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THE WOMAN WHO DID.
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U Fojjiali Who Did. By Grant Allen. London : John Lane.

9“" 9RANT Allen is one of the brightest of the
anipions of Evolution. His arm is not so strong as
0Ssor Huxley’s, nor is his sword of the same weight
nl tronchancy. But there are very few Huxleys. We
er find more than one in a single generation. It is
hin”™ °re no disparagement of Mr. Grant Allen to place
H;nbelow Our £reat protagonist of Evolution. Yetin one
t0 )& fi;ls a decided advantage. He has not hesitated
plaM”k °U™ I'fidnly on the subject of religion—far more

tiiore ” t/lan Huxley>wb°se Agnosticism seems at times a
excuso for reticence.

piai r- Grant Allen has also written with the utmost
5, Nness upon the social and ethical aspects of Evolution.
e ,aay he right or wrong, but at least ho is honest. At
0 we could only have said this with a reservation,
But that a5 Mr. Grant Allen’s own fault. He told the
°d<l that lie had written a masterpiece, which he had not
ILfibbed, but destroyed, because he could not run the risk
committing the unpardonable sin against Mrs. Grundy,
'vas an act of cowardice, though there was some
Piegi@d0 in the confession. But we take it that the master-
o . Pickwickian sense. It
’,,S’Rg%sllfynva/t;l?/Ithe %roly%ghi% has just been issued from
* 9 SoJle, Head. .. u .,
Mr. Urant Allen has waited until the air is thorougi\
grated with the odor of the Woman question, and he is
"re °f a hearing. He has also put his revolutionary
j@* ent before the world in a handsome attire. Mr.
str n~ane ’ssuos dainty volumes from his press in \ igo-
Thet’.and a dainty volume helps to disarm prejudice.
J tovi! nothing furtive about it. It seems to say that we
Srdislike it, but we must admit it is good-looking ; and

«on m°MGabout>challenging a certain inevitable admira-

at

Is ru however, that the title on the cover was not.
iS,'1“ *4-  The Wo7xan Who Did Grant Allen” is a
1. L~ O/ eaigvee iU a small meatigy ,; buy

's°'vn « UI™ a evolutionist can do is to start a laugh at
The ~ | )ense.

Sortio ALl 's a brightll_D}/ written story ; in
.- “Wu, la written beautifully. ut it is notam
tb i isreallya fierce impeachmentof maniab ¢ Now
£ 1Sa dangerL line for a writer to take though less

C21°WBan | ; y
5 an |t Was ten-or-twenty years ago, and far less

disn*nan  was ’n t'10 days of Shelley. Mr. Grant
t book'?yS a discreet instinct, therefore, in dedicating

%Pﬁiégf_y_v_ifg_—“ fo whom 1 have dedicated my,
u - w q years-” After this ho informs us that the

06 firt tim_t(-U at y>cruS’a>in the spring of 1893—* for
?@aﬁcw‘? my life whollg and solely to satisfy my
: if own conscience.” By this timo the reader

“§t8 mor'l 'n tho frame of mind to judge the book
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Before we proceed to judge the book upon its merits, we
have a word to say on the subject of novels with a purpose.
We concoive them to be an utter mistake, unless the
purpose is latent, as it is in the tragic masterpieces of
Shakespeare. The method of art is indirection. Shelley
learnt this long after ho wrote Queen Mab, and forcibly
expressed it in the sentence, “Didactic poetry is my
abhorrence.” You may write a novel with a purpose ever
so powerfully, but you will never make it convincing.
The reader who dissents from your conclusions can always
say, “ This proves nothing; it never happened; it is all
imaginary.” Besides, as Flaubert said, somebody else
may write a story as powerfully to illustrate the opposite
thesis. And where are you then ? Art—if it is art—has
counterbalanced art; and the result is a futile equilibrium.
If you have a thesis to maintain, do it in the proper way.
Challenge the intellect directly. Appeal to fact and logic.
Put your case so that it may be proved or disproved. To
do otherwise is to evade your logical responsibilities.

The oidy good a novel with a purpose can really do is to
draw attention to a principle or a grievance. It is very
doubtful, however, if the persons whose attention can only
be excited in that way are capable of any profitable
thinking. The chances are, therefore, that you have
appealed to the wrong audience ; which is a serious waste
of time and energy.

These are general considerations, and we now come to a
more particular criticism. Mr. Grant Allen has made a
tremendous blunder in logic, even as a novelist. He sets
out to illustrate the argument that marriage is a relic of
ancient slavery, and that men and women should unite
their lives, or separate them, not only without the sanction
of religion, but also without the sanction of the law.
Accordingly, he introduces a beautiful, cultivated, and
high-spirited girl, who refuses on principle to marry the
man who loves her, and argues him into becoming her
husband in the merely natural sense of the word. So far
so good. But it is only, after all, the beginning; the first
act, so to speak, of the drama. Mr. Grant Allen should
then have worked out the after-life of this couple; he
should have shown us how they bore themselves towards
the world, and how the world boro itself towards them :
ho should have developed their relationship to each other
when passion had scttlod into affection; he should have
told us how the experiment answered for them, in the course
of many years, and in the existing social environment.
Instead of doing this, lie kills ofT the hero (if we may call
him so) in seven months with typhoid fever ; giving him
no timo to echo Shelloy’s apostrophe to the skylark, “ Thou
lovest, but ne’er know love’s sad satiety.” Mr. Grant Allen
says that it is the fools who always put that question,
“What of the children 7’ and think it a crushing one. All
the more, then, was ho bound to work out the problem
from the point of view of the unmarried husband and wife.
Killing the husband off—and it is the novelist, not nature,
who porpetrates the assassination—is a weak evasion of the
real difficulty. The problem that remains is not the
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primary one, but the secondary one, which Mr. Grant Allen
rather hastily declares to be no problem at all, or only a
problem for fools.

The second half of Mr. Grant Allen’s book answers his
first half, and proves (if it proves anything) that “ What of
the children ?” is not merely a question for fools. Herminia
Barton is cut by most of her old acquaintances, and even
by her father, the Dean of Dunwich. She is also cut by
the family of her child’s father. Her child grows up a
Philistine. It was a case of atavism. Dolores Barton’
beauty brings her a good offer of marriage. She learns of
what she regards as her mother’s ““shame,” rounds upon
her in vehement Philistine language, goes to her paterna
grandfather for “ protection,” and leaves Herminia no
alternative but to take poison and leave a free stage for
her daughter’s career.

Mr. Grant Allen winds up with a funeral dirge, in which
is a certain note of triumph. “Herminia Barton’s stainless
soul had ceased to exist for ever,” but—*“Not for nothing
does blind fate vouchsafe such martyrs to humanity.
From their graves shall spring glorious the church of the
future.” The sentiment is worthy of reverence; yet the
cool intellect bids us ask what can possibly spring from
imaginary graves, and whether the blood of imaginary
martyrs can ever again be the seed of a church.

Dolores Barton was a beautiful young Philistine. She
could not rise to the level of her mother’s principles. But
was it her fault? Mr. Grant Allen brands as “a silly
error” the idea that parents can “influence to any
appreciable extent the moral ideas and impulses of their
children.” Character, he maintains, is congenital, and
cannot be “altered "or affected after birth by the foolish-
ness of preaching.” Very well, then; if the law of
atavism, which is only a deeper heredity, so often makes
children unlike their parents, is it safe, is it fair, to involve
children, whose character you cannot foresee, in the con-
sequences of your own social experiments 1 Herminia
Barton meant to give her daughter the glorious blessing of
being “ the first free-born woman ever begotten in England.”
But the blessing proved a curse, and it is idle to say that
the daughter “made a curse of it.” It was a curse to her.
“All my life has been sacrificed to you and your prin-
ciples I exclaims Dolly. “You had no right,” she
cries, “to bring me into the world'at all; if you did
you should have put me on an equality with other
people.” Herthinia is unable to reply effectively; in
other words, Mr. Grant Allen is unable to lay the
spectre he has raised. We put it to him, in all seriousness,
whether the fate of offspring is really a problem for fools.
If it is, he should have been logical ; be should have made
llcrminia resolute to the end, and have raised the “glorious
church of the future ” on the martyrdom of Dolores as well
as the martyrdom of her mother.

In every civilised society the principle is gaining
recognition that the rights of cIn'dren arc supreme.

However marriage originated—and ;dl good things had.

vulgar beginnings—it has held its own, just as monogamy
has triumphed over polygamy, by virtue of the protection
it aflords to offspring. Family life may bo purified; it
can never be abolished without the ruin of civilisation.
Children cannot grow up as they should without a home,
and how is a home possible without marriage ? This is
the very kernel of the question, and not to sec it is to be
blind to the very essence of human evolution.

Mr. Grant Allen has strong views on the subject of
marriage, and we shall deal with them in our next article.
We shall also note some of his outspoken observations on
other points in ethics and religion. He has put his heart
into the work, and is entitled to a fair hearing and a

candid criticism. G. W. FOOTE.
(To he nmeluded.)

THE FREETHINKER.

Mardi 3, 1895.

CHURCH MEMBERSHIP AND CHURCH PROPERTY-

The Parish Councils Act has been generally recognised &
an excellent piece of legislation, developing the possibilities
of public life in the villages, and helping to remove the
village parishioners from the thraldom of parson and
squire. The Act was opposed by these interested classes.
and the bishops were consistent with the whole course
their legislative career in their antagonism to the measure.
It is an open secret that their opposition was not extreme
both because it was seen to be unavailing, and because the
new measure was not without some benefit to the Church-
The old vestries having had their church functions swal-
lowed up by their civil business, it became a distmc
advantage to the Church to make the new civil council go t°
the schoolroom, or other building, instead of to the church
vestries, thus dissevering the old and true idea that th
church belonged to the parish, and could itself be used, &
in old time it was used, for parish business. Still more,1®
retain parish charities as ecclesiastical charities, with0;
the control of the parish councils, was, as it were, to obtal
the advantages of disestablishment without the disadv%
tages of disendowment. Within narrower limits. “%
Church may have more real power than ever. The A
restored to the vestry and the churchwardens their ecc
siastical character, and now Churchmen in Convocati®
have been discussing the question whether the election
the parish vestry, formerly the right of parishioners, cai™l
be confined exclusively to Churchmen. At first sight
question may appear to have no more importance

the ordinary discussions of Convocation (which, by
way, once had the right of examining all Bills breu» t
before Parliament that in any way related to religion,
which can now only pass resolutions that nobody bee ¥4
but on examination it will be found to be wide-readll
If the church affairs of the parish are to be decide0 by
Churchmen only, and not by the majority of the parish1®»
it is evident that the Church of England, which has
ceased to be really co-terminous with the nation, WL1.
cease to be entitled to the designation of the biat™
Church. The Bishops in the Upper House of Convoca™.j
saw this, and adhered to the old precedents, which, as
down by Hooker, déclarée *there is not any mana m°

of the Commonwealth who is not also 6ifthie Churchjs,
England.” The Bishops of London and liooliostoi tO
tinctly admitted that every citizen, as such, has a ‘G *
a voice in the affairs of the Church. The Bishop 0
dissented ; but he appears to have been the only m j jO
of the Upper House of Convocation who ventuio
antagonise the existing >»w For, by th. law, «H-» ¢ J j
of the nation are, ijito facto, members of the - * ujp.
Church, entitled to all the privileges of such menul
Though I have ceased to bo a Christian, and cOLisci*’miiul
do not claim these privileges, | am in law a nonconfo
member of the Church of England, and have as muc up-
right to a voice in Church matters as any of my in
parishioners.* | may, moreover, if able, invest m°»"'V1I
the purchase of advowsons, and present livings of
ordained clergymen | may select. The Lower j1® ajed
Convocation appeared to be in a hopelessly muddle- ~jt
condition on the question. Evidently they wished tils
the right of voting for the vestries to Churchmen, dub
evidently they feared the State would nover perin

a limitation of the rights of other parishioners, ~jch
mysterious body, the new House of Laymen, |[llOr°
has been, under the leadership of Lord Selborno,
sacerdotalist than the sacerdotalists, rejected 1
positions of the Upper House. They would 11 |i of
voters for vestries to persons baptised in the Oh» Jiae

N
*
J
N

England ; and since it is notorious that many of
been so baptised have become “ nonconforming o
the Church of England,” some would limit the les»
confirmed and communicating members. As, h°"  niosw,
than ten percent, of baptised persons, and thos # .a)

females, go through {hg geremonyw of confirma.” @i thi
such rule would at once restrict the mombersnu ™ tfpfl
Church of iigietiitl to WAILITKY MWEH fakoower boun-/* e
that of the Wesleyans, and render more g 1l o
not
Even if excommunicated, nmy excommumettiiej+ '-I[jnht’
recognised by tho State. Tho Church was compe»« "uB0
of Mr. Jenkins, who was refused tho sacrament » | }ofetsc

not believe in tho Devil, to admit an acknowlougQl
the fold.
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Vuty of its holding for its exclusive behalf vast sums of
I**nal wealth. The Church is in a strait “between the
faM ,ac™Me deep sea.” If all parishioners vote, it must
ue :ae possibility of a nonconforming majority some day
re ling the very constitution of the Church, and possibly

applying its buildings, lands, and endowments, or it
is i ®narrowing the term of its membership, confess it
D 0 Quei'the Church of the nation, and consequently no
r 2er entitled to those endowments. It hopes to sail
Co-en Neylla and Charybdis, and use the Liberal Parish
jlhotlOL»* Act to dish the Liberationists. The very proposals
andt-tat AMlurch has lost its ancient, national basis,
°the M~”as 110 more title to national property than any
foiiJ M the various sects that teach in the name of
eat?’Ql, “or it must never be forgotten that the churches,

* 8 'e,l° lands, tithes, rents, and other funds in the

rati nistrati°n of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, are
c’nj“al property. The clergy have no more right to
have tOr 210 lurches as their property than the Admiralty
thejr O c°nsider the dockyards and the ships of the navy as
Mit. Property. The Ecclesiastical Commissioners and the
Clq»fgh corporations are trustees for the entire

per, or is this affected by the fact that private
the d18 dave endowed the Church. As a matter of fact, of
com.”regate annual income of six millions, only the
“). ;Ultlvely small sum of ;6284,380 is derived from
since 1703.” The Churchman who

thija. ' @rqperty to a church of which every member of
n~nt is a ruler, and of which every citizen is a
thet) 0,. carryp more question legislation concerning it
Tre ,,"I- ao "iven property for a road or for a public park.
sigyer aff°n cannot fake gifts on the condition that it shall

fade th'dnMa® “e»*Mate concerning them.  Mr. Gladstone
18fif 1,11clear in the debate on the Irish Church Bill in

that "cf-i* ~10 late Lord Chief Justice Coleridge remarked
fdesit ineil g'vc property to the Church, and the Church
CHtfoi * ProPol'ty is given and taken subject to State
tirreto'r n Mate terms : upon conditions laid down from
pover wullc by the State, and liable to be altered by the
The)\Uch ~a? laid them down.”
\Waes, ‘llrch is shrieking against its disestablishment in
ad jgl8sPeliation and robbery, though it has long robbed
sacriig,M'*ed a l)eople who want none of it. Its talk of
lien,  and robbery will be regarded by no wise states-
hitreeif can ito more rob itself than a man can rob
"Wote n ~ 10ul'l tI'e nation deem it wise and expedient to
k>secilj [e whole or any portion of ecclesiastical property
tile ore, I Purposes, whether for the promotion of education,
tjie science, the endowment of research,
i"®Poor'~"" pot of pensions for old age, or for the relief of
i|f t° buy exactly the same riglit as any individual
ntrance™ T LKSor give alms, instead of paying for lire
llessof t)  '~hen the nation is convinced of tho unsound-
»w»logical pouf-mortemfire insurance it will certainly
PeramT:r the wisdom of investing six millions and more
n >nthat dubious buskhess.

J. M. WiiekljFii.

CIiMISTIAN HISTORY NOT TRUSTWORTHY,

if"VWFRVpe
i.elf, t, *1 value the Christian religion may possess

1 *k

rtory ,e can be no reasonable doubt that its ear
ffery; associated with fraud, falsehood, and barefaci
f'y guil Or centuries tho followers of Christ were n
th~ %oiis™. , Interp®lating different writings, with siu

'0 PUripta< additions as were deemed necessary to su
oritiC  Christian propaganda, but thoy actual

i dbm;.. le passages that were favorable to their dogma
tn€A to authors who had nothiag to d&Oual

th .h'uod'vvtion. Bishoev Faustus sa\s m ~ purist hii
eth*New Testement was not written
his Apostles, hut a long wino a cre,pt

W tv™',wn Persons, who,lest they shou *

) NG,u;unb
Mth JMey wrote of affairs they "were little ncqu ~

~Ndto their works tho names o XU
Ve, O€en

Mhere <
o m |
L1 acBiRS BT pRE ST %Vd‘?éﬁf"

P.6® * ~» Gospel HLIory, vol. vi-, P;fluonced by t
"QnVv' Mr)())hahly these wr%,iters "C , Path yme
ot St. Paule “If the* truth of Cou
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abounded through my lie unto his glory, why yet am |
also judged as a sinner I’ (Romans iii. 7).

Mosheim, in his Ecclesiastical History, writes: “Thus it
happened . ... that they who were desirous [in the third
century] of surpassing all others in piety looked upon it
as lawful, and even laudable, to advance the cause of piety
by artifice and fraud” (p. 77). “The interests of virtue
and true religion suffered yet more grievously by two
monstrous errors which were almost universally adopted
in this [the fourth] century, and became a source of innu-
merable calamities and mischief in the succeeding ages.
The first of these maxims was, ‘that it was an act of
virtue to deceive and lie, when by that means the interests
of the Church might be promoted’” (p. 102). “ Nor did
the heralds of the Gospel think it at all unlawful to
terrify, or to allure to the profession of Christianity by
fictitious prodigies, those obdurate hearts which they could
not subdue by reason and argument” (p. 171). Such
falsehood and deceit were not confined to mere professed
Christians, for Mosheim says : “ It cannot be affirmed that
even true Christians were entirely innocent and irreproach-
able in this matter ” (p. 55).

One of the most audacious instances of the endeavors of
tho Christians to palm off upon the world forged writings as
real is that of ascribing to the Jewish historian, Josephus,
a direct reference to Jesus as “ the Christ.” There are
two passages that refer to Jesus in the Antiquities, which
Josephus is supposed to have written A.d. 93 ; but the
more important of the two is that found in chapter iii.,
book xviii., which reads thus : “ Now, there was about this
time Jesus, a wise man, if it be lawful to call him a man,
for he was a doer of wonderful works—a teacher of such
men as receive the truth with pleasure. He drew over to
him both many of the Jews and many of the Gentiles.
He was [the] Christ; and when Pilate, at the suggestion
of the principal men amongst us, had condemned him to
the cross, those that loved him at the first did not forsake
him, for ho appeared to them alive again the third day,
as the divine prophets had foretold these and ten thousand
other wonderful things concerning him; and the tribe of
Christians, so named from him, are not extinct at this
day.” Now, there is a general consensus of opinion among
able writers (including eminent Christians) that this entire
passage is a forgery.

C. B. Waite, who published his History of the Christian
Religion in Chicago during the year 1884, says : “ It is the
general verdict of scholars that the paragraph in the third
chapter of the eighteenth hook of the Antiquities, wherein
it is stated that Jesus was the Christ, etc., is an interpolated
forgery ” (pp. IG 17). Eusebius is the Christian charged
by sevoral writers with the forgery, as it is well known that
this pious writer was not over particular in keeping to the
truth, if, by the use of falsehood, he could promote the
interests of the Church.

Dr. Lardner, in tho third volume of his works, says :
“ Probably some learned Christian, who had read the works
of Josephus, thinking it strange that this Jewish historian
should say nothing of Jesus Christ, wrote this paragraph
on tho margin of his copy ; and thence it came to he after-
wards inserted into many copies of Josephus.” In the
preface to his fourth volume Lardner writes more definitely,
for therein he observes: “ Indeed, it is not Josephus, hut
Eusebius, or some other Christian, about this time, who
composed this paragraph.”

Judge Strange, in his Sources and Development of Chris-
tianity, speaks of the passage as “a recognised forgery,”
and remarks : “ The language is plainly that of a Christian,
and not such as would he held by a Jew. Nor can it have
proceeded from one so near the alleged events of Chris-
tianity as Josephus, who, sixty years after the atonement
said to have been made by the Messiah, would not have
had to point to the fact that he still had a following at this
day as a noteworthy circumstance” (p. 21).

Tho Rev. Dr. Giles, in his Apostolic Records (p. 285),
observes that tho forged paragraph “is not noticed by any
earlier writer than Eusebius, and plainly shows that the
writer of it was a Christian. It has been rejected by all
£riics as a forgery, introduced into the text of Josephus to
Supply what was thought to he a serious want of evidence
in favor of tho Christian history.” A host of other autho-
rities could bo cited, all being decidedly against the theory
that tho passago under consideration was written by
Josephus. Even Professor Cractz writes, in his History of
the Jews (vol. vii., p. 1GG), in referring to the circumstances
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that are said to have occurred in connection with the life
of Christ: “ Strange that events fraught with so vast an
import should have created so little effect at the time of
their occurrence at Jerusalem that the Judaean historians,
Justus of Tiberias and Josephus, who related, to the very
smallest minutiae, everything which took place under Pilate,
never mentioned the life and death of Jesus.”

In my opinion, the paragraph, as it appears in the
Antiquities, bears the strongest possible evidence of its
being a forgery, and it requires no scholarship to detect its
lack of genuineness. If anyone were to read a speech
delivered by an archbishop of the Church of England in
favor of the Establishment, and .found that it was inter-
polated with opinions of the Liberation Society, the differ-
ence of the language and its import would be speedily
detected. All that is required to discover the forgery in
the book of Josephus is to remember who he was, and
what religious views he held, and then to note the nature
and position of the interpolation. Josephus was an ortho-
dox Jew, and would not, therefore, use language that would
indicate he believed in the divinity of Christ. There would
be nothing extraordinary in a Jew mentioning the name
Jesus, for that was an ordinary name, whereas Christ was
not; it was a title, the “Anointed One,” the Messiah.
But the passage says that Josephus wrote, “ He was the
Christ,” which is absurd, inasmuch as, had he done so, the
early Christian Fathers would surely have alluded to the
fact in their discussions with the Jews. *“ Origen,” says
Judge Strange, “ could not have failed to have made use of
it in his argument with Celsus, when occupied in bringing
before him the testimony of Josephus. On the contrary,
he has to admit the absence of any sufficient notice of
Jesus by Josephus, and to endeavor to account for his
silence.”

Let us note the position of the passage as it appears in
the Antiquities. The edition of 1737 gives in the margin
the dates of the events recorded. It mentions three things
as having happened A.D. 28— the first being a riot, in which
Pilate’s soldiers killed many of the populace, while others
ran away. The account then says : “ Thus an end was
put to this sedition.” Following in the order of this date,
the historian adds : “ About the same time, also, another
sad calamity put the Jews into disorder.” But between
these two accounts appears the forged passage, which has
no relation whatever to what preceded and what followed.
In fact, it entirely destroys the continuity of the two narra-
tives of the national disasters. Besides, the whole affair of
the birth, miracles, death, and resurrection of Christ is dis-
posed of in a few sentences, which is a most improbable
thing for Josephus to have done, considering he gave full
details upon local riots, which had no comparison in import-
ance with the wonderful incidents mentioned about Christ.
The concluding sentence of the paragraph ought to settle
the matter once and for all. It reads thus: “And the
tribe of Christians, so named from him [Christ], are not
extinct at this day.” Does not this point to the fact that
the passage was written long after AD. 93 1

The allegation that the paragraph is after the
of Josephus is not true. His usual plan was to enlarge
even upon trivial matters ; yet in this case he is made to
dismiss events of unparalleled magnitude in a few words.
The fact is, all trustworthy evidence that has any reference
to this “ testimony of Christ” shows it to be one of the
many glaring forgeries for which t: s early Christians were
noted. As the author of Supernatural Religion, speaking
of the early Christian Fathers, says : “Nofablo could be
too gross, no invention too transparent, for their unsuspicious
acceptance, if it assumed a pious form, or tended to edifi-
cation. No period in the history of the world ever pro-
duced so many spurious works as the first two or three
centuries of our era. The name of every apostle or
Christian teacher, not excepting the great Master himself,
was freely attached to every description of religious
forgery.” Such were the men who controlled tho infancy
of the Christian faith ; and such were some of the elements
that comprised its history. Charles Waits.

113 Style ”

We look before and after,
And pine for what is not;
Our sincerest laughter with some pain is fraugnt,
Our sweetest songs are those that tell of saddest thought.

—Shelley.
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ACID DROPS.

The recent severe weather is not much of a testimony
the mwisdom and benignity of “Providence.” It j
inflicted the most frightful hardships upon the p°°rg
classes. Inquests have been held in London upon men»
women who died of sheer cold and starvation. Inone]e-
sad case the Coroner was very pathetic in his lamentatio -
and gave some coal and food tickets to the survivi ij
family. After the inquest it was discovered that Cc[
of tho jurymen were themselves suffering from lac*
sustenance, and the coroner distributed tickets amol®
them as well. All this is a curious commentary upon O .
boasted “ Christian civilisation.” It is very doim
whether any ancient pagan state, or any modern hem
country, could show such poverty, destitution, and mgs
as obtain where the Bible is read and Christ
worshipped. _
Mr. Barnes, a Sheffield publican, determined to ?.
away soup and loaves to the destitute poor in his nC8. I
hood. Some tickets were sent to the Rev. C. F. bflyj
of St. Simon’s Vicarage, to distribute, but the man oi
would not have anything to do with such tainted [0
He would not have people go to a public-house, =
save themselves from starvation. Of course thisis a er
noble attitude, but a correspondent of a local nc'vs™0k
wants to know whether the reverend gentleman, who
a tour on the continent lately, stayed at hotels °r jo#
We have not seen his answer to this pertinent gne
Probably we never shall.

A story is being circulated about Mr. Gladston
Cannes, where the venerable statesman is escapi*o
rigors of our English winter. Going to church or)4 b3
the G.O.M. was accorded a seat near the pulplt J”on-
deafness still prevented him from catchlng

11 can’t hear,” he said, turning to his helpmeet Y
mind, my dear,” said Mrs. Gladstone, ““ never
sleep. It will do you much more good.”

think so.

ruli*
The Gifford lectures are becoming quite 508
Professor Wallace, the latest Gifford lecturer at *
has just defined the soul as follows : * Our s°u f"tjat '
not.in.which we We.r.escpan mitod from others bl,lt "0:
which we were most one with others; that which
a part of our structure, but somethlng that w
than physical structure, something which usedasg%%‘
structure for its ends, something which, so far as
did not live, did not exist, except where two or
gathered together.” If this sort of thing contin
Freethinker will have to look to its laurels. o
The old man Moyes, recently murdered at LiverP™
earned a living by selling Bibles. He couldnt ha i
less under the protection of Providenco if he had
living by selling the Freethinker. ,

John Jones, sub-postmaster at Trcalaw, in the ent®
Valley, has been arrested on a charge of embezz ~
the extent of £1,000- The prisoner, who
Nonconformist deacon, thanked God that he \ouid - 1o

Christian for thirty years. He trusted God fficie
mercy upon him, and incline the hearts of the
pardon him. Nice man, John Jones !
_ of (FW
The goody-goody paper which boasts the piNjf
Thoughts gives, in its issue for March i IV janw

Toseph Proudhon. But there is no hint that t
Ynarchism was a Freethinker, though his sayiu&’, ~ie

le mal, was almost as famous W
This is the more notable as tho writer of
him is the Rev. S. E. Keeble, who says : “ 11Q lkac ™
was strictly moral and upright. lie appeals .“ee”'-As
singularly free from personal immorality, ™ * fec'lj]t
husband, a true friend, an upright man, free gt
of personal hatred against any man.” Aftei VIS
have astonished the Christian readers to be to
Atheist.

mh jjift,

Mr.*E. Thornton has been stating in the 2000:
that in”“London shops and factories, out of
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atlJ 700 men, only two or three are found to go to church
riftr P°l' The statement has provoked a revival of the
discussed question why working men do not go to
v Urgi, to which so many answers have been given without
tinging them any nearer to the house of God. Perhaps
e °auses mentioned by the Rev. F. L. Donaldson are as
using as any. They are “carnality, conceit, and

j» .. appears from the second annual report of the Liberator
2479 PUXP that there are on the books of the Fund

J victims of that sanctimonious fraud, their losses
'Anting to £700,000. Most of them were people of
ghl means>who, misled by the pious aspect of the
p eme>thought to have treasure above and increase their
do SIS10rs here at the same time. After much has been
theG °r "heir relief," hundreds of the sufferers still have

Workhouse staring them in the face.
Wcijl/ ¥'lans>conveniently forgetting the past of their faith,
form 1aS been found compatible with the most atrocious
s\lS  Persecution, war, and slavery, put it forward as
thcOI~-110118 whh all that is humane. They should read
p,.niT'leS artiMes hi the Law Times on the history of
day/ and they would discover that in the palmy
e 0 Christianity its professors were as inhumane and
hlaru] CS as hf°rth American Indians or South Sea
of jrers' Mo Christian expressed pity when, in the reign
WbIITT ML, Richard Mekins, a boy of fifteen, was
foiled f >umch for “heresy,” or even when a woman was
@)ltlu. 0 death in Smithfiold, in the middle of the sixteenth

late as 1812 Daniel lIsaac Eaton, then aged sixty,
J* Placed in the public pillory, a punishment which often
« ah the violence of the mob, as well as the torture of
p Mstrument, for having published Paine’s Age of Reason.
W Jnutcly>the populace was sympathetic, and a ballad in
Foe was sold round the pillory. The sentence,

Mg ' excited @i indignation of Shelley, and evoked
Pelted Letter, to Lord Ellenborough.

l\'NFg qa“/& ldready referred to the shameful boycott of
~ado\°t(fS Meture for the Humanitarian League on “ The
at Ul (V°f die Sword.” We now invite our readers to look
MHl d'podtu picture. On Sunday afternoon St. James’s
& nr/ ~owded. The Daily News says 8,000 people
N «m ,eSCl,C bufc that is nonsense. Still, it was a large
. r-ld Mwas f'ofd under the auspices of the West
mﬁam 'ﬁi’(m. The speakers-includeeSir John Hutton,
I\)ﬂ the London County Council, the Rev.
rp-erman Fleming Willitnis, and thefien-PREe [GliffRES.:
t ®boss of the show was the Leve <€  jqcisinthe
Toes not matter that he is a convic e tter that Mr.
sxnne E IS eﬂ)e-:itable. NqQr “es t etter ~ iga
exposed the lie.  He Is out of the swim,
auhty Freethinker; and ho must be boyc

pilin g tothe reportin the Daily b*'g* on’wliich he
tt0?;Ing Williams expressed himselfAn discussion
: I\t/l EO disda{ntr\]/vhen Ihle ?zgd that Ssp AL of the
r. Foote a e Hall of Science. - Iu -
Is?é:rdot’ reaxing kgﬂﬂ%ﬂ UP into twelve municipalities,
«d "his “ involed bomsecjiemoes as Wladk wifth
aS - - - - - -
foul with iniquity as anything outside

v
te’

N~ ¥ e Willigms of meaning anything particular
._poLeXCOPt tbat>as a Progressive alderman, ho hated

pottit, anT °f the Me@eFates. Wegit is not his strong

litWwMd v, do not expect it of him. At the same time,

Ln acos C 'or him to bo a little less wild in his

1 IGin “a °.kn°ws that he had no sort right

J I AtEIEM ~ in this connection. The Atheists in

QRG'@H fs ,f 'Most to a man Progressives, and the party of
ﬁm-SiStt&ns d Z°St en.tb'ely composed of rather ostentatious
«@itictl : ¢ <« Williams should give this fact his careful
Katfy of thn d?  dragging in “ Atheism ” to please the
e Methodist groundlings at St. James’s Hall.
/\Ve A. .
FBI@? nell 1§52 geeqg mouthful, and Mr. Williams

ase
Plhil\ét, ’IEcg}mr by i ? V.as tbc Yankees say, what the hell
Atheism *bc sentence implies that there is

1ell than outside it. Perhaps there is.
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Mr. Williams may be a better authority on hell than we
are. But is he a better authority than the Bible 1 And
does not the Bible say that “the devils also believe and
tremble ” 1 The natural inference from this is that there
is no Atheism in hell. Mr. Williams, however, asserts
otherwise ; and we leave him to settle the matter with the
Holy Ghost. _

Dr. Clifford made a very unfortunate historical reference.
He said that the Progressives should go forward in the
spirit of the Crusaders, who cried “God wills it.” Yes,
that was indeed their cry; and what did they do on the
strength of it 1 They went forward plundering, torturing,
ravishing, and massacreing—Ilike the vilest set of ruffians
ever let loose upon the world. It is to be hoped that the
Progressives will not fall under the same spiritual influences.
The fact is, Dr. Clifford was like Alderman Williams; he
did not think beyond the exigency of the moment; other-
wise he would have let the Crusaders rest in their unhallowed
graves. -

“That ridiculous Daily News” was an expression in our
first leading article last week. Of all the London news-
papers, this highly respectable organ of official Liberalism
was the oidy one that gave no report whatever of the Hall
of Science libel case. The Daily News has always pursued
these ostrich tactics. It treats as non-existent what it does
not like to recognise. For a long while it affected not to
know that there was such a person as Charles Bradlaugh.
It kept up the affectation until its own public laughed at
its absurdity. When the whole country *“stunk of
Bradlaugh,” as the. Tories put it, the Daily News readers
opened its pages and could never see his name. In the
same way, Mr. Foote’s name has been systematically
excluded from the reports of meetings, even when he was
one of the principal speakers. The Daily News has an
unconquerable aversion to anything and everybody con-
nected with Freethought.

A week or two ago the Daily News gave a very appre-
ciative review of M. Fouillee’s biography of M. Guyau, in
which it lavishly praised the latter’s power of thought,
fine imagination, and grace of style. But not a word
suggested that he was a Freethinker, and the author of a
striking book on The Irreligion of the Future. Of course
the silence was not duo to ignorance. The writer knew
his subject well enough. He was obliged to be reticent.
Freethought is tabooed by the editor. He cannot “abide”
it. Like Macbeth, he exclaims, “ Come in any other form
but that!

“ A Stupid Boy,” who is really very different, writes a
jocular letter in the Eastern Daily Dress on the Bible
teaching he suffered in his youth at a Church school. The
chief thing he recollects is the schoolmaster, who was very
muscular, and who wielded the cane most effectually.
After tho schoolmaster comes the parson —

His coat so sleek and buttony,
His cheeks so smug and muttony.

The authorities up in Springfield have intercepted a
package sent thither from China. It was ostensibly a
book, but on being opened it was found that the leaves
had been cut out and a gorgeous silk handkerchief, of
dutiable value, was smuggled therein. The sad thing
about it is that it was sent by a converted Oriental to a
Springfield missionary.— Boston Herald.

The Tablet notices Mr. Balfour’s book so favorably that
it evidently thinks that in denouncing Rationalism lie is
preparing others for the road to Rome, even if he is not
sufficiently logical to Like that road himself.

A bishop with £8,000 a year can hardly be expected to
bo in favor of Disestablishment, but it is a notable sign
of tho times that the Bishop of Durham should address a
lettor to his dioccso on tho subject, in which, among.much
other questionable matter, lie states that, if the Church bo
disendowed, the heaviest losses will fall on the poor.
Nonscnso, bishop. The fact is, that the poor might then
resume their right to tho tithes, and the national property
now devoted to tho Church might provide the whole of the
aged poor with pensions.
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Representatives of Burial Boards, in different parts of
the country, have waited on the Home Secretary and
represented to him that the clergy in many cases made
excessive charges on account of graves, monuments,
tombstones, etc., in the consecrated portions of cemeteries
and burial grounds provided out of the public rates. The
public were at the expense of providing those places, and
the clergy rendered no service for the charges made.

Mr. T. E. Page writes to the Times that, in consequence
of the head-masterships of public schools being given to
clericals, those posts are occupied by persons who, at the
university, would not be considered worthy of a college
lectureship. He says : “ That this should be so is a scandal
to education ; but it is men like the Bishop of London who
arc mainly responsible. They know that teaching is not
a necessary appanage of the clerical profession; but they
prefer to keep it so, no matter at what cost of public
detriment.”

A big Missionary meeting was recently held at Dr.
Parker’s City Temple. Mr. H. M. Bompas, Q.C., who
presided, tried to stir up young men and women to take
part in missionary work, and to push the Gospel of Christ
with the energy displayed in pushing English commerce all
over the world. While this gentleman was exhorting his
hearers to go and convert the heathen, thousands of people
were living in poverty, squalor, and degradation within a
mile of the place where he was speaking. Christianity, thy
name is (or should be) Hypocrisy !

The next speaker was the Rev. R. P. Ashe, of the Church
Missionary Society. This gentleman was very eloquent
over the change that Christianity has produced in Uganda.
He admitted the melancholy business of the lighting, says
the Daily News report, but he appeared to find some subtle
consolation in the fact that the machine guns were made
by European Christians. Guns or no guns, the Bible was
being read in Uganda, and there was liberty of conscience
at least for the missionaries. Mr. Ashe forgot to say, how-
ever, how soon, in his opinion, the natives of Uganda
would be exterminated. The guns, the rum, and peculiar
Christian diseases, will probably send them to kingdom-
come, and leave their soil free for the occupation of the
missionaries’ friends.

Fred Douglass, the runaway slave, and afterwards the

eloquent champion of the black race in America, is just |

dead, and the Christian newspapers arc gushing over his
grave. It would be more honorable, and perhaps more
profitable, if they reflected on the old attitude of Christians
in general to slavery, before it was condemned by the
conscience of civilisation. Fred Douglass once delivered a
lecture in the town where Colonel Ingersoll resided, and
after the lecture he walked the streets because no hotel
would afford him accommodation. When this outrage
came to the ears of the “infidel,” ho sallied out into the
streets and took the “nigger” to his own house. No
wonder that Douglass spoke of Ingersoll on public platforms
as the eloquent friend of the downtrodden blacks.

The Rev. Conrad Haney has too much of the man after
God’s own heart in his composition. Li 1379, while pastor
of a Methodist flock in Sherman, Tt ffi, his admiration of
other men’s wives made him conspicuous, and he was
obliged to seek fresh woods and pastures new. Recently
he has had to skedaddle from Chicago, where lie saved
souls in the Lake Avenue Evangelical Church, lie has
gone ofT with a Mrs. Brandt, leaving his own wife and
children destitute. No doubt he will turn up in another part
of the Lord’ vineyard, and find there another Bathshoba.

What knowest thou, man, of life ? and yet, for ever twixt
the womb, the grave,

Thou pratest of the coming life, of heaven and hell thou fain
must rave.

The world is old, and thou art young ; the world is large, and
thou art small ;

Cease, atom of u moment’s span, to hold thyself an all-in-all.

—lldji AMd El-Yetili.
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THE HALL OF SCIENCE LIBEL CASE.

(Continuedfrom p. 125.)

Mu. John Snow, one of the defendants, was then examinf®
by Mr. Rawlinson. He said he was a publisher and boot'
seller, carrying on business in lvy Lane, London. His refre
appeared on the fpam hlet. . o
As a matter of fact, what connection had you with fe
production of the pamphlet?—l am merely agent for 1l
sale of the pamphlet. .
That is a common practice in your trade, | think ? R ffij.
lou receive so many copies from the printers, and s
them and account to the proprietors? —Yes.
On what terms do you receive them?—I sell them *d*

commission of S per cent. .
~hat-isall-the connection you had with- the prop"cnw
ou ever hear« o

of these pamphlets?—Yes.
Before this action was brought bad
Mr. Smith I—Never heard of his name before. .y
I need hardly ask you whether you had any feeling of |
sort against him 2—None. i
You knew that this pamdphlet was a reproduction of *'
had already been published in some other paper?—Yes-
It also appears that it is a verbatim report of v
occurred at Leeds 2—Yes, certainIK. ,
So far as you were concerned, had you any knowledg”
all even of the existence of this paragraph in the P~
of the pamphlet?- Not until | received a letter fro*ll
plaintiffs’ solicitor.
The J udge : What is the date of that ? ) Qi
Mr. Rawlinson: Gth April, 1894. (To witness) In,p,e
letter there was no indication to you as to what part o
pamphlet was complained of? -None whatever. O
And no su%gestion that Mr. Smith was in any wsV "js
nected with the Hall of Science, which it now appears
connected with 2—No.
And at that time had you any idea of what was
plained of in the pamphlet?—None. tIu’C%J’l
Pt
c

cOiir

Now since this action was brought have you,
your solicitor, collected a large number of differen;ﬁgg
Secular or otherwise, having reference to the co
Secular halls at Leeds I—Yes. OV

Amongst others have you received a copy of a
called the Secular Review | e

Mr. Walton : How is this evidence, passages win
have appeared in other contemporaneous papers ? eis
Mr. Rawlinson: In this way. The question \Ouu
whether or not the audience who heard this remans. db
apply it to the Leeds or London hall. I ventun ﬁps
mit 1t is evidence of a discussion which appeare Ii®

Secular papers published by people who held the ,s;let}y il
of thought, to show, as a matter of common note Ffii
was a subject which had lieen under discussion .jjje o*
Christian and Secular debaters shortly before the Y
the speech complained of. | propose to-bring
number of papers to show the Leeds question ™ (jjid
discussed, and it was a matter of public interest at  Ajje*
and therefore to ask the jury to hold that when the m pi*
referred to a ball, speaking at Leeds, he referred
in Leeds, and not in London. Cticll
Mr. Walton : Itis a very simple issue. The 9uYupd™"
whether Mr. Powell said this having reference to a W
in Leeds. That could be proved by calling U’U, aiN't
heard it and the ﬂerson who spoke it, and proved *’ ,
a description of the building in Leeds, which wo**1 ved
the description given in (bis article. It is 110 1)1
throwing in a large armful of newsgapers and say11)”
look at them you will see the speech discussed. e 0
Mr. Rawlinson : | propose to show that the si
conduct at Leeds was the subject of public discuss*«
The J udge : You don’t find in the pamphlet tha n
subject of discussion. o imP~DO
Mr. Rawlinson : Up to that time it was an WftSa
subject of discussion ; and in the pamphlet itselt
the subject of discussion. . , *
Mr. Walton: Your lordship has already rule
point. ., S evUeliy
The Judge : You cannot put_lpapers_ forward “mge*
of what took place in Leeds. There is surely a
of getting it. > jillc. )

Mr. Rawlinson : | don’t care what took [Mac< A- pi*l,ﬁ.p
The Judge : You have got a faint denial from _ b
of having heard that some scandal had taken P*il n
Had not you lletter be content ?_ . sUbject. li*
Mr. Rawlinson: | am showing that this ) ‘Ait

under discussion between the parties duringall ¢>bp

and that it was referred to by these gentlgSf .oufflyy

occasion. That is the line of my argument, ’

a very loose description on page 29 of the B** "Wt

other parts of the pamﬂh et the majtei JA,th*1

accurately. 1don’t know that I can put itill) :

that. * aBd Ify
The Judge : You have got the pamphlet there»

can find a case in that, so much the better.
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I Mr. Rawlinson : Then | will deal with the pamphlet, and
Snail hope to alter Kour lordship’s mind, to a certain
xtent, so as to show what | mean. | submit 1 am entitled
0 prove what he was referring to.
Walton : He describes it, not as having happened at
ttl Science, but at the North-street Hall, Leeds ; but
was in his first speech.
Rawlinson : | submit it is the same subject.
ae. JUuDOE; Then you are met with the same difficulty.
1 y°u can call somebody who is able to tell us what
PPened, all very well ; but at present it is like asking to
calllla APy  the Times, and saying you are not going to
\fUy witnesses, asking me to believe everything in it.” *
| £m |, awrinson ; If it was a subject of ordinary interest,
am,, d ke entitled to read articles in publications which
Her?1l ®how that it was an article of public interest,
Mii V. am ilskmg your lordship to allow me to read a matter
g 4»ust have geen known to the Secularists at the time,
m ,le Judge : Already you have got proved by the plaintiff
Hatl SMAubiing had taken place at Leeds, and that the
that *r aa<™ J1een discussed in his presence. You have %?t
rel,/, Mr. Smith says himself he was present when the
e$?rt of the trial was discussed.
till, » Rawlinson : | was wishing to tell your lordship what
N nature of #  scandal was.
I *jSSwas then cross-examined by Mr. Walton.
tiim. = stand, Mr. Snow, you publish numerous pujblica-
ot tins class 2—Yes.
WIfL°UPuhRsh a paper called the Anti-Infidel I— do.
AndVtpr name upon the face of it 2—Yes.
Infill t -nk £?u”vere the first in the pages of the Anti
- K’ 8tve . this.discussion to the world 7—The proprietor,
f Bradlaugh, was.
: of you as publisher. You published it
FIAS m\)f‘sl@leahhnm,e;, is that so 2—The discussion was pub
DO g the Anti-infidel.
tiscukSUU e rStand y°u to tell the jury you published that
Ytiul if On,Iri.the newspaper, without troubling yourself to
The r ~“10 n°t read it.
L_'i}g .ébyd_ge : What had Mr. Bradlaugh to do with it?—He
“Mr rand proprietor.
ON mW hat is the circulation of Ha» Anti-Infidel |
did "'>0Ut 2>°°°-

tsell 1

Mr. PIn?ft ask you what you sold.—I only receive it from
Howl aLVJ\(T;h °P sale-

tam aai.Wcopies pass through the press 2—I don’t know.
YouT the Pinter.

Hot fIfVe 110 idea >—No.

The j.° remotest —No.
Hand ?_jJ'yE: i’ou did not print the pamphlet, | under-
dth ' - 7 : H was sent to you to sell, the same as the

Mr w SL WasV Yes>on the.;me terms
onV °A’ . appeared in pamphlet form, with your
Ho "RorRuspmce 4 - Yes.
yOnp°Rar< yourself as responsible for what appears
1 % JAur i—liu
°n"ship I?PON : That is a legal question which your
, e UVviny havs to decide later.
*tW ],v ' e~ *edoes regard himself as liable, and he is
. M. WTE? T 0, wen't hurt Rim fo say he is.
J“uphlet wni @ A0 tell that to the jury. You issue a
J ider v.,,.1y°ur namg on the front, and you do not
neridj ‘ipaukself responsible for having given i to the
t Are MU I responsible for the copms t sell, of ¢

f(i appear ii “°fulu lor allowing your name as publisiier
%Pe narj, 10 document for its contents >—Responsible
leic-. ~UIC appearinnr

fiderstand(ll  -wed your name to at sar on this, do |
ydore /i\t ditd not trouble to react it ?—I1 did not see
- .
it Ad attdhi Put on . -
hat 10n was called to it by the solicitor later
, hat -
liEM i~ rio u s letter?- It was.

Acir... JOH> inim 'i1li 2Li Lhis pamphlet contained a serious

. h'mith as the manager of (he Hall of
Sited ?an(‘ pon the National Secular Hall Society,

) A 1S~ . Ih', tt<a did-

Jj !"“> perhap's 'you éjid not read it? 1 did
M.~ JAatim.nl 'i'e . 1 taale received lnisirueiions

Gku, Weh SiuitVal -Seewllar Hall Society, Limited, and from
le& ce an lat(i manager of the Hall of Seienee, to
die tr'd ?ry libel«,1»11 Jr.adnst'y°u and the printer for certain

c-ut<"Mioon i
ill ] h>eience + ’hebodj

BAPR By eii. 1
ally tell the

assage, did you think it a very
| thought it was a libel outlie

lid not know where it was.
jury that ?—I1 do.
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You are the publisher of the Anti-Infidel and similar
literature, and did not know where it was?—No; | had
never seen it.

Did you know it was in London 2 knew there was one
in London.

Did you know it was the one in London that was suing
you ?— did not supcf)ose an%/thing about it.

Did you say you did not form any opinion 2—No.

Did you think it was any other Hall of Science in
London ?—I did not know.

You did not know which it was >—No.

And you did not trouble to inquire?—I went to see Mr.
Bradlaugh.

Did you ascertain from him that it was any other hall
than the one in London that was referred to?—No.

You thought, then, it was the Hall of Science in London 2—
I thought it might be.

And was no other 2=Well, 1 knew of the hall in Leeds.

Did you think that the one referred to 2 thought it
quite possible 1

You swear that >—I do.

Then you thought it did not refer to the plaintiffs?—I
thought not.

When you were served with a writ 2—Yes.

That you swear 2—Yes.

Then, having come to the conclusion that this did not
refer to the plaintiffs at all, did you write and tell them
SO 2—;No.

Why not 2—Because | saw Mr. Bradlaugh.

I am not speaking of what you said to Mr. Bradlaugh, but
of what you said to these gentlemen complaining of the
libel 2 said nothing.

Why not?—Because | did not know him. (Laughter.)

You think that is a serious answer ?—I do.

And you tell the jury you thought it did not refer to
him ?2—I put the matter in the hands of my solicitor.

I see. Did you continue to publish the Anti-Infidel after
the action had begun >—Certainly.

Did you happen to have been publishing it in May and
June, 1894?—Yes.

In May and June, 1894, you were strongly of opinion that
this did not refer to the plaintiffs who were .suing you ?—
| cann?t say what happened in May and June. This was
in April.

Dig you change your opinion before May, 1894, as to whom
the libel referred to 2—No.

Then you thought it did not refer to the plaintiffs 2—I
thought so.

Wi IJOU tell the jury, if you did not think the «action
referred to the plaintiffs, how you came, in May, 18%, to
publish a letter containing this passage ; “The fact that Mr.
G. W. Foote can only bring forward one solitary paragraph
on which he thinks it even possible to base an action is a
tacit admission on his part that every other charge con-
cerning the filthy and immoral literature issued from the
Secular press, and the vile conduct and practices of
Secularists themselves, has been proved up to the hilt.
When the case comes before the court the evidence lacking
in the involved paragraph will bo forthcoming, and then the
charges will be proved up to the hilt”? How came you, if
you thought in May, 1894, that this paragraph did not refer
to the plaintiffs at all, to publish a statement that you were
going to prove the charges up to the hilt 2—Mr. Bradlaugh
wrote that; | did not.

You published it. Do you mean to say you did not read
that 2—No ; | don’t mean to say so.

And do you mean to tell the jury you allowed these
?entlemen to come into court under the impression that the
ibel referred to them, without having in any way sought to
correct that opinion ? You know now, perfectly well, it refers
to them 2—It was only my opinion.

Have you any doubt about it?—Oh yes.

Do you suggest there is no Hall of Science in London ?2—
No, there was one.

In 1879?—I cannot say what year.

Dili you ever hear of a Hall of Science in Leeds, so-called 1

Yes.

The National Secular Hall is referred to in this libel. Is
there any Hall of Science in Leeds the headquarters of the
Society 2—I don’t know.

Can you suggest any Hall of Science in the United
Kingdom which can be described as the headquarters of the
Secularists, except that managed by .Mr. Smith ? 1 cannot
su%gest any. ) ]

r any situated, as that is, npar a lunatic asylum ?- | don't
know where it is situated.

Inasmuch as this Hall of Science is a Hall of Science in
London, and inasmuch, therefore, as Mr. Smith manages it
and conducts it, you now understand that the passage
refers to him? He says it does.

Have you any doubt?- Oh yes.

If what he says is true, it must 2 Yes.

Have you offered any ret ractation or apology yourself 2—
No, | have not. . .

re you indemnified in respect of damages and costs?
Yes.
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Re-examined by Mr. Rawlinson : My learned friend has
asked you about the Hall of Science in Leeds in 1878. Did
you know when it was shut up 2 cant say from my own
knowledge.

Only from what you have read ?—VYes.

The Judge : Isit shut up 2t is, | believe.

Mr. Walton : Thereis no such building, and never was.

Mr. Rawlinson : There was a Secular Hall.

Mr. Walton : There is this hall in North-street, Leeds ;
but it has not this description. It was not called the Halt
of Science. | am instructed that that is a malicious and
malignant fabrication.

Mr 1lawlinson : The Secularllall was the one | asked about.
You can, if desired, tell what has become of the hall in Leeds?

Mr. Walton : My friend is not entitled to that.

The Judge : You are both knocking your heads against a
brick wall.  One of you refers to the Secular Hall, and the
other to the Hall of Science.

Mr. Rawlinson : | was only going to ask the date.

The Judge : Mr. Walton says there is no Hall of Science
at Leeds.

Mr. Cook, the second defendant, was then called, and said
he was the printer of this pamphlet.

Were you instructed to print it in the ordinary course of
your business 2—Yes.

At the timeyou printed it did you know of this paragraph,
the subject-matter of this action, being in at all 2—I did not.

It was printed as a reprint of what had been in the Anti-
Infidel 1—Yes.

And that was a copy of a report of a meeting held at
Leeds?—Yes.

You never heard of'Mr. Smith before this action =No.

Cross-examined b%/ Mr. Walton : Are you indemnified
too, are you in that happy position 2—Yes.

Damages and costs 2—I don’t know.

Which 2—I don’t know.

Roth —l don’t know.

Which do you think ? (Laughter.)

The J udge : Have not you got what you want, Mr. Walton 1

Mr. Walton : | think so.

Mr. Rawlinson then addressed the jury for the defence.
He said : | shall detain you a very short time in summing
up the evidence laid before you. The point which my
learned leader, Mr. Murphy, made when he addressed you is
one which | think is certainly worthy of your consideration.
The main question for you is, Was this remark, which was
made by Mr. Powell, reasonably to be understood as
referring to the London Hall of Science, or was it referring
to a Secular hall in Leeds, about which scandals had arisen.
And a prosecution had taken place shortly before the date
referred to in the pamphlet ? 1do call your attention most
carefully to this. As appears from the. pamphlet, these two
disputants, Mr. Powell and Mr. Fisher, made alternate
speeches. Mr. Powell first made a speech, and Mr. Fisher
replies at some length. Mr. Powell again replies on him,
and so the combat is carried on. In his first speecli Mr.
Powell OEened the case against Secularism in great detail,
and in that opening, one very short part of which 1| shall
read to you, he deals in detail with the charges of disgusting
conduct against the National Secular Hall at Leeds. There
is not the slightest doubt as to what he is referring. When
he refers to the “rotten proceedings” at the National
Secular Hall, ho is obviously referring to the scandal which
was well known to his audience, because he does not go into
detail. Mr. Fisher then makes a speech of some length, and
then Mr. Powell has the reply upon him, and it is in the
second speech that this parahgraph occurs. If it was meant
to have referred to the London hall, you would have found
it set out in his first speech. As it is, you find it in the
second speech, which is a continuance merely of his first
speech. He puts his case in his first speech, and details
very shortly the proceedings which occurred before the
Leeds magistrates, and then goes on to the Elements of
Social Science. In his second speech ue again refers, as |
submit, to the Leeds Hall in the paragraph complained of,
then reverts to the Element* of Social Science. My friend
very properly objects when | want to put in the Leeds
Daily Neics, because it is not the Daily Standard, so | cannot
show you to what this libel refers. It is spoken by a man
who is summing up his case replying to Fisher. He has
identified the hall before in detail, and he sums it up,
saying : “If you doubt me, look at the Daily Standard of
August 11, ’79.” There is no such paper, and so you are
asked to take the words verbatim, and say, if you take the
man as haying spoken exactly what he knew, you cannot
have the slightest doubt it applied to the National Secular
Hall in London, and it was impossible to apply them to the
hall in Leeds. The point I wish to make here is this : Mr.
Fisher, one of the disputants, was a member of the Council
of the National Secular Society. He went down to speak
as representing the Secular Society to that extent. Lb; was
a nnmber of the committee, fighting their side of the case.
After this remark had been made he had a reply, and In;
made full use of his opportunity and entered fully into the
reply- If be had thought it applied to the London hall,
would not he have replied at onco and said: “ What a
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scandalouslie youhave told ? There has never been a sugge*™
tion against the London Hall of Science. There has never
been a suggestion that the Hall of Science allowed unnatural
offencesto take placein their hall”? Hewas in Leeds ; hewas
present there carrying on the dispute. If he thought ij
meant London and not Leeds, would he not have answerer*
it ? Of course he would; but he does not, because he kno''s
perfectly well it has been referred to properly in the jjrs*
speech, and he knew what was being referred to—the hall a
Leeds. If he had, the answer would have been : *“ We know
the class of thing that went on there; we know what came
out before the magistrates.” | am entitled to use that as &
fair argument here. My learned friend has suggested ti*a
I ought to call Mr. Rowell. As a matter of fact, we panne
call him to help us in this matter. He is not helping u*’
but why does not my learned friend call Greaves Fisher, tn
member of the National Secular Society who took part i
the debate, and who did not answer the charge. He S
have known perfectly well to what hall it referred, and t>
whole facts of the case. Why is he not called ? My friell
conies down here and defends, with the ardor which
perfectly right, the idea that anything could be @
about Leeds instead of London. Why does he not call A
Fisher to come and say, “1 knew he meant the Leeds hal*
Remember that my friend has opened the case saying ww
had no idea of the case they had to meet. The defence,
this matter, was put in_on June 4, 1894, and that (e%t!\
was this: “They admit that the words set out in ®
complaint were printed and published by them ; but tHi,
deny that the said words had any reference to the plair+*
either in reference to the position as alleged, or at >
Could you expect a clearer denial than that ? We have #
from the beginning that this does not refer to the planl ,
at all. Greaves Fisher must have known it never *Y*avIS
to them, and he did not replﬁl onit. It was not until it'"
printed by Cook and published by Mr. Snow that the ac* »
was brought against us. My friend has made a very sire o
point about why we did not answer that solicitor’s 10 t
more fully before the action was brought. Can he sU’hiat
any sort of answer we could have made ? We know *A
Mr. Powell had not been attacked in the matter; that™e
action had been brought against him. He had spoken,»
words complained of, and could have been attacked.
knew we hed done it at the request of Mr. Bradlaug 1,
proprietor of the Anti-Infidel. We are the first to net
solicitors letter. What possible answer could i'«™ b5
sent to that? A great point has been made that no ilU’
was made to it; but what sort of reply was t,ierc i0gy
solicitor’s letter of that kind ? Does it request an ap J&C
or withdrawal ? Does it tell us what part of the l,a®eSted
of forty pages was complained of ? Never a word suge .jo0
as to what the libel complained of was. Never a sugg

it was that passage subsequently taken out and Put..j to
statement of claim. Never a suggestion that it app . uS:
Mr. Smith as mandger of the hall.” The answer is od" ftfe
we cannot, because we don’t know what P&t Weyor
attacked about. The hitter does not ask for an apo*A Qs
withdrawal, but simply says : “1 wish to have the a u Jo
of solicitors to accept service on your behalf, and it,) | can
not send it 1will serve you personally with a writ. ~ j,jv**
only say that my friend must be consciously liard

when he had to come to such a complaint agai _ R
defendant in this case. _Directly he puts in his "“jo liol
says : “1 admit | published the words, but they".

refer to you, either m your position as manager or ,%sb

or refer to you in any way.” What more can mV i*'r :0g tc
for than that? Have we had a chance from b®8inj0.cw>
end of more clearly expressing our case than wo have . ~
and in our defence ? Now, 1have put the simple tac

you. | don’tthink anything the plaintiff has done mis
make you think helis_ ntitled to large d;image”™YolH)j
matter. Do you think his character has been a*l

affected? They all knew the attack was made in R a0J o
the whole subject of the controversy was in Leeds >jo0jjine
they mean to say the plaintiff was damaged at a i r6nib
at jill the circumstances ? Further than that, are Mo
matters in the conduct of the defendants whicli (U
think they ought to pay larger damages than . i,
if they are wrong ? Both the defendants know r.jiG/ we.
all about the libel before it was put in print. rea<]§i
very negligent, and possibly they ought to ** | w*"
before they put it in. Rut | say there is not way:
defendants have done which should lead yoU ~pic -t is
unduly press_ the case against them.  The k&s*, , a,ul, *Qje
judice is this: They have been indemiuno > Aly ”
su%qested, bP, Mr. Bradlaugh, on whose i0* vnll oUfpYUji
P ished. [f Xou think that is a topic which yo}*que™rme
ta eﬁ?&ot CCOUNE, . W, srr-z--=r=-==

is

»; B . "
 Bliherie who VIZERS <Ptk iR 6 21 2
persons who read theimn not know perfectly well \J
context, and from the fact that Fisher i< Er(])('gv\l,’ﬁlf’/_o It ij;
way to the charge—must they not have ]
real sting of the libel was against the Leeds huff w*
reference to the London hall, still "less to ~N*-
nobody ever heard of ?

( Continued on %mje 1JSf
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Mr. Foote’s Engagements.

"V dal/t March 3, Secular Hall, New Church-road, Camborwell-
road>S .E.;—7.30, “ God is Head.”

~Narch 9, Ryhope ; 10, Sunderland ; 17, Nottingham ; 24, Bristol.

TO CORRESPONDENTS.

Charles Watts's Engagements.—March 3, Manchester ; 17
-L Hall of Science, London ; 31, Neweastle-on-Tyne.

bg ~ 7, Sheffield.—All communications for Mr. Watts should
0 s@&*to him (if a reply is required, a stamped and addressed
g Jjolope must bo enclosed) at 81 Effra-road, Brixton, London,

T»URu " otices must reach 28 Stonecutter-street by first post
J Nes y> °r they will not be inserted,
refn Lisheu.—You are quite right. The libellous pamphlet
anc«od to the North-street Hall, Leeds, on p. 8, and the utter-
ly ®7 P- 29 about “ headquarters” is, as you say, in every
Walt ’~ditional and distinct. This is dwelt upon in Mr.
ou tonlaspeech, which we give this week in the second half of
J j. ™eroatim report of the trial.
quj. "VGAARD.—Thanks for your interesting letter. You are
pO03ig right in exercising a certain discretion. But a leader’s
heialOrlfiS nec3ssarily different. If he knows a moment’s fear,
AncMu? d at In fighting bigots, liars, persecutors,
e»corTers>he must take Danton’s motto: ™Be l'audace, et
0. jjAc*“et’audace, et tonjours de I’audace.”
rsew ['V00L)>" Wingmore-road, Church-road, Tottenham, is the
°blifrpuCrftaiyY  the Edmonton Branch. Mr. Patten has been
7,9 “> domestic reasons, to resign the office,

the libef* aS0C*t0 rece've y°ur congratulations on tho result of

\{/ th 11- -The amount, claimed as damages in a libel suit is
gt° 0'se bhan a formality. It is usually fixed by the lawyers.

JO '7 Thanks ~°r cutbmg- See paragraphs,
any Payne, (i Hoavily-grove, Horwich, Lancs, will send to
i'rce.ttti' willing to pay carriage, twenty-four dozen of mixed
PICiru an<t National Reformers, for distribution.
CarefuP,7-” rj k°ote caught a nasty cold, but he nursed himself
buthot and better. Mr. Watts caught a bad cold too,
for snnip00 13 nearly himself again. Mr. I’arris has been unwell
is now «2miVeeks' Mr. Moss had a bad fortnight’s bronchitis, but
@®cula,,: ,e k°® follow his vocation, though he has to bo careful.
Bhoit-  Saro i«st like Christians—liablo to the ills that flesh
Mg.g t, especially in bitter weather.

GI@@H&W@}H Fund.- Miss E. M. Vance acknowledges :—

AV ° Os-
dil up rcad bno report in our last number carefully,
affry ‘th@t U witnesses in tho Hall of Scicnco libel
Al] Wrnied, iasfead of swearing.
jjlbn0 ss  Glad to hoar of your recovery, Bo careful for some

m lﬁ]le ed to hhvc your congratulations. There is too
A gH« yeur remark that “ All the rascality of the

kvu_jences ”ems Wilber down into tho slime of Christian
W -See éaragr»ph Many thanks.

rﬁ- tones for a lot of trouble, . Wc hope to teach
esson before wo have finished.
(;I'\,rf]%n[‘fs for cuttlng
ﬂIg colump, g)v nnot Pcmt a\flst of all the apocryphal books in
&FW@Y ~-camobtain a Co%/ldOf the Now Testament

r °rless. lalf-a-crown, and the Testament Apocrypha
WikDon g E((
T,"Mr. and \ eueuation.—Miss Annie Brown acknowledges :
U Urs- A- O. lsupton, 65 ; I A Tujnten, 5s.

uildence I’eksons who now circulate the libel on the Hall

b% the er|m||vln' Ba%or gratuitously, can be prosecuted

1law sent to prison if found guilty. We
kOfVcond‘ergtoscn us immediate information if thoy learn

- 1PoOIL,; “‘ued circulation of the libel.
Yg"ﬁ Rece.v«dll m FT - W* °"-en, 2s.
per Armo Tonfo aOOliester City News—Eastern Daily Pross
A-1?2r?nbo Glohn u.~b°cular Thought—Ironclad Ago—Progress
hV(oik~~Trav(>l .. oston Investigator—Newcastlo Daily Loader
fnkers> \r T 1)eu Court—Liberator—South Wales Echo—
HrarAa Leader—T IneT T~° Worlds—Newcastle Chroniclo—
L% °ttingh”w °ntleth Century ho—BrLéb ne Tele-
V@Wd@ﬁ[t-—trbr tKvelig fexpregeﬁn&ﬂeldm otherham
hinker_],;1 11~ -Nlelbourne Ago—Capo Times -I’rogrcs-
sbarl. *ho son?1LEcclesiastical Gazette

MR e PassEil ENIRANR YoM, Soiae, o, Javor, by
N\
(%t/,,()hmﬁtcrstt( e t donreethlnker should bo addrossod to

, 18, §rRast fren * -forwarded diroct from tho publishin
ﬁteﬂd : Haﬁf rio ’rBowmg rsites, prepaid —gno Yearg
IOCAPL Adverts  °S 31" Throo Months, 2s. 8d.

uinjton Words"h‘ldS— ords, Is. 6d.; ovory suc-
(Sa l &sﬁbﬁ{l \dN Advertlsements—( arrow

cx:lu"@fh%g]_ono Iac ?(J half coiumn fil g%

P Clal terms “for repetltlons

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.

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.

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

SUGAR PLUMS.

This verbatim report of the Hall of Science libel case is
concluded in this week’s issue of the Freethinker. It is our
intention to keep the case on permanent record. The
report will be put into pamphlet form, with anintroduction
and notes, and a statement as to the Leeds affair which
was so lied about in the trial. The pamphlet should
be circulated by Secularists wherever they hear any
slander against our movement.

Mr. Foote lectures this evening (March 3) in the Secular
Hall, New Church-road, Camberwell, his subject being
“God is Dead.” On the following Saturday evening
(March 9) he will lecture at Ryhope, and the next day
(Sunday) at Sunderland, which he has not visited for a
considerable time. The local Branch has engaged a large
hall capable of holding three thousand people, for two
lectures in the afternoon and evening. No doubt friends
will come to Sunderland from the surrounding district,
and help to fill the big building.

The Bristol Branch congratulates Mr. Foote on the
success of the Hall of Science libel action, and hopes he
will live long to continue his leadership of the Freethought

party. _

Last Sunday Mr. Charles Watts had excellent audiences
at Newcastle, where lie lectured three times. The oppo-
sition by local Christians was considerable. In the evening
Mr. Lynn, the vice-president of the Christian Evidence
Society in Newcastle, spoke for half-an-hour in an able
and most gentlemanly manner. The audiences thoroughly
enjoyed the discussion after each lecture. There was a
great demand for the Freethinker, on account of the report
of the trial.

To-day, Sunday, March 3, Mr. Watts lectures three
times in Manchester, where we hope to hear that he has
had good audiences. _

This Saturday (March 2) the Failsworth Sunday School
holds a tea party at 5, the proceeds of which will go
towards defraying the expenses of the Whit-Friday
procession. On Sunday Mr. Evans, of Burnley, lectures
at G.30.

Last year the National Secular Society's Almanack arrived
when Mr. Symes was in New Zealand, and no notice of it
appeared in the Liberator. This year the Almanack, edited
by G. W. Foote and J. hi. Wheeler, appears in a new and
improved form, and is full of the most interesting matter.
We havo never been so pleased with it as in the present
number. The price is Gd, but it is honestly worth double
the money, and would be a capital shilling’s worth. Wc
wish it overy success.—Liberator.

Professor H. I). Miiller, of Vienna, has called attention,
in his Studies in Ezekiel, to some suggestive parallels
between the phrases of scripture and those found in
cuneiform inscriptions.  For instance, Assurbanipal records
that certain persons were punished “according to the
curses as many as were written in the writing of agree-
ment” (see Deut. xxix. 21). Professor Miller thinks his
many instances prove Hebrew indebtedness to Assyrian
sources. L

Hugh Price Hughes was the principal speaker at the
anniversary meeting of tho South London Mission on
Monday ovening, and the Camberwell Secularists thought
thoy would go and hear him. A dozen members of the
Branch committee armed themselves with three hundred
copies of our “ Atheist Shoemaker ” pamphlet, which they
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distributed outside the chapel. One copy was carefully
handed to H. P. H. as he went in. When the Secularists took
their seats they were amused at seeing the audience busily
reading the great man’s exposure. After the great man’s
speech Mr. Sabine rose and asked if he might put a
question ; whereupon the great man, looking very chalky,
nudged the chairman, who said, “No, no.” Mr. Sabine,
however, got out the explanation that his proposed question
had reference to the great man’s book about a converted
Atheist. H. P. H. then left the meeting, leaving both the
County Council candidates behind him.

The Freethinkers’ Magazine gives as frontispiece a capital
portrait of George Everitt Macdonald, brother and assistant
to the editor of the Truthseeker. In the sketch accompanying
the portrait George is described as the Prince of Good
Fellows. Having read with interest his “ Observations”
in Freethought and the Truthseeker for many years, this is a
statement we can well believe. His character shows in his
portrait.

Mr. Maurice Russell, of the West Ham School Board, is
standing for re-election. He is running, as before, on the
“secular education ” ticket, and it will be a misfortune if
he does not retain hisseat. We hope the local Freethinkers
will work for his return as well as vote for him at the poll.
Mr. Russell’s committee rooms are at 33, High-street,
Plaistow, and 01, West Ham-lane, Stratford.

Kingsland and district Freethinkers are requested to
meet to-day (March 3) at 12 noon, at Mr. Davey’, 21,
Castle-street, to make arrangements for carrying on the
open-air propaganda at Ridley-road. Lecturers have
already been engaged for almost every Sunday during the
summer.

The East London Branch has just held its annual
meeting. Mr. G. J. Warren, ever faithful and zealous,
was reappointed honorary Secretary and Treasurer; a
strong committee of seventeen was appointed, with Messrs.
Loafer and Thorrington as auditors, it was decided to
carry on the open-air work at Mile-end waste from April to
September. A resolution was passed expressing pleasure
that the Hall of Science Club was to terminate on its
present basis. It was also resolved to nominate London
for the Conference in view of Mr. Putnam’ intended
visit.

THE HALL OF SCIENCE LIBEL CASE.

(Concliuleilfrom page 136.)

Mr. Rawlinson (to the Judge): | do not know whether
| ought to have taken the point as regards the ques-
tion whether the publisher is liable. As Mr. Snow was
merely a conduit pipe for the selling of the book, under a
case which | will hand up, he would not therefore be liable,
as he was in the position of a mere news-vendor. Where a
publisher publishes, it is another thing ; but here the evi-
dence is that be simply received copies from the printer, to
sell on commission.

The J udge : His name is put on them as publisher.

Mr. Rawlinson : But that is only a -ustoin of the trade,
He certainly sold them on commission. -Ai necessary, | will
put the point before your lordship later.

Alr. Walton then addressed the jury on behalf of the
plaintiff. He said-: | am not surﬁrised that my learned
friend has not more than once in the course of bis speech
referred to three persons who are before you in this litiga-
tion ; and, before 1 advert to one or two material obser-
vations which, it occurs to me, | ought, on behalf of the
plaintiff, to make, | think it would not be inadvisable to ask
ourselves for a moment, Who is Mr. Smith 1 who are these
two gentlemen in the position of defendants1 Mr. Smith
and his connection with the Hall of Science, referred to in
this libel, has been made abundantly clear. My learned
friend has had the opportunity of cross-examining Mr. Smith;
and, with that opportunity, with the large license which the
law gives him—with the little scruple which has charac-
terised my learned friend’s method in using that license,
which you have witnessed he has completely failed to dis-
credit and disparage Mr. Smith ; but my learned friend has
had no instructions to suggest that Mr. Smith has not been
a man of eminent respectability and of unim]>cachable cha-
racter, and who has ljorne himself honestly and honorabl
in all relations of life. It is perfectly true that Mr. Smit
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has what some of us would regard as a misfortune -nol

those religious opinions which many of us hold, = But, exce
tf%afii‘s() ?\’6?# e é?ﬁ

the fac rdkigfous opinions differ | _
)f us, there is no kind of suggestion that Mr. Smith
¢l . V™ Blanc™trustworthy in every relation of life.

Smith has been connected with thHis building called the HY
of Science in a very intimate way. He helped to found i*>
and within those walls men of the most eminent characj® >
men who lectured in the cause of Freethought, have i&®
tured; men who, although they have suffered for the*
opinions, won the respect of the British people. Thesel
here have had the opportunity—which 1 trust every,®mt
may be afforded in the light of day of expressing freely»1’
the people who thought them worth hearing, the views wh/@l
they entertained. And it turns out further that Mr. Sniin
through a long course of years, endeavored to make thel*a
of »Science a centre of education and instruction. He &
nected it with the Art and Science Classes of South k®
sington. He bad associated with him a clergyman ot ve J
free opinions, but of the very highest character—the he '
Stewart Headlam, who was a member of the commiti®*
and co-operated with him. He had, in addition, et®
tainments for the amusement of the young people ‘v
were members of his Society, and whose parents yye.
connected with the movement; and in this way
obvious that, in the actual conduct of these
classes, the foundation of the dancing academy, 1Gn.0.
to which was by ticket, the regulation of these P ,
ceedings, the supervision, and the mode in whié it Va®
conducted, Mr. Smith is regarded by his own people"de
the Secularists throughout the country- as a resjjecta
erson. Mr. Watts only told us what is obvious. H®sajjn
‘1 regard Mr. Smith as responsible in this matter. ,,!'y
Smith of himself says : “ | am responsible. | was actu”]
present at these instructions, and actually superinten |
these very classes. A state of things such as that incHci™
would have been impossible without my knowledge,
could not have occurred without my authority” ; and tn
fore Mr. Smith, with the long years of respectable c'liiraable
which he is bearing, comes face to face with these honor
and moral and honest men, who fﬁ)ld Freethou&lg(t) inrgl'v,,
to religion. Mr. »Smith is compelled to come 10Urt, o
to challenge from them some sort of substantiation /(i[jjj&
monstrous attack levelled against him. It is essential
Mr. Smith leaves this court to-day with your verdict,
damages marking your sense of the attack made Jo0t
him, and his right to invite an expression of opinion ag* »
him. Wimoare the defendants ? Triey have been ptit m cOlt
box, and, If they had to p?/ thessedaniages and costs, ~ k®
understand why my learned friend should call them,an * 0
an appeal ad misericonliaiu that you should taK ej#
consideration their owu negligence and own b, dl
respectability in awarding that sum ; but why they « lCG
be put forward when they are not the real defendan > ~
when the verdict will not involve them in any/la “M»t
when they are merely show defendants for the spin  pie
are stabbing in the dark, wreaking their malignity vQy
dark, and were not put into the box, gentlemen, itpie
ditlicult to understand. Of course Mr. Cook is.Q " a)U
printer, and of course Mr. »Snow is only the pubnsn ’ gh
your verdict wilk bo a verdict against them. Kut tiblght \
Cook and »Snow you are hitting those men who, i°1,0j
know, have been sitting here within sound of my o}
who have put in motion the printing press nowe*
currency to this malignant attacE, and who dare nov /td'

veri

for it and submit themselves to cross-examination* , py
»Snow and. Cook have told us they will not be aue  pie
your verdict, you need give very little consideration ~ g

sort of appeal which my learned friend has ~ lig to8®)
%ou. Even thoygh they are the defendants, | Offh
ow they can ask for any consideration in the nul O
action. Mr. Powell, tin* obscure person who
Liverpool and vanishes into the obscurity fr°®,-s actif,
emanated, might have been made a defendant in *1 VO ss®
What would have been said thenl They would n t t®
that what Mr. Powell stated he said in the h \
moment, and it was an excess of zeal; and, the ™ rgr®
made ;i statement which, in calm moments, he wo t1
It is these defendants who have given proiuinon per®
libel. They have put it into tlic bands of oV a,fi t®T
interested in the matter throughout the kingdom, "~n »
have professed to refer to a papercalled the Datl!'k Of t»
which most men would understand referred to 0 jlO o»r.
most influential London papers. The defendants, , a8t»>’
lessly printed and carelessly published adocuments  tj)0juO
are not in a position to ask for any consideration nu inan W

when they have to do justice to the unfortunale ~ p®*
may have been injured by the publication tor Jw
are responsible. Now, let me consider for a m°. ssoi}?

my learned friend, on behalf of the defendant®, 1 P
to meet the case. 1do not wonder jit the lijH *1L »yent@n®
I think I o< 1atrue prophet in my openingi,, was» %d
to predict the real defence to the

what the real :.,ctic were which Mr. Murphy

on behalf of the e person , to pursue: and 1 (0 Of jus

he tried to induce you to disregard the rnotiv
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hich is, perhaps, as sacred as any other motive in
unian nature, to disregard the motive of justice, because
j°u disapprove of the opinions of the man who asks you
tF u .ustick  your verdict. My learned friend produces
Is book called “The Elements of Social Science, and reads
la8es from it, and from the work of another Freethought
Of p r’ ax™he said to Mr. Smith, Are these the oginions
le ~“thought writers? are they your opinions? .My
\f knewv perfectly well they are not the opinions
p ®f-.Smith, and ho said so at once. He said: |am a
ectlunker, and belong to the school which says that
S(?"y man is entitled to speak and think freely on those
and these are the opinions of honest men published
andn h.ht ‘lay. Itchallenges the interference of society
tio r hitorference °1 the police, and neither society nor
tio Peilce llave interi)osed in any way to stop the dissemina-
n 1L°1 these books. “We may disputfe them and think them
ooker? but every person thinks differently. Here is a
S]j wuich for forty years has been on public sale, being
R WP and down the kingdom, dealing with matters of
RN lInP°rtance, and it has never been challenged by any
in 1lc authority, charged with the administration of the law
on 10 matter. Mr. Smith says it is perfectly true it is sold
db a bookstall which is licensed to a bookseller by the
is enf-tT j° owns the Hall of Science in Old-street ; but he
be }jtmd to sell any books he likes. If they ought not to
tbRi (’,he police can interfere ; but we simply let the man
®mith*°kS ¢ an”™ bfl sells what books he likes, and Mr.
and n_[ﬁﬁl‘s 7t would be an impertinence to come forward
! pi to revise-tris-tist and proceed to make out an
>[%of certain books which 1, Mr. Smith, in the exerciseot
3 sHperior wisdom, will not allow him to sell, that is an
mtair between the owner of the book shop and the police.
*ml this book has laid on this bookstall for thirty or forty
v Wiﬁhout. any sort of challenge. It is the kind ot line
Y WAIER my learned friend ho‘pes to disparage Mr. Smith
yeur estimation. | think all of us draw a strong line
opinion and moral conduct. My learned frjend
°uld be the last man to say this was a country in ™
bpmion ought not to be as free as air. there was a time
'yben those who professed different religious opinions had
b° tolerance, even in courts of law, or in society ; but, tor-
Unately, the time lias come when every man is entitled
express his views freely ; and just as we give freedom to
J 1~ religious opinion, so we allow freedom to o e
Jltuons, conscious tiiat the forces of orthodoxy are strong
«an the forces of error : and therefore wo need have no
| ar of error. Against Mr. Smith’s moral conduct, and the
_ <u*acter of all the men associated witli him, there Is {I0 1§
i .Sgestion in this case ; and yet this libel is not a libel o
~.opinions, but of his conduct, because it alleges a con
b'tion of things which makes the best feelings of ones
a&ﬁ&‘jﬁ%ﬂn revolt. It is not that he taught these lads
emwpht | "bdt he taught them to disregaid the Divine
that “e gave them his views about the future_state
he7 oe expounded thJ tenets of Secularism; but it is that
hp ractices which can only be mentioned in o <
rn-fpouted in every soue(tjy of human beings. It is ‘
of' \er of religion, depending on orthodoxy or lieteio *>
JegBRgjous-opinions ; but it is a matter of ordinald cc
hshed ~’un conllection with which this libel has neon pub
forward 7 i?2.t > the sort of defence which has been pul
jHete .1 e hirst we have what | may describe as the illegljti
!ﬂ?%rt'i,ﬁ Encg: Lt%n we have the legitimate defence. The
« gferBe 1 described, while my learned friend was

b 28l . N ¥
@ Paseyamining; as QfaWH'ﬂﬂﬁ hﬁrlngﬂaesrﬁﬁigseiﬁctehqs 2.

. . by

rnéf)rﬁ, tl.rel W%Jéjgw%is W%tg'g ot@éurre , In the year 1871),
«arted f,-10u]'vitli tho Hall of Science in London ; but nij
jonto hits sought to divert the whole of our atten

ou vV . .
xurt, of usflce . conceivable in a

WER ré| i dissuggested that these proceedings
estiont %rpj@ e and improper conduct, ilie sug

(tJ s ortit. I:II_’P] alse. There is not a_tittlebofMel.'_vi&e:]%%l

i e orly evitewpa ie tivp givan I i

Iﬁlep tab,, 0 8aid hﬂeard that certair? proce{'dings had
7°ose nmilal?iUnst a place in North-street, Leeds ; but what
PeVer hp'o.'i  Inos were Mr. Smith had never heard. He
Prifuet 1* ntil this moment that they spoke of obscene
2%, s0 f.,r 1'at the nature of the conduct was obscene ;
tdidraw,! dfij Mr. Smith is aware, that prosecution was
fa*e ,1 Henever heard of a conviction as in fact having
ol¥ >and Mr. Murphy would have been tho first one

You ought not to say there was

MuldearPed f,N" | 7a”  Wils a charge of disorderly conduct.
M Lll’ka n_cilrJ x ]ﬁ? Lalwyer, aTg Iﬁnows ﬁhat if,)geplﬁblicar&
a-.-| Keepi,,.. ke place | s house, he\gam,Ps\Gharge
cl™ttst I{gf‘l‘ﬁ a 6I|§@W@P@ﬁy ifoq-se?---and— th-e---prqseeuﬂi%m
s K;/blckex gliyb at, tbi « moment i fordlsorderi
earned 1eng ought to Ix1the last to makX
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cheap capital out of the facts, because he knows perfectly
well that, if you allow proceedings to take place on premises
and you are not properly licensed, you are charged with
allowing disorderly conduct to take place if you allow the
public to take part.

Mr. Rawlinson : The proceedings were not against a
licensed house.

Mr. Walton : 1 quite understand my learned friend’s
restlessness—(laughter)—and his anxiety to make up a case
which cannot be proved by evidence of what took place.
Where is the conviction—where is it ? In the imagination of
those who instruct my learned friend, in whom they have
succeeded in infusing some of the spirit which seems to have
characterised the ﬂroceedings on their part. Nothing would
have been easier than to have called the police who laid the
prosecution. Nothing could have been easier than to have
put in the conviction; but we are told, and that is the whole
evidence you are told by Mr. Smith, that the prosecution
took place ; but, so far as he knows, no conviction occurred,
and if it occurred he would have been the first to hear of it.
I say this effort to draw this question into a trial of what
happened at Leeds, in another place, and for which other
persons are responsible, is done in order to confuse your
minds as to the real issue. That is the illegitimate defence,
and, like all illegitimate defences, tries to establish itself by
illegitimate means; and my learned friend, instead of
bringinc};} witnesses from Leeds to prove the facts,
comes here with an armful of newspapers. A more
irrelevant and and fruitless inquiry | cannot imagine.
These papers, some of which have been raked up from
the cellars of the British Museum, he wants to scatter
around, and create a confusion as to what we have to try.
I am perfectly certain if any witnesses came up from Leeds
we should have listened to them with the greatest respect;
but, as there is no substance in this sort of suggestion, they
have endeavored to infuse into these proceedings an animus
which can only have been introduced to confuse your minds.
What is the real defence? It is that this was not spoken of
the Hall of Science in London at all, but spoken of the Hall
of Science in Leeds. In the first place, that defence would
have been established by calling two or three witnesses. It
would have been established by calling the speaker of this at
the discussion, who would have told us what hall he was
referring to, and by calling the people to whom he was
speaking ; but, instead of calling them, they leave you to
imagine that this description applies to a luill in Leeds. If
you look at it, there is no Hall of Science in Leeds at all.
The only Hall of Science out of London is the one at Sheffield.
It is true the Secularists have a hall at Leeds, but they don’t
call it the Hall of Science. But this is referred to as the
headquarters of tho Secularists, which is in Old-street.
Then you have a reference to a newspaper called the Daily
Standard, which is not produced, but the Leeds Daily Neies
is attempted to be set up as the one meant. Such efforts are
only the sort of devices which we expect from persons
having a hopeless case. Now how is this case met,
because that is the real question for your consideration?
E[ is_obvious they knew perfectly well (both Snow and

00K) the very serious nature of this libel. The solicitor’s
letter lias been read, and when that letter was received |
should have thought that one course and only one course
could be pursued by honorable men anxious not to do
injustice to anyone. Honorable men in a matter of tliis
kind would be most anxious not to do an injustice to people
against whom a prejudice was entertained, because there are
some men of whom 1f you say afoul thing it does not matter,
because no one believes it; but if a mail hzy)pens to be a
Secularist, there are a great many evil-minded men who will
believe it. And the defendants knew this was being said of
ﬁersons who were Secularists. If they wore anxious to act

onorably, they would have been the first to repudiate the
libel and make reparation. Mr. Snow said lie thought it did
not refer to the plaintiff. Why did not he write so at once
and say they were mistaken, withdraw it, and offer an
apology ? Because he had those behind him, those who had
indemnified him, and were putting him forward to bring
this into court to satisfy their fanatical prejudice.
Instead of that, Mr. Snow published a letter, signed under
tho name of the man he represented, and those who were
esupporting him in the matter, which contains this passage :
“When the ease comes into court we will not say, ‘It is not
true what it was 1said about you ’: we will not say, “Itis a
mistake,” and ask the jury to give as little damages as they
can, becauso we are poor printers and publishers.  Not that
sort of defence at all. But, when it comes before the court,
the evidence lacking will be forthcoming, and that charge,
like others, will be proved up to the hilt.” So that we get,
until tho last moment, when they are anxious to save their
skins—we get tho language of bluster. “Tt is true. Take
us into court, and wo will prove it. You did give this
instruction. You (the plaintiff) are responsible for the Ibill
of Science, where it took place. We shall prove il, and
publish it to the world : and kind friends will come forward
with their subscriptions, and we will fight under the Hag of
truth.” Now, instead of fighting under the flag of truth,
they are skulking and crawling away, and making piteous
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appeals to the jury. | should have had some respect if they
had stuck to their guns, and, having got the public money,
had tried to prove their case, and failed. But, having got it
under this brave profession, the courage oozes and the bravery
vanishes, and they now say : “We are poor publishers and
printers. Let us off, because we are only agents.” | ask
you to give Mr. Smith such a verdict as will enable him to
still hold up his head, so that those who may be connected
with this matter will have no ground for saying there was
one tittle of evidence of the monstrous and barbarous charge
made against him. (Subdued applause.)

Mr. Justice Lawrance, who was very indistinctly heard,
in summing up, said : Gentlemen of the jury, the question
you will have to consider is, how far the defendants have
made out that which they say is an answer to the case—viz.,
that this matter had no reference to the plaintiff’s place at
all; that it was not known to the man who uttered the
slander first—Mr. Powell. Smith was not known to him,
and he was not known to Mr. Cook or to Mr. Snow, the
other defendant, the publisher and printer of the libel; and
it is said that the transactions had no reference to the Hall
of Science in London at all. A great man?/ considerations
have been imported into this case, necessarily from the very
nature of the case. All I can suggest is, that you should do
the best you can in the matter, and not allow whatever
feelings you may have on one side or the other to interfere
with you in the discharge of your duty. Look at it just as
you would at an ordinary case. The matter is a very
simple one. Smith, the plaintiff, is the manager and
treasurer and organiser of lectures, etc.,, at the Hall of
Science in London, and he held that position till, I think,
1892, when it was turned into a Limited Company. (To Mr.
Walton) What position does he hold now 1

Mr. Walton, Q.C. : He is a director of the Company,
and that is why the action by the Company was discontinued,
because the Company were not the proprietors of the hall at
the date referred to. The action was originally brought by
the Company, but when it was seen that the Company were
not the proprietors of the hall in 1879, the action was
discontinued.

Mr. Justice Lawrance : Now, Mr. Smith says it was his
duty to carry on the business of this Company, and to do so
he had lectures and science classes, and was generally
resEonmble for the management of the hall. The debate
took place in October, 1893, and the plaintiff says he heard
of it soon afterwards, and made no complaint against Mr.
Powell, who said there had been a great scandal at Leeds.
He also said he had heard of the trial in 1878, but he did not
read it, and did not know what the evidence was. He says
he knew Mr. Foote, but never heard the matter discussed In
his presence, and he had not seen the report of the debate.
He says he did not know who owned the Secular Hall at
Leeds ; but ho seemed to say he had heard the report of tin;
trial discussed. Now, gentlemen, Mr. Murphy has asked you
to say that Mr. Smith’s answers were not satisfactory on that
point, and that he was not clear in giving a distinct denial
to the statement; but that the fact was he knew exactly
what had taken place at Leeds. On that point you must
judge by your own conclusions from the evidence given

efore you. With regard to the suggestion that the defen-
dant has been indemnified of the costs of this action, the
plaintiff also seems to have been getting up money for the
costs of the trial; so there is not much to be said on either
side, because “what is sauce for the goose is also sauce for
the gander.” (Laughter.) It appears that both of them
were getting up public funds for the trial. No point has
been made that plaintiff was not responsible for the; manage-
ment of the Hall; and Mr. Charles Watts said he was
on the Committee, and always looked upon Mr. Smith
as the responsible person of the Company. Then a copy
of the Anti-Infidel was put in, in which portions of
the letter from Mr. W. 11 Bradlaugh were printed, and on
this it is said, on behalf of the plain'd!, that the points
taken by Mr. Bradlaugh there were that, if this case went
on, the charges made in the libel would be proved. Well,
that was said to depend on what was the defence in the
action ; and I may have a word more to say about Mr.
Bradlaugh’s position, and the letters written b% him in the
case, because he is the person responsible for them and the
person making profit out of it as the owner of the Anti-
Infidel. Therefore, he is one of the persons who would be
primarily responsible and liable for any injury the plaintiff
might have sustained. Well, Mr. Murphy’s case is shortl

this : That the observations made by Mr. Powell at Leeds
had reference to what had taken place at Leeds, and that
Mr. Powell, like a great many other public speakers, not
only in matters of religion, but in other matters which we
read of every day—say politics, for instance—a laugh)—
Mr. Powell was like a good many more people who used
extremel?!I strong language, and had gone a great deal
further than they were entitled to go, or would have gone
in their calmer moments. There can be no doubt at all
about that; and it is said here that what Mr. Powell had
done was to mix up two or three things, and what he really
intended to convey was that what lie was saying had
reference to the scandal that took place in Leeds in 1878.
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That there had been a scandal at that time there can be u°
doubt from the evidence of the plaintiff himself. Mr. WaltQ)
is quite right in saying he won’t permit anybody to say that
it was so of the Hall of Science, because there is no evident)0
about that. There had been something in the shape of il
prosecution in Leeds, which may have been for only keeping
a disorderly house—we are left in doubt; but there hec
been something—a prosecution which was of interest to
Secularists generally, because the plaintiff said the matter
had been talked about before him, and Mr. Watts remember
the Leeds trial. But | suppose we shall never know the rea
truth about the Leeds trial. That being the state of things>
let me read you the parts of the pamphlet relied on by t
plaintiff. It is said the Hall of Science was not the proPor
name, and that it should have been the Secular Hal)
and therefore it could not refer to the London hall- J
was said by the plaintiff: “ The dancing academy must rete
to me because there is no proof that there was a dancin
academy at Leeds and then,he relies on the fact of 1
being near a lunatic asylum, thus completing the identifica™
tion. These things are said by the plaintiff to proint—all
can only point—to the Hall of Science in London. B
said by the defendant that the date 1879 was wrong, anj
was intended for 1878 ; that it was wrong to call it the H®
of Science; it should have been the Secular Hall in Nor*
street, Leeds, and that the Daily Standard should be 1
Daily News. All that is said to be a mistake made by t
sgea er in the heat of debate, and what he really meant ~ *
the hall in Leeds; and the reference to 1879 was a referee
to what had already taken place in 1878 in regard to ®,
hall at Leeds, and not to the London hall. It is to be noUO\,
that Mr. Powell was a Liverpool man; he was said to ,
an gbscure Liverpool man, who had emerged from there, n
spoken, and refived adain.  Rir. PR WES 2 L
man : and Mr. Powell, | observe, talks about certain 2O°KS
sold by Kingfisher of Leeds, and in one discussion 1S j
acknowledgeés he is.the person who sold the books reterr
to. Then he goes on to make the charge complained
The question you have got to decide is whether that rea
had reference to the place in London, or whether it I
reference—badly expressed by a man in the heat of ""cAlQ

-to the proceedings which had taken place in Leeds, ;o
was intended and taken to be understood by those ’
heard him to have reference to the Leeds hall only.

Mr. Walton : May | Sa\ﬁlf so far as the libel is coneQl ™’
would not the question fie Whether persons readimg-
pamphlet would not take it to refer to the London ha  at

The J udge : Quite true. It is not what was sPovh,;,,c
Leeds. The question this : Without knowing
further, would anybody taking up this book, and r° cn
what was said there—and you have heard the most V
be said, and the best way it can be IEUt for the defend 1
the question is whether a person taking thatupw o n “1(j

iy

it to the Hall of »Science in London, and so apply B tjic
person- namely, the plaintiff—who was responsible

manner in which that business was carriedon. M  jUis
produced a paper which is not the Daily Standard, = aly
the Leeds Daily Neios; but of course he cannot g olit

further than that. Mr. Snow then comes, and it fu'. week
that the contents of the pamphlet had been publish0 all]
by week, so far as | can gather, in the Anti-pifii,e >cea
therefore it must have been going on for some time b°
October and January. It is dated January, 1894 uotH
Mr. Rawlinson : The pamphlet was not publish0
March, | am told. a
Tho Judge : There is the whole of the evidence up Ot)ier
one side and the other. There are only one or "r'!°powc™
considerations. We have heard a great deal why M) Oth®)j
lias not been called on one side, and Mr. Fisher on the
You always have, incases of this kind, complaintsby | IDd
counsel on each side. They have each got comER)* '’di&
I suppose the answer to them really is—Mr. M pOw@™
not hesitate to say : “I have nothing to do with . 7.2jlin*
He is not worth powder and shot, and 1 am not g0L!"j\' whfj

him.” | do not know what your view isJ hul .~glit
¥ou are considering the position, one would ia\J°not h?',?
here was some reason why Mr. Bradlaugh shou

been made a party to the case. It may De that o OWi>T
he is not worth going for. | don’t know. He is ~a8 tn

of the pamphlet and of the Anti-Infidel, and j;i\On A

person who was going to take any profits, and the

cannot get the man who is going to profit by the er0 jjiw

%ou generally go for the printer and publisher. .~ jis

e some reason, but no reason has been forthcon jjjggui’
why Mr. Bradlaugh should not be made a partyy d . to {q
Mr. Bradlaugh was the person who, if any P?? . ached
made, would be entitled to it. But the writ r ‘ploto a

printer, who, I dq not suppose, ever takes the tr° find
what he is printing ; and the publisher, who o  Ov
certain number of copies sent to him, having no ¢ t0 w
the matter at all. But for some reason, best kn  eeuS

plaintiff, Mr. Bradlaugh was not includ i , (<
nave been one of thf principal parties ec%hcernee'ras-l}l

are the whole facts. Th ?uestlon is, Did these
or would they reasonably fie taken by anybody r
pamphlet to refer, to the plaintiff, or do you thin»

dr
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pendants’ case is made out that they referred, and ought
to be taken to refer to, the case at Leeds and the Leeds
Tall 1 jf yOU gngj they refer to the plaintiff, then comes the
Question of damages. That is a matter for you entirely to
(eal with.  The libel, no doubt, is a serious one. The action
Is brought against two men, who are, as far as they are
c’ncerned—it there is any injury to the plaintiff—are not
nearly so much concerned with the matter as the parties
' 0 get a profit by it, and who have been let go—viz,,
le man who spoke the words and the man who was the
Ini nor of the pamphlet. That may make a difference to you
"hen you come to consider the amount of damages to which
Plaintiffis entitled. It is for you to say whether you
md for the plaintiff or defendant. " If for the plaintiff, what
jpinges do you think he is entitled to 1
Lie jury retired at 4.30, and, after a deliberation of tlireo-
luarters of an hour, came into court and gave a verdict for
ne Plaintiff, with £30 damages.

,Ln Tuesday, February If), Mr. Lawrence Walton, Q.C,,
yappeared for the plaintiff, said, in the case of the
Nalmnal Secular Society and another versus Snow and
', "'her, in which the jury, the day previously, found for the
i aintlffj he had nflw to apply that judgment he entered in

f-ordance with the finding of the jury.

-ur. Justice Lawrance assented,

and judgment was
pUtered accordingly.

Obituary.

Saturday, February 9, the remains of the late Mr-

Fail m Morton, of Failsworth, were interred in the
‘«worth Cemetery. Mr. Morton’s family were connected

w i Uie Secular School at Failsworth, and have been
Thr. i 1S 7or>and supporters of, the school all their lives.
Of |, <dgceased was fifty-nine years of age. Mr. S. Standring,
Sytn0cMale, conducted the Secular funeral service in a very

0 Fat‘x:tic and impressive manner.

lonTfi~Aii7ay’ Februar?/ 11, the remains of the late Mr-
Worf) n Taylor, of Failsworth, were interred in the Fails-
the ‘ Cemetery. All the members of the District (‘ouncil,
guardians and officers for the district, the sanitary
office°rGthe m?d‘cal officer of health, the School Board
"hiel *'i dePutation from the Failsworth Liberal Club, of
teachl eccased was a member, and a large number of the
NqGjvers and members of the Secular School, of which
besijp Je las ~eon ,a member for a large number of years,
alone- * -i?aiW his friends and acquaintances, attended,
“~hich V. 1 t 6 momhors of his family. The funeral service,
Standr”88 °c a Secular character, was conducted by Mr. S.
said MIn& 0, Rochdale, who, in the course of his remarks,
he harlM iaylor had never been afraid of death. He died as
arts « tivod" Mr. Taylor’s life might be divided into two
||&;Jn DuHic and the private life. His public life had
tho known to all. He was one of the originators of
taveai,Pcrative movemer'1:t inI Failgv;orth,mgn? that alon(]z
e 0 me. For lo efore t ormation o
Assge?éll QB@%SH was conne'cr%ad with - the - Ratepayers’
clerk of ?2° iru “or over twenty-seven Years had been
Sliginnl. 6 railsworth Local Board. He'was one of the
FaiRwort'v’ B1d on the first board of directors, of the
kieinher If to cla Club. In his private life he was a
Cacher *T1e .Ocular Society ; first as a scholar, then as a
and lat(;r, lui'ty years ago he'was conductor of the singing,
Mys was n6 ,ught a grammar class, and in various other
Will k 'varker and supporter of tho school, to which his
lLails\WOrth/ rreiZalable. The Secular lecturers visiting
ald obliD'i,aNweys found in Mr. and Mrs, Taylor a kindly
resPect 1,.,” Lost and hostess. General sympathy and
gtavesidp “‘amtested by the hundreds present at the

teavertieut'r 116 mem”ers of the family in their sad

n Qjaﬁ"i‘ioééoﬂf |ﬁﬂg‘ua»e 18 one of tho bulwarks of truth.—

no guarlip,™ d°ity now regulates tho burning of the life

th,21,Urient - tht e s (,rivo thc starrs across tho arching
\rg]s"ea, to | s \r/}?K' éangesr_ ps water (lowing down into

vo dnu = eyaporatg jafe cloud, and descend agajn in rain.
HWeITfrytﬁﬁ%iﬁ 1A t"t boliing pot, no pﬂesﬁ@ing ripﬁts
huh llI°uth of *,an°"s, no imprisoned demon shrieks from
bv anthougln /. bowling lunatic. There was a period of
isrP ualfifp wfen the whole '

A Iie Ply interosfi °r dur knowledge of our own history, it
fr, IMng Under)i H lat there should remain rude races
ptw Lnce uhveild P*“ospphy which we have so far passed

ior vjii?08 °f antivnf Fh?mistry, bi_olog%/, have seized whole
Nee—t, P 6{‘A1n|r3}Jsm, setting force for life, and law
i ylor%

THE FREETHINKER.

141

LONDON SECULAR FEDERATION.

The adjourned General Meeting was held at the Hall of
Science on February 7 ; the President in the chair. Present :
Messrs. J. M. Wheeler, G. Standring, G. J. Warren, C.
Thomas, .1 Wood, A. Wheeler, J. Neate, A. F. Taylor, W.
Williams, M. Loafer, Edith Yance, and the secretar?/.
Minutes of previous meeting read and confirmed. The old
list of officers was proposed for re-election, and carried.
Mr. Charles Watts was invited to become a vice-president.
The undersigned was re-elected as hon. secretary, and Mr.
Robert Forder as treasurer. It was decided to arrange a
course of lectures for the North-West London Branch ; and
the secretary received instructions to make inquiries con-
cerning a second course, either for Battersea or West London
Branch. Proposed by Mr. Warren, seconded by Mr. Wood :
“That a dramatic performance, etc., take the place of the
usual Federation Ball, and a sub-committee be appointed to
arrange details.” £5 was voted to the printer, and the
meeting closed. Annie G. Brown, Hon. Sec.

Branch secretaries are reminded that delegates’ fees for
1895 are now due, and an early remittance will assist the
work in hand.

PROFANE JOKES.

It was an Ardrossan schoolboy who the other day, when
asked by the school inspector which was “the longest day,”
struck bottom facts by the reply, “ Sawbath.”

“How, brethren,” shrieked the Salvationist, “how shall
we save souls " “Walk on your uppers like me,” remarked
the blear-eyed man who had come in to get warm. And
then the doorkeeper showed him out.

The Rev. Rosy Babbleton (detecting Johnny stealing an
orange from a sleeping apple-woman)—*“ Ah, Johnny,
Johnny, this is a little matter, hut where will it end ?
Johnny (in an injured tone, but dividing the orange)—
“That’s just it ; there’s always somebody wants to stand in.
There yer are ; but if you are a square cove, you will nick
some nuts and divide.”

Watson—" What was the largest trout you ever caught,
James I’

James—“Let’s see ; what day of the week is this,
Watson V

“Monday, | believe.
with my question I’

“Oh,” nothing; only | think youd better wait until
Wednesday. | always like to get as far jis possible from
Sunday when 1tell my fishing experiences.”

What in the world has that to do

Some ridiculous mistakes are made by missionaries, who
have but an imperfect acquaintance with the language in
which they teach. Everyone knows how the Chinese call
Christianity the pig religion, through missionary mis-
pronunciation of the word for Lord, as if it were pig. In
Japanese the word for “ rat” is similar to that for “fountain,”
and missionaries have been known to tell the natives to fly
for refuge to the rat; and, the word for hell being similar to
that for post-olfice, unbelievers have been threatened that
they would all be sent to the post-office.

Professor Sayce fancies he has discovered Nimrod in the
cuneiform inscriptions. He says : “His full name was
Nazi Muruda the Kassu, and he was the Babylonian con-
temporary of the father of the Assyrian king who restored
Nineveh and founded Calali about fifty years before the
Exodus.” This looks pretty much like a guess in the dark,
like Professor Sayce’s identification of Melchisedek with
Eben Tob. Probably some one will come after him and
discover that Nazi Muruda was not a hit like Nimrod, and
not even a mighty hunter before the Lord.

The infidels of one age have been the aureole saints of the
next.—Imjersoll.

The altar and throne have leaned against and supported
each other.—Ingersoll.

Humility is the first of the virtues—for other people.
0. W. Holmes.

A Church should put no fetters on the man; it should
have unity of purpose, but with the most entire freedom
for the individual. When you sacrifice the man to the mass,
in Church or State, it becomes an offence, a stumbling-block
in the way of progress, and must end or mend. = nec<lore
Parker.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

[ Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on Tuesday, and be
marked “ Lecture Notice,” if not sent on post-card.]

LONDON.

Hall of Science (142 Old-street, E.O.) : 1130, a lecture. (Free.)
6.30, musical selections; 7, A. B. Moss, “What Do Christians Believe ?”
EAtzmission free; reserved seats 3d. and 6d.) Wednesday, at 8.30, a
ecture.

Battersea Secular Hall (back of Battersea Park Station): 7.45,
a lecture. (Free.) Tuesday, at 8, dancing for N.S.S. members and friends.
Wednesday, at 8, dramatic club.

Camberwell (North Camberwell Hall, 61 New Church-road) : 7.30,
G. W. Foote, “ God is Dead.”

Finsbury Branch : 12, important members’ meeting at 120 St. .Tohn-
street, Clerkenwell.

Istington (Liberal and Radical Association Committee Rooms, Upper-
street, near the Vestry Hall): Thursday, at 830, J. Rowney, “What
Think Ye of Christ ?” (Free.

Istington Branch : 3.30, important members’ meeting at 10 Waterloo-
terrace, Upper-street.

Miltton Hall (Hawley-crescent, 89 Kentish Town-road): 7.30, A.
Westcott, “ Pasteur : His Life and Works "—with dissolving views by
limelight. (Free.)

West London Ethical Society (Princes’ Hall, Piccadilly) : 11.15,
.1 A. Hobson, “ Victor Hugo and the Proletariat.”

West London Branch (“Duke of York,” Kensington-place, Silver-
street, Notting-hill-gate): Monday, at 8.30, business meeting.

Wood Green (Star Coffee House, High-street) : 6.45, monthly
meeting ; 7.30, W.J. Heath, “What Caused the French Revolution ?”

Open-Air Propaganda.
Battersea Park Gates : 11.30, F. Haslam will lecture.
Hyde Park (near Marble Arch) : 11.30, St. John will lecture.
Wood Green (Jolly Butchers’ HiII&: 11.30, W. J. Ramsey, “ What
Christ Said of Himself—a Reply to the Rev. Mr. Pedley.”

COUNTRY.

Birmingham (Coffee House, corner of Broad-street) : Thursdays, at 8,
papers, discussions, etc.

Bristol (Shepherds’ Hall, Old Market-street) : 7, musical program
by Miss Humphries.

Blackburn : 3, members’ meeting at secretary’s house.

Chatham Secular Hall (Queen’s-road, New Brompton): 7, A. E.
Rowcroft, “ Personal Experiences of Spiritualism.”

Failswop.th Secular Sunday-school (Pole-lane) : Saturday, at 5,
tea party. Sunday, at 6.30, Ernest Evans, “Animals and Plants : a
Lesson from Nature.”

Hull (St. George’s Hall. Storey-street): 11, Stanley Jones, “ The
Problem of Unsectarian Moral Teaching”; 230, “ Radicalism and
Socialism”; 7, “ Woman : Past, Present, and Future.”

Liverpool (Oddfellows’ Hall, St, Anne-street) : 3, philosophy class
—Ernest Newman, “Kant ”; 7, Mr. Miller, “ Energy in Nature.”

Manchester Secular Hall (Rusholme-road, All Saints): 11,
Charles Watts, Mohammed and Christ "y 3, “ Trust in God a Delusion ”:
6.30, LReligion with and without Theology.” (3d. and Gd.)

P1ymouth (Democratic Club, Whimple-street) : 7, a meeting.

Portsmouth (Wellington Hall, Wellington-street, Southsea) : 6.30,
committee meeting ; 7, lantern entertainment.

Rochdale (Working Men’s College, 4 Acker-street) : 6, singing
practice ; 6.30, Sam Standring, “ The Rise and Fall of Nations.”

Sheffield Secular Society (Hall of Science, Rockingham-street) :
7, Mr. Gorril, “Japan and the Japanese "—with lantern illustrations.

South Shields (Thornton’s Variety Hall, Union-lane) : 1I, C. Cohen,
“ Buddha and Buddhism”; 7, “The Rev. A. J. Harrison as Christian
Apologist—A Reply.”

Sunderland (Lecture Room, BridgeEnd Vaults, opposite Echo office) :
7, the Secretary, “ Christianity and Medical Science.’

Open-Air Propaganda.
Rochdale (Town Hall Square): 11, Sam Standring, “ God's Frost.”

Lecturers’ Engagements.

C. ConEN, 12 Merchant-street, Bow-road, London, E.—AIll Sundays
until April, South Shields.

Stanley Jones, 53 Marlborough-road, Holloway, London.—March 3,
Hull; 10, Sheffield; 17, Hanley ; 21, Derby.

Arthur B. Moss, 44 Credon-road, Rotherhithe, London.—March 24,
Camberwell.

Sam Standring, 6 Bury-road, Rochdale.—Ma. J t26 and 27, Sheffield.

Vol. 1., cloth gilt, 216 pp., 2s. 6d., post free,

CRIMES OF CHRISTIANITY

G. W. FOOTE AND .T. M. WHEELER.

Hundreds of exact References to Standard Authorities. No pains spared
to make it a complete, trustworthy, final, unanswerable
Indictment of Christianity.

Chapters:—1, Christ to Constantine; 2, Constantine to Hypatia; 3
Monkery; 4, Pious Forgeries ; 5, Pious Frauds ; 6, 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.”—0. Biiadlaugh, in National Reformer.

“The book is worth reading.
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
(US.A).

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

THE FREETHINKER.

It is fair, and, on the whole, correct.”—

March 3, 1895.

ALLINSON FOR HEALTH.

HOME CONSULTATIONS—to a.m. to i p.m., ios. 6d.;
6p.m. to 8p.m., $s. Patients Visited.

MEDICAL ESSAYS. Vol. I. For Postal Order for is. 2d.
Contains Articles on Management of Infancy, Health, Lonfgevity, The Teeth,
Tobacco, The Drink Question. Also the Cause and Cure of Disease, Constipa*
tion, Biliousness, Eczema, Blackheads and Pimples, Nervousness, Coughs and
Colds, Chest Complaints, Deafness, Thread Worms, Long Worms, Tape Worms,
The Itch, etc.

MEDICAL ESSAYS. Vol. Il. For Postal Order for is. 2d.

Contains Articles on The Healing Power of Nature, Urine, Saline Starvation, the
Hair and its Managhement, Sle? and Sleeplessness, Want of Energy, etc. Advice
for the Thin, for the Stout; Simple Fever, Measles, Scarlet Fever, Whoopms
Cough, Ringworm, Hypochondria, Bloodlessness, Diarrhoea, Ulcerated Legs.
Tumours, etc.

MEDICAL ESSAYS. Vol Ill. For Postal Order for is. 2d.
Contains Articles on No More Death, Management of Young Children, Un
suspected Domestic Poisons, How to Grow Tall, to Keep Warm, to Live Gn
Hundred Years, to Improve the Memory, and to become Beautiful, a0
Attractive. On the Cause and Cure of Stomach Troubles, Flatulence, Sleepiness,
Varicose Veins, Boils and Carbuncles, Sebaceous Tumors and Wens, Hayl'eéver’
Winter Cough, Chilblains, Epilepsy, and on the Diseases Produced by Taking
Mercury.

MEDICAL ESSAYS. Vol. IV. For Postal Order for is. 2d.
Contains Articles on _Hardening, Work and Overwork, Sugar and its Abuse.
Milk as Food, the Tomato, Poultices, Quinine, Against the Knife, Arsenic*
Poisoning, Tonics, Against Stimulants in Disease, about Swallowing Pips
other Articles. Also Cure of Sunstroke, Dog Bites, Pains in the Back, Pedicuh o
Lice, Chicken-Pox, Synovitis or Inflammation of the Joints, Tonsilitis or Qui0* ’
Herpes (Tetter or Shingles), Erysipelas, Ulcer of the Stomach, Epidemic In"
enza, Sciatica, Psoriasis or English Leprosy, etc.

MEDICAL ESSAYS. Vol. V. For Postal Order for is. 2d.

Contains Articles on Pure Water, The Mouth, Its Use and Abuse; Rules
the Aged, Training, Blood Letting, Nose Bleeding, Felon or Whitlow, Ingrows
Toenail, Gum Boil, Cold in the Head, a Red Nose, Flushing and Blushi g*
Toothache, Sore Mouth, St. Vitus’ Dance, Goitre, Mumps, Inflamed Eyes a
Eyelids, Fits, Fainting, Apoplexy, Spitting and Vomiting of Blood, Vomit* &
Wounds, Burns, Scailds, Bruises, etc.

The Five Volumes, strongly and neatly hound, price Gs. 9dpostfi'eem

HYGIENIC MEDICINE. For Postal Order for is. id.—An Eye Opener to

Drug Takers.
RHEUMATISM: ITS CAUSE AND CURE.
Post free for 7d.

DIET AND DIGESTION.
CONSUMPTION : ITS NATURAL CURE. Post free 7d.

All these Boohs, hound in One Vol., postfree, 9s. Gd.  Send Postal

THREE PAMPHLETS FOR YOUNG MEN. For Postal Order for is- ,d'
A BOOK FOR MARRIED WOMEN. For Postal Order for ts. 2d.

All communications to he addressed to—
DR. T. R. ALLINSON,
4 Spanish-place, Manchester-square, London, W.

Post free for?d.

Freethought Publications.

Bible Handbook for Freethinkers and Inquiring Christian
Edited by G. W. Foote and W. P. Ball. Complete, P®Ij0
covers, Is. 4d.; superior edition, on superfine paper, boun<
cloth, 2s. gt

The Jewish Life of Christ. Being the Se]>her Tohloth
Book of the Generation of Jesus. With an Historical t eler,
and Voluminous Notes by G. \V. Footo and J. M. y
Paper covers, Gd.; superior edition, superfino paper, cloth,

Bible Studies. Essays on Phallic Worship ard other Curm
Rites and Customs. By .L M. Wheeler. Illustrated. sul’
paper, 2s. Gd. . .

Biographical Dictionary of Freethinkers of All A£eS,, th,
Nations. By .1 M. Wheeler. Handsomely bound t"
7s. 6d.

Darwin Made Easy. Bv Dr. Edward B. Aiding, Fellowo of
London University. This is tho best popular exposl
Darwinism extant. Cloth, Is. —/atheﬁ

Essays in Rationalism. By Charles Rotad Newman (~ :org0
Brother of tho late Cardinal Newman). W ith a Preface A qgicelcr-
Jacob Holyoako, and a Biographical Sketeli by J- M-’

Is. Gd.

ftle

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

W. J. Rendell's “Wife’s Friend
N ™ VA)

Recommended by Mrs. Besant in Law of Population, P-

Allbutt in Wife's Handbook, E 51. Made solely by J*. jn litfEer

Chadwell-street, Olerkenwell; 2s. per doz., post free (reducti

quantities). For particulars send stamped envelope
IMPORTANT CAUTION.

Brwark of useless imitations substituted by same dealers ant  jy atl

the words “ Itendell & Oo. ” and “ ./. W. Rcndall ” being spec
plausibly introduced to deceive the public.
Look for Autograph Registbrko Trade Mark

No. 182,688-

IN Led r.NK ON EACH BOX, WITHOUT WHICH NONE ARK GKriUIIiZBZd_
)

n'(;gtnsen’sSyriD?,,with Vertical agnd Reverse Currggt,
25 Gd  Dr. Palfrey’s Powder, Is. 2d. (fumgne
Dr. Allbutt’s Quinine Powders, 3s. per doz. All prices poa

W. J. RENDELL, 15 Chadwell-st., ClerkenweU-

Pee. A
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Contents
BatanceSheet. ®PROCeeDINGS
A nnual Report.
Correspondence.

Discussion
AT THE

Dialectical

Society.

Presidential.

Address.
etc”™__
LONDON : W. Reeves, 185, Fleet Street.
LEEDS: G. Cornwell, 8, Upper Mill Hill.
Nm— t ---- -~ &sammammm

PERSONAL RIGHTS & SEXUAL WRONGS,

by OSWALD DAWSON
wil bepubllshed simultaneously wifh fihe Second-Volume

of the proceedings of fhe LegifimaTion League,
PRICE SIXPENCE..

B EST BOO K The Path IN?I!VOF;)T,% parir(;ij(’m\’/:/yhpgsrt;d” it Led Me.

R Neo-malthusianism is, i believe, AN AUTOBIOGRAPHY AND ARGUMENT.

By A MONMOUTHSHIRE FARMER.
>*Act° RAUTY' Or THE_THEORY AND

B CE OF NEO-MALTHUSIANISM. Revised v G.J. Hotaoakk.
D London : Watts & Do., 17 Johnson’s-court, Fleet street, E.C.
pan, yJ'R'HO"ES, M.V.S., M.N.S.S.

*0p P°’trait and autograph, hound in cloth, gilt lettered, ,
SETrorertobr. ,, . * IS<PoHrt Colonel Ingersoll’s
albx parts'nf~  ‘af°rmalion within the reach of the poor, the

Do« T P°st free w* b°ok.are i3ancd in a pamphlet of 112 page*
ha “»iio ree’ A ®°Plea of the pampﬁlet Ff)or dlstrlbutlopngls G reat N ew LeCtu re

MOrylﬁmﬁﬂgﬂeﬁerg ?/a enBat oi aie neo- A B O U T

“ati~ian L The special »M06 * V ?nd throughout appeals o moral
a..’.%>in#'!®a8eand to )..Va'ue °! " r- Holmes’ service to the Neo-

arniP"PWet of , ??“mwo"-being generally is just his eombi-
|ecure|y Aitation wPtn 8tatement of th« physical and moral

Th. i°SaiV,i” arul an off».1. a ")la n accounl of the means by which it
heUreil Ofricca”  6r I° * concerne<f °f the requisites at the

Traders80 8Pohe'n‘dMU8ian Lcaguei Dr. Drysdale, Dr. AUbutt.and ; ;
LT °rder, Aphplied bv R Ver3 MS> terms. Price Slxpence.

ft j. _®uld besentr .?D*R’29 Stonecutter-street, London, E.O.
HOJ |o. ent t0 the author.

8 HANNEY, WANTAGE, BERKS. London: R. Fordor, 28 Stonecutter-street, E.C
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From the “Bradford Weekly Tele%raph,”Satu rday,
February i6,1895.

GREAT FIRE IN BRADFORD.
EXTENSIVE DAMAGE.

Early on Saturday a big fire took place in the
warehouse, No. 2 Union-street, Bradford, occupied
by Mr. R. Higgins, who occupies alarge part of the
ground floor, and numbers the following tenants
occupying the other offices and rooms: Mr.
Ernest Hahnel, Messrs. Schmidt &Co., Mr. J. W.
Gott, Messrs. G. D. Wright & Co., and Mr. J.
Pepper. The damage done is very extensive,
and is roughly estimated at a figure between
£8,000 to £10,000. It certainly cannot be less
than £8,000, as many of the firms occupying the
building had large and valuable stocks stored
in the various rooms. Mr. R. Higgins had a big
stock of woollens, stuffs, and yarns, and estimates
his loss at over £4,000. He is insured up to
£4,000. Messrs. Wright & Co., stuff merchants,
have had fully £ 1,000 damage done to their stock
and premises, but it is completely covered b
insurance. Mr. J. W. Gott, cloth and stuff
merchant, had a stock valued at £1,500, and it
is partially destroyed, chiefly by water. The
other firms, with the exception of Mr. J. Pepper,
have suffered in like manner, a lot of stock being
destroyed by water. The cause of the fire is
unknown, but, judging by appearances, it broke
out in the packing-room of Mr. R. Higgins.

March 3, 1895.
To the Readers of “The Freethinker.”

W e had just got the New Spring Goods ready for
Sale when this unfortunate fire took place, and,
although we have sustained no damage by the fiie
itself, most of our goods have been soaked in water.
We have taken immediate steps to have all the
goods dried, and for all practical purposes they are
not worth one penny less than before the fire took
place. The finish which is put upon new goods has,
of course, been disturbed, but that always takes
place in making garments up. So that if you get a
length of this cloth, or stuff, and have it made up,
there is not the slightest difference between that and
any other new goods you might buy, when made into

garments.

We have got a Big Allowance from the Insurance Company,

and to make room for New Goods, which we have already ordered, and which will be ready
sale in one month,

We now offer all our Present Stock at HALF PRICE.

for

We are making the goods up into the following lots —

Parcel for 21s. carriage paid.

A Lot of GOODS for LADIES’ WEAR,
worth at warehouse prices 42s.

Parcel for 21s. carriage paid.

A Lot of GOODS for GENTLEMEN’S WEAR,
worth at warehouse prices 42s.

State what will be most useful. *831 jgiT State what will be most useful. *XI1J

Parcel for 21s. carriage paid. Parcel for 21s. carriage paid.

MIXED LOT OF GOODS,
Worth 42s.

For Ladies’ and Gentlemen’s wear.

We have engaged 25 additional Tailors to

make up Trousers. Price during Salvage Sale,

Mixed Lot of Goods, such as
BLANKETS, SHEETS, QUILTS, TABLE-CLOTH,

APRON, BELT, PURSE, Etc.

Round waist ..........
Round scat..............
Inside leg seam......
Outside leg seam ..
Thigh s

7s. 6d. per Pair to Measure. KNEE v

Fill up form and state Color preferred.

SEND

Lined or Unlined ..
(Lined Cd. extra.)
(©00] [o] L,

AT ONCE.

J w. GOTT, 2 & 4 UNION-STREET, BRADFORD'

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



