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MR. GLADSTONE AND MRS. BESANT.

Mr. Gladstone continues his theological excursions in the 
Nineteenth Century. Last month he wrote on Heresy and 
Schism ; this month he writes on the Atonement. Perhaps 
he will complete his labors by writing on the Trinity and 
the Immaculate Conception. The former of these doctrines 
would admirably suit his mysterious style of composition, 
while the latter would afford a rare opportunity for the 
exercise of his characteristic subtlety.

Mr. Gladstone’s defence of the Atonement is extremely 
labored. He works it out unto twelfthly, after the fashion 
of the most cumbrous of our old preachers, who sometimes 
went on to nineteenthly, amidst the yawns and snores of 
their congregations. Mr. Gladstone is great as an orator, 
for the fine quality of his voice, and the rare significance 
of his gestures and expression, would give a charm to the 
poorest substance of his speech. But all these advantages 
are lost when he exchanges the tongue for the pen. He 
does indeed retain the art of the rhetorician, and his periods 
are sonorous, if not musical; but he ceases to be stimulating 
and refreshing.

Put into a nutshell, what is the real substance of Mr. 
Gladstone’s plea for the Atonement 1 He admits that the 
innocent sutlers for the guilty, as is often the case in the 
affairs of this world; nevertheless the Atonement “  is 
mystery, but is not injustice.” Acceptance of Christ as our 
Savior implies an embracing of the “  means of grace,” and 
this involves a renovation of our sinful natures, by which 
means we are reconciled to God, who forgives us our sins 
when we are sincerely repentant. We are not thus relieved 
from the “  internal ” consequences of sin, for wounds will 
leave scars, and evil habits will assert themselves ; but we 
are relieved from the “  external ” consequences of sin; that 
is to say, God will not remember our pardoned sin against 
us. Mr. Gladstone does not, however, tell us what this 
precisely amounts to in fact. In the whole of his article 
he never once mentions heaven or hell, without which the 
Atonement loses all its historical meaning. Mr. Gladstone 
is really bringing the “ mystery” of the Atonement down 
to the level of an earthly transaction, and the death of 
Christ into a line with the death of other characters whoso 
sufferings have been a “ sacrifice ” for the good of the 
world.

The common doctrine of the Atonement, against which 
Mrs. Besant in her younger days revolted, is declared by 
Mr. Gladstone to be an “  utterly modern caricature.” It 
is not the doctrine of the Fathers of the Christian Church, 
nor of “  the Churches ” themselves. Sin is not an I O U, 
which God holds and Christ cancels. The sinner is not a 
prisoner for debt, whom Christ releases by paying the 
account in full. The “  ethical ” part of the Atonement- is, 
in such a notion, entirely left out of sight; indeed, the 
doctrine is “  so stated as if good had been undeservedly 
obtained for the sinner, by the infliction of evil unde
servedly upon the righteous.”

It is a pity that Mr. Gladstone did not go furthor back 
than “ the Fathers.” His primary appeal should have 
been to the Scripture, where he would have found plenty 
of awkward texts to handle. What ho calls “  that utterly 
modern caricature of the doctrine of the Atonement ” is 
distinctly supported by the text, “  Ye are bought with a 
price.” Christ is set forth in the New Testament, not only 
as a “ propitiation,” but also as a “ ransom.” Surely it 
would have been an act of honesty to deal with such texts, 
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rather than to call the doctrine derived from them a 
“ caricature.” Surely, also, it might have been expected 
that Mr. Gladstone would consider the Articles of his own 
Church— the Church of England. “ We have been told at 
times,” ho says, “  of the undiscriminating grace of God, 
which saves or consigns to damnation according to mere 
choice or pleasure, and irrespectively of anything in the 
persons whose destinies are to bo so controlled ; so that of 
two persons, exactly alike in point of service or offence, one 
is to be rescued and the other lost. The meaning of this 
would be that the sovereign pleasure of God did not move 
upon lines parallel to those of the moral law.” Very likely. 
But this is the teaching of the Bible and of the Articles of 
the Church of England. AVhat is the meaning of the text 
about God’s having mercy on whom ho will have mercy 1 
Why did Paul take refuge, if not from moral objections, in 
the right of the potter over tho clay, to make one vessel 
unto honor and another unto dishonor 1 This very doctrine 
of absolute free grace was passionately maintained by all 
the Protestant Churches, as tho primitive and scriptural 
doctrine, against tho “ gospel of works” taught by the 
Catholic Church. And indeed if you look at heaven and 
hell, and their sharp, eternal division, it is obvious that the 
Protestants wore right. What real difference is tlioro 
between the worst man who goes to heaven and the best 
man who goes to hell 1 Yet the difference of their fates is 
infinite. How then is it to be accounted for ? It cannot 
be accounted for on any grounds of character or “  service.” 
It can only be accounted for by the free— that is, the 
arbitrary—grace of God.

Luther and other Protestant teachers tried to evade tho 
immoral consequences of this doctrine by a logical subter
fuge, which is patronised also by Mr. Gladstone. They 
saw— for they were neither fools nor blind—that God’s 
despotic will, and man’s utter helplessness, created what Mi’. 
Gladstone calls “  a license for transgression, instead of a 
powerful means for its avoidance.” Accordingly they 
invented tho fiction that, while good works were not 
conducive to salvation, they were proofs of saving faith ; 
they did not help a man towards heaven, but they were 
signs that he was on the road to it. Still, they were only 
signs when connected with a consciousness of “ grace”; for 
the greatest tenderness and the most splendid heroism were 
“  displeasing ” to God if manifested by a “  heathen ” or an 
“  ethnick.”

On the whole, it appears to us that Mr. Gladstone is 
really defending, not the doctrine of Scripture, nor tho 
doctrine of the Church of England or any other Protestant 
body, but the doctrine of the Church of Rome. We should 
say that his article will give great satisfaction at tho 
Vatican.

But it is not our intention to deal exclusively with Mi'. 
Gladstone’s view of tho Atonement. Our readers will, in 
all probability, bo far more interested in what he has to 
say on the subject of Mrs. Besant, whose recent Auto
biography is the occasion of his article in the Nineteenth 
Century.

It has been said of Cromwell— indeed, Lord ltosebery 
says it, in his volume on Pitt— that ho was a great man of 
action with a very imperfect gift of expression. To a 
certain extent this is true, but it is far from being entirely 
so. Cromwell’s utterance was turbid when his feelings 
were mixed, or when his judgment was far ahead of his 
analysis of its reasons, or when he felt it more prudent to 
indulge in hints than in declarations. Nothing could be 
plainer or more straightforward than some of his letters
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from the army to Parliament, or than his proclamation to 
the Catholics of Ireland ; and no doubt the obscurest parts 
of his addresses as Lord Protector to his recalcitrant 
House of Commons were adequately illuminated by his 
gesture and expression. When a great soldier says 
“  But,” and puts his hand on the hilt of his sword, Cicero 
himself could not make the matter more intelligible.

Mr. Gladstone is not a Cromwell, but he is often as 
obscure, although his composition is excellent and his 
syntax is perfect. Yet he can be plain enough on occasion, 
and his criticism of Mrs. Besant is strong and luminous; 
how unlike his half-oracular utterance on the Atonement! 
With a swift, firm touch he lays bare some of the chief 
weakness of her mind and character. He admits that she 
is “ a person highly gifted,” which, indeed, she is, for her 
intellect is remarkably nimble, and she is one of the best 
public speakers in England. But her faculty is purely that 
of the born advocate. She lacks originality, anti is doomed 
to be always someone’s disciple. This is the key to unlock 
the mystery of her career, though Mr. Gladstone does not 
know enough of her to be aware of the fact. It is true, as 
he says, that she has “ followed at all times her impulsions 
with an entire sincerity”; so much could hardly be 
contested by her worst enemy. But is he quite right in 
laying so much stress on her “  egregious self-confidence,” 
which he regards as “ in itself a guarantee of failure in 
mental investigations ” 2 Secondarily, her fault may be 
self-confidence, but primarily it is a ridiculous confidence in 
other persons. She is always leaning upon an authority, 
or following an infallible teacher. Not perceiving this 
clearly, or not perceiving it at all, Mr. Gladstone is led 
into a clever but very cruel sarcasm. Referring to her 
childhood, he says : “  She is sensible of having been much 
governed by vanity at this period of her life, while she 
does not inform us whether this quality spontaneously 
disappeared, or what had become of it in her later stages.” 
This is likely to give a bitter point to Mrs. Besant’s reply, 
which we suppose will be forthcoming. Yet it contains a 
certain element of truth. Mrs. Besant has always had a 
passion for being “ in evidence,” as the French say; and 
one obstacle to her ever becoming a Catholic is, that the 
Church of Rome offers women nothing but suffering and 
silence.

We will now produce the more personal part of Mr. 
Gladstone’s criticism in extenso :—

“ Instruction will be derived from the work at large ; but 
probably not exactly the instruction intended by the 
authoress. Her readers will find that they are expected to 
feel a lively interest in her personality : and, in order that 
this interest may not be disappointed, they will find her 
presented to their view in no less than three portraitures, 
at different portions of the volume. They will also find that 
the book is a spiritual itinerary, and that it shows with 
how much at least of intellectual ease, and what unques
tioning assumptions of being right, vast spaces of mental 
travelling may be performed. The stages are, indeed, 
glaringly in contrast with one another ; yet their violent 
contrarieties do not seem at any period to suggest to 
the writer so much as a doubt whether the mind, which 
so continually changes in attitude and color, can after 
all be very trustworthy in each and all its movements. . . . 
An ordinary mind would suppose that modesty was the 
one lesson which she could not have failed to learn 
from her extraordinary permutations ; but the chemist who 
shall analyse by percentages the contents of these pages will 
not, I apprehend, be in a condition to report that of such an 
element he can find even the infinitesimal quantity usually 
and conveniently denominated a ‘ trace.’ Her several 
schemes of belief, or non-belief, appear to have been 
entertained one after another, with the same undoubting 
confidence, until the junctures successively arrived for their 
not regretful, but rather contemptuous, rejection. They are 
nowhere based upon reasoning, but they rest upon one and 
the same authority—the authority of Mrs. Besant. In the 
general absence of argument to explain the cause of her 
movements, she apparently thinks it sufficient to supply us 
with lier three portraits, as carrying with them sufficient 
attestation. If we ask upon which of her religions, or 
substitutes for religion, we are to place reliance, the reply 
would undoubtedly be, the last. Yes ; but who is to assure 
us that it will be the last 2”

That is, indeed, the question. He would be a bold 
prophet who predicted the last, or even the next, sweep of 
Mrs. Besant’s meteoric flight. Mr. Gladstone points out in 
the course of this passage what we laid stress upon at the 
beginning of Mrs. Besant’s theosophic avatar. • It never 
gave her pguse for a moment that she had been wrong 
before. She is always positively right now. A genius like

Newman, leaving the Church of England, accepts the 
humble duties of a curate in the Catholic Church, feeling 
that his long period of error called for modesty, if not 
silence, until he could at least satisfy himself and others 
that the change was permanent. Mrs. Besant is not kept 
back by such considerations. She vehemently advocates 
to-day with perfect self-confidence what she as vehemently 
opposdd yesterday; and it is this,impulsive element in her 
nature which gives force to Mi'. Gladstone’s criticism, as it 
justified the mistrust of her old Secular co-workers, who, 
nevertheless, parted from her with pain.

G. W. FOOTE.

THE CHURCH AND DIVORCE.

T h e  Convocation of York has published a Report directed 
against divorce. The attitude of the Church on the 
question is one of complete antagonism. It says, with 
Jesus, “  What, therefore, God hath joined together, let not 
man put asunder ” (Matt. xjx. 6). Of course it is under
stood that the ministers of God who have done the joining 
may also do the sundering. The Catholic Church, which 
is claimed by Mr. W. S. Lilly as the great bulwark of 
marriage, permitted the Duke of Aosta to marry his 
niece, and, though Mr. Lilly assures us “  divorce has no 
place within its fold,” allowed the daughter of the Duke of 
Hamilton and the Prince of Monaco to dissolve their 
marriage vows. The ground on which it did so was 
curious. It alleged that, though outwardly consent to 
marriage was given, yet inward consent was wanting. 
This doctrine, that a contract may lie broken because one 
of the parties docs not give inward consent, may commend 
itself to free-lovers. Vet the Church is only known to 
put forward such a doctrine in the case of the wealthy.

The aphorism, “  Whom God hath joined let no man put 
asunder,” like so many others from the same source, looks 
very fine in theory, but does not work out well in practice. 
Perhaps it is because Satan sometimes takes the place of 
God in the joining performance. At any rate, every 
civilised nation now allows that there are circumstances 
under which a contract, flagrantly violated by one partner, 
is no longer binding on the other. N oav, it is noticeable 
that the Bible legislation on the subject is altogether 
one-sided. Moses allowed the husband to givo his wife 
a bill of divorcement, or to try her by the water of 
jealousy. But there was no such permission to the 
wife. Jesus seems to allow a man to put away his wife 
for adultery, but has no legislation for the unfaithful 
husband. Indeed, in the same passage ho goes on to 
say that celibacy is altogether preferable to marriage, to 
those who are able to receive it. The evident teaching of 
Matt. xix. 12 is, that the perils of marriage may be escaped 
by making ourselves eunuchs ad majorem T)ei gloriam. 
Origen so understood it, and mutilated himself to escape 
temptation and marriage. On another point Jesus is still 
more explicit. Ho declares : “  Whosoever marrieth her 
which is put away doth commit adultery.” To the 
divorced woman this is a punishment, which, instead of 
tending to reform her, must tend in the opposite direction; 
while to prohibit a guiltless man from attempting to 
redeem the erring one by honest marriage is questionable 
morality.

Divorce is still the perquisite of the few. Before the 
Act of 1857 the privileged could obtain divorces.* But 
the process was long and costly. Adultery had to be 
proved before an Ecclesiastical Court, and again before the 
House of Lords, at which, of course, the bishops were, or 
had a right to be, present. The suits were calledprivilegia, 
and the name denoted their nature.f The Act of 1857 
extended to the middle classes privileges which, owing to 
expense, were only available to the nobility before that 
timo. The Church was violently opposed to such exten
sion, and the Bishop of Oxford and Mr. Gladstone exhausted 
every -effort of antagonism. They were opposed to the 
very principle of divorce, although every bishop had

ft The privileged were males. Out of hundreds of divorces 
before 1857 only four were granted to women, and these in most 
painful cases.

t  A  curious feature of these priviltgia was that the House of 
Lords always put into the Bill that the guilty partner should not 
be allowed to re-marry, which clause was always struck out in 
due course by the Commons.
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virtually sanctioned it in all the cases which came before 
the House of Lords. The Church now looks back to the* 
Act of 1857 as an iniquitous letting out of waters. It 
points to the fact that divorces have been and are on the! 
increase. The figures are by no means alarming. There] 
were 190 divorces in 1892. If this represented a tithe of 
the cases in which divorce would be for the welfare of 
husband, wife, children, and society, society might bo con
gratulated. The report issued by Convocation also points, 
to the comparatively frivolous reasons for which divorce is! 
granted in some of the American States. Doubtless there1 
may be error on the side of laxity as well as stringency/ 
But when have the clergy followed their obvious duty of 
pointing out that marriage should not be lightly entered 
upon 1 They are rather themselves examples of the 
opposite practice, and appear to hold that the command to 
increase and multiply is the one thing needful. The Free
thinker, Hume, states an argument against great facility 
of divorce, which has since been amplified, but not improved, 
by Mr. Gladstone. Hume says : “  IIow many frivolous 
quarrels and disgusts are there which people of common 
prudence endeavor to forget when they lie under the 
necessity of passing their lives together, but which would 
soon be inflamed into the most deadly hatred were they 
pursued to the utmost under the prospect of an easy 
separation.” Here, as elsewhere, moderation and good 
sense should prevail. But who will say that every man 
or woman who has had the mischance to link their lives with 
those who become habitual drunkards, hopelessly insane, 
or convicted criminals, should have no fresh chance of a 
better partnership 1 Yet for such cases neither Jesus, nor 
the Church, nor English law provides any remedy.

What is wanted in England is not that divorce should be 
made easy, but that it should be made just: as easy to the 
poor as to the rich, as easy for the woman as for the man. 
It was boasted that the Divorce Act extended to the 
people the privileges of the fow. As a matter of fact, the 
masses of the people never can avail themselves of it, how
ever urgent their necessity. In this question it is the 
offspring who should have first consideration. With those 
in comfortable circumstances the custody and care of 
children presents comparatively little difficulty. But with 
the poor it is otherwise. Drunkenness, dissipation, 
adultery, cruelty, and criminal habits aim heavy 
blows at the family who cannot bo removed from the 
effects of their bad surroundings. Those who, from a 
social point of view, should bo freest to obtain divorce are 
debarred from this protection to their children, through 
want of means to set the law in motion.

Women, too, who, as a rule, will never go to tho 
inconvenience of breaking up their home and incurring 
disrepute, save in cases of absolute extremity, are in a 
josition of inequality. English law empowers a man, 
mwever monstrous his conduct may have been, however 

great his cruelty, desertion, or adultery, to turn his wife 
out into the street and separate her from every intercourse 
with her children, and leave her to starve in a workhouse 
if, in a moment of weakness, she forgets her marriage vow. 
No act of the husband’s entitles the woman to plead in her 
defence; no number of years of forbearance, or of much 
tried fidelity, gives her protection. She may be turned 
into the street at an hour’s notice, while before the law she 
has absolutely no remedy. On the other side, a man may 
commit adultery as much as ho pleases, if he avoids all 
cruelty amounting to danger to life or limb, and tho wife is 
unable to obtain more thair a separation. How much 
the spiritual and temporal peers were really concerned 
for the interests of women in this matter may be judged 
by the fact that the House of Lords threw out an amend
ment of tho House of Commons to the effect that 
adultery under the conjugal roof should he ground for 
divorce on the part of the wife. Possibly the bishops and 
their lordships thought this would make divorce too 
common. Remembering this sample of male legislation 
for women, who can wonder at the much-talked-of, but 
little seen, revolt of women against male tyranny 1 What 
revolt could bo more justified than rebellion against 
enforced sexual relations, the burdens of which arc so 
unequally distributed. If tho Church wishes its protesta
tions for social welfare credited, let it insist on the serious, 
not the sacramental, character of marriage, and let it 
advocate that the law shall be as open to the poor as to the 
rich, and as free to the feeble as to the strong.

J. M. W heeler.

SECULARISM DISTINCT FROM ANARCHISM.

SECULARISM and Anarchism have recently, on more than 
one occasion, been classed together by Christian enthusiasts 
as if the two “  isms ” were synonymous in their teachings 
and methods. This is one of the many misrepresentations 
upon the part of orthodox theologians to which Secular 
philosophy has been subjected. It is to be regretted that 
too much of our time, as Secular exponents, has to be taken 
up in endeavoring to correct the many gross perversions as 
to the nature and object of Freethought propaganda that 
are continually being urged by would-be-thought pious 
folks, who profess to teach that charity which “  thinketh no 
evil.” Every unbiassed person who has fairly studied the 
subject should know that there is nothing in common 
between the teachings and methods of Secularism and 
those of Anarchism. The former is a system of life 
guided by reason and experience, and its method of 
advancing its claims upon society is one of argument and 
moral persuasion. It seeks to improve individual and 
national government by a peaceful, humane, and intellectual 
process ; but Anarchism means the abolition of all national 
government, and through its violent efforts to secure this 
result it has become associated with confusion, plunder, 
and murder. Underlying all forms of social revolt there 
will generally be found some features that are commend
able ; and Anarchism, in its highest aspect, is no exception 
to this rule. Its warfare against cruel and unjust laws and 
its desire to promote personal and general liberty (when 
this word is properly understood) may be regarded as 
being unobjectionable; but this part of its program is 
obscured and counteracted by bomb explosions and other 
forms of violence, which cause the destruction of innocent 
lives. Such barbarous and inhuman conduct Secularists 
abhor, and they unhesitatingly repudiate such brutal modes 
of warfare.

It may be urged by some that all revolt in the past has 
presented the same objectionable features, in more or less 
degree, to thoso which Anarchism does to-day. As an 
illustration of this allegation, reference is made to the great 
revolutions of our own country and of Franco. It should 
be remembered, however, that the conditions of society 
were then very different to what they arc now. Far be it 
from me to allege that we possess all necessary liberty ; still, 
it is true that we have more freedom and more individual 
rights than our predecessors could command, and, if we use 
what we have wisely, there can be no reasonable doubt but 
that more can be secured by peaceful means. At any rate, 
the endeavor to alter the economic laws regarding the 
possession and distribution of wealth by blowing up public 
buildings and recklessly sacrificing human life appears to 
me to be as foolish as it is certainly horrible and unjust. 
Personally, I adopt tho motto of Thomas Attwood of the 
old Political Union, which was : “  Peace, Law, and Order.” 
As wise men we should not overlook the lessons of the 
past. The leaders of tho English and French Revolutions, 
it is true, used physical force; but such violence was pro
voked by causes that do not exist in England at the present 
time. .Moreover, it should be remembered that the vio
lence did not settle any question of right, or make better 
rule permanent. It is ideas, not arms, that consolidate 
progress. Great and glorious as those revolutions were, we 
must not forget that they did not altogether succeed in 
their objects; for the Stuarts came back to the throne in 
England, and tho terrors in France arrested for generations 
the true principles of democracy. It was not that these 
outbreaks of an insulted people were wrong in themselves, 
but the deplorable fact connected with these revolts was 
that tho means employed to securo tho desired emancipation 
from wrong provoked a reaction in the public mind. 
Indications are not wanting that the same thing, to some 
extent, is likely to occur among us, and from similar 
causes, unless the madness of certain Anarchists ceases. It 
is no justification for resorting to physical force to-day to 
urge that it was necessary in tho past, for now we have 
other and better means at our command to obtain reform. 
1 have gravo fears that, if peace and order are ignored in 
our political and social struggles, progress will bo retarded, 
liberty delayed, and the enemies of civilisation will once 
more triumph.

It should be highly gratifying to every friend of political 
and social advancement to note the rapidly-extending 
belief that, with our present laws and institutions, imperfect
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as they are, to use violence with a view of obtaining reform 
is unwise and indefensible. As a Secularist, I hold that 
such a method is useless and immoral, and that resorting to 
it can tend only to check the achievement of the objects of 
true reformers. Order is essential to all permanent pro
gress ; hence it is evident, to my mind, that some govern
ment by law is necessary. Goethe said: “  The best 
government is self-government.” This implies an absence 
of those elements that destroy social tranquility. It also 
implies the existence of a moral sentiment and a desire to 
do that which will be for the benefit of all sections of the 
community. Reformers of our time should be more en
lightened and better informed than were their predecessors. 
They have had what those who toiled in the past had not 
— namely, the teachings of Spencer, Darwin, and others 
to impress upon their minds the overwhelming importance 
of the law of evolution, which is applicable to all the 
concerns of life as well as to the formation of species. 
The results of what were once believed to be the effects of 
revolution are now recognised as being a growth of time, 
and not a sudden product. To be of lasting service to the 
world, changes must be the outcome of matured thought 
and of gradual process. Government-and social order, of 
the best and most endurable kind, arise from the exercise 
of the intellect, and not from the explosion of gunpowder. 
While it would be folly to blame our ancestors for not 
acting in accordance with this law of evolution, which was 
unknown to them, it would be a lack of duty upon our 
part not to condemn the neglect of it by our contempo
raries. Men aiming at the reform of society at the present 
time, and ignoring the lessons of experience, prove them
selves destitute of insight concerning all genuine improve
ment.

As we hold it to be a self-evident truth that it is 
irrational for a man to inflict injury either upon himself 
or upon others, the only logical inference that can bo 
drawn from the propagandism of the physical-force Anar
chists is, that it is conducted by men laboring under some 
hallucination that blinds them to the consequences that 
will follow their wild actions. I thoroughly condemn such 
conduct as a fatal policy, even if it could be proved that 
the principles of Anarchism were reasonable in themselves. 
I am opposed to priests and the Church, yet I would be no 
party to stabbing or in any way inflicting physical torture 
upon the former, or in pulling down the latter and with its 
materials mending the highways.

“ Thou shalt not steal ” and “  Thou shalt do no murder” 
are no doubt old-fashioned notions ; but, if stealing 
and murdering were practised generally, what would be 
the state of society 1 Would it not become a condition of 
chaos, where danger, confusion, and uncertainty would 
reign supreme 1 Supposing the Anarchists’ programme 
were carried out, there would be nothing left but disorder, 
individual jealousies, and the subjection of the weak to the 
strong. It does appear to me that to destroy the State, 
with the object of reforming society, would be beginning 
at the wrong end. Anarchism is based upon a misconcep
tion of the true meaning of political and social freedom. 
Advocates of these wild and impractical efforts for reform 
seem to be impressed with the idea that all government is 
an infringement upon the rights of the individual. In my 
article next week I will endeavour to show the fallacy of 
this notion.

In the meantime it must be understood that, while 
Secularism prescribes no particular class of politics, yet it 
teaches that it is the duty of all Secularists to strive to 
secure that form of government which would be the reflex 
of the intelligence and requirements of the general com
munity. Secularism counsels the subjugation of evil 
passions and the fostering of that mental equilibrium 
which is the surest guarantee against violent and extrava
gant actions. Secularists are not blind to the wrongs and 
inequalities that still so terribly mar the happiness of life; 
but to attempt to correct these evils by physical force, in 
the present state of society, is condemned by Secular 
philosophy. What good and lasting purpose has ever 
been achieved by allowing brutal passions to run riot 1 
Reason and experience answer, “ None whatever.” Secular
ism, therefore, enjoins upon its adherents the duty of 
governing themselves. It is incumbent upon us all to 
withdraw our eyes from the barbaric past, and to renounce 
its anachronisms. Let the people in general fix their gaze 
upon the future of humanity, and resolve to do their best 
to induce the world, of which they are part, to march

boldly and peaceably on in the path to political justice and 
social harmony ; they will then, as the philosopher Con
dorcet said, possess the “  pleasure of having done a lasting 
good, which fate cannot destroy by the fatal exchange of 
recalling prejudices and slavery.”

Charles W atts

THE TEN COMMANDMENTS.

( Concluded from'page 55S.)

Commandment the Eighth.— “ Thou shalt not steal ” 
(Exodus xx. 15; Deut. v. 19). And yet the Jewish God 
commanded the Israelites to rob the Egyptians of “  jewels 
of silver, jewels of gold, and raiment,” under the pretence 
of borrowing such goods of them (Exodus xi. 2 ; xii. 35). 
The revised version of the Bible substitutes the verb “  to 
ask ” for the verb “  to borrow.” To “  ask ” what 1— to give or 
to lend l For it must have been one or the other; and all 
the circumstances of the case point to the latter meaning as 
being the true reading. The old translation, therefore, is 
the truthful and best one. The Egyptians did not give, 
but lent; and as the Israelites took without the intention 
of giving back again, they robbed. Were this not so, how 
could the Israelites be said to have spoiled the Egyptians 
(Exodus iii. 22) 1 For it is not to be supposed that these 
primitive Egyptians practised the Christ-like precept, 
though not Christian virtue, to “  do good and lend, hoping 
for nothing again ” (Luke vi. 35).

According to the Lovitical laws, a thief was either to 
“  make full restitution,” or, if he had nothing, then to bo 
“ sold for his theft ” (Exodus xxii. 3 ); unless, indeed, he 
stole simply for the purpose of satisfying his hunger. 
“  Men do not despise a thief, if he steal to satisfy his soul 
when he is hungry ” (Prov. vi. 30). It was not for this 
purpose that the Israelites robbed the Egyptians and the 
inhabitants of the land of Canaan ; the latter, indeed, they 
murdered when they did not rob them. Joshua tells us 
that this was the case. “ It came to pass,” says he, 
“  when the children of Israel were waxen strong, that they 
put the Canaanites to tribute, but did not utterly drivo 
them out” (Joshua xvii. 13). “  Tribute ” is a pretty word
to use, but it really means “  blackmail.”

Commandment the Ninth.— “ Thou shalt not bear false 
witness against thy neighbor” (Exodus xx. 16; Deut. v. 
20). And yet we are told by a prophet that the God of 
Israel employed a “  lying spirit ” to cajole Ahab, the King 
of Israel, even unto death. Here is a full, but shortened, 
account of the matter :—

Ahab, the King of Israel, desiring to possess Rarnoth- 
Gilead—a strongly fortified city, standing in a mountain 
pass between Israel and Judah—inquired of the prophets 
of the God of Israel, about four hundred men, if ho should 
bo successful in an effort to take it. The answer of the 
prophets was : “  Go up; for the Lord shall deliver it into 
the hand of the king.” Now, although we are assured that 
“ in the multitude of counsellors there is safety” (Prov. xi. 
14), this aphorism does not seem to have applied to jrrophels. 
At all events, it did not in the eyes of Jchoshaphat, the 
King of Judah, who had undertaken to assist the King of 
Israel with horses and men in the contemplated siego. 
Doubt rested in his mind as to the prophetic ability or 
truthfulness of these four hundred prophets, for he asked : 
“  Is there not here a prophet of the Lord besides, that we 
may enquire of him V There was one, “  Micaiah, the son 
of Imlah ”; but the King of Israel hated him, because, said 
the king, “  he doth not prophesy good concerning me, but 
evil.” However, Micaiah was sent for, and when he 
arrived, in answer to the king, ho said : “  Go and prosper; 
for the Lord shall deliver it into the hand of the king.” 
But the king doubted him, and adjured him to tell the 
truth. Then said Micaiah : “  I saw all Israel scattered 
upon the hills, as sheep that have not a shepherd.” Said 
Israel to Jehoshaphat: “  Did I not tell thee that he would 
prophesy no good concerning me, but evil 2” Then spake 
Macaiah : “  Hear thou, therefore, the word of the Lord. I 
saw the Lord sitting on his throne, and all the host of 
heaven standing by him on his right hand, and on his loft. 
And the Lord said, Who shall persuade Ahab, that lie may 
go up and fall at Ramoth-gilead 1 And one said on this 
manner, and another said on that manner. And there came 
forth a spirit, and stood before the Lord, and said, I will
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persuade him. And the Lord said unto him, Wherewith ? 
And he said, I will go forth, and I will bo a lying spirit in 
the mouth of all his prophets. And he (the Lord) said, 
Thou shalt persuade him, and prevail also : go forth and 
do so ” (l Kings xxii. 3-22).

Evil spirits and deceitful utterances seem to have been 
patronised largely by the Jewish god. Thus we read: 
“  The spirit of the Lord departed from Saul, and an evil 
spirit from the Lord troubled him” (1 Samuel xvi. 14); 
“  Behold, this evil is of the Lord ” (2 Kings vi. 33); “ 0  
Lord, thou hast deceived m e” (Jeremiah xx. 7 ); “ If the 
prophet be deceived when he hath spoken a thing, I the 
Lord have deceived that prophet ” (Ezekiel xiv. 9 ); “ Shall 
there be evil in the city, and the Lord hath not done it ?” 
(Amos iii. 6 ); “  Evil came down from the Lord unto the 
gate of Jerusalem ” (Micah i. 12).

Commandment the Tenth.— “  Thou shalt not covet thy 
neighbor’s house, thou shalt not covet thy neighbor’s wife, 
nor his manservant, nor his maidservant, nor his ox, nor 
his ass, nor anything that is thy neighbour’s ” (Exodus 
xx. 17 ; Deut. v. 21). And yet the God who gave this 
commandment for the edification and government of man 
was the God of the patriarch Jacob—of Jacob who is the 
impersonation of deceit and covetousness; the God with
out whose assistance Jacob could not have defrauded his 
uncle Laban of his cattle (Genesis xxx. 31-43). This, also, 
was the God of David; for are we not told that David 
was “ aman after God’s own heart ” (1 Samuel xiii. 14; 
Acts xiii. 22) 1 And David was not only a captain of 
robbers and cut-throats (1 Samuel xviii. 27 ; xxii. 1 ,2 ;  
xxiii. 14; xxv. 21, 22; xxvii. 11), but was the murderer 
of the man whose wife he had debauched (2 Samuel xi. 
2-21). Further, it was this Jewish God who, in his 
dealings with the Israelites and the inhabitants of Canaan, 
consecrated, if he did not institute—

The simple plan,
That those should take who have the power,

And those should keep who can.
A high-handed and unjust proceeding, which, of course, 
commends itself to those who believe in the Christian 
dogma that “ he that hath [much], to him shall be given ; 
and he that hath not [much], from him shall bo taken even 
that which he hath ” (Mark iv. 25; Matthew xiii. 12; 
Luke viii. 18).

In what light, then, ought we to view these command
ments—as having been given supernaturally, or as being 
mere human decrees ? Most certaiidy the latter—as 
decrees resulting naturally from that social intercourse 
which necessarily took place “ when men began to multiply 
on the face of the earth” (Genesis vi. 1)—decrees the 
inception and fashioning of which were the outcome of 
experience and common sense. To believo otherwise one 
must assume that, before Moses, such commandments, or 
rules for the conduct of men one towards another, were 
unknown; whereas it is a well-known historic fact that the 
very reverse is the case. Ages before the advent of Moses 
these or similar laws—or such of them as appertained to 
the well-being and progress of humanity—were known to, 
and practised by, the Egyptians, and at other great centres 
of civilisation. The story of Joseph proves this statement 
up to the hilt; as also does the fact that Moses, having 
murdered an Egyptian, fled to another land in order to 
escape punishment for his crime. It was murder! If it 
were not, vdiy did Moses “  hide the corpse in the sand ” 
(Exodus ii. 12)? It was murder! If it were not, why was 
it that Moses “ fled from the face of Pharaoh ” (Exodus ii. 
15), who, as chief of the State whose laws Moses had 
broken, had a right to punish him ? This fact alone 
enables the measure of “  divine afflatus ” possessed by 
Moses to be accurately gauged. N. M. X.

An Argyllshire elder was asked how the kirk got along. 
He said : “ Aweel we had four hundred members. Then we 
had a division, and there were only two hundi-ed left ; then 
a disruption, and only ten of us left. Then we had a heresy 
trial, and now there’s only me and ma brither Duncan left, 
and I lia’ great doots o’ Duncan’s orthodoxy.”

Wife (returned from church)—“ You should have heard 
Mr. Goodman’s sermon, this morning, my deal-. I don’t 
know when anything has made such a profound impression 
upon me.” Husband—“ Did you walk home ?” Wife—“ No ; 
I took a tramcar; and do you know, John, the conductor 
never asked me for my fare ! Wasn’t I lucky?”

IS THE BIBLE OBSCENE?

This is a delicate question, which will come before the 
United States Courts in October. The case has already 
been briefly mentioned in the columns of the Freethinker. 
A  Mr. J. B. Wise, of Clay Center, Kansas, had some 
religious controversy with the Rev. H. B. Vennum, of 
Industry, Kansas. He sent the man of God a post-card, 
whereon were inscribed simply and solely the words of God 
found in the twelfth verse of the thirty-sixth chapter of 
Isaiah ; words so peculiarly divine that they are repeated 
verbatim from 2 Kings xviii. 27. The reverend gentleman 
was incensed with this proof that his adversary had followed 
the divine injunction to “  search the Scriptures.” He 
handed the post-card over to the police, and Mr. Wise was 
arrested for obscenity. Had the charge against him been 
simply that of sending an abusive post-card, his case would 
be of comparatively little interest. But the charge brought 
against him is that of having “ mailed obscene matter.” 
For this he was arrested, and is hold in heavy bail. To 
ensure his conviction it will be necessary for a jury to 
affirm that this portion of the Bible, which, by the way, 
in England is ordered by our Parliament-appointed Book of 
Common Prayer to be read publicly in the churches every 
7th of May and every 11th of December, is obscene, or to 
anticipate legal quibbles, at any rate, that it becomes so 
when written down and transmitted openly through the 
mails. Some American Freethinkers are getting up funds 
for the defence of Mr. Wise. If this is necessary to ensure 
a fair trial against a clerical prosecutor, there can be no 
objection. But, as a matter of policy, I cannot avoid 
the reflection that the cause of Freethought has more 
to gain by the conviction of Mr. Wise than by his 
acquittal. The affirmation by a court of justice that 
the Bible contains obscene matter which must not be 
transmitted through the post will do much to open tho 
public eye to the real character of the semi-barbarous 
documents worshipped as the word of God. I would, 
therefore, suggest to our American friends that they might 
do well not to subscribe for the defence, but simply for an 
appeal to the Supreme Court upon conviction, so that tho 
matter may obtain the utmost publicity. If they make too 
much fuss over tho defence, tho clerical prosecutor will 
probably withdraw from the charge, and a rare opportunity 
of exposing the real character of the old Jew book bo lost.

If tho Bible can bo acquitted of the charge of 
obscenity, it is difficult to say what book can come within 
the definition. Its language is often revoltingly coarse, 
and quite unnecessarily so, as in tho passages which so 
stirred the reverend minister when written on a post-card. 
But this is child-like innocence itself compared with tho 
impurity of Genesis xix. and xxxviii, In Leviticus and 
Deuteronomy crimes are detailed which are considered 
unmentionable in polite society. The story of the Lovite 
and his concubine in Judges xix. is horribly disgusting. 
The tales of David and Bathsheba, and Ammon and his sister 
Tamar, are libidinous in character. The “ linked sweet
ness, long drawn out,” of the Song of Solomon is of so 
sensual a character that the Jewish doctors prohibited its 
reading to all under the ago of thirty. The prophet 
Ezekiel is so filthy in his imagery that the stuff he was 
ordered to eat seems to have been his fitting diet.

U n c l e  B e n j a m in .

THE LATE DATE OF THE PSALMS.

The theory of Professor Edwin Johnson, that the whole 
tho Bible is of late date, has not, I believe, found man) 
converts even among Freethinkers; and the task of up 
holding such a theory against a wilderness of authority 
might prove a difficult one, especially to an unlearned man. 
But, looking through the Psalms recently, I was forcibly 
struck with some reflections tending in tho same direction, 
which I venture to set down. The Psalms, as a whole, 
certainly show a cultivated people in misfortuno. Their 
psychological standpoint is altogether out of harmony 
with the time of David, indeed, rather suited to to-day—  
say to the Jews in Poland or Russia. It is this which 
gives them life, and has made them so acceptable to Scotch 
Covenantors and French Camisards. But persecution has 
been so common, especially by Christians, that in this
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there is little whereby we can affix a date, save only that 
the note of affliction in so many psalms is quite unsuited to 
the-circumstances ascribed to their alleged author, David. 
The absurdity of David, who stored up a hundred thousand 
talents of gold and a thousand thousand talents of silver 
(1 Chron. xxii. 14), saying, “ I am poor and needy” 
(Psalms lxxxvii., cix. 22), need not be dilated upon.

One noted passage, “  By the waters of Babylon we sat 
down and wept when we remembered Zion” (cxxxvii. 1), 
is taken by all rational critics as showing a date posterior 
to the Babylonian captivity. I would suggest the possi
bility that here, as well as in 1 Peter v. 13, Babylon is a 
synonym for Rome. Psalm xliv. 11 says distinctly, 
“ Thou hast scattered us among the heathen,” and com
pares their condition to sheep. It is very questionable 
if this was so appropriate in the Babylonian days as much 
later. “ Say among the heathen that the Lord reigneth” 
(Psalm xcvi. 10) shows that they were dispersed. Israel 
and the heathen are constantly contrasted as they only 
would be when the Israelites were scattered among 
the heathen. It is plain that the Psalms were compiled 
after the temple was destroyed. “ They have cast fire 
into thy sanctuary, they have defiled by casting down the 
dwelling-place of thy name to the ground” (lxxiv. 7). It 
goes on to say “ They have burned up all the synagogues 
in the land.” When did this occur ? In the time of 
Antiochus of Titus, or of the Crusades ? When were 
synagogues first set up ?

Jerusalem must have been destroyed. “  0  God, the 
heathen are come into thine inheritance; thy holy temple 
they have defiled; they have laid Jerusalem on heaps” 
(lxxix. 1); “ they have devoured Jacob and laid waste his 
dwelling-place ” (v. 7). Yet this Psalm is ascribed to 
Asaph, one of the chief singers of David; while another 
for the sons of Korah says : “  Yea, the sparrow hath found 
an house, and the swallow a nest for herself where she may 
lay her young; even thine altars, 0  Lord of hosts, my 
king, and my G od” (lxxxiv. 3). In Isaiah lxiv. 10, 11 the 
plain statement is made, “ Zion is a wilderness, Jerusalem a 
desolation. Our holy and our beautiful house where our 
fathers praised thee is burned up with fire, and all our 
pleasant things aro laid waste.” This, being ascribed to a 
prophet, may be taken as a prophecy by whosoever list; but 
the similar statements in the Psalms are proof to me that 
these writings were compiled after the destruction of 
Jerusalem.

When these passages are pointed out, the school of 
rational critics, represented by Drs. Driver and Chcyne, 
admit that there are signs of late date in the Psalms, and 
they will assign those 1 have mentioned to “  the Maccabean 
period.” Eeuss goes further, and assigns the bulk of the 
Psalms to Maccabean times. If these particular Psalms, 
■why not others ?” If any of the Old Testament documents 
are of that or a later period, clearly its compilation, as a 
whole, must lie as late as the latest. Much nonsense has 
been written by the so-called rational critics about “  lato 
interpolations.” What they call interpolations are often 
really signs of the late date of the whole document.

Lucianus.

ONLY HUMAN NATURE.
[A  P oem  F ou n d ed  on  F a c t .]

A te ac h e r  in a Sunday scheol 
Announced that he’d present 

A silver-clasped morocco-bound 
Illumined Testament 

To every boy who, on the next 
Bright Sunday, could repeat 

From memory a chapter of 
The Scriptures all complete.

When Sunday came the teacher found 
But one had gained the prize,

And so he set to work a plan 
.Much better to devise ;

Instead of Testaments, he said,
“ I’ll give a ball arid bat.”

When Sunday came, each urchin bright 
Had learnt his chapter p at!

— Western Figaro.

Some people are a good deal like angels’ wings. That is, 
they are no earthly good to anybody.

A C I D  D R O P S .

The Rev. J. Guinness Rogers, of London, discoursed last 
Sunday at Newport, near Dundee,, and declared himself a 
Christian Optimist, which is a curious faith for one who 
believes, or who ought to believe, that the majority of this 
world’s inhabitants are walking straight to hell, and are 
sure to plunge into it. Mr. Rogers had a great deal to say 
about Christ. Among other things, he said that no man 
could die as Jesus died. Well, many men have died more 
firmly. There was nothing particularly heroic in crying 
out “ My God, my God, why hast thou forsaken me ?” As 
for the “ agony and bloody sweat” in Gethsemane, it would 
be regarded as a mark of cowardice, or, at least, of great 
weakness, in any other “ martyr” than the nauseously 
belauded prophet who died on Calvary.

Mr. Rogers, who had crossed the Tay Bridge, was kind 
enough to say that “ science was doing a great- deal,” but he 
thought it would be sad if man had nothing else to rest 
upon but what he could do for himself. Perhaps so. But it 
would be still sadder if he had nothing else to rest upon but 
what Jesus Christ could do for him. Science builds a Tay 
Bridge, and Jesus Christ inspires endless blethering.

“ The Scotch Sturgeon,” the Rev. John McNeill, is 
reviving (or should it be revivaling V) at the antipodes. By 
the local press he is described as a great and commanding 
orator, but the description is not borne out by the printed 
report of his eloquence. An extract given in the Westminster 
Gazette is so low and vulgar that the speaker would never be 
tolerated in a Secular meeting-place. Still, it seems good 
enough for the Christians of the southern hemisphere; at 
any rate, they greeted it with loud applause.

John McNeill is the “ funny man” of the revival business. 
He has a certain number of catchwords that do duty with 
great regularity. One of them is “ Juggins.” John is not a 
Juggins himself. Oh dear no. He makes a first-rate living 
by downing on religious platforms. The Jugginses are the 
people who listen and pay.

A new sect, according to the New York Herald, has started 
in Brooklyn, led by a Mr. D. Stellfer Moulton, a Harvard 
graduate, who proclaims himself the Supreme High Priest 
of God. The new sect puts John the Baptist in the place of 
.Jesus, and certainly he is less objectionable, probably 
because less is known about him. Moulton claims to have 
two thousand followers. ___

Moulton says that John the Baptist was the original 
founder of Christianity. He started the movement and 
taught all its distinctive doctrines, and when he was 
imprisoned by Herod Jesus left him, without so much as an 
effort to effect his release, and stepped into the place that 
belonged to John rightfully.

It is very curious that in Asia Minor there still exists a 
sect known as the Mendai, or Christians of St. John, who hold 
the very doctrine started by D. S. Moulton, and even go the 
length of saying that Isa (J esus) was an impostor.

A Mr. A. Vance, in a curious work, entitled Vox 
Clamantium, came to the conclusion, from a dissection of 
the gospels, that many of the ut terances ascribed to Jesus 
really belonged to John the Baptist.

The Austrian bigots refused to have the bells tolled at the 
death of Baron Mundy, because ho had committed suicide. 
The Baron was noted for his philanthropy, and thousands 
turned out to show their respect at his funeral. After the 
Franco-Prussian War he paid all the expenses of the wounded 
and prisoners being returned to their own homes.

One of the witnesses before the Welsh Land Commission 
said he remembered the time when he paid tithe in eggs. 
“ The parish clerk used to come round and count the hens, 
and we had to give an egg for every hen and two for every 
cock.” In clerical reckoning a tenth of a fowl equalled one 
egg, but a tenth of a rooster was equal to two eggs.

After the gatling-guns come the missionaries in Matabele- 
land. All the natives left alive are to be taught “ the 
dignity of labor ”—for British capitalists—and “ the way to 
heaven through Jesus Christ.” So says the Rev. .Limes 
Hughes, -of Kimberley, S.A., who has come over here to 
“ procure money ” for this noble enterprise.

The Liverpool Pulpit is down on the South African 
Baptists for accepting a gift of nine thousand acres of land 
in Matabele and Mashonaland from Mr. Cecil Rhodes, and 
calls on them to “ fling back, with disdain and horror, the 
price of human blood.”

Our indignant contemporary adds : “ When the land of
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the Matabele has been paid for, when due confession of the 
sin of filibustering has been made, when penitence has been 
shown by such reparation as is in the power of mortals, and 
when the whole bad policy of extending the empire by 
means of Maxim guns has been abandoned, then, and not 
until then, ought the ‘ handsome donations1 of these people 
to find their way to the treasury of God.” Probably the 
Baptists of South Africa think God is not particular as to 
the items that make up his banking account.

The Rev. Dawson Rogers, writing against the Anarchists, 
says Christ used no violence. The scourge he used in the 
temple was only employed on the sheep and oxen. But 
does it not say he poured out the changers and overthrew 
the tables? Very likely it was all done gently, and in a 
spirit of sweet reasonableness.

The Pall Mall Gazette mentions that the paternal Govern
ment of Hanover had the multiplication table bound up 
with the school catechisms, so that the doctrine of the 
Trinity glared heresy at the line of three.

Sarah Ann Whitehead, the victim of the Mumps tragedy, 
was buried without any religious ceremony ; the Catholic 
priest, who was engaged by the relatives, refusing to 
officiate, on the ground that she was not a Catholic. No 
hopes of a glorious resurrection were held out to her ; but 
her husband and murderer will have every spiritual 
consolation and opportunity of making his salvation sure.

Bruneau, the French priest, who was executed for the 
murder of the Abbé Fricot, made an edifying ending, as 
became one who had committed numberless crimes. The 
priest who attended him said he was absolutely penitent. 
There must have been much joy in heaven over his reception. 
His last act was to kiss the crucifix.

China's Millions, a missionary journal, devoted to the 
conversion of the Flowery Land, calls for more workers. 
The proportion of Christian missionaries to the number of 
the Chinese makes the task as if half-a-dozen Chinese were 
seeking to convert London. Especially more money is 
wanted. This is the universal cry of missionaries, who 
collect from the rich fools who have no eves for heathenism 
nor hearts for wretchedness at home in Christian England.

Dr. G. Vance Smith, replying in the Nineteenth Century to 
Mr. Gladstone’s article on Heresy, takes exception to the 
G. O. M.’s statement that 450 millions of professing Christians 
agree in witnessing to the “  central truths ” of the Incarnation 
and the Trinity. “ When all is said and done,” asks Dr. 
Smith, “ what is the testimony thus appealed to worth l 
What proportion of these numberless millions can be said to 
1 witness ’ to the alleged truths with any rational conviction 
of their own, or after any intelligent inquiry worthy of 
acknowledgment ? What of the mass of English Christians, 
including the multitudes of fine people who frequent 
churches and chapels merely because it is the fashion to do 
so ? Their testimony, surely, is only a nominal thing, 
destitute of weight or value.”

“ Numbers,” says Dr. Smith, “ are no test of truth. 
Otherwise, what should we have to say of those other 
hundreds of millions, Buddhists and Mohammedans, who 
are as passionately devoted to their religion as are Christians, 
and, indeed, far more so ?” This has often been urged on 
Secular platforms, and wo are glad to see it presented in a 
“ high-class ” magazine.

Talmage makes the following admission in a letter dated 
Samoa, June, 1894:—“ it is a common saying among the 
natives that first comes the missionary, then comes the 
merchant, then comes the Consul, then comes the man-of- 
war, then------Oh, my !” ____

The Rev. Silas J. Hocking, of Southport, is a leading light 
of Nonconformity, and during Dr. Parker’s absence he has 
been discoursing at the City Temple on “ The Grandeur of 
Life.” He was very severe on “ the pessimists.” “ Your 
pessimist,” he said, “ is always a little man.” Further, “ the 
keynote of his philosophy is the wail of Solomon, ‘ Vanity 
of vanities; all is vanity.’ ” Mr. Hocking should really bo 
more careful. I lis argument makes Solomon “ a little man,” 
while the Bible makes him a great monarch and the “ wisest 
of men.”

“ The man that believes ho is merely a clod,” Mr. Hocking 
said, “ will remain a clod to the end of the chapter.” Very 
likely. But will Mr. Hocking be good enough to tell us who 
are the men that think themselves clods 1

Mr. Hocking, who is a writer himself, is guilty of great 
impertinence in his reference to Thomas Hardy. Of course 
he is free to prefer “ one page” of Robert Browning to “ all 
the volumes’ of Thomas Hardy, for that is a matter of taste, 
and England is a free country, especially for the likes of

Silas J. Hocking. But it is quite another thing to call 
Thomas Hardy a pessimist after saying that all pessimists 
are little men. Thomas Hardy a little man ! And his 
ticket put upon him by Silas J. Hocking ! It is a spectacle 
to convulse the universe.

Mr. Hooking wound up with the conclusion of Bryant’s 
Thanatopsis, which is one of the finest pieces of writing of 
one of the finest American poets. Yet the editor of the 
Christian Commonwealth asks if any reader can “ trace the 
authorship ” of the lines.

Bryant’s lines are indeed “ fine,” but they were singularly 
inappropriate at the end of Mr. Hocking’s discourse. Mr. 
Hocking talked ever so much more than he knew about the 
future life, whereas there is not even a suggestion of im
mortality in Thanatopsis, which speaks of “ the silent halls 
of death,” and bids us approach death as we go to our beds 
to rest.

Christian ladies may be allowed a fair supply of super
stition, but why does Miss Marianne Farningham parade 
hers so glaringly in the Christian World ? Could not the 
editor put a little restraint on the exuberance of her 
credulity ? She tells of a lady who wanted a hundred 
pounds badly, whereupon she sought the Lord in prayer, 
and two days iater she received a letter containing a cheque 
for a hundred pounds from a gentleman who thought he had 
paid too little for one of her pictures. “ Now,” asks Miss 
Farningham, “ how had that been brought about ?” Of 
course she means that God arranged the matter. Why, then, 
does he not work a similar miracle for other poor women, 
some of whom do not want a hundred pounds, but a hundred 
pence? .Miss Farningham should drop conundrums and 
offer explanations.

Moody, says the New York Congregationalist, was exhort
ing at Washington, and in the course of his outpouring he 
asserted that, if Christ were to come to this world again and 
appear in that city, the people would not consent to be 
governed by him. Moody asked the audience if they would 
receive Christ, and put the question pointedly to a “ colored 
brother” sitting near the pulpit: “ Would you vote for 
him ?” It was an unlucky question, for the “ image of God 
in ebony ” replied: “ ’Twouldn’t do no good ; they wouldn’t 
count my vote.” No wonder that Moody “ at once changed 
the subject.”

Poor Christian Commonwealth ! Having opened a column, 
which is yet very carefully guarded, for “ Objections to 
Christianity,” it finds (or we find) the space nearly monopo
lised by the lowest class of Christian defenders, such as J. 
H. Mitchell, who pours out the contents of his book of 
extracts, with little connecting passages of his own, written 
as much in defiance of grammar as of common sense. 
Another long-winded Christian is G. Flower, who hails 
from Beckham, although his proper address would be Colncy 
Hatch. He stands up for the reality of witchcraft, cites 
Macbeth, and is of opinion that witches are “ instruments of 
hell ” and “ unfit to live.” The poor man is far gone, and we 
fear he is typical of the Christian Commonwealth’s readers.

It is reported that the appearance of the Virgin Mary up 
a tree in Austrian Silesia, is owing to an American student 
lodging in the vicinity with a magic-lantern.

The heathen Chinee is learning all the tricks of Americans. 
In the States he is buying land for joss houses, because it is 
exempt from taxation, and so is sure to increase in value. 
“ John” will soon plant in Chicago the most magnificent 
joss house in America at a cost of not less than ten thousand 
dollars. The furniture and paraphernalia are all being 
manufactured in China.

Advertisements sometimes throw light on the times we 
live in. Here are three from the Two Worlds which help to 
make darkness visible :—

W anted a Psyciiometrist for a medical business in a populous 
Yorkshire district.

W anted lady clairvoyant to travel with hypnotic exhibition. 
Must be good, clear, and refined. Long engagement to suitable 
person. Address, with photo, age, and lowest terms, Hypnotist.

A strology.—What does your Horoscopo indicate as regards 
your prospects in Health, Marriage, Business, etc? Write for 
Prospectus to -----
This last is one of five astrologers, all advertising to tell 
your fortune from the stars.

Owen Stevens is another “ mojuin” who lias been grabbed 
at Bradford, Pennsylvania, while impersonating a spirit. 
He owned up, but offered to “ lick” the man that caught 
him. Next day Stevens, who had been living in clover, left 
tho town. If ho returns, ho will ho arrested for obtaining 
money under false pretences.

An aged undertaker was asked if he had ever seen any

l
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spooks. He laughed derisively and said : “ No, and I doubt 
if you will find anyone in my line of business who believes 
in the existence of such things. We find there is nothing 
more harmless and pitiful than dead people.”

Mr. S. C. Hall promised some spiritists he would reappear 
to them after he was dead. He was rather taken back when 
they expressed themselves anxious for the speedy fulfilment 
of his promise. This was nearly as bad as Douglas Jerrold’s 
’•ut at Heraud, the mystical poet and bore, who asked him if 
ne had read his Descent into Hell. “ No,” said Jerrold, “ but 
I should much like to see it.”

An American traveller says they have improved Jerusalem 
of late. They have some decent hotels, commanding views 
of the Church of the Holy Sepulchre and the Mount of 
Olives; but still the dirty monks are everywhere, and there 
is not a drop of good liquor in the place.

Dr. Dallinger, the Wesleyan scientist, rejects Paley’s 
design argument, and also the design argument of Professor 
Drummond’s Ascent o f Man. Nevertheless, he believes in 
some sort of “ design” or “ purpose,” but it appears to be too 
deep for human comprehension. Good old Incomprehensi
bility ! What a friend he has been to the theologians ! 
Verily, yea verily, too much comprehension is dangerous, 
and a god understood is no god at all.

Dr. Dallinger says: “ Professor Drummond adopts the 
conception of ‘ design,’ which is, in root and branch, a 
human conception—-Paleyan in principle—and, therefore, I 
without hesitancy reject it.” But he does not tell us how 
any conception of design or God’s purposes can be other 
than a human conception.

The difference between Paley and I)r. Dallinger seems to 
be this: Paley predicated “ design ” in specific things he 
knew something about, and Dallinger predicates it in vague 
thing's beyond finite comprehension.

The Church Times denies that Ritualism makes Romanists, 
any more than Romanism makes Agnostics. It says we 
hear a great deal of the influx of converts to the Roman 
Church, though commonly only from sources which are not 
free from suspicion. “ We do not hear of a terrible drain 
from her membership, which, alas ! too frequently travels 
in the direction of unbelief.”

An American paper notes that a decision has been handed 
down by the Supreme Court of Alabama in the case of 
Sylvester Festorozzi and others, executors of St. Joseph’s 
Catholic Church in Mobile, sent up from the Chancery 
Court. Some time ago a prominent Roman Catholic died at 
Mobile and bequeathed §2,000 to be used for saying masses 
for his soul. The court holds the bequest void, because there 
is no living beneficiary of the trust endeavored to be created, 
the soul not being an entity at law.

The llyogo Hews, Kobe, Japan, gives the following peculiar 
advertisement: “ When my daughter was sick I prayed
the Kompira of Sanuki providence for her recovery, pledging 
to let her pay a thanksgiving visit to the temple by creeping 
on her hands and feet all the way through, in imitation of 
cattle, if she recovered. The prayer was heard, and she 
recovered. But, after all, it is impossible for a tender girl to 
creep several hundreds of miles to Sanuki. T should, there
fore, like to find a substitute for her,; and if anyone offering 
himself or herself be found suitable for the task, I will give 
such a person .£200.” Probably Jesus would do, as he is the 
Christian’s substitute-bearer for sins.

Christian peasants at Boschewn, in Austria, broke into 
the house of a wealthy Jewish farmer, who appears to have 
excited the enmity of a portion of the community, and 
murdered not only him, but all the members of his family, 
consisting of eight persons. Christian teaching has left 
them almost as savage and bigoted as in the Middle Ages.

The Y ork Convocation Report on Divorce has censured 
the Church for allowing the re-marriage of divorced persons. 
It says, p. 40 : “ Can it not honestly and truly be said, she 
contrives at, condones, and even encourages on every side 
both the divorce and the adulterous entry into a fresh 
union 1” Of course the Roman Catholic Tablet makes much 
of this.

According to the Times, the Archbishop of York is much 
concerned that licences for the re-marriage of divorced 
persons have been granted in his province. He wishes it 
known that such proceedings are distasteful, and says the 
legal aspect of the question is not free from obscurity. He 
promises that beforo long it shall be brought to a definite 
issue beforo a legal authority. Meantime he feels bound to 
disclaim all responsibility for the bestowal of the blessing 
of the Church upon the marriage of divorced persons in the 
diocese of York.

Mr. George Lewis, who is probably a better authority on 
the legal aspect than the Archbishop, says the clergy are at 
liberty to refuse to re-marry the guilty party, but not to 
refuse to re-marry the innocent party. Moreover, the guilty 
party may be re-married in a parish church if a clergyman 
is found who will perform the ceremony, and, if not, he can 
be married before a registrar.

The Rev. A. Brinkman writes to the Church Times, boiling 
against those clergymen “ who are ignorant or traitorous 
enough to bless these unhallowed unions” : and as for the 
reflections cast at the Church, he says he should have flung 
the ink-pot at those who drew up the report.

By the way, it appears from this report that Anselm was 
of great assistance to Charlemagne in his marital relations, 
which were somewhat polygamous. As Charlemagne died 
two centuries before Anselm, this may account for the latter 
being canonised after his second incarnation. But possibly 
those who drew up the report meant Alcuin.

“ Robert ” writes to the Londonderry Sentinel to express 
his gratitude for the Thursday half-holiday, which he says 
he spends in delightful meditation on the Psalms. No one 
can be lonely who keeps company with David.

Lucifer matches were introduced in 1833, and got their 
name from the smell of the phosphorus. At Margate a lady 
who took some down with her from London was turned out 
of her lodging for striking a light with one. The landlord 
declared he would have no one in his house who had dealings 
with the Devil. This, we are assured, is a fact.

Our correspondent who suggested the Lord was sleeping 
may suspect he is waking up. Forest fires in America 
destroying 1,000 lives are a lurid evidence of providence. The 
destruction of theGohuadam in India, the cholera in Russia, 
5,518 cases and 2,546 deaths, a destructive s orm in Spain, 
and more earthquake shocks in Greece, indicate that either 
our Heavenly Father is waking up, or that he ought to be.

The writer of “ Powder and Shot ” in the Weekly Times 
and Echo is responsible for the following: “ Most people 
know that the Queen is a firm believer in the identity of 
the Lost Tribes ot Israel with the British nation, and that, 
in addition, she has a special private family tree, whereon 
her own lineal descent from David, through the daughter of 
King Zedekiah, is depicted. 1 hear royalty of the second, 
third, and fourth generation does not share these views, and 
that the Duchess of York as well rather kicks at the addition 
of young Prince Edward’s name to the scroll that links the 
British throne to the Psalmist king, some of whose latter- 
day tendencies have certainly frequently manifested them
selves in the persons of his quasi-descendants !”

Mr. F. May Holland tells a story of a sexton who, when 
the rector asked why a rich parishioner had stopped coining 
to church, and whether the trouble was Latitudinarianism, 
answered, “ No, sir ! it’s wusser nor that.” “ Then it must 
be UnitarianismV “ No, sir! wusser nor that.” “ Ah! 
perhaps it is Agnosticism 1” “ Oh no, sir ! it’s wusser nor 
that.” “ But it can’t bo Atheism T “ No, sir ! it’s wusser 
nor that.” “ But there can’t be anything worse than 
Atheism,” “ Oh! yes, sir, it’s rheumatism.”

The Recited Verses.
A collection was taken in a Boston Sunday-school on a 

recent Sunday for a foreign mission, and the pupils of one 
class were asked each to repeat a verse from the Bible appro
priate to the occasion, says the Boston Traveller. The first 
boy said : “ It is more blessed to give than to receive.”

“ Good ¡’’ cried all.
And then they went on : “ The Lord loveth a cheerful 

giver”; “ He that giveth to the poor lendeth to the Lord 
and so on.

One boy staggered the teacher a bit by quoting : “ The 
spirit is willing, but the llosh is weak but a certain amount 
or appropriateness was recognised.

“ Give the Devil his due ’’ lengthened some faces when the 
next boy blurted out; but the climax was.reached and the 
quotations ended when another boy shouted : “ A fool and 
his money are soon parted.”

An Absent-Minded Friend.
A young husband mot an old and pre-occupied friend, 

whose mind is weighted' with thoughts of things extraneous 
to family affairs ; but, wishing to be agreeable, lie asked after 
the family and, of course, the baby. “ Beautiful, beautiful!” 
was the reply. “ We had the little fellow christened on 
Sunday.” “ Indeed !” said the preoccupied one, with an air 
of interest, and then inquired, “ On the arm or on the leg 1”
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S P E C I A L .

Letters for the Editor of the “ Freethinker” 
should be addressed to 28 Stonecutter-street, 
London, E.C.

Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

Sunday, September 9, Ex-Mission Hall, 110 Brunswick-street, 
Glasgow:-—11, “ Is Immortality a Blessing?” ; 2.30, “ Christian 
Socialism” ; 6.30, “ A  New i ’ lea for G od : Professor Henry 
Drummond’s Ascent o f  M an."

September 16, L iverpool; 30, Plymouth.

TO CORRESPONDENTS.

M r . Ch arles  W atts ’ s E ngagements.— September 9 and 16, 
Hall of Science, London ; 28, York ; 30, Dundee. October 3, 4, 
and 5, Aberdeen; 7, Edinburgh; 14, Glasgow; 21, Bradford; 
28, Hall of Science, London. November 4, Hall of Science ; 
11, Hall of Science, London ; 18, Liverpool. December 2, New- 
castle-on-Tyne (Sunday S ociety); 9, Manchester.—All communi
cations for Mr. W atts should bo sent to him (if a reply is 
required, a stamped and addressed envelope must be enclosed) 
at 81 Effra-road, Brixton, London, S.W .

L ecture Notices must reach 28 Stonecutter-street by first post 
Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

G. W . B .—See a paragraph in “ Sugar Plums.”  Mill’s portrait 
will be one of our earliest illustrations.

H. Robar.—Your suggestion shall be laid before the Committee, 
but we rather fancy that general experience is against it.

G. L. M ackenzie.—It certainly is amusing to watch that preten
tious ignoramus trying to put you right, and setting down a 
common Italian phrase as Latin. When he says that “ any 
ordinarily educated person ”  knows it to be so, he proves himself 
a very “  ordinarily educated person.”  But, after all, is it really 
worth while to trouble about such animalcula) ?

J. B .—Sir Isaac Pitman is, we believe, a Swedenborgian. W hat 
he calls the “  onor ov neithud ”  was certainly well deserved in 
his case.

P ococurante.—Your letter appears in the Boston Investigator. If
 ̂ you send your address to Mr. Wheeler, it will be forwarded to 

you.
W eymouth, B ury , and Clacton.—Can any readers say where the 

Freethinker can be obtained in these places ?
Several correspondents remain unanswered in consequence of Mr. 

Foote’s absence in the North.
F. R yan.—W e receive a wrapper marked “ manuscript only,”  but 

the manuscript is missing.
X . Y . Z .—Your inquiry must await Mr. Foote’s return.
E. D. H. Daly.—Your cuttings are always welcome.
A. Guest.—Y our notice was too late last week.
B ranch Secretaries are requested to note that Mr. A. Guest has 

removed to 19 Alwyne road, Canonbury.
D. F. Gloak.—Glad to observe from your report that many 

Christians were present at Mr. Foote’s lectures, and that you 
have made six new members.

J. R. C.—Compulsory Church rates are abolished, but there are 
special Acts empowering rates for specific churches, and St. 
Bride’s, Fleet-street, is one of them.

I mmortal.—Sorry wo cannot find space for your voluminous 
prophecy. It is sad to learn that England is the place where 
God’s wrath is to be executed, and that poople in high buildings 
are to bo among the principal sufferers. W e ought to pity the' 
people of Glasgow, Edinburgh, and Aberdeen, who live in flats 
in “  heaven-kissing ”  buildings. Let us hope you are mistaken.

J. L ester.—Miss Vance, secretary, 28 Stonecutter-street, will 
supply you, on application, with members’ forms. See para
graph.

R. Cornish.—If you read French, you will find Saisset’s transla
tion of Spinoza an excellent, scholarly performance. Dr. W illis 
has rendered the Ethic into English, and there is an English 
edition of Spinoza’s principal writings published at a compara
tively cheap rate by Bell & Son.

F. M elville.— W o have stated our view at length in our pamphlet 
entitled What was Christ ? in which John Stuart M ill’s panegyric 
on the Prophet of Nazareth is very closely examined. You had 
better obtain the pamphlet. W e do not care to go over the 
ground twice.

N.S.S. B enevolent F und.— Miss E. M. Vance acknowledges: 
D. Young, 2s.; the lato Mr. W . Trevillion, per Miss E. Trevil- 
lion, 10s. 6d.

F riends who send us newspapers would enhance the favor by 
marking the passages to which they wish to call our attention.

Correspondence should reach us not later than Tuesday if a reply 
is desired in the current issue. Otherwise the reply stands over 
till the following week.

The Freethinker will be forwarded, direct from the publishing 
office, post free, at the following rates, prepaid :—One Year, 
10s. 6d. ; Half Year, 5s. 3d. ; Three Months, 2s. 8d.

Papers R eceived.—Der Lichtfreund—Boston Investigator— Der 
Arme Teufel— Freidenker—Two Worlds— Liberator—Western 
Figaro— Ironclad A g e— Truthseeker— La Vérité—Dageraad— 
Progressive Thinker—Freedom—Fur Unsere Jugend—Crescent 
•—Secular Thought—Isle of Man Times— Echo— North Eastern 
Daily Gazette—Norwood Press—Vegetarian Messenger—Inde
pendent Pulpit—W orld ’s Advance Thought— Universal Republic 
— Rochdale Observer— South London Tradesmen’s Advertiser— 
New York Herald— Westminster Gazette—Liberty— Oldham 
Standard—Twentieth Century— Family Herald.

Orders for literature should be sent to Mr. R. Forder, 28 Stone
cutter-street, E.C.

It being contrary to Post-office regulations to announce on the 
wrapper when the subscription is due, subscribers will receive 
the number in a colored wrapper when their subscription 
expires.

Scale of A dvertisements.— Thirty words, Is. 6d. ; every suc
ceeding ten words, 6d. Displayed Advertisements ;—(Narrow 
Column) one inch, 3s. ; half column, 15s. ; column, £1 10s. 
Broad Column—one inch, 4s. Cd. ; half column, £1 2s. 6d. ; 
column, £2 5s. Special terms for repetitions.

S U G A R  P L U M S .

M r . F oote ’s first country lectures since his late illness were 
delivered on Sunday at Dundee. The weather was too fine 
for very largo indoor meetings. Still, the audiences were 
fairly good and highly appreciative, and seven new member:; 
were enrolled during the day. The chairman earnestly 
invited discussion, but none was forthcoming. Mr. Watts’s 
encounter with the llev. David Macrae seems to have fright
ened away the opponents of Secularism. Mr. Foote lectures 
at Glasgow to-day (September 9), and hopes to meet a good 
gathering of the “ saints” on this occasion.

During next week—that is, from September 10 to Sep
tember 15—Mr. Foote will be taking a holiday at the Lsle of 
Man, by way of preparation for a hard winter’s work. He 
must beg the indulgence of his correspondents while he is 
absent from London.

The Dundee Branch is making up a brave program fer
tile xvinter. The monthly Sunday concerts are to be resume«, 
and it is intended to start a Sunday-school. We wish the 
Branch all success in its praiseworthy efforts.

Dir. Charles Watts had a capital audience at the Hall < f 
Science last Sunday evening, when he showed the relati: n 
of Secularism to the social problems of to-day. He point: d 
out- very clearly that, from the very nature of their prin
ciples and objects, Secularists are social reformers. It won’d 
be well if this lecture Avere given throughout the pro
vinces, for the purpose of correcting the erroneous id: a 
entertained by a ferv individuals that the Avork of tl e 
National Secular Society is limited to attacking theology. 
As Mr. Watts said, every person ayIio carries out Secular 
teachings must deal Avith the social questions that noAv 

■confront us. The audience Avas enthusiastic in its applause, 
and Avhen the lecturer sat down he received quite an ovation.

Mr. Watts will occupy the same platform again this 
Sunday evening (September 0), taking for his subject “ The 
Atonement: A Reply to Mr. Gladstone.” Most of our 
readers have, no doubt, read Mr. Gladstone’s article upon 
the subject which appeared in the Nineteenth Century, and 
they Avill probably be interested to hear Mr. Watts’s critici: m 
upon it. Previous to the lecture Miss Anna Butland avill 
play Liszt’s Rhapsody, No. 14.

The arrangements for conducting Dir. Watts’s contest at 
the Finsbury election for the London School Board are now 

•completed. His central committee-room Avill be at 17 
Johnson’s-court, Fleet-street. All friends Avilling to give 
their services in canvassing and distributing literature 
throughout the borough of Finsbury should Avrite to Dir. 
Watts direct. His address to the electors Avill be published 
in a feAV days. ____

Mr. S. R. Thompson, and some members of the Wood 
Green Branch, visit Southend this Sunday and hold a 
meeting at 11.30 at the corner of Weston-road and High- 
street. They hope to he supported by all Freethinkers Avho 
can make it convenient to attend.

Dir. Sykes, the newsagent of Southend, got publicly 
prayed for by a prominent Salvationist in front of his shop 
in the High-street, last Sunday. An enormous crowd 
gathered, and Dir. Sykes chaffingly thanked the man for his 
kind attentions.

Open-air lecturers Avho havo engagements Avith the 
Lambeth Branch are requested to communicate at once 
with Dir. V. Roger, 114 Kennington-road, S.E. The Branch
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lias arranged a debate between Mr. Hales, C.E.S., and Mr. 
G. Coombe, N.S.S., on “ Is Christianity Superior to 
Secularism ?” to take place on Sept. 23, at 3.30, in Kennington 
Park. Mr. Hales is a most courteous opponent, who never 
indulges in abuse or personalities.

Freethinkers would do well not to enter into discussion, 
while lectures are proceeding, with parties who come round 
for the sake of interruption.

A few Freethinkers at Chesterfield have resolved to form a 
Branch of the N.S.S. All friends of the movement, who 
happen to see this, are requested to meet the promoters on 
Monday evening. September 10, at 7 o’clock, at Mr. G. 
Fidler’s, “  The Marquis of Hartington,” Sorsby-street, 
Chesterfield. ____

The Tottenham Branch has amalgamated with that at 
Wood Green, and will carry on joint work.

Mr. Symes is making the Liberator lively with short 
pieces. We notice the paper on “ Gospel Forgeries,” by 
N. M. X., is reprinted for the benefit of Australian friends.

Mr. 'Wheeler was recently pretty severe on Mr. Drum
mond’s popular Ascent of Man, but not more so than Mrs. 
Lynn Linton, who, in the September Fortnightly, sums up 
the work thus : “ Whatever is true is borrowed ; whatever is 
false, strained, and inconclusive is his own. His sin is the 
sin of plagiarism, with the additional offence of distortion in 
the lifting.” ____

The September number of the Fortnightly Review contains 
a slashing attack by Professor Karl Pearson on Lord 
Salisbury’s address at the British Association. He says : 
“ Why must we join him (Lord Salisbury) in the credendum 
est of Lord Kelvin, and find ‘ overpoweringly strong proofs 
of intelligent and benevolent design’ in the stages of 
biological evolution, while we have discarded, in the 
development of the material earth, a perpetual miracle in 
favor of physical laws 1 Has it struck Lord Salisbury that 
the laboratory and the microscope may, after all, at this very 
moment be establishing the; high probability of natural 
selection, and pushing back from the evolution of species, as 
they have done from terrestrial evolution, that ‘ influence of 
a free will ’ into a dim, unfixed, and indescribable past T

Mr. Benjamin Tucker, who introduced the English reading 
world to Claude Tillier’s My Uncle Benjamin, has translated 
another work from the same little-known French Free- 
thinking writer. It is entitled Belle Plante and Cornelius, a 
story of two brothers, one a plodder, the other a poet.

Noticing the Universalist Herald, which laments that 
Christians so commonly assign Infidelity to depravity of 
mind, the Independent Pulpit says : “ For the honor of the 
race, we would be glad to see all controversies between 
Infidels and Christians conducted in a reasonable and candid 
manner ; but if Christians want to make fools of themselves 
by getting mad and abusing those whose arguments they 
cannot answer, we arc; perfectly willing for them to do so. 
We can stand it as well as they can.”

Our veteran contemporary, the Boston Investigator, re
prints Mr. Foote’s article on the Assassination of President 
Carnot. Our contemporary is always full of interesting 
matter, and we hope it is no less so for an occasional excerpt 
from other columns.

Rev. J. L. Jones, of Chicago, says : “ There is not a first- 
class college in the laud but what has got through the silly 
task of trying to reconcile Genesis to geology, or proving 
that Darwin and the writer of Genesis were of the same 
opinion. The only way a faith in the Mosaic authorship of 
tne Pentateuch is preserved by preacher or pew is by 
refusing to follow the plain methods of the student of 
Hebrew literature to their plain conclusions. The preacher 
does to-day, as in the time of Jeremiah, ‘ bend his tongue as 
if it were a bow for falsehood ’ in regard to the obvious facts 
revealed by Biblical criticism concerning both Old and New 
Testament interpretations.”

The new Act of Parliament in regard to cruelty to 
children dispenses with children taking oaths in courts of 
justice. Under a former Act for the prevention of cruelty 
to children it was often difficult to obtain a conviction, 
because the evidence of a victim who was too young to 
explain the nature of an oath could not be admitted in 
court. That glaring injustice, based on the assumption 
that a child would not speak the truth until it was old 
enough to understand the penalties involved in the breaking 
of an oath, has teen done away with now. Moreover, there 
are clauses making criminal the conduct of those who keep 
sick children without proper medical aid, under plea of 
following the religious instructions of St. James.

| The Independent Pidpit, of Texas, has two excellent papers 
by Mr. C. L. Abbot on the Bible and the Higher Criticism, 
one being in reply to a reverend critic. ,T. P. Richardson 
writes on “ Believers and Unbelievers,” and Mr. Wheeler's 
article on “ Devil Worship ” is reprinted from our columns.

A clear but rather elementary exposition of “ What 
Evolution Teaches Us,” by Lawrence Irwell, appears in the 
September Westminster Bevieiv. It gives at the end a list of 
writers on the subject, but omits Oscar .Schmidt’s able 
Doctrine of Descent and Darwinism.

The Sun of Sept. 4 gives a sketch of Mrs. Samson, wife of 
one of the vice-presidents of the N.S.S., and editress of the 
Spinning Wheel. It mentions her having written sermons 
which a country parson duly passed off as though they were 
his own. ____

The Truthseeker, of New York (August 25), pays us the 
following compliment: “ We are pleased to see evidences of 
the prosperity of our London contemporary, the Freethinker. 
It has recently donned a new dress throughout, and presents 
a most neat and attractive appearance. Mr. Foote and his 
assistant, J. M. Wheeler, with such staff-writers as Frederick 
Ryan, Charles Watts, and W. Heaford, are maintaining the 
always enviable reputation of the Freethinker. It prints 
only the best matter, and hence is always a most creditable 
representative of the Freethought cause.”

The Freethinker illustrations will be resumed in October, 
beginning with the first week. We intended to resume 
them in September, but, finer weather having set in, the 
holiday season will be prolonged.

EXAMPLES OF HYPERBOLE.

H\tekbole is a term adapted into our language from the 
Greek, and in rhetoric is a figure of speech which exagge
rates facts, and makes them appear greater or less, better or 
worse, than they really are. The Munchausen tales are a 
species of hyperbole that have become famous, because of 
their extravagance in description. It occurs .quite fre
quently in all our literature, both sacred and profane. One 
very marked example occurs in the last chapter and the last 
verse of St. John. We purposely add the Catholic title 
“ saint” to the author, for it is needed to ensure conviction 
of its truth. We quote : “ There are also many other things 
which Jesus did, the which, if they should be written, every 
one, I suppose that even the world itself could not contain 
the books that could be written.”

Dr. Clarke, in his Commentaries, very correctly shows that 
this exaggeration of facts is cfflimon to tjie Old Testament, 
and gives numerous illustrations. He quotes one from the 
Jewish writer, Basnage, in his History of the Jews, wherein 
he tells of one Jochanan: “ He composed such a great 
number of precepts and lessons that, if the heavens were 
paper and all the trees of the forests so many pens, and all 
the children of men so many scribes, they would not suffice 
to write all his lessons.”

And still another from the same pious author: in eulo
gizing Eliezar he says: “ Although the firmament were 
vellum, and the waters of the ocean were changed into ink, 
it would not be sufficient to describe all the knowledge of 
Eliezar.”

One more illustration of exaggerated lying by holy men, 
to show what they are capable of, for it is from these 
common fountains the priests and clergy have drank in large 
profusion. The reader who is familiar with the Christian 
Fathers will open vol. ix., book 5, chap. 33, secs. 3 and 4, p. 
146, Ante-Nieene Christian Library. The author, Irenseus 
against Heresies, was telling what groat rewards would 
come to Christians, and how “ our Lord” taught that “ the 
days will come in which vines shall grow, each having ten 
thousand branches, and in each branch ten thousand twigs, 
and in each true twig ten thousand shoots, and in each of 
the shoots ten thousand clusters, and on every one of the 
clusters ten thousand grapes, and every grape when pressed 
will give five and twenty metretes of wine. And when any 
one of the saints shall lay hold of a cluster another [shall] 
cry out, ‘ I am a better cluster, take me.’ ”

A metrete, according to Smith’s Bible Dictionary, article 
“ Weights and Measures,” was equal to two and two-third 
gallons. A learned writer, who has stopped to make the 
exact figures, says : “ One millennial grape-vine will produce 
a quantity of wine equal in bulk to the planet Mercury. 
Allowing the thousand millions of earth’s inhabitants enough 
to keep them constantly intoxicated, say two gallons a day 
to each person, it would keep them all dead drunk for the 
space of thirty thousand million years.”

A prolific vine, a first-class lie, just such as only a Chris
tian Father could invent, and a credulous follower believe ; 
and 3ret it is a staple production in what passes for ancient 
Christian literature.
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WHO KILLED GOLIATH?

Every Sunday scholar can shout out “ David ”  to the above 
question. Yet there is a little circumstance which suggests 
that the story is mythical, and that David, like many 
others, is credited with other persons’ doings, just as he is 
often credited with Psalms he never wrote. Nothing is 
more common to students of legends and folklore than the 
ascription to one hero of deeds originally related of another. 
Mr. E. C. Brewer, in his Dictionary of Miracles, has shown 
how many of the miracles of the saints were mere repeti
tions of Bible wonders, or, in . some cases, of miracles 
ascribed to Pagan gods. Even Jesus was far from original. 
Raising the widow’s son had previously been performed by 
Elijah, and it may, perhaps, be doubted, if Moses had not 
been fabled to have brought forth water from the rock and 
fed the children of Israel with manna, whether we should 
have heard of Christ turning water into wine and feeding 
thousands miraculously.

The circumstance referred to is the passage, 2 Sam. xxi. 
19, which reads in the Authorised Version, “ And there 
was again a battle in Gob with the Philistines, where 
Elhanan, the son of Jaare-oregim, a Bethlemite, slew the 
Irother of Goliath the Gittite, the staff of whose spear was 
liko a weaver’s beam.” It will be noticed that the words, 
the brother of are italicised, showing they are not in the 
Hebrew, but are supplied by the translator, to explain, or 
rather to avoid, a contradiction. It must be allowed that, 
on the principles of criticism current in their day, they 
were justified. To interpret one passage of Scripture by 
another, written at however great a distance of time, was 
considered legitimate. Accordingly, thoologians referred on 
this passage to the account in 1 Ohron. xx. 5, where it says 
that “  Elhanan, the son of Jair, slew Lhami, the brother of 
Goliath the Gittite.” But it is now known that Chronicles 
is a much later document than 2 Samuel, often altering the 
old story, and where it does so being far less trustworthy. 
For instance, 2 Samuel xxii. 24 says “ David gave Araunah 
fifty shekels of silver.” 1 Chronicles xvi. 25 says it was 
six hundred shekels of gold. 2 Samuel viii. 4 says “ David 
captured seven hundred horsemen.” 1 Chronicles xviii. 4 
says it was seven thousand. 2 Samuel x. 18 says “ David 
slow the men of seven hundred chariots.” 1 Chronicles 
xix. 18 says seven thousand. Evidently the later writer 
had a tendency to magnify David’s exploits. To rectify 
Samuel from Chronicles is the reverse of the right 
procedure. It is far more likely that the writer of 
Chronicles added the words, the brother of, than that the 
earlier writer omitted them.

Jerome sought to reconcile the contradictory texts by 
supposing that Elhanan and David were one and the same 
person under two names. But this would make David the 
son of Jaare-oregim, and make confusion worse confounded. 
The most likely supposition is, that a deed originally 
ascribed to Elhanan was afterwards attributed to the more 
popular hero, David. J. M. W.

Apes and Men.
On all sides 1 hear the cry, “ We are men and women, not 

a more better sort of apes, a little longer in the leg, more 
compact in the foot, and bigger in brain, than your brutal 
chimpanzees and gorillas. The power of knowledge—the 
conscience of good and evil—the pitiful tenderness of human 
affections, raise us out of all real fellowship with the brutes, 
however closely they may seem to approximate us.”

To this 1 can only reply that the exclamation would be 
most just, and would have my own entire sympathy, if it 
were only relevant. But it is not I who seek to base man’s 
dignity upon bis great toe, or insinuate that we are lost if 
an ape has a hippocampus minor. On the contrary, I have 
done my best to sweep away this vanity. I have endeavored 
to show that no absolute structural line of demarcation, 
wider than that between the animals which immediately 
succeed us in the scale, can be drawn between the animal 
world and ourselves ; and I may add the expression of my 
belief that the attempt to draw a psychical distinction is 
equally futile, and that even the highest faculties of feeling 
and of intellect begin to germinate in lower forms of life. 
At the same time, no one is more strongly convinced than I 
am of the vastness of the gulf between civilised man and the 
brutes; or is more certain that, whether from them or not, 
he is assuredly not of them. No one is less disposed to think 
lightly of the present dignity, or despairingly of the future 
hopes, of the only consciously intelligent denizen of this 
world.—T. II. Huxley.

THE TALKING DEMON.

A ccording  to historical accounts, Valladolid, in Yucatan, 
has been the theatre of remarkable events in days not very 
distant. It is asserted, on the authority of the Church, that 
the place was once haunted by a demon of the worst 
character, called “ a demonio parlero,” or talking devil, 
because he held nightly discourse with any who chose to 
question him, answering like a parrot. Though never 
visible, he seems to have oeen a merry sort of devil, dancing, 
laughing, playing on guitars and castanets. After a time he 
took to throwing stones into houses, pelting people with 
eggs, slandering honest folk—in short, getting the whole 
town by the ears to such an extent that the Bishop of 
Merida was obliged to interfere and forbid any one to speak 
to the demon under pain of severe spiritual punishment. 
It is related that, when the people abstained from any 
further communication with him, the demonio wept and 
wailed, and finally took revenge by burning houses. At this 
alarming juncture the cure was compelled to seek divine 
assistance, and, after a long tussle, succeeded in ousting the 
devil, who fled to the woods. In an official report the 
pious Dr. Sanchez de Aguilar says : “ An aunt of mine, one 
day vexed with this devil, said to him : ‘ Go out of my 
house, thou evil one.’ And she gave him a blow on the face 
that left his nose redder than cochineal. Forty years 
afterwards, when I was a cure of the same city, the demonio 
returned to infest some of my annexed villages, especially 
that of Yulcoba. He always came at midnight, or at 
1 o’clock a.m. with a great whirlwind, dust and noise as of a 
hurricane. Stones swept over the entire pueblo, and though 
the Indians promptly put out all the fires in their kitchens, 
even this did not avail, for from the flames with which the 
devil himself was tormented proceeded flashes like mighty 
comets or wandering stars, which did fire two or three 
houses at once, and spread so rapidly that there were not 
people enough to put them out. I, being sent for to come 
and drive him away, conjured the demon with the faith and 
zeal that God gave me, and commanded him not to enter 
that village again, whereupon the fires and the whirlwind 
ceased, to the glory and honor of the Divine Majesty which 
has given such power to the priests.” Being thus banished 
from Yulcoba, the demon returned to Valladolid with 
new burnings, but was finally barred out altogether by 
setting up consecrated crosses on all the surrounding 
hills. These he could not pass, and to this day hundreds of 
these holy crosses stand guard around Valladolid.—N.Y. 
( Monthly) “ World)’ August.

The Praying- Mantis.
An insect has been discovered in Japan which feeds on 

the caterpillar, so injurious to fruit and other trees. “ It 
catches the caterpillars and holds them firmly with its 
strong arms while it sucks the juices out of them.” The 
Oregon Horticultural Society has made some successful 
experiments with this insect. “ It is called the ‘ praying 
mantis,’ from the devotional attitude it assumes while 
watching its prey.” So says the Daily America. We have 
about one hundred and twelve thousand “ praying mantis ” 
in this country ; but, instead of sucking the life juices out of 
humanity’s enemies, they confine their delicate but effective 
attention almost entirely to man himself. One of their neat 
tricks, performed in a very “ devotional attitude,” is to 
induce the foolish people to exempt their, the praying 
mantis’, property from taxation. Some of the more audacious 
and greedy of these pious insects are now at work on a 
scheme to have their most dangerous doctrines taught in a 
series of special text-books to be prepared for use in the 
common schools. Cannot Japan furnish us with a parasite 
that will suck the juices out of these praying mantis of the 
pulpit ?—Truthseeker.

A Spiritual Body.
Our Christian friends talk a great deal about a “ spiritual 

body,” just as seriously and solemnly as though they knew 
what they were talking about. It is impossible for a 
Christian to see the humor in such talk. He gulps down all 
the ridiculous dogmas of the Church as if they were food or 
medicine, and gets tearing mad with everyone who does not 
care to poison his intellectnal stomach with such messes. A 
spiritual body is not a material body, but is a body just the 
same, a “ refined incorruptible” body, we are informed. 
Wonder where such a body can be seen 1 Such a body can
not be seen, our Christian friend tells us ; “ the spiritual 
body is not visible to those in the flesh.” This wonderful 
body can only lie discerned by those who have suffered the 
resurrection. Well, then, how does anyone on earth know 
that there is such a body 1 The trouble with a Christian is 
that he mistakes his faith for knowledge, and imagines a 
thing is so because be lias been taught to believe it is so. A 
spiritual body is a kind of imaginary soap bubble.—Boston 
Investigator,
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B O O K  C H A T .

T h e  B ook of J a sh e e .
PHE lost books of the Bible are pretty numerous. There is, 
for instance, “ the book of the wars of the Lord,” referred 
to in Numbers xxi. 14, the very title of which confirms the 
statement that Jahveh was a man of war. It probably 
celebrated his prowess and that of his banditti. Then there 
were the book of the constitution of the kingdom “ laid up 
before the Lord” (l Samuel x. 25) the acts of Solomon 
(1 Kings xi. 41); the book of Nathan h? prophet, and the 
book of Gad the Seer (1 Chron. xxix. 29 ; 2 Chron. ix. 29) ; 
the book of Shemaiah the prophet (2 Chron. xii. 15); and 
the book of Iddo (2 Chron. xiii. 22). But none has created 
more interest than the book of Jasher, cited in Joshua x. 13 
and 2 Samuel i. 18.

* * *
® 'n  [Sepher Hayashar], or the Book of Jasher,ref erred

to in J  -hua and, 2 Samuel, is now published at Salt Lake 
City. The translation is by Mordecai Manuel Noah, and it 
was first published in English at New York in 1840. The 
Hebrew from which it was translated was first printed in 
Venice about 1613, and it was evidently popular, as it was 
issued in 1625, at Cracow in 1628, and at Prague in 1668. It 
purported to have providentially turned up at the destruc
tion of Jerusalem, just as the book of the law turned up in 
the time of Josiah. Its authenticity is not only questioned and 
questionable, but it is plainly spurious. None the less, it is 
certain that it preserves Jewish traditions not found in the 
Bible, and throws light on the mythical character of the 
collection known as the Word of God.

* * *
There is no doubt the book of Jasher was much esteemed 

before the Bible was generally known. Emanuel Deutsch 
says : “ The book became immensely popular, and it richly 
deserved its popularity. No one,” he continues, “ seems to 
have doubted its authenticity ”—that is, its being that lost 
treasure to which “ Joshua” and “ Samuel” referred, until 
modern criticism looked into the matter, and found that it 
was a clever compilation from the Talmud from various 
Midrashim, from pseudo Josephus (Joseppon), and many 
popular Jewish and Arabic legends ; that it made suspicious 
mention of such words as Abdallah, Ali, Mohammed, Abu 
Jussuf, Emir, Khalif, etc.; all of which things put together 
led to the irresistible conclusion that it was one of the 
latest offshoots of the legendary development known as 
Midrash, that it arose between the twelfth and thirteenth 
centuries a .d ., and that its birthplace was Spain.

*  *  *

The version before us gives none of the Arabic and Moslem 
terms mentioned by E. Iieutsch ; but it has mediceval jumb
ling of classical history with that of Scripture. Thus we 
read in chapter xvii. that the children of Tubal dwelt in 
Tuscanah and built a city, Sabinah ; and the men of Chittim 
went to the city of Sabinah, and each man took a young 
woman from the daughters of Tubal, like the rape of the 
Sabines in Livy. We also have Tumus, King of Bibentu, 
and An go a.; King of Africa, rival claimants for the hand of 
.Jania, daughter of Uzu ; and Azdribal, the son of Angeas, 
fighting with Latinus, King of Chittim. Such mixtures of 
history were common in the Middle Ages. Yet an Oxford 
M.A., Mr. W. B. Woodgate, says : “ It seems to me quite 
possible that in this Jasher record we trace evidence that, 
if not Rome, at least Tuscany, was a flourishing kingdom in 
the years of the Hebrew Exodus from Mesopotamia to 
Canaan—i.e., Abraham’s time.”*

* * *
The book of Jasher is in ninety-one chapters, dealing with 

the Jewish heroes, from the time of Adam to the conquest of 
Canaan and reign of the Judges. Many of the Bible stories 
are told at greater length, sometimes in nearly the same 
words as the Bible, but at others quite differently, and, 
indeed, inconsistently with its records. .Much is said about 
Enoch, who, like Elijah, ascends to heaven “ in a whirlwind 
with horses and chariots of fire.” Amraphel of Shinar is 
identified with Nimrod. Ishmael’s progeny, as would be 
natural if taken from Moslem sources, is given more fully 
than they appear in Genesis. Human monstrosities with 
“ tails” steal Esau’s asses. Joseph’s adventures with 
Potiphar’s wife, Zelicah, are more fully detailed than in 
Genesis (compare the adventures of Yusuf and Zuleikha, in 
Mirkhond’s ftauzat-us-Safa). Moses is described as King of 
Cush. He is imprisoned ten years by ReueT, and Zipporah 
nourishes him Secretly. The Pharaoh of the Exodus is 
named Adikam. He leads an army of a million in pursuit 
of the Jews, for whom the sea divides in twelve parts. In 
Joshua’s time we have Latinus, king of Chittim [Romans or 
Hittites 1], making tributary “ the inhabitants of Britannia 
and Kernania.” * * . *

In relating the miracle of the stopping of the sun by

* A Modem Layman's Faith ;  Chapman & H all; 1893 ; p. 523.

•Joshua, it says “ the sun stood still in the midst of the 
heavens, and it stood still thirty-six times,” though the 
translator has rendered it, not times, but moments. The 
other Bible reference to the Book of Jasher occurs in the 
dying charge of Jacob to his son Judah : “ Teach, I pray 
thee, thy children the use of the bow, and all instruments of 
war.”

* * *
Mr. Woodgate, who gives an epitome of the work in his 

Modern Layman's Faith, p. 525, says : “ If these chronicles 
were as old as a favorable deduction would make them out, 
then, apparently, neither Jasher is taken from Genesis, nor 
Genesis from Jasher, but each is the compilation of 
independent authors, who had access to records more or less 
common to each, each author using his own discretion as to 
what he collated and what he ignored.” Again he says : 
“ We find in Jasher and the Pentateuch two independent 
histories, each showing traces of compilation from extraneous 
sources common to both compilers.” If Mr. Woodgate is 
right, the argument of Professor Johnson, that the whole of 
the Bible is later than Mohammed, derives confirmation 
from the Book of Jasher.

* * *
Whenever the Book of Jasher was compiled, the author 

certainly used sources similar to, but not the same as, those 
in the Bible. Like the books of Chronicles, it is a compila
tion, and that book refers to the Midrash of the Prophet 
Iddo, the Midrash of the Book of Kings, and other sources. 
Jaslier tells big yarns, but the million soldiers of Pharaoh are 
no more of a stretch than the inspired statement that 
500,000 chosen men of Israel were slain in one day (2 Chron. 
xiii. 17), or that David stored up 100,000 talents of gold and 
1,000,000 talents of silver for the house of Jahveh (1 Chron. 
xxii. 14). If the Book of Jasher had been included in the 
Canon, excellent reasons would have been found for all its 
absurdities, and antiquity would have been ransacked to 
show how it was supported by profane history.

*  *  *

A much later, spurious. Book of Jasher was put forward in 
1751, by Jacob Ilive, a printer. It was not from the Hebrew 
at all, but was probably intended as a skit on Moses and the 
Bibliolaters. It purported to have been translated by 
Alcuin of Britain, who went on a pilgrimage to the Holy 
Land. A note by Wickliffe is appended, wherein he states 
that he approves of the work, but does not want it made 
part of the Canon. This bookseller’s skit was reprinted at 
Bristol in 1827, and gave an opportunity to several men of 
God to show their learning and lack of sense by its elaborate 
refutation. It may have contributed to getting poor Ilive 
immured in Coldbath Fields, a prisoner for blasphemy. In 
1756 he was sentenced to three years’ imprisonment, the 
charge against him being blasphemy in Some Modest Remarks 
on the late Bishop Sherlock’s Sermons.

* * *
In 1854 Dr. John William Donaldson put forward in Latin 

his Jashar, a learned and instructive attempt to reconstruct 
the book of the Upright from the references and supposed 
quotations in the Old Testament. For this attempt Dr. 
Donaldson was violently abused by the orthodox ; Dr. 
Perowne, now Bishop of Worcester, writing that, if his 
phallic view of the story of the Fall was correct, it “ would 
render it incumbent on all decent parsons to bury this leaf 
of the Bible nine fathoms deep in the earth.”

The ancient Platonists, you know, were the most religious 
and devout of all the Pagan philosophers ; yet many of them, 
particularly Plotinus (205-270 A.D.), expressly declare that 
intellect or understanding is not to be ascribed to the deity, 
and that our most perfect worship of him. consists, not in 
acts of veneration, reverence, gratitude, or love, but in a 
certain mysterious self-annihilation or total extinction of all 
our faculties. These ideas are perhaps too far-stretched; 
but still it must be acknowledged that, by representing the 
deity as so intelligible and comprehensible, and so similar to 
a human mind, we are guilty of the grossest and most 
narrow partiality, and make ourselves the model of the 
whole universe.—Hume’s “ Dialogues on Natural Religion.”

The history of civilisation teaches us how little real 
morality is in essence connected with any form of eccle
siastical creed. Often hand in hand with the absolute 
lordship of an almighty Church go the grossest barbarity 
and lawlessness. Let us think only on the mediaeval age. 
And, on the other hand, we see men who have cast them
selves away from every belief of the Churches attaining the 
loftiest heights of moral grandeur. Dissevered from all 
Church creeds, there lives in the breast of every man the 
germ of a true natural religion. Its highest commandment 
is love—the narrowing down of our natural egoism in favor 
of our fellows, for the good of that human brotherhood of 
which we are members. This natural law of morals is far 
older than all the religions of the Churches. It has evolved 
out of the social instincts of animals.—Ernst Haeckel.
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WINWOOD READE v. HENRY DRUMMOND.

P rofessor D rum m ond  makes much of the sexual and 
parental instincts as exhibiting a divine scheme of evolution ; 
but I think Mr. Winwood Reade, the African traveller and 
nephew of Charles Reade the novelist, has placed the matter 
in both a clearer and a truer light. In his Martyrdom oj 
Man, first published in 1872, he says (p. 444, fourteenth 
edition, 1892) : “ Reproduction was once a part of growth ; 
animals therefore desire to perpetuate their species from 
a natural and innate tendency inherited from their herma
phrodite and animalcule days. But, owing to the separa
tion of the sexes, this instinct cannot be appeased except 
by means of co-operation. In order that offspring may be 
produced, two animals must enter into partnership ;_ and, in 
order that offspring may be reared, this partnership must 
be continued a considerable time. All living creatures of 
the higher grade are memorials of conjugal affection and 
parental care ; they are born with a tendency to love, 
for it is owing to love that they exist. Those animals that 
are deficient in conjugal desire or parental love produce or 
bring up no offspring, and are blotted out of the book of 
Nature. That parents and children should consort together 
is natural enough; and the family is multiplied into the 
herd. At first the sympathy by which the herd is united 
is founded only on the pleasures of the breeding season and 
the duties of the nest. It is based entirely on domestic life. 
But this sympathy is extended and intensified by the 
struggle for existence. Herd contends' against herd, com
munity against community ; that herd which best combines 
will undoubtedly survive ; and that herd in which sympathy 
is most developed will most efficiently combine. Here, then, 
one herd destroys another, not only by means of teeth and 
claws, but also by means of sympathy and love. The affec
tions, therefore, are weapons, and are developed according 
to the Darwinian law. Love is as cruel as the shark’s jaw, 
as terrible as the serpent’s fang.” O u tcast .

GOD KNOWS BEST.

T he  value o f  p ray er on  a ll sides w e hear,
And parsons will tell you ’tis right;

All the sins of the day will be swept away 
If you kneel by your bedside each night.

You may lie, you may thieve, and—you’d hardly believe -  
A murder perform any day.

You are always forgiven in the kingdom of Heaven ;
You’re an innocent man if you pray.

Just so !
Quite an unblemished man if you pray.

The world we live in is brimful of sin—■
Any Christian will tell you that’s true ;

And many and oft prayers go up aloft 
For Betterment. What does God do 1 

Well, the world gets much worse, and if Christians don’t 
curse,

They can’t think the earth is much bless’d,
For day after day for improvement they pray,

Forgetting their God knoweth best.
Poor things!

Don’t remember their God knoweth best.

Many friends, so I find, all more or less kind,
And all self-appointed ’tis true.

Pray ’gainst my sin, year out and year in, '
And ask God to make me anew.

They rave and they shout till they’re quite tired out :
To God scores of prayers are addressed ;

But, curious to say, I go on my old way.
Perhaps, after all, God knows best.

Of course !
Why worry God 1 He knows best.

P. T. W h e l a n .

THE FOOTE TESTIMONIAL FUND.

[Fifteenth List.]
P. Cotroni, £1 Is.; A Friend, 3s.; W. Mallaliew, 2s. 6d 

G. W. Chipperfield, 2s. 6d.; W. Argal, 2s.; P. Kavanagh, Is 
A. Radford,,1s.; A Cheeseman, Is.; R. Axelbv. Is • F S D 
Is.; II. It. C., is.; Hickmott, 6d. ’ '

G eo. A n derso n , Treasurer, 35a Great George-street S.W . 
R. F o rder , Sub-Treasurer, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C. 
G eo. W a r d , Secretary, 91 Mildmay-park, N.

INFANTILE FAITH.

“ It must take a long time to get to heaven,” remarked 
Tommy, as he watched a funeral procession go by. “ Why, 
Tommy ?” said his mother. “ Because the carriages go so 
slow.”

First Youngster—“ I’ve got a new baby brother, what 
came from heaven last night.” Second Youngster—“ That’s 
nothin’. My little baby brother went to heaven yesterday.” 
First Youngster—“ I bet it’s the same kid.”

“ What did you learn at Sunday-school, Harry ?” said his 
mother, after his first visit to that institution. “ Nothing.” 
“ What did the teacher talk about ?” “ Only that they put 
dandelions in the lion’s den, and he wouldn’t eat ’em.”

Tommy—“ All these people haven’t gone to heaven, 
auntie.” Aunty—“ Hush, Tommy, why do you say that V 
Tommy—“ Because I read on some tombstones, ‘ Peace to 
their ashes,’ and they don’t have ashes only where it is very 
h o t!”

“ Mamma, what did you pray for?’ said the little five-year- 
old son of a friend of mine. “ Why, for papa and mamma, 
and for God to make you a good boy,” she replied. “ Well, 
that’s just what I’ve been praying for too, and, if you are 
going to keep on, I quit.”

Little Bobby—“ Ma, will I go to heaven when I die ?” 
Mother—“ If you are a good boy, you will.” “ Willyou go, 
too ?” “ I hope so, Bobby.” “ And will pa?” “ Yes, we shall 
all be there.” Bobby didn’t seem altogether satisfied, but, 
after some thought, he said : “ I don’t see how I’m going to 
have much fun.”
A school inspector, examining a class in religious know
ledge—the lesson being about our first parents in the Garden 
of Eden—remarked ; “ Now, children, could a greater
punishment have been given to the serpent than that of 
having to crawl on its belly and eat dust all the days of its 
life?” “ Yes,” said a bright little lad, “ if he had had to 
walk on the pint o’ his tail, that would have been a tickler.” 
“ Please, sir,” said another, “ was not that the way it walked 
before it was cursed ?”

The Scottish Sawbath.
There is a milk boy in lvelvinside-avenue, Glasgow, who 

disturbs the neighborhood for six days in the week by con
tinuously ringing a bell in the early morn. But he is a 
good boy, and has been reared in a Sunday-school; he knows 
it is very wrong to ring bells on Sunday except they happen 
to be church bells, so he compromises the matter by indus
triously rattling a stone in a milk-can. () blessed Sawbath !

A Curious Juxtaposition.
In Dumbarton-road, Glasgow, there is a grocer’s shop 

underneath a mission hall; the signs read thus 
“ A Just God and a Saviour.”

“  Ham, Butter, and Cheese Factor.”
Who says a Scotchman cannot joke ?

It W orked the Other Way.
“ Er—our revival has resulted in so many accessions to 

the church,” said the minister, leaning back in his chair, and 
putting the tips of his fingers together, “ that I—um, ah—I 
think it would not be a bad idea for my salary to be 
increased.”

“ I’m afraid we can’t do it, brother,” replied the deacon. 
“ You see, the only way we got so many of them to join was 
by explaining that with a large membership the burden of 
carrying a minister at the salary you are now getting would 
be but little felt.”

The Heathen Never Got It.
At the parish church of a village in the north special 

sermons were to be preached and collections made on behalf 
of a well-known missionary society. To remind them of the 
annual effort, find to request their attendance in church, the 
vicar visited many of his flock for some time previously. A 
few days after the event had transpired the man of God 
walked into the shop of one old woman, whom he had seen 
in church. Judge of his surprise and amusement when, 
before he could utter a word of greeting, she startled him 
by jerking out in great wratji; “ Ah, you’ve corned ; I tho’t 
you would. But I’ll give no more to your missions, not I. 
Why, look at that,” reaching down a penny from the shelf. 
“ I put that in the plate, and it „has corned back to me. I 
marked it, I did. I knowed well them blackits (negroes) 
never got the money.”
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.
[ Notices o f Lectures, etc., must reach us by jirsC post on Tuesday, and be 

marked “  Lecture Notice,”  i f  not sent on post-card.]

LONDON.
H all  op Science (142 Old-street, E .O .): 0.30, musical selections; 7, 

Charles Watts, “ The Atonement: A  Reply to Mr. Gladstone.” (Admis
sion free ; reserved seats. 3d. and 6d.)

Battersea secular  H all  (back of Battersea Park Station): 7.30, 
Mrs. Thornton Smith, “  Freethousrht Ethics.”  (Free.) 9.15, social club. 
Monday, at 8, musical and dramatic entertainment and dancing (tickets, 
Gd.). Tuesday, at 8, dancing class. Wednesday, at 8, dramatic club.

Ca m ber w ell  (North Camberwell Hall, 01 New Church-road): 7.30, 
W. Heaford, “ Christian Errors and Secular Antidotes.”

E ast L ondon Branch  (Swaby’s Coffee House, 103 Mile-end-road, E.) : 
8, “ F. Haslam, “ The Protestant Reformation : What we have Gained or 
Lost by It.”

W est L ondon Branch  (“ Duke of York,” Eensington-place, Silver- 
street, Notting-hill-gate, W.) : Monday, at 8.30, business meeting.

Open-A ir  P ro pag an d a .
Battersea  P a r k  Gates : 11.15, a lecture.
Cam berw ell  (Station-road): 11.30, W. Heaford, “  Belief and Un

belief.”
Clerke nw ell  G reen  : 11.30, W. J. Ramsey will lecture.
F insbury  P a r k  (near the band-stand): 11, E. Calvert, “ The Philo

sophy of Materialism 3, F. Haslam, “ The Rise and Decline of Islam, 
Mahomet and his Koran.”

H ammersmith  B ridge  (Middlesex side) : 7, J. Rowney, “ The Bible 
Creation Story.”  Thursday, at 8, Stanley Jones, “ Miracles.”

H yde P a r k  (near Marble A rch ): 11.30. S. E. Easton, “ The Bible as 
a Guide to Morality 3.30, S. E. Easton, “ Christ s Teachings.” Wed
nesday, at 8, Stanley Jones, “  Miracles.”

I slington (Prebend-street, Packington-street) : 11.30, A. Guest, 
“  Faith Made Easy.”

K ingsland (Ridley-road, near Dalston Junction): 11.30, P. H. Snelling, 
“  Romans xiii.”

L ambeth  (Kennington-green, near Vestry H all): G.30, a lecture. 
L ew isham  (Deptford, Broadway) : 7, A. G. Herzfeld, “ Secularism.” 
L eyton (High-road, near Vicarage-road): 11.30, C. J. Hunt will lecture. 
M ile-End W aste : 11.30, St. John, “ The Curse of Superstition.” 
R egent’s Park  (near Gloucester-gate) : 3, C. J. Hunt, “  Religion and 

Education.”
V ictoria  P a r k  (near the Fountain): 11.15 and 3.15, St.John will 

lecture.
W altham stow  (Markhouse-rnad): G.30, H. L. Barron will lecture. 
W estminster (Old Pimlico Pier): 11.30, H. Snell, “ If Christ came 

to London ”
W ood G reen  (Jolly Butchers’ H ill): 11.30, C. James, “ Deism the 

Road to F r e e t h o u g h t 7, 0. James, “ The Gospel of Secularism.” 
Thursday, at 8, C. Cohen will lecture.

COUNTRY.
B irm in gham  (Coffee House, corner of Broad-street) : Thursday, at 8, 

C. C. Cattell, “ Was Man at First Mature in Body and Mind ?”
Brighton  (Star Assembly Rooms, G Whitecross-street) : 7.30, Mr. 

Pearce, “ Travels in the Land of Bruno and Galileo.” Wednesday, at 8, 
a lecture.

D undee (City Assembly Rooms): 11, Zosimus, “ Freethought in 
Scotland : an Historical Sketch 2.15, “ Devils in Hell and Out of It 
0.30, “ Science and Religion.”

G lasgow  (Ex-Mission Hall, 110 Brunswick-street): 11, G. W. Foote, 
“ Is Immortality a Blessing ?” ; 2.30, “  Christian Socialism 6.30, “  A New 
Plea for God : Prof. Henry Drummond’s Ascent o f Man."

L iverpool (Oddfellows’ Hall, St. Ann-street) : 11, Tontine Society; 
7, John Walter, B.A., “ Unitarianism.”

M anchester Secular Hall  (Rnsholme-road, All Saints): 11, Dr. 
Edward Aveling, “ Radicals and the Independent Labor Party” ; 3, 
“  Charles Darwin and Karl Marx” ; G.30, “ Secularism and Socialism” .

P ortsmouth (Wellington Hall, Wellington-street, Southsea) : 11, 
C. Cohen, “ The Factors of Social Evolution” ; 7, “ Christianity and 
Medical Science.” Wednesday and Saturday, at 8, dancing class.

R ochdale : 3.30, Saturday, Sept. 8, pilgrimage to Owen’s College 
Museum.

South Shields (Captain Duncan’s Navigation Schools, King-street) : 
G.30, ethical class; 7.30, business meeting.

Open-A ir  P r o pag an d a .
A berdeen  (Castle-street) : 3, Stanley Jones, “ Christianity and Social 

Life ” ; 7, “ The Church and Science.” Monday, at 8, “  Religion and 
Morality.” Tuesday, at 8, “ Special Creation and Evolution.”

R eading  (at Cemetery) : Monday, at 7.15, 0. Cohen, “  Christianity 
and Secularism.”

R ochdale (Town Hall-square) : 11, Sam Standring, “ Parliament in 
Ancient Rome ” ; 3, “ Creation Visualised—Day III. ” ; 6.30, “ The Right 
of Private Judgment.”

Southsea Com m on : 3, C. Cohen will lecture.
Southend (corner of Weston-road, High-street) : 11.30, S. R. Thomp

son, “ Christianity and Secularism Compared.”

Lecturers’ Engagements.
C. Cohen, 12 Merchant-street, Bow-road, London, E.—Sept. 9. Ports

mouth ; 10. Reading ; 13, Wood Green; 1G, m. Finsbury Park, a. Victoria 
Park, e. Edmonton ; 20, Wood Green ; 23, m. and a., Victoria Park ; 27, 
Wood Green ; 30, Manchester.

Stanley  J ones, 53 Marlborough-road, Holloway, London, N.—Sept. 9, 
Aberdeen ; 10, Dundee; 23, Edinburgh; 30, Glasgow. October 7, Belfast; 
14, Newcastle-on-Tyne ; 21, Huddersfield.

A rth u r  B. Moss, 44 Credon-road, Rotherhitbe, London, S.E.—Sept. 10, 
Clerkenwell Green; 23, Westminster. October 14, Camberwell.

T ouzeau P a r r is , 32 Upper Mall, Hammersmith, London, W .— 
September 23, Hall of Science, London.

Ì3T  N O W  H E A D Y .  ^

IS S U I C I D E  A S I N?
BY

COLONEL INGERSOLL.
Together with the Reply of M o n s ig n o r  D u c e v .

PRICE TWOPENCE.

London : R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

Vol. I., cloth gilt, 21G pp., 2a. Gd., post free,

CRIMES OF CHRISTIANITY.
BY

G. W. FOOTE AND J. M. WHEELER.
Hundreds of exact References to Standard Authorities. No pains spared 

to make it a complete, trustworthy, final, unanswerable 
Indictment of Christianity.

Chapters :—l, Christ to Constantine; 2, Constantine to Hypatia; 3, 
Monkery; 4, Pious Forgeries ; 5, Pious Frauds ; G, Rise of the Papacy ; 
7, Crimes of the Popes ; 8, Persecution of the Jews; 9, The Crusades.

“ The book is very carefully compiled, the references are given with 
exactitude, and the work is calculated to be of the greatest use to the 
opponents of Christianity.”—C. Bradlauuh, in National Reformer.

“  The book is worth reading. It is fair, and, on the whole, correct.”— 
Weekly Times.

“ The book has a purpose, and is entitled to a fair hearing.”—Hudders
field Examiner.

“ The work should be scattered like autumn leaves.”— ironclad Aye 
(U.S.A.).

London : R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

THOMAS PAINE’S WORKS.
The Ago of Reason. New edition, with Preface by G. W.

Foote. Is.
Miscellaneous Theological Works. Is.
CompMe Theological Works. (Including the Age of

Reason.) Cloth, 2s. Gd.
The Rights of Man. Centenary edition. With a Political

Biography by J. M. W heeler. Is. ; bound in cloth, 2s.
Loudon : R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

Freethinkers who have Clever 
Sons and Daughters

Should get them into the CLVTL SERVICE ; 
age 14 to 24; salaries £70 to £500; light 
work, holidays, pensions. THE LONDON 
POSTAL COLLEGE prepares pupils by corre
spondence. Terms moderate ; success certain. 
Any subject taught by scholars of eminence. 
Eor Prospectus, etc., write PRINCIPAL, CYRIL 
BEDE, M.A., 1G Ossian-road, Stroud Green, N.

W .J.RENDE LL’S
“ Wife’s Friend.”

Recommended by Mrs. Besant in Law o f Popu
lation, p. 82, and Dr. Allbutt in Wife's llandbi ok, 
p. 51. Made solely by J. P ullen, 15 Chadwell- 
street, Clerkenwell; 2s. doz., post free (reduction 
in larger quantities). For particulars send 
stamped envelope. Higginson’s Syringe, with 
Vertical and Reverse Current, 3s. Gd., 4s. Gd., and 
5s. Gd. Dr. Palfrey’s Powder, Is. 2d. Quinine 
Compound, Is. 2d. Dr. Allbutt’s Quinine Pow
ders, 3s. per doz All prices post free.

W. J. R E N D E L L,
15 CHADWELL-ST., CLERKENWELL, E.C. 

(near the “  Angel.” )

STANTON, the People’s Dentist, 315 Strand (oppo
site Somerset House).—TEETH on VULCAN

ITE, 2s. 6d. each, upper or lower set, £ 1 . Best 
quality, 4s. each, upper or lower, £ 2, completed in 
four hours when required ; repairing or alterations in 
two hours. If you pay more than the above they are 
fancy charges. Teeth on platinum 7s. 6d. each, on 
18 ct. gold 15s., stopping 2s. 6d., extraction is., pain
less by gas, 5s.

M A ATE — TERRACE HOTEL, 
I V l A n u A  1 ill. Marine Drive. Bed and 
Breakfast from 2s Gd. A large room to seat 500. 
Beanfeasts and other parties liberally treated.

OHOULD WOMEN be P unished for having 
O Many Children ? 4d. T. F. T. K ingfisher, 
L e e d s . _____________ _____________
TO  FREETHINKERS, Ladies and Gentlemen 
1 requiring SUPERIOR CUT GARMENTS 
at moderate prices. First-class Style and Fit 
Guaranteed.—H. HAMPTON, Artiste Tailor, 
14 Great Castle-street, W. Three doors from 
Regent-street. [Patronised by leading Free
thinkers.]

FREETHINKER TRACTS
Sixpence per Hundred.

R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

Two vols , cloth, gijt lettered, 7s.,
THE

WORKS o f  COL. R. G. INGERSOLL.
V ol. I. contains : Mistakes of Moses, Reply 

to Gladstone, Rome or Reason Faith and Fact, 
God and Man, The Ghosts, The Dying Creed, 
The]Great Mistake, Myth and Miracle, Real Blas
phemy, and The Hope of the Future.

V ol. II. contains: Defence of Freethought, 
Why I am an Agnostic, The Clergy and Common 
Sense, Do I Blaspheme ?, Marriage and Divorce. 
The Household of Faith, The Limits of Tolera
tion, Art and Morality, Crimes Against Crimi
nals, ;,Live Topics, Repairing the Idols, The 
Truth of History, and Social Salvation.

Each Vol. can be had separately, 3s. 6d. 
London : R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

Price Is., post free,Is Socialism Sound?
V e r b a tim  R epo rt  op a  

F o u r  N ig h ts ’ D eb a te  be tw e e n  
A N N IE  B E S A N T  and G. W. FOOTE.

London: R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.O.
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WHY BE ILL P
MEDICAL ESSAYS. V o l . I. For Postal Order for Is. Set.

Management of Infancy, Health, Longevity, Teeth, Brown Bread, 
Bread Making, Food, Vegetarianism, Tobacco, Drink Question, Fruit, 
Fresh Air, Exercise, Bathing, Light, Holidays, Cause and Ci 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 for 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; Salt; Saline 
Starvation; Tea Drinking; The Hair and its Management; Sleep and 
Sleeplessness; Want of Energy, etc.; Health Hints for Workers, Shop 
Assistants, and Servants; Advice for the Thin; for the Stout; and cn 
the Proper Treatment of Simple Fever, Measles, Scarlet Fever, Whooping 
Cough, Ringworm, Hypochondria, Bloodlessness, Diarrhoea, Ulcerated 
Legs, Tumors, etc.
MEDICAL ESSAYS. V ol . III. For Postal Order for Is. 2d.

Health and Wealth; No More Death; Youth; 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 ; Thirst; Perspiration ; Sea Bathing, etc. 
HOW—to Eat Properly, to Eat Fruit, to Judge Wholemeal Bread, to 
Breathe Properly, to ¿¡-row Tall, to Keep Warm, to Live, to Live One 
Hundred Years, to Improve the Memory, and to become Beautiful and 
Attractive. On the Cause and Cure of Stomach TroubUs, 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 for Is.2d.

New Year Resolutions, Prevention better than Cure, Health Savings 
Banka, Hardening, Rubbish, Work and Overwork, Sugar and its 
Abuse, Macaroni, Salads, Wholemeal Cookery, Porridge, Celeraio 
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 Pins 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 
Quinsy, Herpes (Tetter or Shingles), Erysipelas, Ulcer of the Stomach, 
Epidemic Influenza, Sciatica, Psoriasis or English Leprosy. Appendix.

The Four Yolumes, strongly and neatly bound, for 5s. 6d. 
HYGIENIC MEDICINE. An Eye-Opener to Drug Takers. Pott fr e t  

from  the Author fo r  Postal Order fo r  Is. Id.
Rheumatism : Its Cause and Cure. Post free 7d. — Consumption : Its 

Causeand Cure. Post free 7d.—Diet and Digestion. Post free 7d. 
T hree Pamphlets to Y oung Men. Post free Is. Id.

%* All these boohs (except Pamphlets to Young Men) bound together in 
cloth in one volume. Post free 8s. Gd.

All the above can be got from Dn. T. R. ALLINSON, 4 Spanish Place, 
Manchester Square, London, W.

H ours of Consultation are—Morning from 10 a.m. to 1 p.m.; fee, 
10s. Gd. Evening from 6 to 8 : fee, os.

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

ADVICE TO THE MARRIED
All persons whose circumstances will not permit t m to main

tain a largo family should send for

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

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

E. LAMBERT & SON,
Manufacturers of Hygienic and Malthusian 

Appliances,
GO AND 62 QUEEN’S ROAD, RALSTON LONDON, N.E. 

or  from  R . F o edeb .

Price Is, Gd,; superior edition, superiine paper, cloth, 2s., post free,

The Bible Handbook
FOR FREETHINKERS & INQUIRING CHRISTIANS*

BY
G. W. FOOTE a n d  W. P. BALL.

Sold also in separate parts as folloios :—

1. —Bible Contradictions. The contradictions are printed in
parallel columns. 4d.

2. —Bible Absurdities. All the chief absurdities from
Genesis to Revelation, conveniently and strikingly arranged, with 
appropriate headlines, giving the point of each absurdity in a 
sen'ence. 4d.

3. —Bible Atrocities. Containing all the godly wickedness
from Genesis to Revelation. Each infamy has a" separate head
line for easy reference. 4d.

4.—Bible Immoralities, Indecencies, Obscenities, Broken
Promises, and Unfulfilled Prophecies. 4d.

London ; R. Fordcr, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

Freethought Headquarters
BRADLAUGH MEMORIAL.

In order to provide Suitable Headquarters for the Secular Party 
in London, which shall also be a worthy Memorial of its late leader, 
Charles B radlaucii, the

N ATION AL SECULAR H A LL SOCIETY (L imited) 
has been formed under the Friendly Society’s Acts. Of this Society 
Mr . G. W . Foote, President o f the N.S.S., is Chairman, and every 
one of the Directors is, and must be, also a member of the N.S.S.

The H all of Science, London, where Charles Bradlaugh 
lectured and organised for so many years, has been purchased with 
all its fixtures and furniture. £1,000 of the purchase money was 
paid on taking possession at Midsummer 1892. The remainder is 
payable in half-yearly instalments over a period of five years.

It is intended to rebuild the front part of the premises as soon 
as possible, so as to provide a first-class Secular Institute, with 
every accommodation-for classes and social intercourse.

This can only bo done by the assistance of the whole Secular 
Party, who are hereby appealed to earnestly. The shares are £ l 
each, payable in easy instalments of 2s. Gd. on application, 2s. Gd. 
on allotment, and 2s. Gd. on each call, of which two months’ notice 
must be given.

F O R M  O F A P P L IC A T IO N .
Gentlemen,—

Please allot m e...........Shares in the “  National Secular
Hall Society, Limited,”  on account of which allotment I herewith
hand you the sum o f...........pounds............shillings, being a deposit
o f...........pounds............shillings per share thereon. And I  hereby
agree that, if admitted a Shareholder in the above-named Society, 
I will conform to its rules, and to such of its bye-laws as may he 
from time to time in force.

Name ( in full) ........................................................................
Postal address........................................................................
Occupation ( i f  any)  ...... ......................................................

CUT THIS OUT AND FILL IT IN,
and forward (with remittance) to the Secretary—

MISS E. M. VANCE,
2S Stonecutter-street, London, E. C.THE BEST BOOK

ON NEO-MALTHUSIANISM IS, I BELIEVE,
TRUE MORALITY, or THE THEORY AND 

PRACTICE OF NEO-MALTHUSIANISM.
By J. B. HOLMES, M.M.L., M.Y.S., M.N.S.S.

1G0 pages, with portrait and autograph, bound in cloth, gilt lettered.
Price Is., post free.

*** In order to bring the information within the reach of the poor tie  
tnost important parts of the book are issued in a pamphlet of 112 pages 
it one penny, post free 2d. Copies of the pamphlet for distribution Is. 
i dozen post free.

The National Reformer of 4th September, 1892, says; “ Mr Holmes’ 
jamphlet . . .  is an almost unexceptionable statement of tlie Nec- 
Vlalthusiaa theory and practice . . . and throughout appeals to moral 
feeling. . . . The special value of Mr. Holmes’ service to the Neo- 
Malthusian 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 mean3 by which it 
lan be secured, and an offer to all concerned of tho requisitoe at the 
lowest possible prices.”

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

The Trade supplied by R. Forded , 28 Stonecutter-street, London, E 0. 
Other orders should lie sent to the author.
J. R. HOLMES, HANNEY, WANTAGE, BERKS.

THWAITES’S LIVER PILLS
Are acknowledged to be the Best Family Medicine in tho World by the 
many thousands that are using them in preference to all others, " i t  is 
almost impossible to enumerate in an advertisement what they are good 
for ; it would take up too much of your time to read it, and afteryou 
had read it you might think it was only an advertising puff ; but 1 ask 
ONF, TRIAL of the LIVEff PILLS. If not better than any you have 
tried before, I  cannot expect a continuance of your custom. A few of 
the diseases that I recommend them for, viz : Indigestion, Loss o f  
Appeti'e, Dizziness, Biliousness, Costiveness, Nervousness, Palpita'ion I f  
the Heart, Piles, etc., all of which are, in many casts, caused by the 
Liver being inactive, or what we call a sluggish Liver. If you feel 
any of these symptoms, try some of the Livuit P ills  as soon as you 
can, as they are Pure Herb Pills, and they may be used at anv time 
by anyone without any change of diet or danger of taking cold.

Sold at Is. lid. wnd 2s. 9d. per Box ;  by Post 15 and 3G 
Penny Stamps, by

G. TH  WA I T E S ,
2 CHURCH ROW, STOCKTON-ON-TEES.
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40s. W ORTH OF GOODS FOR 20s.Sale to be continued till September 30th.
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
L ot
Lot
Lot
Lot
L ot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot

1. — 1 Tweed Suit Length, 1 Tweed Dress Length, 1 Lcady’s Umbrella, 1 Gent’s Umbrella ...
2. — 4 Trouser Lengths, 2 Tweed and 2 Worsted
3. — 1 Black Cashmere Dress Length, 1 Navy Serge Dress Length, 3 Blouses
4. -—3 Scotch Tweed Dress Lengths ...
5.i— 1 Serge Suit Length, 1 Serge Dress Length, 1 Blouse, 1 Umbrella ...
6. — 30 yards of Remnants (double width) for Children’s Dresses
7. — 15 Fashionable Blouses [you can sell these amongst your friends for 40s.]
8. — 1 Dress Length, 1 Under-Skirt, 1 Umbrella, 1 Blouse, 1 Mackintosh, 12 yards Flannelette
9. — 1 Dark-Brown Bear Victoria-shaped Fur...

10. — 50 yards of Flannelette (fine quality)
11. — 1 pair of Blankets, 1 pair of Sheets, 1 Quilt, 1 Table-Cloth ...
12. — 2 Dress Lengths and 2 Trouser Lengths...
13. — 20 yards of Cotton Shirting, 10 yards of Flannel, 10 yards of Flannelette
14. — 1 West of England Suit Length
15. — 6 Sailor Suits (to fit boys up to seven years of age)
16. — 3 pairs of Trousers (made to measure) ...
17. — 1 Good Melton Overcoat Length and 1 Suit Length
18. — 3 Real Tweed Trouser Lengths (all wool)
19. — 1 Gentleman’s Scarboro’-shaped Mackintosh
20. — 1 parcel of odd lots, including Suit Length, Dress Length, Blouses, Umbrellas, Aprons,

Braces, Belts, etc.

for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s. 
for 20s.

for 20s.
One Shilling must he added for Carriage. We cannot send Patterns.

These Goods Must be Cleared to make room  for  New Autumn and W inter Stock.

J. W. GOU, 2 & 4 UNION-STREET, BRADFORD.
802 pp., superior paper, bound in cloth, 2s. Gd. post free,FLOWERS OFFREETH0UGHT

[Second Series]
BY

G. W. FOOTE.

C ontents  :—
Luscious Piety 
The Jewish Sabbath 
God’s Day
Professor Stokes on Im

mortality 
Paul Bert
Converting a Corpse 
Iradlaugh’s Ghost 
( hrist and Brotherhood 
The Sons of God 
Melchizedek 
S w'elp me God 
Infi lei Homes 
Are Atheists Cruel ? 
Are Atheists Wicked? 
Bain Doctors 
Pious Puerilities 
“ T ius Sa tb the Lord ” 
Pelieve or be Damned 
Christian Charity 
Beliji *n and Money 
( lotted Bosh 
Lord Bacon on Atheism

Christianity it Slavery 
Christ Up to Date 
Secularism and Chris

tianity
Altar and Throne 
Martin Luther 
The Praise of Folly 
A Lost Soul 
Happy in Hell 
The Act of God 
Keir Hardie on Christ 
Blessed be ye Poor 
Converted Infidels 
Mrs. Booth’s Ghost 
Talmage on the Bible 
Mrs. Ber-ant on Death 

and After
The Poets and Liberal 

Theology
Christianity and Labor 
Duelling
An Easter Egg for 

Christians

Down Among the Dead 
Men

Smirching a Hero 
Kit Marlowe and Jesus 

Christ
Jehovah the Ripper 
The Parson’s Living 

Wage
Did Bradlaugh Back

slide ?
Frederic Harrison on 

Atheism 
Save the Bible 1 
Forgive and Forget 
The Star of Bethlehem 
The Great Ghost 
A • heism and the French 

Revolution 
Pigottism 
Jesus at i he Derby 
Atheist Murderers 
A Religion for Eunuchs 
Rose-Water Religion

London : R. Forder, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C.

N E W  PAM PH LET by CHARLES WATTS.

Just Published, price 2d., by post 2Jd.,

The Existence of God ;
Or, Questions for Theists.

London : Wa“ s it Co., 17 JuhnsonWourt, Fleet street, E.C.

Works by G. W. Foote.
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 Sonaliim ’ oniid? Four 
Nights’ Public Debate with Annie 
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