S IA N IS M .

By J. It. IIOLMKS, M.M.L., M.V.S., M.N.S.S.
160 pages, with portrait ana autograph, bound in cloth, gilt lettered.

Price Is., post free.
*** In order to bring the information within the reach of the poor, the 

most important parts of the book are issued in a pamphlet of 112 pages 
at one  t e n n y , post freo 2d. Copies of the pamphlet for distribution Is. 
a doz. post free.

The National Reformer of 4th September, 1892, says: “ Mr Holmes’ 
pamphlet . . .  is an almost unexceptionable statement of the Neo- 
Malthusiap. theory and practice . . . and throughout appeals to moral 
feeling. . . . The special value of Mr. Holmes' service to the. Neo- 
Malthnsian cause and to human well-being generally is just his combi
nation in his pamphlet of a plain statement of the physical and moral 
need for family limitation with a plain account of the means by which it 
can be secured, and an offer to all concerned of the requisites at the 
lowest possible prices.”

The Council of the Malthusian League, Dr. Drysdale, Dr. Allbutt, and 
others have also spoken of it in very high terms.

The Trade supplied by R. F ordeu , 28 Stonecutter-street, London, E.G. 
Other orders should be sent to the author.

J fl HOI M F S , WANNF Y.  W A N T A G E . B F R K 8 .

A rthur B. Moss, 44 Oredon-road, R oth erh ith e, London 8 .E .—  
Feb. 18, Bolton. M arch 4, Cam berw ell. A p ril 1, Cam berw ell. ADVICE TO THE MARRIED

T ouzeau  F a r r i s , Clare Lodge, 32 U pper M all, H am m ersm ith , 
L oudon, Wt— M arch 4, South s h ie ld s ; 25, G rim sby.

Every F ree th in ker  should buy the

SECULAR ALMANACKFOR 1894.
ED ITED  B Y

G. W. F O OT E  a n d  j , m . WH E E L E R .
Issued by the  National Secular Society .

P R IC E  S IX P E N C E .
R obert Fo rder , 28 Stonecutter-street, London, E .0.

All persons whose circumstancos will not permit them to 
maintain a large family should send for

“ PRUDENCE AND PLENTY,”
an interesting dialogue, which should be read by all who wish 
to maintain and in.prove their position in life.

Copy, together with our Illustrated List of all the MODERN 
APPLIANCES as recommended by Dr. Allbutt and' Mrs. 
Besant, sent nil receipt of stamped envelope to—

E. LAMBERT & SON,
Manufacturers  of Hygienic  and Malthusian  

Appliances,
60 and 62 QUEEN’S EOAD, DALSTON, LONDON, N.E. 

Or from R. Forder,
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BUY FROM THE WAREHOUSE.
Every Article Guaranteed to give Perfect Satisfaction.

NEW  SPRING PATTERNSI
In Gentlemen’s Cloths

&  N O W  R E A D Y  

Including all the Latest Designs and Best Qualities of

Overcoatings,
Suitings, and

T rouserings.

Bruno Cloth 
Bruno Cloth 
Bruno Cloth 
Bruno Cloth 
Bruno Cloth 
Bruno Cloth 
Bruno Cloth 
Bruno Cloth 
Bruno Cloth 
Bruno Cloth 
Bruno Cloth 
Bruno Cloth 
Bruno Cloth

Reduced to 
Is. 6d. per yard.

FIFTY INCHES WIDE.
ANY COLOR.

I GIVE YOU ONE DRESS LENGTH
Free of Gost

For every 5 you sell for me, to  clear 
quickly.

PRICES FOR MAKING ONLY.
Chesterfield Overcoat 18s. Trousers, lined........
Morning Suit.............  22s. Trousers, unlined...
Lounge ....................... 21s.

SelJ-Measurement Form on Application. 
F it  Guaranteed.

5s. fid. 
5s. Od.

Our ‘AT Special Line.
S U IT  T O  M E A S U R E  ................................  4 2 /-
T R O U S E R S .............................................................  12/6

Send fo r  Patterns o f this lot.

7500 yards 
7500 yards 
7500 yards 
7500 yards 
7500 yards 
7500 yards 
7500 yards 
7500 yards 
7500 yards 
7500 yards 
7500 yards 
7500 yards 
7500 yards 
7500 yards

Black & Navy All-Wool 
Dress Serges.

W A R R A N T E D  F A S T  D Y E .  
Forty-two inches wide.

In three qualities— 1/9, 2 /-, & 2/3 per yd.
These are less than manufacturers prices.AGENTS WANTED

To Sell these Serges.
Liberal Commission.

MEDICAL ESSAYS. Von. I. For Postal Order fo r  Is. 2d.
Management of Infancy, Health, Longevity, Teeth, Brown Bread, 

Bread Making. Food, Vegetarianism, Tobacco, Drink Question, Fruit, 
Prorih Air, Exercise, Bathing, Light, Holidays, Cause and Cl re of Disease, 
Constipation, Biliousness, Eczema, Blackheads and Pimples, .Nervousness, 
Coughs and Colds, Chest Complaints, Deafness, Thread Worms, Long 
Worms, Tape Worms, Itch, etc.
MEDICAL ESSAYS. V o l . II. For Postal Order fo r  Is. 2d.

The" Healing Power of Nature ; Clothing ; Electricity in Disease; 
Apparent Health ; Vegetarian Experiments; The Pig as Human Food; 
Popular Fallacies about Flesh ; The Beef Tea Delusion ; S alt; Saline 
Starvation; Tea Drinking; The Hair and its Management; Sleep and 
Sleeplessness; W ant of Energy, e tc .; Health Hints for Workers, Shop 
Assistants, and Servants; Advice for the T hin; for the Stout; and in  
the Proper Treatment of Simple Fever, Measles, Scarlet Fever, Whooping 
Cough, Ringworm, Hypochondria, Bloodlessness, Diarrhoea, Ulcerated 
Legs, Tumors, eto.
MEDICAL ESSAYS. V o l . III. For Postal Order for Is. 2d.

Health and W ealth ; No More Death; Y outh ; The Necessity for Pure 
Air, and How to Get i t ; The Management of Young Children ; Hunger and 
Appetite; Effects of Fasting; Perfect Foods j Green Foods; Suppers; 
Unsuspected Domestic Poisons ; T hirst; Perspiration ; Sea Bathing, etc. 
H O W — to Eat Properly, to Eat Fruit, to Judge Wholemeal Bread, to 
Breatho Properly, to Grow Tall, to Keep Warm, to Live, to Live 0:<e 
Hundred Years, to Improve the Memory, and to become Beautiful and 
Attractive. On the Cause and Cure of Stomach Troubles, Flatulence, 
Sleepiness, Varicose Veins, Boils and Carbuncles, Sebaceous Tumors or 
Wens, Hay Fever, Winter Cough, Chilblains, the Diseases Produced by 
taking Mercury, Epilepsy.
MEDICAL ESSAYS. V ol. IV. For Postal Order fo r  Is .2d.

New Year Resolutions, Prevention better than Cure, Health Savings 
Banka, Hardening, Rubbish, W ork and Overwork, Sugar and its 
Abuse, Macaroni, Salads, Wholemeal Cookery, Porridge, Celeraia 
or Celery Root, Milk as Food, The Tomata, Against Butter, Poultices, 
Quinine, Against the Knife, Arsenical Poisoning, Tonics, Infant 
Mortality, Against Stimulants in Disease, Stays and their Substi
tutes, About Swallowing Pina and other Articles, also the Cause and 
Rational Cure of Sun Stroke, Dog Bites, Pains in the Back, Pediculi or 
Lice, Chicken-pox, Synovitis or Inflammation of the Joints, Tonsilitis or 

uinsy, Herpes (Tetter or Shingles), Erysipelas, Ulcer of the Stomach, 
pidemic Influenza, Sciatica, Psoriasis or English Leprosy. Appendix. 

The Four Volumes, strongly and neatly hound, for 5s. 6d. 
H Y G IE N IC  MF.DICINE. An'Eye-Opener to Drug Takers. Post free  

from  the Author f o r  Postal Order f o r  Is. Id.
R h e u m a t ism  : Its Cause and Cure. Post-free 7d. —  Co n su m ptio n  : Its 

Causeand Cure. Post free 7d.— D ie t  a n d  D ig e s t io n . Post free 7d. 
T h r e e  P a m p h l e t s  to  Y ouno  M e n . Post free Is. Id.

* * AU these books (except Pamphlets to Young Men) hound together in 
cloth in one volume. * Post free Ss. 6d. 

id i the above can he g o t  from  D r . T. R. ALLINSON, 4 S p a n is h  P l a c e , 
* M a n c h e s t e r  S q u a r e , L o n d o n , W.

MOTRs op Co n su l t a t io n  are— Morning f.-om 10 a.m. to i  p .m .; fee, 
10s. Od. Evening from 6 to 8 ; fee, 5s. ,

Patients visited in London for a fee of 10s. Gd. Patients visited in the 
jouutry. Fee according to distance and the time occupied in going and 
returning. Advice Given by poet.

TH E

HOUSEHOLD DOCTOR
Or MEDICINE MADE EASY.

By GEORGE THWAITES. 
Wholesale and Retail Herbalist,

2 CHURCH R O W , STO C K T O N -O N -TE E S. 
Sixpence each, or by post six penny stam ps.

Those who value hoalth—and I presume all do, as wo aro 
not of much account without it—should have ono of those books.

The symptoms of most diseases we suffer from are fully 
described, with a euro by horbs, which aro Naturo’s remedies; 
or a Herb Recipe sent to anyono on receiving a directed 
wrapper, or a stamp-directed envelope, to Cure any Diseaso 
or Disorder.

Price List Free on application at the above address.

FLOWERS OF
FREETH0UGHT

B y  U .  W .  F O O T E .

FIFTY-ONE SELECTED ESSAYS AND ARTICLES
221pp., hound in cloth, 2s. fid.

It. Fo rd e r , 28 Stonecutter-street, London, E 0 .

WILL CHRIST SAVE US?
B y  G. W . F o o t e .

A  thorough Examination of the Claims of Jesus Christ 
to he considered the Savior of the World.

PRICE SIXPENCE.
R . F o b d k r , 28 Stonocntter-streot, London, E C.

Printed and Published by G. W . Foote, at 28 Stonecutter-street, 
London, E.C.
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